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Dedication

To all those who live under foreign occupation (including Russians
outside Russia and the Americans inside the USA).

To all those who resist the Empire
To all those who have remained human
To all those who understand that the Truth is objective

To all those who still love
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About the Author

The Saker (the pen name chosen by Andrei Raevsky) is the founder of the
Saker Community of Blogs, the only such international and multi-lingual
community of blogs. It now features:

6 blogs (Main, French, Russian, Latin American, Italian, Serbian)
written in

7 languages (English, Russian, French, Spanish, Italian, Serbian and
Portuguese) on

4 YouTube Channels (Main, French, Italian, Saker Community
translations).

The main blog alone gets well over two million page views per month.

The six further daughter blogs representing an astoundingly large area of
our world were born from the initial Saker Blog. This grassroots organic
development grew out of an existential comment:

“What society had done to me —made me completely powerless —it
has also done to you. And just the way it made me feel like a single
lonely nutcase, it made you feel like you were the only one. I most
sincerely believe that the real reason for the success of this blog, its
global community, its vibrant discussions and the amazing outpouring
of kindness towards me are in the following simple fact:

I inadvertently made it possible for many thousands of people to
realize they were not alone, not crazy, not wrong but that quite
literally “we are everywhere”!

The second thing that I did, again quite inadvertently, is to empower
those who felt powerless to do something, to make a change, to
really have an impact.”

From Submarines in the Desert —The Saker.
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Content providers and truth tellers flocked to The Saker’s blog which today
hosts sensitive, wide-ranging and hot topics, provided by giants in the
journalism field such as Pepe Escobar, Ramin Mazaheri, Ghassan Kadi, Peter
Koenig, Sheik Imram Hussein and regular analysis by The Saker himself
complimented by a number of other writers who sometimes prefer to remain
anonymous, reporting from across the world.

The Saker is regularly interviewed by greats, such as Catherine Austin Fitts
of the Solari Report and Bonnie Faulkner of Guns and Butter. The vibrant
Movable Feast Café as well as the Commenter’s Corner affords members,
friends, readers and brothers-in-arms an opportunity to bring their poetry, their
musings, their noodlings and their own analysis to the blog.

Today TheSaker.is website and TheSaker.LLC still survive on membership
donations and community support. There is a small Steering Committee in
place, made up of The Saker, the Webmaster, the Director of Research and the
Operational Support person. This small group is strengthened by a network of
around 100 much-appreciated volunteers who do various tasks, such as art, or
videos or other administrative tasks.

This wealth of information is new content, specifically, to the eyes and ears
of those in the West and presents a deeply analytical-educational treasure trove
that unfolds history "as she has never been told".

The Saker's blog is shaped by readers and delivers content that can only be
described as incisive; shattering what we thought we once knew hence
producing new and powerful thinking in the geo-political arena of our world.

New content and new activities on the Saker blog, daughter blogs, and other
outreach, will unerringly retain focus on: Empowering those who felt
powerless to do something, to make a change, to really have an

impact and resist!
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Foreword by Sergei Duhanov

I have a confession to make.

Never in my entire life (and I'm not so young) have I been faced with a task
of writing a text of this level of difficulty (and I've written many) as is the case
with this foreword. So, I commence this writing with a fair share of humility.

This may look somewhat arrogant (or even outright chauvinistic?) but when
a few years ago I for the first time came across one of The Saker’s texts, reading
the opening paragraph, I got an eerie (or should I just use the word ‘gut’?)
feeling that none other than a Russian could have written it. (That was on a
website other than The Saker’s own and the ethnicity of the author was not so
evident. Don’'t ask me why or how I got this idea —this brings to mind what one
of my good Irish friends used to tell me: a guy enters a pub or bar somewhere in
Northern Ireland and everybody present knows exactly whether he is a Catholic
or a Protestant.)

My first (and, as history has proved, right) reaction was to persuade the
editors of a leading Internet outlet in Russia —The Svobodnaya Pressa (Free
Press) —to publish translations of The Saker’s articles. The only problem was the
identity of the author, for the publication thought so highly of itself that it only
carried the pieces followed by a presentation of the writer.

So, my investigation began (we all love to play Sherlocks, don’t we?).

The more I investigated and read The Saker (and about The Saker) the more
I came to love and respect him.

Not to mention my rage at a couple of instances when I missed one or two
pieces, which appeared while I still had no clue what his name was.

Then I followed a thin gray thread, which happened to be tied to some more
reliable line. One more step (“trust but verify”) and —bingo! —I had the man’s
name.

The very first article (The Case for the Breakup of the Ukraine,
http://www.unz.com/tsaker/the-case-for-the-breakup-of-the-ukraine/) with The

Svobodnaya Pressa here: https://svpressa.ru/politic/article/155732/ was a direct
hit. Usually, 5000 to 7 000 reads during the first 3 to 5 days is considered very
acceptable. The Saker’s article was read by more than 30,000 people in 24 hours!

Page 10 of 813


https://svpressa.ru/politic/article/155732/
http://www.unz.com/tsaker/the-case-for-the-breakup-of-the-ukraine/

Other articles followed, always attracting way above average readers’ attention.
One of them —well over 160,000 reads - exceeded the outlet’s record (Learn
Russian! If only to be able to read those readers’ comments —it’s a regular war
zone! Google won't help here —it’s like trying to smell a rose with a gas-mask on
your face.)

Readers in Russia simply adore The Saker!

Who else can give them such an honest and principled military-geopolitical
analysis delivered in such a logical and, at the same time, dialectical manner?
Not the Western corporate mainstream media!l Not some complaisant
sycophants in Russia whose only dream and purpose in life is to be considered
“experts” by the Kremlin and the state media! That’s for sure!

In any situation The Saker openly takes a side —the one that he believes, and
knows in his heart, is right. This way of writing (fighting?) ‘with an open visor’
requires not only precise knowledge of the matter but also courage, dedication
and mental/cognitive flexibility. And what of all these qualities Andrei possesses
would be enough for half a dozen ordinary humans. Just read his essay “Is
Communism really dead?” in the book and see for yourself how a long-time
(some may say ‘professional’) anti-communist deals with this issue.

So, Id like to conclude with the most important characteristic feature of all
Andrei’s work —his engulfing, all-consuming love for his Motherland —Russia.

Fly high, Saker!

Serge Duhanov is a Soviet/Russian journalist and translator. In the USSR he worked
as a Senior editor and the Special correspondent for the NOVOSTI Press Agency
(Moscow). Also, he served for two years as the Canada (Ottawa) Bureau Chief of the
same agency. Later, he worked as an Observer, a Head of Department and the Deputy
Editor-in-Chief of the Russian weekly newspaper the BusinessMN, which at that time
was a subsidiary of the Moscow News. He also worked for five years in the capacity of
the BusinessMN USA (Washington) Bureau Chief and the Interfax-AiF Weekly USA
Correspondent.

Currently, he is the Director of the Center for Strategic Analysis of the Penza State
University.

He is the GongMassMedia’95 journalistic award winner, Colonel (Ret.), Cavalier of
the Military Merit Order.
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Preface

This book is the third one in the “Essential Saker” series and it features the
essays and analyses I wrote in the period from June 2017 through 2018
including “A 2018 Survey of Trends”. This has been an incredibly dense and
incredibly dangerous period for our planet. For example, I am personally
convinced that the world came very close to a shooting war between Russia and
the USA when, in the early hours of April 14th, the Trump decided that the USA
would attack Syria with bombs and missiles over what was clearly a false flag
operation in Douma (you know, under the “highly likely” “Skripal rules of
evidence”). But the single most important development which occurred over
this period of time is the tremendous acceleration of the collapse of the
AngloZionist Empire. Far from making “America Great” (he clearly does not
understand that most of “America” is *outside* the USA..) Trump only
succeeded in three things: first, totally selling out to the Neocons, second, make
a lot of empty threats which nobody believed and, third, to tremendously
weaken the Empire. So yes, Trump was a huge disappointment to those who
believed in his campaign promises, but he still is infinitely preferable to that
harpy Hillary and her gang and his abject incompetence did more to weaken the
Empire than any evil Russian plan ever would have.

As I have written many, many times in the past, Russia and the AngloZionist
Empire are at war with each other. True, this is an 80% informational war, a
15% economic war and only a 5% kinetic war. But this is a war for survival, in
which each side represents an existential threat to the other (while Russia is no
threat to the USA as a country or as a nation whatsoever, she is a mortal threat
to the Empire). The leaders of the Empire —the US Neocons and the western
international banking and finance system —have made this conflict with Russia
a zero-sum game in which any Russian success is perceived as a defeat for the
West and vice-versa. Crazy? Yes! Dangerous? Very! But real nonetheless. It is
this rapidly accelerating decline of the US world hegemony against the
background of the creation of a multi-polar world by Russia and China which
this third volume chronicles.
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I want to thank all those who made this book possible: the absolutely
amazing Saker community, the core members who help me work on the blog on
a daily basis, those whose generous donations have made it possible for me to
write in the first place, and those whose kindness and prayers have kept me
going even in the darkest moments. With gratitude we thank Dalibor for
striking artwork. A special thanks to Amarynth without whom this book would
never have seen the light and for whose unfailing kindness and support I am

especially grateful.
The Saker
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Russia on the long and difficult path to true

civilizational identity
April 28,2017

By now you must have heard it —Putin is “persecuting the Jehovah's

Witnesses” in Russia. Alas, this one is true. Well, this is maybe not nearly as
terrible as the Ziomedia makes it sound, but still, a pretty bad and
fundamentally misguided policy.

Why did the Russian government take such a drastic decision?

The Russian Justice Department has banned the JW as an organization on
the grounds that the JW were a:

«»

totalitarian sect of an anti-Christian orientation, the teachings of
which contain teachings and practices which can damage the

personality and health of the adept, his family, as well as traditional
national spirituality and public interests” (source). Another source

reports that:

“The Supreme Court of Russia stated that the Jehovahs Witnesses’
church organization has systematically and through central
governance infringed on human rights and trampled the freedoms of
those belonging to the denomination. The sect forbids restricts
families, bans many types of education and restricts medical
treatments”. The same author then concludes that “So, in principle it
is about protecting the rights and freedoms of Russians and on the
other hand about breaking the laws governing churches’ activities. The
Jehovah's Witnesses have been given warnings and notices demanding
that they reform, but without results. Therefore, do as the Romans do,
or get out of Rome?”

Does that make sense to you?

To me it makes no sense whatsoever.
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First and foremost, if the JW are really guilty of damaging personalities or
the health of people, or if they systematically infringe on human rights —then
take them to court for these crimes and punish them. Why should one
association/organization like the JW be singled out for committing crimes when
every one of these crimes can be prosecuted in court? If the JW break the law,
they ought to be punished according to the law, but why ban them? Why seize
their assets?

I have heard the argument that the JW are probably run by the US CIA and
the rest of the “democracy-bearers” They probably are. So what? Then force
them to register as an “agent of a foreign power” and, again, if they break the law
then punish them according to the law.

Then comes the killer argument: JW do not accept blood transfusions. I
don’t see what the problem is here either. Let adults accept or reject whatever
medical procedure they want. As for the children, you can easily pass a law
saying that in case of severe trauma, or of an acute need for a transfusion,
children can be transfused without the agreement of the parents. Does that
violate parental right or the freedom of religion? Well, yes, of course it does, but
each society has the right to impose minimal norms of civil and human rights
which trump parental or religious rights. After all, by the logic of those who say

that parental rights are above all, female genital mutilations should also be
accepted as long as the parents agree. And yet in reality, each society draws the
line somewhere, and this is why in almost all countries circumcisions are
allowed but female genital mutilations are banned. Ditto for polygamy which
some religions allow but which most countries ban. At the end of the day,
religious groups also need to obey the law of the land where they exist and there
can be no absolute and unconditional religious freedom anywhere. All the
Russian government had to do in this case was to contact the main JW
organizations and tell them that their kids will be given transfusions even if their
parents disagree. This would give each member of the JW the time and
opportunity to decide what they will do in this context.

The most important argument is, I believe, the allegation that the JW ©
damage (...) the traditional national spirituality and public interests.” What this
argument affirms is that Russia has a “traditional national spirituality” and that
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which runs contrary to it must be curtailed, limited or somehow inhibited. I
actually largely agree with this argument, but the devil is in the details. Let me
explain.

At this moment in history Russia is primarily an agnostic country. While a
majority of Russians do claim some kind of religious affiliation, only a small
minority is truly religious. Officially, Christianity, Islam, Buddhism and
Judaism are considered as the “historical” religions of Russia and Orthodox
Christianity is singled out for the special contribution it had in Russian history
Seems pretty straightforward and reasonable to me. Even if most Russians are
not very religious, their worldview and values have been largely formed by the
influence of the traditional religions of Russia. Russian literature, for example, is
tilled with ethical debates which clearly originate in the Orthodox faith. Another
example of this religion-inspired worldview is the rejection by a vast majority of
Russians of homosexuality as a “normal and healthy variation of human
sexuality” Most Russians consider homosexuality to be a sexual pathology
which ought not to be legally restricted, but which should not be given an
“equal” status to what Russians call “natural” sexual orientations. One does not
have to agree with the Russian majority view on this, or any other issue, but I
submit that the Russians have the right to define what is right and wrong,
healthy or sick, in their own country. Just as western nations currently have laws
banning sexual intercourse with children, Russia has the right to pass laws
banning the adoption of children by homosexuals. Unless one advocates the
merciless “squeezing” of all of mankind into one single Procrustean cultural
mold, it is rather obvious that it ought to be the right of each sovereign nation to
uphold whatever values it wants.

Russia has decided that Christianity, Islam, Buddhism and Judaism are the
traditional religions of Russia which play a central role in the “traditional
national spirituality”. Fine. But at the same time, there still remains a formal
separation of religion and state in Russia, and the Russian Constitution even
bans the adoption of some kind of official state ideology. Furthermore, the
Constitution also proclaims the freedom of religion. How do you combine such
apparently completely contradictory laws?
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In truth, you can't. Russia is stuck with laws which she inherited from the
“democratic” 1990s and the gradually formulating modern social consensus.
Religion is hardly the only example. Take, for instance, the death penalty which
Russia suspended to be accepted in the Council of Europe. Problem: most
Russians favor the death penalty, especially if used against corrupt individuals,
like they do in China. I could quote many more examples of contradictions
between the legacy of the 1990s and today’s Russia.

The real choice Russians must make is between two fundamentally different
social and political orders; one which, like the Islamic Republic of Iran,
subordinates majority rule/people power/democracy to a set of higher values (in
this case, Islamic laws and spirituality) and one in which the will of the people is
totally unconstrained, free from any moral, philosophical, religious or ethical
precepts. And please do not be shocked or mislead by my reference to the
Islamic Republic of Iran. Take for example the US Declaration of Independence
which includes the famous words “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all
men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain

unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of
Happiness. — That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men,
deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed”. These words are
accepted as axiomatic, as truisms, words which cannot be abolished or ignored
even by a popular vote. Most Constitutions also have this double function of 1)
proclaiming certain core beliefs and 2) limiting the scope of what is permissible.
Of course, in the USA there still is the possibility of a Constitutional
Convention, but you get the idea: modern Russia does not have any form of
supra-democratic values or traditional national spirituality, at least not one
protected by the law.

What does all that have to do with the JW ban? Everything.

Russians see the JW as a foreign entity; one whose values and actions are in
contradiction with the traditional Russian norms. They also correctly perceive,
even if they do not fully understand, that foreign religious organizations are very
often used by various hostile powers (mostly the USA and Saudi Arabia) to
infiltrate the Russian society with, let's call them, “sympathetic agents” whose
real loyalty (and often paycheck) depends on hostile foreign interests.
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The Russians definitely have a point here. What they lack is a sound strategy
on how to deal with that problem. Let me give just one example: the
proclamation that Christianity, Islam, Buddhism and Judaism are Russia’s
traditional religions. Great —but which brand/version of, say, Christianity or
Islam deserve that status? Does that include the Latin and the Wahabis? Even
inside Orthodoxy there are many different jurisdictions; the ‘official’ one (the
Moscow Patriarchate) being only one of them, even if it is by far the biggest one,
courtesy of the (often violent) support of the secular powers both during and
after the Soviet era. Hardly a criterion of true spiritual legitimacy. Do the
Russian Old Ritualists, for example, deserve to be considered as a “traditional
Russian religion”? If you look at history, I would submit that they have even
more of a claim to being the Russian traditional version of Orthodoxy than any
of the ‘New Rite’ (aka “Nikonian”) jurisdictions. As you see, this all gets
complicated very fast.

Finally, I would argue that state interventions in religious matters has a
pretty disastrous record in Russian history, especially for the past 300 years or
so. But how does a society set social norms without involving the state?

These are tricky matters which do not yield simple solutions.

Russia was born as a principality. Then she became a monarchy, then an
empire, then a union of Soviet republics, then a pseudo-democratic plutocracy,
and now she is a rather bizarre mix of all of the above trying to impersonate a
modern democratic federation with, however, traditional values. No wonder the
result often looks like a total mess! No wonder that, along the way, Russians
commit some rather ridiculous blunders.

The mess with the JW is clearly such a blunder and I hope that with enough
time the Russian society will become more mature and sophisticated at how
such matters are dealt with. Right now we are probably going to see more such
generally well-intentioned PR disasters made worse by a fundamental lack of
ability to explain to the general public, especially in the West, the real nature and
intention of the legal measures adopted (for example, most folks in the West still
mistakenly believe that homosexuals are persecuted in Russia).

Yes, Russia did screw up, but I don’t think that it is fair to harshly blame her
for her admittedly clumsy attempts at recovering a true civilizational identity. At
least she is still trying when so many others have simply given up and caved in
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to the hypocritical and fake system of pseudo-values of the AngloZionist
Empire. I wish all the countries on our suffering planet had the courage and
opportunity to re-discover their own civilizational identities.

The Saker
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Making Sense of the “Super-Fuse” Scare

May 11, 2017

For weeks now I have been getting panicked emails with readers asking me
whether the USA had developed a special technology called “super fuses” which
would make it possible for the USA to successfully pull-off a (preemptive)
disarming first strike against Russia. Super-fuses were also mentioned in
combination with an alleged lack, by Russia, of a functioning space-based
infrared early warning system giving the Russians less time to react to a possible
US nuclear attack.

While there is a factual basis to all this, the original report already mislead
the reader with a shocking title “How US nuclear force modernization is

undermining strategic stability: The burst-height compensating super-fuze” and

by offering several unsubstantiated conclusions. Furthermore, this original
report was further discussed by many observers who simply lack the expertise to
understand what the facts mentioned in the report really mean. Then the
various sources started quoting each other and eventually this resulted in a
completely baseless “super fuse scare”. Let’s try to make some sense of all this.

Understanding nuclear strikes and their targets
To understand what really has taken place I need to first define a couple of
crucial terms:

» Hard-target kill capability: this refers to the capability of a missile to
destroy a strongly protected target such as an underground missile silo
or a deeply buried command post.

* Soft-target kill capability: the capability to destroy lightly or
unprotected targets.

* Counterforce strike: this refers to a strike aimed at the enemy’s military
capabilities.

* Countervalue strike: this refers to a strike on non-military assets such
as cities.
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Since strategic nuclear missile silos and command posts are well protected
and deeply buried, only hard-target kill (HTK) capable missiles can execute a
counterforce strike. Soft-target kill (STK) capable systems are therefore usually
seen as being the ultimate retaliatory capability to hit the enemies cities. The
crucial notion here is that HTK capability is not a function of explosive power,
but of accuracy. Yes, in theory, a hugely powerful weapon can compensate to
some degree for a lack of accuracy, but in reality both the USA and the
USSR/Russia have long understood that the real key to HTK is accuracy.

During the Cold War, intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) were more
accurate than submarine launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs) simply because
targeting from the surface and from a fixed position was much easier than
targeting from inside a submerged and moving submarine. The Americans were
the first to successfully deploy a HTK capable SLBM with their Trident D-5.
The Russians have only acquired this capability very recently (with their R-
29RMU Sineva SLBM).

According to the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists just a decade ago only 20% of
US SLBMs were HTK capable. Now, with the ‘super-fuse’ 100% of US SLBMs are
HTK capable. What these super-fuses do is very accurately measure the optimal
altitude at which to detonate thereby partially compensating for a lack of
accuracy of a non-HTK capable weapon. To make a long story short, these
super-fuses made all US SLBMs HTK capable.

Does that matter?

Yes and no. What that means on paper is that the US has just benefited from
a massive increase in the number of US missiles with HTK capability. Thus, the
US has now a much larger missile force capable of executing a disarming
counterforce strike. In reality, however, things are much more complicated than
that.

Understanding counterforce strikes

Executing a disarming counterforce strike against the USSR, and later,
Russia, has been an old American dream. Remember Reagans “Star Wars”
program? The idea behind it was simple: to develop the capability to intercept
enough incoming Soviet warheads to protect the USA from a retaliatory Soviet
counter strike. It would work something like this: destroy, say, 70% of the Soviet
ICBM/SLBMs and intercept the remaining 30% before they can reach the USA.
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This was total nonsense, both technologically (the technology did not exist) and

strategically (just a few Soviet “leakers” could wipe-out entire US cities. Who

could take such a risk?). The more recent US deployment of anti-ballistic

missile systems in Europe has exactly the same purpose —to protect the USA

from a retaliatory counterstrike. ~Without going into complex technical

discussions, let’s just say that at this point in time, this system would never

protect the USA from anything. But, in the future, we could imagine such a

scenario:

1.

The USA and Russia agree to further deep cuts in their nuclear strategic
forces thereby dramatically reducing the total number of Russian
SLBM/ICBMs.

. The USA deploys anti-ballistic systems all around Russia, which can

catch and destroy Russian missiles in the early phase of their flight
towards the USA.

. The USA also deploys a number of systems in space or around the USA

to intercept any incoming Russian warheads.

The USA having a very large HTK-capable force executes a successful
counterforce strike destroying 90% (or so) of the Russian capabilities
and then the rest are destroyed during their flight.

This is the dream. It will never work. Here is why:

1.
2.

The Russians will not agree to deep cuts in their nuclear strategic forces.
The Russians have already deployed the capability to destroy the forward
deployed US anti-ballistic systems in Europe.

Russian warheads and missiles are now maneuverable and can even use
any trajectory, including over the South Pole, to reach the USA. New
Russian missiles have a dramatically shorter and faster first stage burn
period making them much harder to intercept.

Russia’s reliance on ballistic missiles will be gradually replaced with
strategic (long-range) cruise missiles (more about that later).

. This scenario mistakenly assumes that the USA will know where the

Russian SLBM launching submarines will be when they launch and that
they will be able to engage them (more about that later).

. This scenario completely ignores the Russian road-mobile and rail-

mobile ICBMs (more about that later).

Page 23 of 813



Understanding MIRV's

Before explaining points 4, 5 and 6 above, I need to mention another
important fact: one missile can carry either one single warhead or several (up to
12 and more). When a missile carries several independently targetable
warheads, it is called a MIRV as in “multiple independently targetable reentry
vehicle”.

MIRVs are important for several reasons. First, one single missile with 10
warheads can, in theory, destroy 10 different targets. Alternatively, one single
missile can carry, say 3-4 real warheads and 6-7 decoys. In practical terms what
look like one missile on take-off can turn into 5 real warheads, all targeted at
different objectives and another 5 fake decoys designed to make interception
that much more difficult. MIRVs, however, also present a big problem: they are
lucrative targets. If with one of “my” nuclear warheards I can destroy 1 of “your”
MIRVed missiles, I lose 1 warhead but you lose 10. This is one of the reasons
the USA is moving away from land-based MIRVed ICBMs.

The important consideration here is that Russia has a number of possible

options to chose from and how many of her missiles will be MIRVed is
impossible to predict. Besides, all US and Russian SLBMs will remain MIRVed
for the foreseeable future (de-MIRVing SLBMs makes no sense, really, since the
entire nuclear missile carrying submarine (or SSBN) is a gigantic MIRVed
launching pad by definition).

In contrast to MIRVed missiles, single warhead missiles are very bad targets
to try to destroy using nuclear weapons: even if “my” missile destroys “yours” we
both lose 1 missile each. What is the point? Worse, if I have to use 2 of “mine”
to make really sure that “yours” is really destroyed, my strike will result in me
using 2 warheads in exchange for only 1 of yours. This makes no sense at all.

Finally, in retaliatory countervalue strikes, MIRVed ICBM/SLBMs are a
formidable threat: just one single R-30 Bulava (SS-N-30) SLBM or one single R-
36 Voevoda (SS-18) ICBM can destroy ten American cities. Is that a risk worth
taking? Say the USA failed to destroy one single Borei-class SSBN —in theory
that could mean that this one SSBN could destroy up to 200 American cities (20
SLBMs with 10 MIRVs each). How is that for a risk?
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Contrasting the US and Russian nuclear triad

Strategic nuclear weapons can be deployed on land, in the oceans or
delivered by aircraft. This is called the “nuclear triad” I won’t discuss the
aircraft based part of the US and Russian triads here, as they don't significantly
impact the overall picture and because they are roughly comparable. The sea
and land based systems and their underlying strategies could not be any more
different. At sea, the USA has had HTK capabilities for many years now, and the
US decided to hold the most important part of the US nuclear arsenal in SSBNs.
In contrast, the Russians chose to develop road-mobile intercontinental ballistic
missiles. The very first one was the RT-2PM Topol (SS-25) deployed in 1985,
followed by the T-2PM2 «Topol-M» (SS-27) deployed in 1997 and the
revolutionary RT-24 Yars or Topol-MR (SS-29) deployed in 2010 (the US
considered deployed road-mobile strategic missiles, but never succeeded in
developing the technology).

The Russians have also deployed rail-mobile missiles called RT-23 Molodets
(SS-24) and are about to deploy a newer version called RS-27 Barguzin (SS-317).
This is what they look like:

Russian road mobile and rail mobile ICBMs

SSBNs and road and rail mobile missiles all have two things in common:
they are mobile and they rely on concealment for survival as neither of them can
hope to survive. The SSBN hides in the depths of the ocean, the road-mobile
missile launcher drives around the immense Russian expanses and can hide,
literally, in any forest. As for the rail-mobile missile train, it hides be being
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completely indistinguishable from any other train on the huge Russian railroad
network (even from up close it is impossible to tell whether what you are seeing
is a regular freight train or a missile launching special train). To destroy these
systems, accuracy is absolutely not enough: you need to find them and you need
to find them before they fire their missiles. And that is, by all accounts, quite
impossible.

The Russian Navy likes to keep its SSBNs either under the polar ice-cap or in
so called “bastions” such as the Sea of Okhotsk. While these are not really “no-
go” zones for US attack submarines (SSNs), they are extremely dangerous areas
where the Russian Navy has a huge advantage over the US (if only because the
US attack submarine cannot count on the support of surface ships or aircraft).
The US Navy has some of the best submarines on the planet and superbly
trained crews, but I find the notion that US SSNs could find and destroy all
Russian SSBNs before the latter can launch unlikely in the extreme.

As for the land-based rail-mobile and road-mobile missiles; they are protected
by Russian Air Defenses which are the most advanced on the planet - not the
kind of airspace the US would want to send B-53, B-1 or B-2 bombers into. But
most importantly, these missiles are completely hidden. So even if the USA
could somehow destroy them, it would fail to find enough of them to make a
tirst disarming strike a viable option. By the way, the RS-24 has four MIRVs
(make that 4 US cities while the RS-27 will have between 10 and 16 (make that
another 10 to 16 US cities vaporized).

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vRClbgBaYko
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Finally, let’s take a look at geography and cruise missiles. Two Russian
cruise missiles are especially important to us: the Kh-102 and the 3M-14K:

KH-102 - 14E
Range: 5500 lom 2500 lan
Laun cher: Strategic bomber Ajr cralt, ship, rail or

trocl container

Warlead: Wuclear 450 Lt Muclear fuonlonon)

Looking at geography and cruise missiles

What is important with these two cruise missiles is that the KH-102 has a
huge range and that the 3M-14K can be fired from aircraft, ships and even
containers. Take a look at this video which shows the capabilities of this
missile:Now consider where the vast majority of US cities are located —right
along the East and West coasts of the USA and the fact that the US has no air
defenses of any kind protecting them. A Russian strategic bomber could hit any
West Coast city from the middle of the Pacific ocean. As for a Russian
submarine, it could hit any US city from the middle of the Atlantic. Finally, the
Russians could conceal an unknown number of cruise missiles in regular
looking shipping containers (flying the Russian flag or, for that matter, any other
flag) and simply sail to the immediate proximity of the US coast and unleash a
barrage of nuclear cruise missiles.

How much reaction time would such a barrage give the US government?

Understanding reaction time

It is true that the Soviet and Russian space-based early warning system is in
bad shape. But did you know that China never bothered developing such a
space based system in the first place? So what is wrong with the Chinese, are
they stupid, technologically backward or do they know something we don’t?
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To answer that question we need to look at the options facing a country
under nuclear missile attack. The first option is called “launch on warning”:
you see the incoming missiles and you press the “red button” (keys in reality) to
launch your own missiles. That is sometimes referred to as “use them or lose
them” The next option is “launch on strike”: you launch all you've got as soon
as a nuclear strike on your territory is confirmed. And, finally, there is the
“retaliation after ride-out“: you absorb whatever your enemy shot at you, then
take a decision to strike back. What is obvious is that China has adopted,
whether by political choice or due to limitation in space capabilities, either a
“launch on strike” or a “retaliation after ride-out” option. This is especially
interesting since China possesses relatively few nuclear warheads and even fewer
real long range ICBMs .

Contrast that with the Russians who have recently confirmed that they have
long had a “dead hand system” called “Perimetr” which automatically ascertains
that a nuclear attack has taken place and then automatically launches a
counterstrike. That would be a “launch on strike” posture, but it is also possible
that Russia has a double-posture: she tries to have the capability to launch on
warning, but double-secures herself with an automated “dead hand” “launch on
strike” capability.
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Take a look at this estimate of worldwide stocks of strategic nuclear
warheads: While China is credited with only 260 warheads, Russia still has a
whopping 7,000 warheads. And a “dead hand” capability. And yet China feels
confident enough to announce a “no first use” policy. How can they say that,
with no space-based nuclear missile launch detection capability?

Many will say that the Chinese wished they had more nukes and a space-
based nuclear missile launch detection capability, but that their current financial
and technological means simply do not allow that. Maybe. But my personal
guess is that they realize that even their very minimal force represents a good
enough deterrent for any potential aggressor. And they might have a point.

Let me ask you this: how many US generals and politicians would be willing
to sacrifice just one major US city in order to disarm China or Russia? Some
probably would. But I sure hope that the majority would realize that the risk
will always remain huge.

For one thing, modern nuclear warfare has, so far, only been “practiced” on
paper and with computers (and thank God for that!)? So nobody *really* knows
for sure how a nuclear war would play itself out. The only thing which is certain
is that just the political and economic consequences would be catastrophic and
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totally unpredictable. Furthermore, it remains very unclear how such a war
could be stopped short of totally destroying one side. The so-called “de-
escalation” is a fascinating concept, but so far nobody has really figured this out.
Finally, I am personally convinced that both the USA and Russia have more than
enough survivable nuclear weapons to actually decide to ride out a full-scale
enemy attack. That is the one big issue which many well-meaning pacifists
never understood: it is a good thing that “the USA and Russia have the means to
blow-up the world ten times over” simply because even if one side succeeded in
destroying, say, 95% of the US or Russian nuclear forces, the remaining 5%
would be more than enough to wipe-out the attacking side in a devastating
counter-value attack. If Russia and the USA each had, say, only 10 nuclear
warheads then the temptation to try to take them out would be much higher.

This is scary and even sick, but having a lot of nuclear weapons is safer from
a “first-strike stability” point of view than having few. Yes, we do live in a crazy

world.

Consider that in times of crisis both the US and Russia would scramble their
strategic bombers and keep them in the air, refueling them when needed, for as
long as needed to avoid having them destroyed on the ground. So even if the
USA destroyed ALL Russian ICBM/SLBMs, there would be quite a few strategic
bombers in holding patterns in staging areas which could be given the order to
strike. And here we reach one last crucial concept:

Counterforce strikes require a lot of HTK capable warheads.

The estimates by both sides are kept secret, of course, but we are talking over
1000 targets on each side at least listed, if not actually targeted. But a
countervalue strike would require much less. The US has only 10 cities with
over one million people. Russia has only 12. And remember, in theory one
warhead is enough for one city (that is not true, but for all practical purposes it
is). Just look what 9/11 did to the USA and imagine if, say, “only” Manhattan
had been truly nuked. You can easily imagine the consequences.

Conclusion 1: super-fuses are not really that super at all

The super-fuses scare is so overblown that it is almost an urban legend. The
fact is that even if all the US SLBMs are now HTK capable and even if Russia
does not have a functional space-based missile launch detection capability (she
is working on a new one, by the way), this in no way affects the fundamental fact
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that there is nothing, nothing at all that the USA could come up with to prevent
Russia from obliterating the USA in a retaliatory strike. The opposite is also
true, the Russians have exactly zero hope of nuking the USA and survive the
inevitable US retaliation.

The truth is that as far back as the early 1980s Soviet (Marshal Ogarkov) and
US specialists had already come to the conclusion that a nuclear war is
unwinnable. In the past 30 years two things have dramatically changed the
nature of the game: first, an increasing number of conventional weapons have
become comparable in their effects to small nuclear weapons, and cruise
missiles have become vastly more capable. The trend today is for low-RCS
(stealth) long range hyper-sonic cruise missiles and maneuvering ICBM
warheads which will make it even harder to detect and intercept them. Just
think about it: if the Russians fired a cruise missile volley from a submarine say,
100km off the US coast, how much reaction time will the US have? Say that
these low-RCS missiles would begin flying at medium altitude being for all
practical purposes invisible to radar, infra-red and even sound, then lower
themselves down to 3-5 m over the Atlantic and then accelerate to a Mach 2 or
Mach 3 speed. Sure, they will become visible to radars once they cross the
horizon, but the remaining reaction time would be measured in seconds, not
minutes. Besides, what kind of weapon system could stop that type of missile
anyway? Maybe the kind of defenses around a US aircraft carrier (maybe), but
there is simply nothing like that along the US coast.

As for ballistic missile warheads, all the current and foreseeable anti-ballistic
systems rely on calculations for a non-maneuvering warhead. Once the
warheads begin to make turns and zig-zag, then the computation needed to
intercept them becomes harder by several orders of magnitude. Some Russian
missiles, like the R-30 Bulava, can even maneuver during their initial burn stage,
making their trajectory even harder to estimate (and the missile itself harder to
intercept).

The truth is that for the foreseeable future, ABM systems will be much more
expensive and difficult to build then ABM-defeating missiles. Also, keep in
mind that an ABM missile itself is also far, far more expensive than a warhead.
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Frankly, I have always suspected that the American obsession with various types
of ABM technologies is more about giving cash to the Military Industrial
Complex and, at best, developing new technologies useful elsewhere.

Conclusion 2: the nuclear deterrence system remains stable, very stable

At the end of WWII, the Soviet Union’s allies, moved by the traditional
western love for Russia immediately proceeded to plan for a conventional and a
nuclear war against the Soviet Union (see Operation Unthinkable and Operation
Dropshot). Neither plan was executed. The western leaders were probably
rational enough not to want to trigger a full-scale war against the armed forces
which had destroyed roughly 80% of the Nazi war machine. What is certain,
however, is that both sides fully understood that the presence of nuclear
weapons profoundly changed the nature of warfare and that the world would
never be the same again: for the first time in history all of mankind faced a truly
existential threat. As a direct result of this awareness, immense sums of money
were given to some of the brightest people on the planet to tackle the issue of
nuclear warfare and deterrence. This huge effort resulted in an amazingly
redundant, multi-dimensional and sophisticated system which cannot be
subverted by any one technological breakthrough. There is SO much
redundancy and security built into the Russian and American strategic nuclear
forces that a disarming first strike is all but impossible, even if we make the most
unlikely and far-fetched assumptions giving one side all the advantages and the
other all the disadvantages. For most people it is very hard to wrap their heads
around such a hyper-survivable system. But both the USA and Russia have run
hundreds and even thousands of very advanced simulations of nuclear
exchanges, spending countless hours and millions of dollars trying to find a
weak spot in the other guy’s system, and each time the result was the same: there
is always enough to inflict an absolutely cataclysmic retaliatory counter-strike.

Conclusion 3: the real danger to our common future

The real danger to our planet comes not from a sudden technological
breakthrough which would make nuclear war safe, but from the demented filled
minds of the US Neocons who believe that they can bring Russia to heel in a
game of “nuclear chicken” These Neocons have apparently convinced
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themselves that making conventional threats against Russia, such as unilaterally
imposing no-fly zones over Syria, does not bring us closer to a nuclear
confrontation. It does.

The Neocons love to bash the United Nations in general, and the veto power
of the Permanent Five (P5) at the UN Security Council, but they apparently
forgot the reason why this veto power was created in the first place: to outlaw
any action which could trigger a nuclear war. Of course, this assumes that the
P5 all care about international law. Now that the USA has clearly become a
rogue state whose contempt for international law is total, there is no legal
mechanism left to stop the US from committing actions which endanger the
future of mankind. This is what is really scary, not “super-fuses”.

What we are facing today is a nuclear rogue state run by demented
individuals who, steeped in a culture of racial superiority, total impunity and
imperial hubris, are constantly trying to bring us closer to a nuclear war. These
people are not constrained by anything, not morals, not international law, not
even common sense or basic logic. In truth, we are dealing with a messianic cult
every bit as insane as the one of Jim Jones or Adolf Hitler and like all self-
worshiping crazies they profoundly believe in their invulnerability.

It is the immense sin of the so-called “Western world” that it let these
demented individuals take control with little or no resistance and that now
almost the entire western society lack the courage to even admit that it
surrendered itself to what I can only call a satanic cult. Alexander Solzhenitsyn's
prophetic words spoken in 1978 have now fully materialized:

A decline in courage may be the most striking feature that an outside
observer notices in the West today. The Western world has lost its
civic courage, both as a whole and separately, in each country, in each
government, in each political party, and, of course, in the United
Nations. Such a decline in courage is particularly noticeable among
the ruling and intellectual elites, causing an impression of a loss of
courage by the entire society. There are many courageous individuals,
but they have no determining influence on public life (Harvard
Speech, 1978)

Five years later, Solzhenitsyn warned us again saying,

To the ill-considered hopes of the last two centuries, which have
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reduced us to insignificance and brought us to the brink of nuclear
and non-nuclear death, we can propose only a determined quest for
the warm hand of God, which we have so rashly and self-confidently
spurned. Only in this way can our eyes be opened to the errors of this
unfortunate twentieth century and our hands be directed to setting
them right. There is nothing else to cling to in the landslide: the
combined vision of all the thinkers of the Enlightenment amounts to
nothing. Our five continents are caught in a whirlwind. But it is
during trials such as these that the highest gifts of the human spirit are
manifested. If we perish and lose this world, the fault will be ours
alone. (Tempelton Speech, 1983)

We have been warned, but will we heed that warning?

The Saker
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Trump: dancing with wolves on the Titanic

May 26, 2017

Robert Fisk put it best: “Trump Is About To Really Mess Up In The Middle
East” Following his fantastically stupid decision to attack the Syrian military

with cruise missiles, Trump, or should I say the people who take decisions for
him probably realized that it was “game over” for any US policy in the Middle-

East. So they did the only thing they could do: they ran towards those few who
actually were happy with this aggression on Syria: the Saudis and the Israelis.
Needless to say, with these two “allies” what currently passes for some type of
“US foreign policy” in the Middle-East will only go from bad to worse.

There are many ways in which Saudi Arabia and Israel are truly unique: they
are both prime sponsors of terrorism, they are both nations deeply steeped in
ideologies which can only be described as uncivilized (Wahabism and Jewish
supremacism) and they are both armed to the teeth. But they also have one
other thing in common. In spite of, or maybe because of, their immense
military budgets, these two nations are also militarily very weak. Oh sure, they
have lots of fancy military hardware and they like to throw their weight around
and beat up some defenseless “enemy”, but once you set aside all the propaganda
you realize that the Saudis can’t even deal with the Houtis in Yemen while the

Israelis got comprehensively defeated by 2" rate Hezbollah forces in 2006 (top
of the line Hezbollah forces were concentrated along the Litani river and never
saw direct combat): the entire Golani Brigade could not even take Bint Jbeil
under control even though that small town was only 1,5 miles away from the
Israeli border. This is also the reason why the Saudis and the Israelis try to limit
themselves to airstrikes: because on the ground they simply suck. Here again
the similarity is striking: the Saudis have become “experts” at terrorizing
defenseless Shia (in the KSA or in Bahrain) while the Israelis are the experts on
how to terrorize Palestinian civilians.
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Dancing with wolves

With Trump now officially joining this ugly alliance, the USA will contribute
the military “expertise” of a country which cant even take Mosul, mostly
because its forces are hiding, literally, behind the backs of Kurdish and Arab
Iragis. To think that these three want to take on Hezbollah, Iran and Russia
would be almost comical if it wasn’t for the kind of appalling bloodshed that will
result.

Alas, just look at what the Saudis are doing to Yemen, what the Israelis did to
Gaza or Lebanon or what the USA did to Iraq and you will immediately get a
sense of what the formation of this nefarious alliance will mean for the people of
Syria and the rest of the region. The record shows that a military does not need
to be skilled at real warfare to be skilled at murdering people. Even though the
US occupation of Iraq was, in military terms, a total disaster, it did result in

almost one and a half million dead people.
What is also clear is who the main target of this evil alliance will be: the only
real democracy in the Middle-East, Iran. The pretext? Why —weapons of mass

destruction, of course: the (non-existing) chemical weapons of the Syrians and
the (non-existing) nuclear weapons of the Iranians. In Trump’s own words:

“no civilized nation can tolerate the massacre of innocents with
chemical weapons” and “The United States is firmly committed to
keeping Iran from developing a nuclear weapon and halting their
support of terrorists and militias that are causing so much suffering
and chaos throughout the Middle East’.
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Nothing new here. As for how this evil alliance will fight when it does not
have any boots worth putting on the ground? Here, again, the solution is as
simple as it is old: to use the ISIS/al-Qaeda takfiri crazies as cannon fodder for
the USA, Israel and the KSA. This is just a re-heated version of the “brilliant”
Brzezinski plan on how to fight the Soviets in Afghanistan. Back to the future
indeed. And should the “good terrorists” win, by some kind of miracle in Syria,
then turn them loose against Hezbollah in Lebanon and against the Shias in Iraq
and Iran. Who knows, with some (a lot) of luck, the Empire might even be able
to re-kindle the “Caucasus Emirate” somewhere on the southern borders of
Russia, right?

Wrong.

For one thing, the locals are not impressed. Here is what the Secretary
General of Hezbollah, Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah, had to say about this:

“The Israelis, are betting on Isis and all this takfiri project in the
region... but in any case they know, the Israelis, the Americans, and
all those who use the takfiris, that this is a project without any future.
I tell you, and I also reassure everyone through this interview. This
project has no future”

He is right, of course. And the newly re-elected President of Iran, Hassan
Rouhani, openly says that the Americans are clueless:

The problem is that the Americans do not know our region and those
who advise US officials are misleading them

It is pretty clear who these ‘advisers’ are: the Saudis and the Israelis. Their
intentions are also clear: to let the Americans do their dirty work for them while
remaining as far back as possible. You could say that the Saudis and Israelis are
trying to get the Americans to do for them what the Americans are trying to get
the Kurds to do for them in Iraq: be their cannon fodder. The big difference is
that the Kurds at least clearly understand what is going on whereas the
Americans are, indeed, clueless.

Not all Americans, of course. Many fully understand what is happening. A
good example of this acute awareness is what b had to say on Moon of Alabama

after reading the transcript of the press briefing of Secretary of Defense Mattis,
General Dunford and Special Envoy McGurk on the Campaign to Defeat ISIS:
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My first thought after reading it was: “These people live in a different
world. They have no idea how the real world works on the ground.
What real people think, say, and are likely to do.” There was no
strategic thought visible. Presented were only some misguided tactical
ideas.

A senior British reporter, the Secretary General of Hezbollah, the President
of Iran and a US blogger all seem to agree on one thing: there is no real US
“policy” at work here. What we are seeing is a dangerous exercise in pretend-
strategy which cannot result in anything but chaos and defeat.

So why is the Trump administration plowing ahead with this nonsense?

The reasons are most likely a combination of internal US politics and a case

of “if all you have is a hammer everything looks like a nail”. The anti-Trump

color revolution cum coup détat which the Neocons and the US deep state

started even before Trump actually got into the White House has never stopped
and all the signs are that the anti-Trump forces will only rest once Trump is
impeached and, possibly, removed from office. In response to this onslaught, all
that Trump initially could come up with was to sacrifice his closest allies and
friends (Flynn, Bannon) in the vain hope that this would appease the Neocons.
Then he began to mindlessly endorse their “policies”. Predictably this has not
worked either. Then Trump even tried floating the idea of having Joe

Lieberman for FBI director before getting ‘cold feet’ and changing his position
vet again. And all the while, while Trump is desperately trying to appease them,

the Neocons are doubling-down, doubling-down again and then doubling-down
some more. It is pretty clear by now that Trump does not have what it takes in
terms of allies or even personal courage to tackle the swamp he promised to
drain. As a result, what we are seeing now looks like a repeat of the last couple
of years of the Obama administration: a total lack of vision or even a general
policy, chaos in the Executive Branch and a foreign policy characterized by a
multiple personality disorder which sees the Pentagon, Foggy Bottom, the CIA
and the White House all pursuing completely different policies in pursuit of
completely different goals. In turn, each of these actors engages in what (they
think) they do best: the Pentagon bombs, the State Department pretends to

Page 38 of 813


http://www.zerohedge.com/news/2017-05-24/joe-lieberman-no-longer-being-considered-fbi-director-report
http://www.zerohedge.com/news/2017-05-24/joe-lieberman-no-longer-being-considered-fbi-director-report
http://www.cnn.com/2017/05/18/politics/joe-lieberman-fbi-front-runner/
http://www.cnn.com/2017/05/18/politics/joe-lieberman-fbi-front-runner/
http://thesaker.is/the-trump-administration-goes-neocon-crazy/
http://thesaker.is/the-neocons-declaration-of-war-against-trump/
http://thesaker.is/the-neocons-declaration-of-war-against-trump/
http://thesaker.is/the-neocons-and-the-deep-state-have-neutered-the-trump-presidency-its-over-folks/
http://thesaker.is/the-neocons-and-the-deep-state-have-neutered-the-trump-presidency-its-over-folks/
http://www.unz.com/tsaker/a-color-revolution-is-under-way-in-the-united-states/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Law_of_the_instrument
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Law_of_the_instrument

negotiate, the CIA engages in more or less covert operations in support of more
or less “good terrorists” while the White House focuses its efforts on trying to
make the President look good or, at least, in control of something.

Truth be told, Trump has nothing at all to show so far:

Russia: according to rumors spread by the US corporate, Rex Tillerson was
supposed to go to Moscow to deliver some kind of ultimatum. Thank God that
did not happen. Instead Tillerson spent several hours talking to Lavrov and
then a couple more talking to Putin. More recently, Lavrov was received by
Tillerson in the USA and, following that meeting, he also met with Trump.
Following all these meetings no tangible results were announced. What does
that mean? Does that mean that nothing was achieved? Not at all. What was
achieved is that the Russians clearly conveyed to the Americans two basic things:
first, that they were not impressed by their sabre-rattling and, second, that as
long as the USA was acting as a braindead elephant in a porcelain store there
was no point for Russia to work with the USA. To his credit, Trump apparently
backed down and even tried to make a few conciliatory statements. Needless to
say, the US Ziomedia crucified him for being “too friendly” with The Enemy.
The outcome now is, of course, better than war with Russia, but neither is it
some major breakthrough as Trump had promised (and, I believe, sincerely
hoped for) during his campaign.

DPRK/PRC: what had to happen did, of course happen: all the sabre-
rattling with three aircraft carrier strike groups ended up being a gigantic flop as
neither the North Koreans nor the Chinese were very impressed. If anything,
this big display of Cold War era hardware was correctly interpreted, not as a sign
of strength, but a sign of weakness. Trump wasted a lot of money and a lot of
time, but he has absolutely nothing to show for it. The DPRK tested yet another
intermediate range missile yesterday. Successfully, they say.

The Ukraine: apparently Trump simply does not care about the Ukraine
and, frankly, I can’t blame him. Right now the situation there is so bad that no
outside power can meaningfully influence the events there any more. I would
argue that in this case, considering the objective circumstances, Trump did the
right thing when he essentially “passed the baby” to Merkel and the EU: let them
try to sort out this bloody mess as it is primarily their problem. Karma, you
know.
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So, all in all, Trump has nothing to show in the foreign policy realm. He
made a lot of loud statements, followed by many threats, but at the end of the
day somebody apparently told him “we can’t do that, Mr President” (and thank
God for that anonymous hero!). Once this reality began to sink in all that was
left was to create an illusion of foreign policy, a make-believe reality in which the
USA is still a superpower which can determine the outcome of any conflict.
Considering that the AngloZionst Empire is, first and foremost, what Chris

Hedges calls an “Empire of Illusions” it only makes sense for its President to
focus on creating spectacles and photo opportunities. Alas, the White House is
so clueless that it manages to commit major blunders even when trying to
ingratiate itself with a close ally. We saw that during the recent Trump trip to
Saudi Arabia when both Melania and Ivanka Trump refused to cover their heads
while in Rhiyad but did so when they visited the Pope in the Vatican. As the
French say, this was “worse than a crime, it was a blunder” which speaks a

million words about the contempt in which the American elites hold the Muslim
world.

There is another sign that the USA is really scraping the bottom of the
barrel: Rex Tillerson has now declared that “NATO should formally join the
anti-Daesh coalition” In military terms, NATO is worse than useless for the

USA: the Americans are much better off fighting by themselves than involving a
large number of “pretend armies” who could barely protect themselves on a real
battlefield. Oh sure, you can probably scrape together a halfway decent
battalion here, maybe even a regiment there, but all in all NATO forces are
useless, especially for ground operations. They, just like the Saudis and Israelis,
prefer to strike from the air, preferably protected by USAF AWACS, and never to
get involved in the kind of ugly infantry fighting which is taking place in Syria.
For all their very real faults and problems, at least the Americans do have a
number of truly combat capable units, such as the Marines and some Army
units, which are experienced and capable of giving the Takfiris a run for their
money. But the Europeans? Forget it!

It is really pathetic to observe the desperate efforts of the Trump
Administration to create some kind of halfway credible anti-Daesh coalition
while strenuously avoiding to look at the simple fact that the only parties which
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can field a large number of combat capable units to fight Daesh are the Iranians,
Hezbollah and, potentially, the Russians. This is why Iranian Presiden Rouhani
recently declared that

“Who fought against the terrorists? It was Iran, Syria, Hezbollah and
Russia. But who funded the terrorists? Those who fund terrorists
cannot claim they are fighting against them” and “Who can say
regional stability can be restored without Iran? Who can say the
region will experience total stability without Iran?”

In truth, even the Turks and the Kurds don't really have what it would take
to defeat Daesh in Syria. But the worst mistake of the US generals is that they
are still pretending as if a large and experienced infantry force like
Daesh/ISIS/al-Qaeda/etc could be defeated without a major ground offensive.
That won’t happen.

So Trump can dance with the Wahabis and stand in prayer at the wailing
wall, but all his efforts to determine the outcome of the war in Syria are bound
to fail. Far from being a superpower, the USA has basically become irrelevant,
especially in the Middle-East. This is why Russia, Iran and Turkey are now
attempting to create a trilateral “USA free” framework to try to change the
conditions on the ground. The very best the USA are still capable of is to
sabotage those efforts and needlessly prolong the carnage in Syria and Iraq. That
is both pathetic and deeply immoral.

PR 2 2

When I saw Trump dancing with his Saudi pals I immediately thought of the
movies “Dances with Wolves” and “Titanic”. Empires often end in violence and
chaos, but Trump has apparently decided to add a good measure of ridicule to
the mix. The tragedy is that neither the United States nor the rest of the planet
can afford that kind of ridicule right now, especially not the kind of ridicule
which can very rapidly escalate in an orgy of violence. With the European
politicians paralyzed in a state subservient stupor to the Rothschild gang, Latin
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America ravaged by (mostly US-instigated) crises and the rest of the planet
trying to stay clear from the stumbling ex-superpower, the burden to try to
contain this slow-motion train wreck falls upon Russia and China.

As for Trump, he made a short speech before NATO leaders today. He spoke
about the “threats from Russia and on NATO's eastern and southern borders”.
QED.

The Saker
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Trump and the bubbles from a sunken (old) world

June 02, 2017

First, a confession: I really don't know how the corporate media has covered
the Trump trip to NATO and the G7 summit. Frankly, I don’t really care —it’s
been a long while already since I stopped listening to these imperial shills. There
is a risk in completely ignoring them, and that risk is the risk to say “white”
when everybody else says “black” This is a small risk —and, after all, who cares?
—but today I will take it again and give you my own take on Trump’s trip to
Europe: I think that it was an immense success. But not necessarily for Trump as
much as it was an immense success for the enemies of the Empire, like myself.
Here is my own rendition on what I think has taken place.

First, Trump was consistently rude. I cannot judge if this lack of manners is
the real Trump or whether Trump was tying to send an unspoken message. For
whatever this is worth, I know of only one person who had personal and private
dealing with the Trump family, including The Donald Himself, and according to
him, Trump is an impeccably courteous person. Whatever may be the case,
whether this was nature or not so subtle “messaging”, Trump truly outdid
himself. He unceremoniously pushed aside the Prime Minister of Montenegro,

who richly deserves being treated with utter contempt. Then he blocked out

Angela Merkel during the official photo taking. He made the G7 wait for over an

hour, he refused to walk to another photo op by foot. He didn't even bother
putting on his translation headset when others were speaking and, crime of
crimes, he told the NATO members states to pay more money while not saying a
single word about Article 5. It is hard to gauge what the rest of the assembled

politicians really thought (prostitutes are good at hiding and repressing their
own feelings), but Merkel clearly was angry and frustrated. Apparently,
everybody hated Trump, with the sole possible exception of Marcon (but he is a
high-end prostitute). As much as Obama was a charmer, Trump seems to relish
the role of ruffian. But most importantly, Trump treated the EU/NATO gang
with the contempt they deserve and that, frankly, I find most refreshing. Why?
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The ugly truth about NATO: Eurosissies and Eurodummies

What is NATO? Originally, NATO was supposed to be a military alliance to
oppose the Soviet armed forces and, later, the Warsaw Treaty Organization. Now
that these two have disappeared, NATO has no real mission. What NATO still
has is a huge bureaucracy. There is a lot of money to be made through NATO:
salaries, contracts, investments, etc. Heck —these guys just built themselves

gigantic and brand new headquarters, probably to “deter the Russian aggression”,

right? NATO is also a huge bureaucratic lift which can pull people up to the real
centers of power, including financial power. Furthermore, NATO is also a gang
of people who use NATO to advance their petty career or political agenda. At
best, NATO is a gigantic fig leaf covering the obscenity of western imperialism.

What NATO is not is a militarily useful alliance. Oh yes, sure, the Americans
can use NATO to force the Europeans to use US military hardware. That is true,
but should a war break out, especially a *real* war against Russia, the Americans
would push all these Eurosissies out of the way and do 90%+ of the fighting.
Most NATO armies are a joke anyway, but even those who are marginally better
fully depend on the USA for all the force multipliers (intelligence, logistics,
transportation, communications, navigation, etc.).

And then there is the “New Europe™ the crazies in Poland or the Baltics who
are making an immense effort in trying to get the Old Europeans (who made the
huge mistake to accept them into NATO) on a collision course with Russia.
From a pragmatic point of view, NATO member states should have never EVER
incorporated the “New Europeans” into their alliance. The same goes for the EU,
of course. But in their illusions of grandeur and their petty revanchism they
decided that *real* Europe needed to be joined at the hip with “New Europe”
and now they are paying the price for this strategic mistake of colossal
proportions. Of course, the Americans are bastards for encouraging the
Eurodummies in their delusional dreams, but now that the deed is done, the
Americans are doing the rational and pragmatic thing: they are letting the
Eurodummies deal with their own mistakes. This is best shown by Trump’s new
policy about the Ukraine: he simply does not care.

Oh sure, he will say something about the Minsk Agreement, maybe mention
Crimea, he might even say something about a Russian threat. But then he turns
away and walks. And the Eurodummies are not discovering something which
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they should have suspected all along: the Ukraine is *their* problem now, the
Americans don’t care because they have nothing to lose and nothing to win
either, and so besides empty words they will offer nothing. Much worse is the
fact that it appears that it will be the Europeans who will end up paying most of
the costs of rebuilding the Ukraine when the current Nazi regime is finally
removed (but that is a topic for a future article).

There is karmic justice at work here: all the Eurodummies will now have to
deal with the fallout from the total collapse of the Ukraine, but the first ones to
pay will be the Poles who tried so hard to draw NATO and the real Europe into
their revanchist agenda. Besides, is it not simply justice for the Poles who for
years have been ranting about a Russian threat and who for years have been
supporting nationalist and even neo-Nazi movements in the Ukraine to now be
faced with a deluge of problems (social, political, economic, etc.) coming from
“their” Ukrainians while the Russians will be looking at this mess from the east,
protected by the two Novorussian republics and formidable National and Border
guards. As most Russians will, I wish the Europeans “bien du plaisir” with the
upcoming waves of Ukrainian refugees and the “European values” they will
bring with them.

[Sidebar: will Russia fare any better with her refugees? Absolutely!
Why? Because the Eurodummies are not just Eurodummies, but also
Eurosissies. When faced with a refugee-generated crimewave all they
can do is roll over and go into deep denial. In Russia any such
crimewave will be met with all the force and even violence of the
state. Take a look at these guys:

Russian National Guardsmen
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and imagine how they would react to the kind of events which have
taken place in “Old Europe” recently. Try raping their women!]

The sad truth is that NATO and the EU do not deserve to be treated with
any respect at all. Trumps condescension is fully deserved. Worse, the
Americans don’t even have to pretend to take the Europeans seriously because,
for the past decade, the latter have sheepishly obeyed the most ridiculous and
even self-defeating orders from the Americans.

Truly, Victoria Nuland’s famous words about the EU were expressing
something of an American consensus about the Old Continent.

The G7: “bubbles from a sunken world”

“Bubbles from a sunken world” is not an expression I coined. It was the
Russian author Ivan Solonevich who wrote about the kind of exiled Russian
aristocrats who still thought that they would one day recover all their properties
seized by the Soviets in Russia. Still, this expression also applies to the G7
leaders who meet with a great deal of gravitas and pretend like they really
matter. In truth, they don't. There used to be a time when the G7 really was
huge, but now with China and India missing at the table and with Russia
expelled, the G7 has become just a kaffeeklatsch for ugly rich people; an
occasion to reminisce about the good old days when Europe still mattered.

In reality, of course, and just like with the EU or NATO, the G7 is an
anachronistic leftover of a long gone past. G7 countries are simply not the place
where the real action is nowadays. But even worse than that is the fact that the
leaders of the G7 suffer from the same form of senile dementia as the EU or
NATO leaders which is unsurprising since they are more or less the same
people: they have nothing original or new to say, nothing important for sure.
They have no vision at all, very little legitimacy and even less credibility. Yes,
sure, in France Macron did win, but only because the French establishment
engaged in a massive propaganda campaign aimed at beating Marine LePen. But
if you consider that only about 20% of the French voted for Macron in the first
round and that he achieved that rather pitiful score even though he had the full
support of the French establishment then you realize how unpopular that
establishment really is with the French. While the Rothschild propaganda
machine tried to present Macron like some kind of de Gaulle, most French
people did see him for what he was: a hollow puppet in the hands of the
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transnational plutocracy. And yet, of all the leaders of the G7, Macron is
undeniably the most dynamic one, not only due to his young age, but simply
because he does not come across as some kind of fossil from a distant past.

We are told that the G7 is composed of the seven major advanced economies
on the planet (Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom and
the United States), but the only real power in that list is the USA. Next, it would
be Germany, but Merkel's immigration policies have resulted in an EU-wide
disaster and she is very much an embattled leader. She is also a prime culprit of
the Ukrainian fiasco. Next in line would be the UK, but the UK has just left the
EU and May is presiding over a process which she herself opposes, as do the
British elites. Which leaves us with Japan, Italy and Canada. Japan’s past
economic power is being overshadowed by China’s immense economy while in
political terms the Japanese are voiceless US subcontractors. Italy should not
even be part of the G7, at least not in political and economic terms, because Italy
is much closer to her Mediterranean neighbors such as Spain and Greece and
therefore looked down upon with contempt by the “northerners”, especially
Germany. Which leaves Canada, arguably the most irrelevant and subservient
country of them all (when is the last time Canada had anything of relevance to
say about anything? Exactly). The bottom line is this: in economic terms the G7
has pretty much been replaced by the G20 while in political terms the G7 is an
empty shell. Trump fully realizes that and that is why he does not even try to be
polite with them.

Trump and the Eurodwarves

Obama was a born used car salesman: he could be charming and polite with
anybody and everybody. Trump has never had any need to act in such a way
and, in the case of the Europeans, he does not even feel like trying.
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Trump’s contempt for European leaders is definitely undiplomatic and shows
a basic lack of education, but it still is a contempt the European leaders richly
deserve. Furthermore, while it is true that the AngloZionist Empire is sinking,
the European part is sinking much faster than the American one. Which is
unsurprising since the USA is truly a very unique country.

The American Sonderfall

As I was writing this article I have been listening to the press conference of
Donald Trump in the Rose Garden explaining to the world that the USA would
now withdraw from the Paris Agreement. I don’t want to discuss the merits of

this agreement or the reasons behind Trump’s decision, but I will stress that this
places the USA in direct opposition to 195 other countries who signed this
treaty expecting the USA to abide by its terms. 195 countries really means just
about the entire planet. And yet Trump feels confident that he can afford taking
a separate path and the rest of the world will have to shut up.

Trump is right. The USA is a “special case”

There is absolutely nothing the rest of the planet can do to prevent the
United States from withdrawing from this or any other agreement. The best
proof of that fact can be found in the more or less official US position that it
does not need a UN Security Council to impose sanctions on another nation,
threaten it with military aggression or even go to war against it. Right now, the
USA have attacked Syria several times already and there are US forces deployed
inside Syria and nobody seems to care, which is kind of ironic considering how
many lawyers there are in the USA and, even more so, in Congress. Yet
everybody sheepishly accepts that the US is, for some reason, above the law, that
laws are for “others”, not for the “indispensable nation” with a “duty” and a
“special responsibility” to “lead the world” (sorry, I indulge, but I just love this
kind of imperialistic language!).

In politics, power is not absolute, but relative. Sure, the US military is
basically dysfunctional and doesn’t seem to be capable of frightening anybody
on the US list of “enemies”, but compared to Europe the USA is a powerhouse.
As for the Europeans, they are depending on the Americans for pretty much
everything that matters. Trump understands all that and he seem to have more
respect for Kim Jong-un than for Angela Merkel. I can’t blame him as this is also
how I feel.
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The many sweet ironies of it all

The traditional British foreign policy has always been to foster wars in
Europe to prevent any kind of continental unity. As for the US, its main
objective has always been to keep “keep the Americans in, the Russians out, and
the Germans down” And now we see the Brits leaving the EU and the
Americans pulling out well, maybe not out of Europe per se, but out of most of
Europe’s problems. So why are the Anglos pulling out? Is that not a clear sign
that Europe is sinking?

One of the favorite slogans of the Ukronazis is “Ykpaina —ie €spoma” (The
Ukraine is Europe). Alas, as I wrote in a past article, it is Europe which “became”

(like) the Ukraine: poor, corrupt, lead by hypocritical ideologues totally
detached from reality and, most importantly, totally fixated on imaginary
threats. The only difference between the EU leaders and their Ukronazi
counterparts is that while the latter have declared that they are already fighting a
Russian invasion, the former are only preparing to counter it. That’s it. Other
than that, I see no difference, at least none that matters. Oh, I almost forgot the
Americans: they don’t fight the Russians (yet?), but they are “defending” their
country from the onslaught of Russian hackers and pro-Russian moles in the
entourage of Donald Trump. Brilliant.

In this world gone mad, only the Russians are patiently trying to convince
their western partners to return to some semblance of sanity. But, frankly, I don’t
think that they are very hopeful. They see how the so-called “West” is falling
apart, how the ruling elites of the West appear to be hell-bent on self-destruction
and they wonder: why are our “western partners” so determined to bring about
their own demise and why are they blaming us for what they are doing to
themselves? They also often laugh at the quasi magic powers the paranoid
crazies in the West seem to ascribe to Russia. One senior US official, James
Clapper, former Director of National Intelligence, even thinks that Russians are
“almost genetically driven to co-opt, penetrate, gain favor, whatever, which is a
typical Russian technique” to subvert democracy (I can't decide if he sounds
more like a Nazi racist or a clown... probably a mix of both). As I said, the
Russians are mostly laughing at it all, but just to make darn sure things don't
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turn ugly, they are also re-creating their famous “Shock Armies” (including at
least one Tank Army) and doubling the size of the Russian Airborne Forces
bringing them to 72’000 soldiers and generally preparing for World War 3.

But for the time being, war is far less likely than it would have been with
Hillary. What we see is Trump making “America great again” by stepping on its
allies in Europe and by contemptuously disregarding the rest of humanity. That
kind of arrogant megalomania is not a pretty sight for sure —but way better than
WWIIL. And “better than WWIII” is all we can hope for in the foreseeable

future.

The Saker
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The crisis in Qatar: yet another clumsy attempt by
the Three Rogue States to weaken Iran

June 09, 2017 .

First, a quick who’s who

We will probably never find out what truly was discussed between Trump,
the Saudis and the Israelis, but there is little doubt that the recent Saudi move
against Qatar is the direct results of these negotiations. How do I know that?
Because Trump himself said so! As I mentioned in a recent column, Trump’s
catastrophic submission to the Neocons and their policies have left him stuck
with the KSA and Israel, two other rogue states whose power and, frankly,
mental sanity, are dwindling away by the minute.

While the KSA and Qatar have had their differences and problems in the
past, this time around the magnitude of the crisis is much bigger than anything

the past. This is a tentative and necessarily rough outline of who is supporting
whom:

Questions, many questions

The situation is very fluid and all this might change soon, but do you notice
something weird in the list above? Turkey and Germany are supporting Qatar
even though the US is supporting the KSA. That’s two major NATO member
states taking a position against the USA.
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Supporting the Saudis Supporting Qatar
(according to Wikipedia) (according to me)

United Arab Emirates, Bahrain,
Egypt, Maldives, Yemen (they
mean the pro-Saudi regime in Turkey, Germany, Iran.
exile),Mauritania, Momoros,
Libya (Tobruk government),
Jordan, Chad, Djibouti, Senegal,
United State, Gabon

The numbers are on the Saudi side, but the quality?

Next, look at the list supporting the Saudis: except for the USA and Egypt

they are all militarily irrelevant (and the Egyptians won’t get militarily involved

anyway). Not so for those opposing the Saudis, especially not Iran and Turkey.

So if money is on the side of the Saudis, firepower is on the side of Qatar here.

Then, Gabon? Senegal? Since when are those two involved in Persian Gulf

politics? Why are they taking sides in this faraway conflict? A quick look at the

10 conditions the Saudis demand that the Qataris fulfill does not help us
understand their involvement either:

1.
2.

Y X NN e

Immediate severance of diplomatic relations with Iran,
Expulsion of all members of the Palestinian resistance movement
Hamas from Qatar,

Freezing all bank accounts of Hamas members and refraining from any
deal with them,

Expulsion of all Muslim Brotherhood members from Qatar,
Expulsion of anti-[P]GCC elements,

Ending support for ‘terrorist organizations,

Stopping interference in Egyptian affairs,

Ceasing the broadcast of the Al Jazeera news channel,

Apologizing to all [Persian] Gulf governments for ‘abuses’ by Al Jazeera,

10.Pledging that it (Qatar) will not carry out any actions that contradict the

policies of the [P]GCC and adhering to its charter.
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The Saudis also handed over a list of individuals and organizations they
want banned (see here).

Looking at these conditions it becomes pretty clear that Iran and the
Palestinians (especially Hamas) are high on the list of demands. But why would
Gabon or Senegal care about this?

More interestingly, why is ISRAEL not listed as a country supporting the
KSA?

As always, the Israelis themselves are much more honest about their role in
all this. Well, maybe they don’t quite say “we done it” but they write articles like
“Five reasons why Israel should care about the Qatar crisis” which lists all the

reasons why the Israelis are delighted:
1. It hurts Hamas
2. It brings Israel closer to Saudi Arabia, Egypt and the Gulf
3. It shows US influence is back in the region
4. It delegitimizes terrorism
5. It bolsters Israel’s hand in general and Israel’s government in particular

That kind of honesty is quite refreshing, even if it is primarily for internal,
Israeli, consumption. Quick check with a Palestinian source —yup, the Israelis

are backing the KSA. This is hardly surprising, no matter how hard the western
corporate media tries to not notice this.

What about the USA? Do they really benefit from this crisis?

The USA has what might possibly the largest USAF base worldwide in
Qatar, the Al Udeid Air Base. Furthermore, the forward headquarters of United
States CENTCOM are also located in Qatar. To say that these are crucial US
infrastructures is an understatement —one could argue that these are the most

important US military facilities anywhere in the world outside the United States.
Thus one would logically conclude that the very last thing the US would want is
any type of crisis or even tensions anywhere near such vital facilities yet it quite
clear that the Saudis and the Americans are acting in unison against Qatar. This
makes no sense, right? Correct. But now that the US has embarked on a futile
policy of military escalation in Syria it should come as no surprise that the two

main US allies in the region are doing the same thing.
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Besides, was there ever a time with the Trump Administration’s policies in
the Middle-East made any logical sense at all? During the election campaign
they were, shall we say, 50/50 (excellent on ISIS, plain stupid about Iran). But
ever since the January coup against Flynn and Trump’s surrender to the Neocons
all we have seen in one form of delusional stupidity after another.

Objectively, the crisis around Qatar is not good at all for the USA. But that
does not mean that an Administration which has been taken over by hardcore
ideologues is willing to accept this objective reality. What we have here is a very
weak Administration running a rapidly weakening country desperately trying to
prove that it has still a lot of weight to throw around. And if that is, indeed, the
plan, it is a very bad one, one bound to fail and one which will result in a lot of
unintended consequences.

Back to the real world

What he have here is a severe case of smoke and mirrors and what is really
taking place is, yet again, a clumsy attempt by the Three Rogue States (USA,
Saudi Arabia, Israel) to weaken Iran.

Of course, there are other contributing factors here, but the big deal, the core
of the problem, is what I would call the rapidly growing “gravitational pull of
Iran” and the corresponding “orbital decay” of the entire region closer and closer
to Iran. And just to make things worse, the Three Rogue States are visibly and
inexorably losing their influence over the region: the USA in Iraq and Syria,
Israel in Lebanon and Saudi Arabia in Yemen —all three have embarked on
military operations which ended up being abject failures and which, far from
showing that these countries were powerful, showed how weak they really are.
Even worse is the fact that Saudis are facing a severe economic crisis with no end
in sight, while Qatar has become the richest country on the planet, mostly
thanks to an immense gas field Qatar it shares with Iran.

It could appear that Qatar is not such a big threat to Saudi Arabia after all,
being —unlike Iran —another Salafi country, but in reality this is very much part
of the problem: over the past couple of decades the Qataris have felt their new
wealth give them means completely out of proportion with their physical size:
not only did they create the most influential media empire of the Middle-East,
al-Jazeera, but they even embarked on a foreign policy of their own which made
them key players in the crises in Libya, Egypt and Syria. And yes, Qatar did
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become a prime supporter of terrorism, but so are the United States, Saudi
Arabia or Israel, so that is just a hollow pretext. The real Qatari ‘crime’ was to
refuse, on purely pragmatic reasons, to join into the massive anti-Iranian
campaign imposed on the region by Saudi Arabia and Israel. Unlike the long list
of countries who had to voice their support for the Saudi position, the Qataris
could simply say “no” and chart its own course.

What the Saudis now are hoping for is that Qatar will yield to the threats and
that the Saudi-lead coalition will prevail without having a “hot” war against
Qatar. How likely they are to achieve this result is anyone’s guess, but I am
personally rather dubious (more about this later).

What about Russia in all that?

The Russians and the Qataris have butted heads many times over, especially
over Syria and Libya where Qatar played an extremely toxic role being the prime
financiers of various takfiri terrorist groups. Furthermore, Qatar is Russia’s
number one competitor in many LNG (liquefied natural gas) markets. There
were also other crises between the two countries, including what appears to be a
Russian assassination of the Chechen terrorist Leader Zelimkhan Yandarbiyev
and the subsequent torture and trial of two Russian Embassy employees accused
of being involved in the assassination (they were sentenced to life in prison and
eventually sent back to Russia). Still, the Russians and the Qataris are eminently
pragmatic peoples and the two countries mostly maintained a cordial, if careful,
relationship which even included some joint economic ventures.

It is highly unlikely that Russia will intervene directly in this crisis unless, of
course, Iran is directly attacked. The good news is that such a direct attack on
Iran is unlikely as none of the Three Rogue States really have any stomach to
take on Iran (and Hezbollah). What Russia will do is use her soft power, political
and economic, to try slowly reel in Qatar into the Russian orbit according to the
semi-official strategy of the Russian Foreign Ministry which is to “turn enemies
into neutrals, neutrals into friends, friends into allies”. Just like with Turkey, the
Russians will gladly help, especially since they know that this help will buy them
some very precious influence in the region.
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Iran, the real target of it all

The Iranians are now openly saying that the recent terrorist attack in Tehran

was ordered by Saudi Arabia. Technically speaking, that means that Iran is now

at war. In reality, of course, Iran being the real local superpower is acting with
calm and restraint: the Iranians fully understand that this latest terrorist attack is

a sign of weakness, if not desperation, and that the best reaction to it is to act the
same way the Russians reacted to the bombings in Saint Petersburg: stay
focused, calm and determined. Just like the Russians, the Iranians have now also
offered to send food to Qatar but it is unlikely that they will intervene militarily
unless the Saudis really go crazy. Besides, with Turkish forces soon deployed in

Qatar, the Iranians have no real need for any displays of military might. I would
argue that the simple fact that neither the USA nor Israel have dared to directly
attack Iran since 1988 (since shooting down by the US Navy of the Iran Air

Flight 655 Airbus) is the best proof of the real Iranian military power.

So where are we heading?

That is truly impossible to predict, if only because the actions of the Three
Rogue States can hardly be described as “rational”. Still, assuming nobody goes
crazy, my personal feeling is that Qatar will prevail and that the latest Saudi
attempt to prove how powerful the Kingdom still is will fail, just like all the
previous ones (in Bahrain 2011, Syria 2012 or Yemen 2015). Time is also not on
the side of the Saudis. As for the Qataris, they have already clearly indicated that
they are unwilling to surrender and that they will fight. The Saudis have already
taken the outrageous decision to impose a blockade of a fellow Muslim country
during the holy month of Ramadan. Will they really now further escalate and
commit an act of aggression against a fellow Muslim country during that
month? They might, but it is hard to believe that even they could be that
ignorant of the Muslim public opinion. But if they don't, then their operation
will lose a lot of momentum while the Qataris will be given time to prepare
politically, economically, socially and militarily. Qatar might be small, and the
Qataris themselves not very numerous, but their immense pockets allow them to
quickly line up any amount of suppliers and contractors willing to help them
out. This is case where the famous “market forces” will act to Qatar’s advantage.
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The Qatari Foreign Minister is expected in Moscow on Saturday and it is

pretty obvious what the talks will be about: while Russia will not put all her
political weight to support the Qataris, the Kremlin might accept to become a
mediator between the KSA and Qatar. If that happens, that would be the
ultimate irony: the main outcome of the Saudi-Israeli-US operation will make
Russia an even more influential player in the region. As for Qatar itself, the
outcome of this crisis will probably articulate itself along Nietzschean lines:
“That which does not kill us, makes us stronger.”

Conclusion

I see this latest crisis as yet another desperate attempt by the Three Rogue
States to prove that they are still the biggest and baddest guy on the block and,
just like the previous ones, I think that it will fail. For example, I just don’t see
the Qataris shutting down al-Jazeera, one of their most powerful “weapons”. Nor
do I see them breaking all diplomatic relations with Iran as those two states are
joined at the hip by the immense South Pars gas condensate field. The immense
wealth of the Qataris also means that they have very powerful supporters
worldwide who right now, as I write these lines, are probably on the phone
making calls to very influential people and indicating to them in no unclear
terms that Qatar is not to be messed with.

If anything this crisis will only serve to push Qatar further into the warm
embrace of other countries, including Russia and Iran, and it will further
weaken the Saudis.

The Three Rogue States have the same problem: their military capability to
threaten, bully or punish is rapidly eroding and fewer and fewer countries out
there fear them. Their biggest mistake is that instead of trying to adapt their
policies to this new reality, they always chose to double-down over and over
again even though they fail each time, making them look even weaker and their
initial predicament even worse. This is a very dangerous downward spiral and
yet the Three Rogue States seem unable to devise any other policy.

I will end this column by comparing what Presidents Putin and Trump are
doing these days as I find this comparison highly symbolic of the new era we are
living in:

Trump, after bombing a few “technicals” (4x4 trucks with a machine gun)
and trucks in Syria, he proceeded to tweet that Comey was a liar and a leaker.
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As for Putin, he participated in the latest meeting of the Shanghai
Cooperation Organization (SCO) which welcomed both Pakistan and India as
full members. The SCO now represents over half of all the people living on
our planet and one quarter of the world’s GDP. You can think of it as the
“other G8”, or the “G8 that matters”

The Russian version of the G8: the SCO, the “G8 that matters”

I submit that this quick comparison of agenda really says it all.
The Saker

UPDATEIL: Secretary of State Rex Tillerson is now telling the Saudis to ‘cool
it. The Saudi-Israeli plan is already beginning to collapse.
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Russia and Islam, connecting the dots and
discerning the future

June 18, 2017

Russia has often been in the news over the past years, mostly as the
demonized “Empire of Mordor” responsible for all the bad things on the planet,
especially Trump’s victory over Hillary Clinton, the Russian intervention in
Syria and, of course, the “imminent” Russian invasion of the Baltics, Poland or
even all of Western Europe. I won't even dignify all this puerile nonsense with
any attention, but instead I will focus on what I think are important
developments which are either misunderstood or completely ignored in the
West.

First, a few key dots:
1) The Russian intervention in Syria

There are so many aspects of the Russian military intervention in Syria
which ought to be carefully studied that I am confident that many PhD theses
will be written on this topic in the future. While I have mostly focused my work
on the purely military aspects of this campaign, it is important to look at the
bigger picture. To do that, I will make the admittedly risky assumption that the
civil war in Syria is pretty much over. That is not my conclusion only, but also an
opinion voiced by an increasing number of analysts including a Russian general
during an official briefing. With the fall of Aleppo and now the latest Syrian-
Hezbollah-Russian move to cut off the US controlled forces from their planned
move to the Iraqi border, things do indeed looks pretty bleak for the terrorists,
the “good ones” and the “bad ones”. In the Syrian-Russian-Hezbollah controlled
areas, normal life is gradually returning and the Russians are pouring huge
amounts of aid (food, medical supplies, mine clearing, engineering, etc.) into the
liberated areas. When Aleppo was under Takfiri control it was the center of
attention of the western media, now that this city has been liberated, nobody
wants to hear about it lest anybody become aware of what is a huge Russian
success.
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Even more impressive is the nature of the Russian forces in Tartus and,
especially, in Khmeinim. The Russian military TV Channel “Red Star” has
recently aired two long documentaries about the Russian facilities in Syria and
two things are clear: first, the Russians are going to stay for a very long time and,
second, they have now completed an advanced resupply and augmentation
infrastructure which can accommodate not only small and mid size aircraft and
ships, but even the immense An-124. The Russian have dug in, very very deep,
and they will fight very hard if attacked. Most importantly, they now have the
means to bring in more forces, including heavy equipment, in a very short time.

Again, this might be a premature conclusion, but barring any (always
possible) surprises, the Russians are in, Assad stays in power, the Takfiris are out
and the civil war is over.

Conversely this means that: the USA lost the war, as did the KSA, Qatar,
Israel, France, the UK and all the other so-called “friends of Syria”. The Iranian,
Hezbollah and the Russians have won.

So what does all this really mean?

The most radical consequence of this process is that Russia is back in the
Middle-East. But even that is not the full story. Not only is Russia back, but she
is back in force. Even though Iran has actually made a bigger effort to save Syria,
the Russian intervention, which was much smaller than the Iranian one, was far
more visible and it sure looked like “Russia saved Assad”. In reality, “Russia
saved Assad” is a gross over-simplification, it should be “the Syrian people,
Hezbollah, Iran and Russia saved Syria”, but that is how most people will see it it,
for better or for worse. Of course, there is more than a kernel of truth in that
view as without the Russian intervention Damascus would have probably fallen
to the Daesh crazies and all the other Christian or Muslim denominations more
or less wiped out. Still, the perception is that Russia single-handedly changed
what appeared as an inevitable outcome.

The Russian success was especially amazing when compared to the
apparently endless series of defeats for the United States: Afghanistan, Iraq,
Syria, Yemen, Libya, Pakistan and now the latest mess with the Saudi blockade
against Qatar —the Americans just don’t see to be able to get anything done. Just
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the contrast between the way the US betrayed Hosni Mubarak with how the
Russians stood by Assad is a powerful message to all the regional leaders: better
to have the Russians on your side than the Americans.

2) How Russia transformed Turkey from an enemy to a potential ally
To say that Turkey is a crucial ally of the US and a vital member of NATO is

an understatement. For one thing, Turkey has the ond largest army in NATO
(the US being the biggest one, of course). Turkey also holds the keys to the
Mediterranean, NATO’s southern flank and the northern Middle-East. Turkey
has a common border with Iran and a maritime boundary with Russia (over the
Black Sea). When Turkey shot down a Russian SU-24 bomber (with US
complicity) the situation became so tense that many observers feared that a full-
scale war would break out between the two countries and, possible, the NATO
alliance. Initially, nothing happened, the Turks took a hard stance, but following
the coup against Erdogan (also with US complicity), the Turks suddenly did an
amazing 180 and turned to Russia for help. The Russians were only glad to help,
of course.

We will never really know what role the Russians really played in saving
Erdogan, but it is pretty clear, even by his own words, that Putin did something
absolutely crucial. What is indisputable is that Erdogan suddenly moved away
from the USA, NATO and the EU and turned to the Russians who immediately
used Turkey’s ties with the Takfiris to get them out of Aleppo. Then they invited
Turkey and Iran to negotiate a three way deal to end the civil war. As for the
Americans, were not even consulted.

The example of Turkey is the perfect illustration of how the Russians turn
“the enemies into neutrals, neutrals into friends and friends into allies”. Oh sure,
Erdogan is an unpredictable and, frankly, unstable character, the Americans and
NATO are still in Turkey, and the Russians will never forget the Turkish support
for the Takfiris in Chechnia, Crimea and Syria or, for that matter, the Turkish
treacherous attack on their SU-24. But neither will they show any external signs
of that. Just like with Israel, there is no love fest between Russia and Turkey, but
all the parties are supremely pragmatic and so everybody is all smiles.

Why does this matter?
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Because it shows how sophisticated the Russians are, how instead of using
military force to avenge their SU-24, which is what the Americans would have
done, they quietly but with great resolve and effort did what had to be done to
“de-fuse” Turkey and “turn” it. The day following the Turkish attack Putin
warned that Turkey would not “get away with just some tomatoes” (referring to
the Russians sanctions against Turkish imports). Less than a year later, the
Turkish military and security services got almost completely de-fanged in the
purges following the coup against Erdogan and Erdogan himself flew to Moscow
to ask to be accepted by the Kremlin as a friend and ally. Pretty darn impressive,
if you ask me.

3) Russia and the “Chechen model” as a unique case in the Muslim world

Many observers have commented in awe at the miracle Putin and Ramzan
Kadyrov pulled-off in Chechnia: after the region was absolutely devastated by
two vicious and brutal wars and after being a “black hole” for assorted terrorists
and common thugs, Chechnia turned into one of the most peaceful and safe
parts of Russia (even while neighboring Dagestan is still suffering from violence
and corruption). I won't revisit it all and describe all the dramatic changes in
Chechnia, but I will focus on a often ignored aspect of the “Chechen model”:
Chechnia has become an extremely strict and traditional Sunni Muslim region.
Not only that, but it is also one which has basically comprehensively defeated
not only the Wahabis themselves but also their Wahabi ideology. In other words,
Chechnia today is unique in that this is a Sunni Muslim culture which is
strictly Islamic but with no risk whatsoever of being re-infected by the Wahabi
virus. It is difficult to overstate the importance of this unique feature.

In the 1990s most of the Muslim world supported the Wahabi insurgency in
Chechnia in a completely knee-jerk reaction I call “wrong or right —my
Ummah”. This is largely the result of the very sophisticated AngloZionist
propaganda aimed at the Muslim world which completely distorted the truth
about the conflict taking place there (the same happened in Bosnia, by the way).
Nowadays, however, the “Chechen example” is attracting a great deal of
attention in the Muslim world and the personality of Ramzan Kadyrov is slowly
becoming somewhat of a hero. Even the Saudis who financed a great deal of the
Chechen insurgency and who threatened Russia with terrorist attack during the
Sochi Olympics, now have to be very courteous and “brotherly” with Ramzan
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Kadyrov. The truth is that the Saudis are directly threatened by the “Chechen
model” because it proves something the Saudis want to categorically deny: the
traditional and strict Islam does NOT have to be Wahabi or, even less so, Takfiri.

Think of it: the biggest threat to the Saudis is, of course, Iran because it is a
powerful, successful and dynamic Islamic Republic. But at least Iran is Shia and
that, in the minds of some Sunnis, is a grievous heresy and almost a form of
apostasy. But the Chechens are potentially much more dangerous to the Saudi
ideology —they are anti-Wahabi (they call them “shaitans” or, literally, “devils”)
and they are willing to fight anywhere in the Muslim world to counter the “good
terrorists” supported by the CIA and the House of Saud. Time and time again,
Ramzan Kadyrov, and many other Chechen leaders and commanders, have
repeated that they are willing to fight for Russia “anywhere on the planet” They
have already been deployed in Georgia, Lebanon, Novorussia and now they are
tighting in Syria. Each time with devastating effectiveness. They are true Muslim
heroes, recognized as such even by the non-Muslim Russians, and they want
absolutely nothing to do with the Wahabis whom they hate with a passion. As a
result, more and more people in the Muslim world are expressing their
admiration for the Chechen model.

The Chechen model also is noticed and hotly debated inside Russia. Russian
liberals absolutely hate it and, just like their western curators, they accuse
Kadyrov all sorts of unspeakable crimes. Their latest invention is that
homosexuals are jailed and tortured by Chechen security service. This kind of
stories might be taken seriously in San Francisco or Key West, but they get zero
traction with the Russian public.

Chechnia is ideally located to influence not only the Caucasus but also other
Muslim regions of Russia and even Central Asia. The large number of Chechens
in the Russian special operation forces also makes them very visible in the
Russian media. All this contributes to the high-visibility and popularity of a
viable traditional Sunni model which is the exact opposite of what is happening
the EU. Let’s compare the image of Muslims in the EU in Russia.

A couple of important caveats first. First, the picture was not always quite as
rosy, especially not in the 1990s when Chechens were seen as thugs, brutes,
crooks and vicious terrorists. Some Russians have neither forgotten nor forgiven
(and, of course, some Chechens still hate Russians for what they did to Chechnia
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during the two wars). Second, this table compares what I call “ethnic Muslims”
in Europe, meaning people coming from Muslim countries or families but who
are not necessarily true, pious, Muslims at all. In fact, most of them are not. This
is why I put “Muslims” in quotation marks. When I speak of Chechens, I refer to
those conservative Chechens who support Kadyrov and his strict adherence to
Islamic values. So, in a way, I will be comparing apples and oranges, but I do so
because I want to show the greatest contrast possible and I believe that these
apples and oranges play a crucial role in the development of the societies they
live in now.

“Muslims” in the EU “Kadyrov Chechens” in Russia

Seen as alien/immigrants/
» » 8 Seen as neighbors/locals
others

Seen as representing a
Seen as disruptive of the p ) .g )

conservative/traditionalist strand
local culture ) ] )
in the Russian society

) ) Seen as the prime victims of, and
Seen as potentlal terrorists . . .
allies against, terrorism

Seen has disloyal to the Seen as the most loyal defenders
native people of the Motherland

Seen as criminals and « .
) Seen as “law and order” types
hooligans

Seen as lazy welfare leeches Seen as hard-working and skilled

businessmen

Again, these are not scientific findings, they are not backed by careful
opinion polling and they do compare apples and oranges. So take them with a
big bag of salt. And yet, I think that what this table shows what are deep and
contrasting trends inside the EU and Russian societies: the EU is on a collision
course with the Islamic world while Russia is not. In fact, Russia represents a
model of how a (nominally) Christian society can coexist with a large Muslim
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minority to the benefit of both communities. Russia also represents a unique
example of how two very different religions can contribute to the development
of a *joint* civilizational model.

Now an attempt at discerning the future

So let’s connect the dots above: First, Russia is arguably the single most
important actor in the Middle-East, far eclipsing the United States. Second,
Russia has successfully built an informal, but crucial, alliance with Iran and
Turkey and these three countries will decide of the outcome of the war in Syria.
Third, Russia is the only country on earth where Sunni Islam is truly safe from
the Wahabi virus and where a traditionalist Sunni society exists without any
Saudi interference. Combine these three and I see an immense potential for
Russia to become the force which will most effectively oppose the power and
influence of the Saudis in the Muslim world. This also means that Russia is now
the undisputed leader in the struggle to defeat international Takfiri terrorism
(what Trump —mistakenly —calls “Islamic fundamentalism”).

The AngloZionist rulers of the Empire have been very clever, if also very
short-sighted: First they created al-Qaeda, then unleashed it against their
enemies, then they used al-Qaeda/ISIS/Daesh to wreak havoc on a number of
secular regimes just to “re-shape” a “new Middle-East” and now they are finally
using al-Qaeda/ISIS/Daesh to set the West on a direct collision course with the
entire Muslim world (1.8 billion people!) which will prevent the imperial slaves,
that is all of us, the common folks living the EU and USA, from ever looking at
the real cause of our problems or, even less so, overthrow our rulers.

Thus we see the disgraceful and, frankly, stupid propaganda against Muslims
and Islam as if somehow there was a real Muslim or Islamic threat. The reality,
of course, is that all those Muslims who do represent a real threat for the people
in the West are invariably associated with western security services and that
since 9/11 the vast majority of terror attacks have been false flags. True, there
were some apparently “real” (that is: undirected by western special services)
attacks, but the number of victims in such, frankly, amateurish attack was
minuscule and blown out of proportion.
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Just like the “thug life” musical propaganda in the USA resulted in large
numbers of US Blacks being killed, mostly by shooting each other, so the
“Islamic terrorist” hysteria in the media will result in a few genuine terrorist
attacks. But if you add up all the numbers you quickly realize that this paranoid
hysteria is completely out of proportion with the real danger.

Somebody wants us all to be afraid, really afraid.

Sadly, this hysteria has affected many, not only in the official Ziomedia, but
also in the so-called ‘alternative’ media. The result? Just as the rulers of the
Empire need it, the West and the Islamic world are now on a collision course.
Who is your money on in this clash? Just take a look at the clowns we have for
leaders and tell me that the West will win this one!

The West will, of course, lose this war too, but the consequences of this
defeat are not the topic of this article. What I am trying to illustrate here is that
the West and Russia have taken to radically different approaches to the
challenges of an increasingly more influential Islamic world. I would compare
Russia and the West to two swimmers caught in a powerful riptide: the West is
determined to swim directly against it while Russia uses this riptide to get where
she wants. Again, who do you think will fare better?

But this is not just about the West anymore, this is about the multi-polar
world which will replace the current AngloZionist hegemony. In this context,
one of the most interesting processes taking place is that Russia is becoming a
major player in the Muslim world.

Only 10 to 15 percent of Russians are Muslim, that amounts to about 10
million people. Most Muslim countries are way bigger. And since 85 to 90
percent of Russians are not Muslims, the influence of Russia in the Muslim
world cannot be measured by such relatively modest numbers. However, when
we consider the central role Russian Muslims play in the Russian policies
towards the Caucasus, Central Asia and the Middle-East, when we take into
account that Russian Muslims are mostly Sunni and very well protected against
the virus of Wahabism and when we recall that traditional Sunni Islam has the
full backing of the Russian state we can truly get a sense of the unique
combination of factors which will give the Russian Muslims an influence far in
excess of their relatively modest numbers.

Page 66 of 813



Furthermore, the Russians are now closely collaborating with Shia Iran and
with (mostly) Hanafi Turkey. Most Chechens belong to the Shaafi Sunni
tradition and about half are adherents to Sufism. It might be because Russia is
not a majority Muslim country that she is the ideal place to re-create a non-
denominational form of Islam, an Islam which would be content to be Islam and
with no need to subdivide itself into competing, sometimes even hostile,
subgroups.

Russia only has an observer status in the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation (OIC) due to the fact that she is not a majority Muslim country.
Russia is also a member of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO)
which brings together China, Kazakhstan , Kyrgyzstan , Russia , Tajikistan ,
Uzbekistan , India and Pakistan. Lets look at the approximate number of
Muslims in the SCO countries: China 40°000°000 , Kazakhstan 9°000°000,
Kyrgyzstan 5000000, Russia 10°000°000, Tajikistan 6°000°000 , Uzbekistan
26°000°000, India 180°000°000, Pakistan 195°000°000. That’s a grand total of 471
million Muslims. Add to this figure the 75°000°000 Iranians which will join the
SCO in the near future (bringing the grand total to 546’000°000) and you will
see this stunning contrast: while the West has more or less declared war on 1.8

billion Muslims, Russia has quietly forged an alliance with just over half a
billion Muslims!

Russian nationalists (as opposed to Russian patriots) did try their best to infect
Russia with her own brand of Islamophobia, but that movement was defeated
by an absolutely uncompromising stance by Vladimir Putin himself who went

as far as stating that:

“I need to say that, as I have repeated many times before, from its
beginning Russia had formed as a multiconfessional and multiethnic
state. You are aware that we practice Eastern Christianity called
Orthodoxy. And some theorists of religion say that Orthodoxy is in
many ways closer to Islam than to Catholicism. I don’t want to
evaluate how true this statement is, but in general the coexistence of
these main religions was carried out in Russia for many centuries.
Over the centuries we have developed a specific culture of interaction,
that might be somewhat forgotten in the last few decades. We should
now recall those our national roots”
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Clearly, as long as Putin and those who support him remain in power,
Islamophobia will have no future whatsoever in Russia.

[Sidebar: while this is never mentioned anywhere in the western
literature, there are real political prisoners in Russia and there is one
group of people which the Kremlin has truly persecuted on political
grounds: the Russian nationalists. This topic would deserve an
article on its own, but here I will just say that since Russia is a state
where the rule of law is official policy, the Kremlin has to resort to
some creative ticks to jail these nationalists including accusing them
of “attempting to overthrow the state by using crossbows” (I kid you

not!). Nationalists are often persecuted on charges of violating laws
against hate speech, for distributing extremist literature, etc.
Basically the authorities harass them and try to disrupt their
activities. Again, the western champions of civil rights and various
Putin-haters never speak about these very real political persecutions
in Russia. Apparently western human rights organizations live by the
motto of the “Angel of Death” of the French Revolution’s infamous
“terror” period, Louis Antoine de Saint-Just, who famously declared

“pas de liberté pour les ennemis de la liberté” (no freedom for the
enemies of freedom). It is clear that as soon as Putin came to power
he immediately realized the potential danger to the Russian society
posed by these nationalists and he decided to clamp down on them
every bit as hard as he did on the Wahabi recruiters and neo-Nazi
propagandists in Russia.]

Furthermore, Russia has now become the most influential member of the
SCO which represents the strategic interests of over half a billion Muslims
worldwide. In the Middle-East, Russia has made an amazing comeback —from a
quasi-total departure in the 1990s to becoming the single most influential player
in the region. Russia has successfully convinced two very powerful potential
competitors (Iran and Turkey) to work together and now this informal alliance
is in a very strong position to influence the events in the Caucasus and Central
Asia. At this point it is already clear that what we are seeing is a long term
process and long term strategic goal of Russia: to become directly involved in
the struggle for the future of Islam.
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The struggle for the future of Islam

The Islamic world is facing an immense challenge which is threatening its
very identity and future: the Wahabi-Takfiri ideology. That ideology, by its very
nature, represents a mortal threat to any other form of Islam and a moral threat,
literally, to every non-Takfiri Muslim living on the planet. The Takfiri ideology
also represents a real existential threat to all of mankind, very much including
Russia and Russia cannot simply sit back and wait to see who of the
AngloZionist West or the wannabe Caliphate of Daesh will prevail, especially
since the two are also loacked in a weird symbiotic relationship between the
western deep state and special services and the Takfiri leaders. Furthermore,
assuming the West is willing to seriously fight terrorism (and so far there is no
sign of that whatsoever) it is also obvious that Europe is useless in this struggle
(due to an acute lack of brain, spine and other body parts) and that the USA,
being protected by large oceans, are not facing the same threat as the states of
the Eurasian landmass. Russia therefore has to act on her own, and very
forcibely.

This is not a struggle which will be determined by military means. Yes, being
willing and capable of killing Takfiris is important, and Russia can do that, but at
the end of the day it is the Takfiri ideology which must be defeated and this is
where the Russian Muslims will play an absolutely crucial role in the struggle for
the future of Islam. Their status as a minority in Russia actually serves to protect
Russian Muslims simply because there is absolutely no possibility whatsoever for
any type of Wahabi Islam to gain enough traction in Russia to threaten the state.
If anything, the two wars in Chechnia are the best proof that even in the worst
possible conditions Russians will always hit back and very hard at any attempt to
create a Wahabi state inside, or next to, Russia. President Putin often says that
Russia has to send her forces to fight in Syria not only to save Syria, but also to
kill the many thousands of Russian citizens who are currently in the ranks of
Daesh before they come back home: better to fight them there than to fight
them here. True. But that also means that Russia will have to take the ideological
tight to the rest of the Islamic world and use her influence to support the anti-
Takfiri forces currently struggling against Daesh & Co worldwide.
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The future of Russia and the Muslim world are now deeply intertwined
which, considering the current disastrous dynamic between the West and the
Muslim world, this is a good thing for everybody. While the leaders of the
AngloZionist Empire are using both Russia and the Muslim world as bogeymen
to scare their subjects into submission to the international plutocracy, Russia
will have to become the place where the Islamophobic myths will debunked and
a different, truly multi-cultural, multi-religious and multi-ethnic civilizational
model offered as an alternative to the monolithic Hegemony dominating the
world today.

Modern secularist ideologies have given mankind nothing except violence,
oppression, wars and even genocides. It is high time to kick them into the trash
heaps of history where they belong and return to a truly tolerant, sustainable
and humane civilizational model centered around spiritual, not materialistic,
values. Yes, I know, for the media-brainwashed zombies out there religion is not
exactly associated with the ideas of tolerance and compassion, but that is just the
inevitable consequence of being exposed to particularly nasty and hypocritical
forms of religion. That, and a basic lack of education. These things can be
remedied, not so much by debating them ad nauseam, but simply by creating a
different civilizational model. But for that Russia and the Islamic world will need
to look inside themselves and focus on healing their own (still numerous)
pathologies and dysfunctions (especially spiritual ones) in order to create such a
spirituality-centered alternative to the Almighty Dollar. In the words of Saint

Seraphim of Sarov, “acquire a peaceful spirit, and around you thousands will be
saved’. I think that this is a future worthy of fighting for.

The Saker
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The latest escalation in Syria — what is really going
on?
June 23, 2017

By now most of you have heard the latest bad news of out Syria: on June 18th
a US F/A-18E Super Hornet (1999) used a AIM-120 AMRAAM (1991) to shoot

down a Syrian Air Force Su-22 (1970). Two days later, June 20", a US F-15E
Strike Eagle shot down an Iranian IRGC Shahed 129 drone. The excuse used
each time was that there was a threat to US and US supported forces. The reality
is, of course, that the US are simply trying to stop the advance of the Syrian
army. This was thus a typical American “show of force” Except that, of course,
shooting a 47 year old Soviet era Su-22 fighter-bomber is hardly an impressive
feat. Neither is shooting a unmanned drone. There is a pattern here, however,
and that pattern is that all US actions so far have been solely for show: the
basically failed bombing of the Syria military airbase, the bombing of the Syrian
army column, the shooting down of the Syrian fighter-bomber and of the
Iranian drone —all these actions have no real military value. They do, however,
have a provocative value as each time all the eyes turn to Russia to see if the
Russians will respond or not.

Russia did respond this time again, but in a very ambiguous and
misunderstood manner. The Russians announced, amongst other measures that
from now on “any airborne objects, including aircraft and unmanned vehicles of
the [US-led] international coalition, located to the west of the Euphrates River, will
be tracked by Russian ground and air defense forces as air targets” which I
reported as “Russian MoD declares it will shoot down any aircraft flying west of
the Euphrates river”. While I gave the exact Russian quote, I did not explain why
I paraphrased the Russian words the way I did. Now is a good time to explain
this.

First, here is the exact original Russian text:

«B paifoHax BbIITOMTHEHNs 60eBBIX 3a/ja4 POCCUIICKOT aBUaIMeil B
HeOe Cupun mo6ble BO3IYIIHbIE 00BEKTDI, BKII0YAs CAMOJIETHI U
OecnIOTHBIE aNllapaThl MEeXX/YHAPOLHOI KOATUIIVIN,
obHapyXeHHbIe 3amafHee pexy EBdpar, OynyT npuHIMaThCA Ha

Page 71 of 813


http://www.interfax.ru/world/567218

COHPOBO)KI[CHMC pOCCI/If/‘[CKI/IMI/I HAa3€MHbIMU U BO3,HY]_HHBIMI/[
CpeHCTBaMI/I HpOTI/IBOBOSHyHIHOf/I O60pOHI)I B KQa4ECTBE BO3HYIHHBIX
menemn»

A literal translation would be:

“In areas of the combat missions of Russian aviation in the skies of
Syria any airborne objects, including aircraft and unmanned aerial
vehicle of the international coalition discovered to the West of the
Euphrates river, will be tracked by Russian ground based and
airborne assets as air targets”

So what does this exactly mean in technical-military terms?
A quick look inside a US fighter’s cockpit

When an F/A-18 flies over Syria the on-board emission detectors (called
radar warning receivers or RWR) inform the pilot of the kind of radar signals
the aircraft is detecting. Over Syria that means that the pilot would see a lot of
search radars looking in all directions trying to get a complete picture of what is
happening in the Syrian skies. The US pilot will be informed that a certain
number of Syrian S-300 and Russian S-400 batteries are scanning the skies and
most probably see him. So far so good. If there are deconfliction zones or any
type of bilateral agreements to warn each other about planned sorties then that
kind of radar emissions are no big deal. Likewise US radars (ground, sea or air
based) are also scanning the skies and “seeing” the Russian Aerospace Forces’
aircraft on their radars and the Russians know that. In this situation neither side
is treating anybody as “air targets”. When a decision is made to treat an object as
an “air target” a completely different type of radar signal is used and a much
narrower energy beam is directed at the target which can now be tracked and
engaged. The pilot is, of course, immediately informed of this. At this point the
pilot is in a very uncomfortable position: he knows that he is being tracked, but
he has no way of knowing if a missile has already been launched against him or
not. Depending on a number of factors, an AWACS might be able to detect a
missile launch, but this might not be enough and it might also be too late.

The kind of missiles fired by S-300/S-400 batteries are extremely fast, over
4’000mph (four thousand miles per hour) which means that a missile launched
as far away as 120 miles will reach you in 2 minutes or that a missile launched 30
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miles away will reach you in 30 seconds. And just to make things worse, the S-
300 can use a special radar mode called “track via missile” where the radar emits
a pulse towards the target whose reflection is then received not by the ground
based radar, but by the rapidly approaching missile itself, which then sends its
reading back to the ground radar which then sends guidance corrections back to
the missile. Why is that bad for the aircraft? Because there is no way to tell from
the emissions whether a missile has been launched and is already approaching at
over 4000mph or not. The S-300 and S-400 also have other modes, including
the Seeker Aided Ground Guidance (SAGG) where the missile also computes a
guidance solution (not just the ground radar) and then the two are compared
and a Home On Jam (HOJ) mode when the jammed missile then homes directly
on the source of the jamming (such as an onboard jamming pod). Furthermore,
there are other radar modes available such as the Ground Aided Inertial (GAI)
which guides the missile in the immediate proximity of the target where the
missile switches on its own radar just before hitting the target. Finally, there is
some pretty good evidence that the Russians have perfected a complex datalink
system which allows them to fuse into one all the signals they acquire from their
missiles, airborne aircraft (fighter, interceptor or AWACS) and ground radars
and that means that, in theory, if a US aircraft is outside the flight envelope
(reach) of the ground based missiles the signals acquired by the ground base
radars could be used to fire an air-to-air missile at the US aircraft (we know that
their MiG-31s are capable of such engagements, so I don't see why their much
more recent Su-30/Su-35 could not). This would serve to further complicate the
situational awareness of the pilot as a missile could be coming from literally any
direction. At this point the only logical reaction would be for the US pilot to
inform his commanders and get out, fast. Sure, in theory, he could simply
continue his mission, but that would be very hard, especially if he suspects that
the Syrians might have other, mobile, air defense on the way to, or near, his
intended target.

Just try to imagine this: you are flying, in total illegality, over hostile territory
and preparing to strike a target when suddenly your radar warning receiver goes
off and tells you “you got 30 seconds or (much?) less to decide whether there is a
300lbs (150kg) warhead coming at you at 4000mph (6400kmh) or not”. How
would you feel if it was you sitting in that cockpit? Would you still be thinking
about executing your planned attack?
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The normal US strategy is to achieve what is called “air
superiority/supremacy” by completely suppressing enemy air defenses and
taking control of the skies. If I am not mistaken, the last time the US fighters
operated in a meaningfully contested air space was in Vietnam...

By the way, these technologies are not uniquely Russian, they are well known
in the West, for example the US Patriot SAM also uses TVM, but the Russians
have very nicely integrated them into one formidable air defense system.

The bottom line is this: once the US aircraft is “treated like a target” he has
no way of knowing if the Syrians, or the Russians, are just being cheeky or
whether has has seconds left to live. Put differently, “treating like a target” is
tantamount to somebody putting a gun to your head and letting you guess
if/when he will pull the trigger.

So yes, the Russian statement most definitely was a “threat to shoot down”!
Next, a look into the Russian side of the equation

To understand why the Russians used the words “threat like an air target”
rather than “will shoot down” you need to remember that Russia is still the
weaker party here. There is nothing worse than not delivering on a threat. If the
Russians had said “we will shoot down” and then had not done so, they would
have made an empty threat. Instead, they said “will treat as an air target” because
that leaves them an “out” should they decided not to pull the trigger. However,
for the US Navy or Air Force pilot, these considerations are all irrelevant once
his detectors report to him that he is being “painted” with the beam of an
engagement radar!

So what the Russians did is to greatly unnerve the US crews without actually
having to shoot down anybody. It is not a coincidence that the Americans
almost immediately stop flying West of the Euphrates river while the Australians

officially decided to bow out from any further air sorties.

It cannot be overemphasized that the very last thing Russia needs is to shoot
down a US aircraft over Syria which is exactly what some elements of the
Pentagon seem to want. Not only is Russia the weaker side in this conflict, but
the Russians also understand the wider political consequences of what would
happen if they took the dramatic step to shoot down a US aircraft: a dream
come true for the Neocons and a disaster for everybody else.
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A quick look from the US Neoconistan and the quest for a “tepid war”

The dynamic in Syria is not fundamentally different from the dynamic in the
Ukraine: the Neocons know that they have failed to achieve their primary
objective: to control the entire country. They also know that their various related
financial schemes have collapsed. Finally, they are fully aware that they owe this
defeat to Russia and, especially, to Vladimir Putin. So they fell back on plan B.
Plan B is almost as good as Plan A (full control) because Plan B has much wider
consequences. Plan B is also very simple: trigger a major crisis with Russia but
stay short from a full-scale war. Ideally, Plan B should revolve around a “firm”
“reaction” to the Russian “aggression” and a “defense” of the US “allies” in the
region. In practical terms this simply means: get the Russians to openly send
forces into Novorussia or get the Russians to take military actions against the US
or its allies in Syria. Once you get this you can easily see that the latest us attacks
in Syria have a minor local purpose —to scare or slow down the Syrians- and a
major global purpose —to bait the Russians into using forces against the US or
an ally. It bears repeating here that what the Neocons really want is what I call a
“tepid” war with Russia: an escalation of tensions to levels even not seen in the
Cold War, but not a full-scale “hot” WWIII either. A tepid war would finally re-
grant NATO at least some kind of purpose (to protect “our European friends
and allies” from the “Russian threat”): the already terminally spineless EU
politicians would all be brought into an even more advanced state of
subservience, the military budgets would go even higher and Trump would be
able to say that he made “America” “great” again. And, who knows, maybe the
Russian people would *finally* rise against Putin, you never know! (They
wouldn’t —but the Neocons have never been deterred from their goofy theories
by such minor and altogether irrelevant things as facts or logic).

[Sidebar: I noticed this time again that each time the US tries to bait
Russia into some kind of harsh reaction and Russia declines to take
the bait, this triggers an immediate surge in the number of
comments which vehemently complain that Russia is acting like a
pussy, that Putin is a fake, that he is “in cahoots” with the US and/or
Israel and that the Russians are weak or that they have “sold out” I
am getting a sense that we are dealing with paid US PSYOP
operatives whose mission is to use the social media to try to put the
Kremlin under pressure with these endless accusations of weakness
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and selling-out. Since I have no interest in rewarding these folks in
any way, I mostly send their recriminations where they belong: to
the trash]

Does the Russian strategy work?

To reply to this, don’t look at what the Russians do or do not do in the
immediate aftermath of a US provocation. Take a higher level look and just see
what happens in the mid to long term. Just like in a game of chess, taking the
Gambit is not always the correct strategy.

I submit that to evaluate whether Putin’s policies are effective or not, to see
whether he has “sold out” or “caved in” you need to, for example, look at the
situation in Syria (or the Ukraine, for that matter) as it was 2 years ago and then
compare with what it is today. Or, alternatively, look at the situation as it is today
and come back to re-visit it in 6 months.

One huge difference between the western culture and the way the Russians
(or the Chinese for that matter) look at geostrategy is that westerners always
look at everything in the short term and tactical level. This is basically the single
main reason why both Napoleon and Hitler lost their wars against Russia: an
almost exclusive focus on the short term and tactical. In contrast, the Russians
are the undisputed masters of operational art (in a purely military sense) and,
just like the Chinese, they tend to always keep their eyes on the long-term
horizon. Just look at the Turkish downing of a Russian Su-24: everybody
bemoaned the lack of “forceful” reaction from Moscow. And then, six months
later —what do we have? Exactly.

The modern western culture is centered on various forms of instant
gratification, and that is also true for geopolitics. If the other guy does
something, western leaders always deliver a “firm” response. They like to “send
messages” and they firmly believe that doing something, no matter how
symbolic, is better than even the *appearance* of doing nothing. As for the
appearance of doing nothing, it is universally interpreted as a sign of weakness.
Russians don't think that way. They don’t care about instant gratification, they
care only about one thing: victory. And if that means to look weak, that is fine.
From a Russian perspective, sending “messages” or taking symbolic actions (like
all 4 of the recent US attacks in Syria) are not signs of strength, but signs of
weakness. Generally, the Russians don't like to use force which they consider
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inherently dangerous. But when they do, they never threaten or warn, they take
immediate and pragmatic (non-symbolic) action which gets them closer to a
specific goal.
Conclusion

The Russian reaction to the latest US attack on Syria was not designed to
maximize the approval of the many Internet armchair strategists. It was
designed to maximize the discomfort of the US lead “coalition” in Syria while
minimizing the risks for Russia. It is precisely by using an ambiguous language
which civilians would interpret in one way, and military personnel in another,
that the Russians introduced a very disruptive element of unpredictability into
the planning of US air operations in Syria.

The Russians are not without they own faults and bad habits and they make
mistakes (recognizing the Ukronazi junta in Kiev after the coup was probably
such a mistake), but it is important to differentiate between their real
weaknesses and mistakes and their very carefully designed strategies. Just
because they don't act in the way their putative “supporters” in the West would
does not mean that they have “caved in’, “blinked first” or any other such
nonsense. The first step towards understanding how the Russians function is to

stop expecting that they would act just like Americans would.
The Saker

PS: by the way, the Syrian pilot shot down made it out alive. Here is a photo
of him following his rescue by Syrian special forces:

UPDATE: I am getting several messages
telling me that the pilot has not been rescued by
government forces but that he is being held
prisoner by the “Syrian Democratic Forces®
Caveat emptor, as always.
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Using plausible deniability against a systematically
lying adversary

June 28, 2017

The Internet has been buzzing with reactions to the latest Stratfor report
about how a military confrontation between Russia and the United States would
play out. I did not find the full text, I suppose it is behind a Stratfor paywall or
for subscribers only (and, frankly, I have better use for my time and money than
to subscribe to that rubbish), but since the same excerpts are quoted everywhere,
I might as well list them here and assume that they form the highlights of the
article. Here we go (taken from the Business Insider quoting and paraphrasing

the original article):

While Russia has some advanced surface-to-air missile systems and
very agile fighter aircraft in Syria, it wouldn't fare well in what would
be a short, brutal air war against the US (...) Russia has “about 25
planes, only about ten of which are dedicated to air superiority (Su-
35s and Su-30s), and against that they’ll have to face fifth-gen stealth
tighters, dozens of strike fighters, F-15s, F-16s, as well as B-1 and B-
52 bombers. And of course the vast US Navy and pretty much
hundreds of Tomahawks. “Russians have a lot of air defenses, they’re
not exactly defenseless by any means,” Lamrani told Business
Insider, “But the US has very heavy air superiority” Even though
individual Russian platforms come close to matching, and in some
ways exceed the capability of US jets, it comes down to numbers. If
US surveillance detected a mass mobilization of Russian jets in
response to the back-and-forth, the US wouldn’t just wait politely for
Russians to get their planes in the sky so they can fight back. Instead,
a giant salvo of cruise missiles would pour in from the USS George
H. W. Bush carrier strike group, much like the April 7 strike on
Syria’s Sharyat air base. But this time, the missiles would have to
saturate and defeat Russia’s missile defenses first, which they could
do by sheer numbers if not using electronic attack craft. Then, after
neutering Russia’s defenses, the ships could target the air base, not
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only destroying planes on the ground but also tearing up the
runways, so no planes could take off. At this point US and Coalition
aircraft would have free reign to pass overhead and completely
devastate Russian forces.

So is the author, Omar Lamrani, right in his assessment? Yes and no. Yes,
that is exactly what would happen if the Russians decided to engage their small
number of air superiority aircraft to try to prevail over the entire CENCOM and
NATO air force for the control of the Syrian skies. And no, simply because the
Russians would never do that.

The author of the article, a civilian with no military experience, makes a
basic mistake, he assumes that the Russians will act like idiots and fight the kind

of war the US would want to impose upon them. That is the kind of assumptions
most newbies make and which make for excellent propaganda articles. The
problem is, of course, that there is absolutely no reason at all why the Russians
should collaborate with such a ridiculous scenario. So, let’s get back to basics
here.

Question 1: are the Russians in a position of weakness in Syria?

Yes, absolutely. And they know that too. First, the Russians are operating
only 2 facilities (Tartus and Khmeimim), far away from home, and the size of
their task force in Syria is tiny compared to the huge amount of firepower
available to the AngloZionists and their allies. Second, the USA have poured
billions of dollars into this region to make sure that the Soviet Union could
never successfully invade Iran and not only do they have an immense numerical
superiority over the Russians, they also have a world-class network of bases
where even more forces can be brought in. Syria is squeezed between
CENTCOM to the south and east and NATO to the north and west while the
closest Russian forces are in Crimea. The truth is that not only could the US and
NATO take control of the Syrian skies, even Israel alone could probably do it.
So, assuming the Russians are not suicidal imbeciles, what do you think they
should do? If you were Russian, how would you play your cards?

Question 2: do the Russians have advantages of their own?

Absolutely. In fact, they have many advantages over the Americans. Here
they are in no particular order:
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All the boots on the ground that matter are either Russian allies or at
least on good terms with Russia: the Syrians, the Iranians, Hezbollah and
even Turkey are all much closer to Russia than to the AngloZionists. The
only AngloZionist boots on the ground that matter are Daesh & Co.

Internal public opinion: in Russia, the Russian military intervention is
understood and backed by an overwhelming majority of Russians. In the
USA the public is clueless and profoundly skeptical of this latest US war
of choice. Not only that, but Putin personally has an immense credibility
with the Russian people, while Trump is barely avoiding being
impeached.

External public opinion: while in the USA the Ziomedia is engaged in a
truly heroic effort to avoid even mentioning the fact that even the US
presence in, and nevermind the actual aggression against, Syria is
completely illegal in terms of international law, most of the planet is
quite aware of that. This only further erodes the US standing worldwide.
The Russians have fewer lucrative targets to offer the AngloZionists
than the Americans. Simply put, the Russians have Tartus and
Khmeimim. The Americans have an long list of bases and facilities in the
region which all could become potential targets.

The willpower, courage and determination of the Russian solider is
stronger than his US counterparts by many orders of magnitude. There
are many reasons for this, historical as well as political, but I don't think
that anybody doubts the fact that while Americans love to kill for their
country, they are much less enthusiastic about dying for it, especially
when the “for it” part is extremely dubious and when the frontline
solider feels that he is being used in some complex political game which
he does not understand but where he is definitely used as cannon fodder.
There is Russian personnel and military hardware interspersed within
the Syrian forces. We know that Russian technical specialists, military
advisers and special forces are operating on the ground in Syria. This
means that the Russians can probably use a Syrian S-300 to shoot down
a US aircraft without necessarily giving the US proof of their
involvement. To use an old CIA term, the Russian can have “plausible
deniability”.
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*  We know that Russia has a vastly superior intelligence capability in
Syria as reflected in the kind of damage Russian air and missile strike
inflict on their targets especially when compared to the painfully
obvious lack of US understanding of what’s really going on on the
ground.

So what does all this add up to?
1) Plausible deniability in the air

First, it is pretty darn clear that the Russians have no incentive to begin a
large scale air battle in the skies of Syria with their US counterparts. However,
the fact that such a battle would not be in their interest does not mean that they
would necessarily avoid it either. For the time being, the Russians seem to have
chose a strategy of deliberate uncertainty and harassment of the US aircraft, but

they could decide to engage US aircraft using their ground based S-300/S-400
batteries. Here is how they could do it.

First, the Russians are the only ones in Syria with S-400s. So let’s set them
aside for a minute and keep them for serious emergency purposes. Next, let’s
look at the Syrian inventory of air defenses found on Wikipedia. Notice
especially this one: the Pantsir-S1 (SA-22). According to Wikipedia, there are 50
SA-22 in Syria. Have you ever heard of the Panstsir-S1? Probably not.

Forget the S-300/5-400, think Pantsir

The Pantsir-S1 (aka “SA-22” in US/NATO classification) is an absolutely
awe-inspiring air defense system, yet nobody in the general public or Ziomedia

ever mentions it. Let’s take a look at it:
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The Pantsir-S1 is mobile short to medium range surface-to-air missile and
anti-aircraft artillery weapon system which uses phased array radars for both
target acquisition and tracking. Detection range: 32-45km (20-28mi). Tracking
range: 24-28km (15-17mi). It can track up to 20 targets, engage up to 3 with 4
missiles at the same time. It has a secondary Autonomous Optoelectronic
System with a 25km (15mi) engagement rage against a small F-16 size aircraft.
The Pantsir’s missiles are solid-fuel rockets with a range of 20km (12mi), a
ceiling of 15km (9mi) and a speed of Mach 2.3-2.8. The Pantsir also has two
dual 30mm autocannons shooting up to 700 rounds of high explosive at a rate of
2’500 rounds per minute at a distance up to 4km (2.5mi). Now here is the really
neat thing about it: both the Russian and the Syrian operate these mobile
systems. In other words, not only might these Pantsirs be anywhere, but they
might be operated by anybody. Heck, even the Iranians have them!

Though the Pantsirs look the part (they look like something out of a
Terminator movie to me), they are even more dangerous than they appear
because while they are capable of fully autonomous operations, they are also
designed to be plugged-in into a global network via a digitally encrypted
datalink which makes it possible for them to receive their engagement data from
other land-based and airborne platforms. Finally, keep in mind that nobody
really knows how many Pantsirs the Russians have brought with them to Syria,
how many the Syrians currently operate, how many “Syrian” Pantsirs are
operated by Russians and plugged in into the Russian digital air-defense
network or, for that matter, how many Syrian and Iranian Pantsirs might be out
there.

So what do we have? A system which is extremely mobile (being mounted
on a heavy high mobility truck), easy to conceal (being small), which can engage
any airborne target at altitudes ranging form Om to 15°000m as far as 20°000m
away. To do so, they can used their passive electronically scanned array (PESA),
their Autonomous Optoelectronic System (AOS) or even data received from
other radars including Russian S-300/S-400, Su-35 or AWACS.

Initially and officially, the Russian Pantsirs are solely tasked with defending
the longer ranged S-300/5-400 systems and the Russian installations in
Khmeimim and Tartus. But in reality they could be rapidly deployed anywhere
and used to shoot down US aircraft with no evidence whatsoever that the

Page 82 of 813



Russians did it! Of course, the Russian would have to be very careful as to what
source they would use to track the US aircraft and provide the Pantsir’s missile
an engagement solution. As far as I know, the Pantsir’s missiles do not have an
active or even semi-active radar system, but their AOS allows for completely
silent/passive engagements. Depending on what intelligence assets the
Americans do or do not have available at the time of attack, their might be no
way of proving who shot down the US aircraft.

The bottom line is this: while the world is focused on the bigger S-300/S-400
capabilities, the Russians already have in place a far more flexible short-medium
range air-defense system which would be impossible to destroy with Tomahawks
(being mobile) and very hard to destroy with airstrikes. That system could be
deployed anywhere in Syria and it could be used while providing the Russian
with a plausible deniability. Of course, the US could try to fly outside the
Pantsir’s flight envelope, but that would make use of any airpower very difficult.
Another option for the Americans would be to rely solely on their low-RCS
aircraft (B-1, B-2 for strikes, and F-22s to protect them), but that would
dramatically decrease the overall capabilities of CENTOM/NATO over Syria.

I will conclude this section by reminding everybody that neither the US nor
any other NATO country has ever had to operate in an environment as
dangerous as the Syrian skies. The poor Serbs had only ancient air defenses and
yet even against them NATO failed miserably. In Syria the Russian air defenses
could give the Americans a run for their money without ever using any of their
(admittedly few) air superiority aircraft.

2) Plausible deniability on the ground

Has anybody ever considered that the Russians might decide to attack US
forces deployed on the ground in Syria (or Iraq for that matter?)? Apparently
not, if only because most people would assume that the Russian force in Syria is
tiny and therefore cannot attack a much larger and stronger US force. But, just
as with the air warfare, this is a mistaken assumption based on the idea that the
US would know who is attacking. In reality, the Russians could attack the US
using their special forces (either those already deployed or specially brought in)
to attack US targets and retain plausible deniability.

How?

This is what we already know:
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Russian operators are already deployed and active in Syria:

First the famous Spetsnaz ( Spetsnaz GRU Gsh). These are special units
drawn either from the Southern Military District or, possibly, subordinated
directly to the Military Intelligence (GRU) HQ in Moscow. Unlike the Spetsnaz
GRU forces of the GRU brigades of the Military Districts, these small groups (8-
12 men) are staffed by career officers only.

Next, the Russian Special Forces (SSO), a relatively new creation not to be
confused with the Spetsnaz GRU even if they are similar in many ways, are also
more or less officially in Syria (Russian TV channels have made reports and
interviews with them). They are subordinated to General Staff of the Armed
Forces. Here is a photo of them taken by a Russian journalist in Syria:

Russian Special Forces (SSO)

Finally, there are reports of some unnamed but very secret Russian units

working in Syria (for example here) but neither Vympel nor Zaslon fit the bill
(the former is now subordinated to the FSB, i.e. to deal with internal security
issues, while the latter is more of a protective service for officials, their
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residences and Russian civilians abroad). I have found no info on who they are,
but my guess is that they are what Vympel used to be: special forces of the
Foreign Intelligence Service (SVR) working in close collaboration with the SVR
agent networks in Syria.

Whatever may be the case, the Russians already have more then enough
special forces in Syria to start attacking US targets in Syria or even elsewhere in
the region. For example, during the battle for Aleppo there have been numerous
reports of Russian snipers killing Daesh leader one after the other almost
decapitating their entire leadership. That could happen to top US officers on the
ground in Syria. Special forces could also arrange for “unexplicable” missile
strikes hitting US forces. But the most important aspect here is that these forces
could be used in complete secrecy with nothing identifying them as Russians.
They would look like Arabs, speaks like Arabs and have Arabic IDs with them.
The Soviets did use exactly this technique in Afghanistan to overthrow Afghan
President Hafizullah Amin. Likewise, Chechen President Ramzan Kadyrov has
openly admitted that Chechen operators have been infiltrated into the Daesh
command structure.. Finally, even if “Russians” are caught and somehow
identified, there are about 5000 Russian citizens of all sorts of ethnic groups
(including Slavs) fighting in the ranks of Daesh and it will be impossible to
prove that fighter X or fighter Z are agents of a Russian intelligence service.

Bottom line is this: Russia also has the option of ground attacks against US
forces with plausible deniability.

So think of it —Russians SAMS shooting at US aircraft in the air, and
Russian special forces killing US officers on the ground. And all this with
complete plausible deniability.

Not convinced yet?

One the many uses of plausible deniability, especially against a systematically
lying enemy

You might wonder how useful plausible deniability is against a country
which makes up all sorts of ridiculous stories about Russian hackers stealing
elections or invisible Russian armies in the eastern Ukraine. And I agree, a
country which has 16 intelligence agencies and a long and shametful history of
making up intelligence —yes, sure, they could say that “the Russkies did it” and
have the Ziomedia repeat it all over and over again without any evidence.
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But there is another side to this story: since the US propaganda machine has
made up so many stories about genocidal Serbs, Viagra-enhanced raping
Libyans, baby-tossing Iragis, wannabe-nuclear Iranians, barrel-bombing Syrians
and God knows who else —how credible will they be when they accuse the
Russian of “this vicious and dastardly act” (whatever the act is, really)? Even as I
write this, there are reports that the White House is already setting the stage for

yet another false flag attack in Syria. Let’s be honest here and agree that Uncle

Sam lies every time he moves his lips and while the brain-dead Ziomedia
pretends to take each lie very seriously, the rest of the planet, including much of
the American public, is under no illusions.

Now imagine a Russian operated Pantsir-S1 crew in Syria shooting down US
aircraft or Russian operators blowing up a tent with the HQ of the US forces in
Syria. Not only will there be no proof that the Russians did it, but even if there
was, nobody would trust the Americans anyway. Furthermore, this also begs the
following question: would it really be in the USA’s best interest to point the
finger at the Russians? I would argue that it would not. It would make far more
sense to blame the Syrians, then bomb some kind of Syrian government building
(say the probably empty military intelligence building in downtown Damascus)
and declare that “a message has been sent” then to take the military and political
risk of attacking Russian forces in Syria.

Could the Americans retaliate in kind?

Probably not. Remember, they don’t have the boots on the ground, the
intelligence capabilities or the political support (internal and external) to get
away with that. Not only that, but US special forces have a long history of
screwing up even relatively simple operations and I don't see them trying to get
away with a direct attack on Russian forces in Khmeimim or elsewhere. At most,
they will do what they almost always do —subcontract the mission to some
locals, which works great against defenseless civilians and ends up on disaster
against a real “hard” target.

The many paradoxes of warfare

First, we should always keep in mind that any military action is just a means
towards a political goal, the “continuation of politics by other means”. Because of
that highly political nature, there are circumstances where being the weaker side
can yield advantages. The key to the defensive strategy of the weaker side is not
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to let the stronger side impose the kind of warfare which maximizes the stronger
side’s advantages. In the case of Syria, trying to defeat the entire air force of
CENTCOM with just a few fighters would be plain stupid. And since the US
does have an immense advantage in the number of cruise missiles it can launch
—do what the Serbs did in Kosovo and Hezbollah did in 2006 against Israel:
don’t give them a target. In the Syrian context this means: use only mobile air
defense systems. Last but not least, hit the Americans were it hurts most —their
morale. Remember how crazy they got when they could not find out who was

attacking them in Vietnam?

An elephant in a porcelain store is a scary sight for sure. But once you get
over your initial fear, you soon will realize that being a big bad elephant makes it
very difficult to make a smart move. That is exactly the USAs problem,
especially the US armed forces: they are so big and confident that almost every
move they make lacks to sophisticated caution imposed by life on a much
weaker actor. This is why the almost always end up breaking the store and
looking stupid. Add to this a quasi-total focus on the short-term quickfix, and
you get a recipe for disaster.

The two options for a Russian counter-attack under the cover of plausible
deniability are just the two that came to my mind. In reality there are many
more, including many even much less “visible” than those I have suggested. My
main goal was to illustrate that there is absolutely no reason for the Russians to
behave like Omar Lamrani suggested in his frankly silly article. The truth is that
I have absolutely no idea how the Russians might respond, and that is exactly
how it should be. All I am sure of is that they won't respond how Lamrani thinks
they will, that’s all.

The wiser folks in the Pentagon and, apparently, on the ground are trying
hard to avoid getting tangled up with the Russians not because they fear some
specific Russian response, but because they are aware that they are dealing with
an unpredictable and sophisticated actor. The good news is that the Russians are
also trying hard to avoid getting tangled up with the Americans, especially so far
away from home and smack in the middle of a thoroughly CENTCOM/NATO-
controlled part of the world.
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In conclusion, I want to mention just a small sampling of what I did not
mention but which US commanders will have to consider before deciding on a
direct attack on Russian forces: various naval scenarios, especially those
involving diesel attack submarines, Russian options to deploy into Iran, Russian
retaliatory options in other theaters such as Iraq, Pakistan and, especially,
Afghanistan. Here is a good one: *real* Russian cracking (“hacking” is the

wrong word) of crucial US computer networks, including the release of possibly
very embarrassing information (think of it as “Wikileaks on steroids”). Finally, if
cornered, one possibly option for Russia would be to draw US forces, resources
and energy away from Syria to some other region truly critical to the USA.
DPRK anybody?

The options are endless and the stakes very high. In the dreamworld of Mr
Lamrani it’s all simple and easy. Which only goes to prove, yet again, that war is
far to serious a matter to entrusted to civilians.

The Saker
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I sure hope that I am wrong, but...

July 03, 2017

The talk of the week is the upcoming meeting between Presidents Trump and

Putin on the sidelines of the G20 conference this Friday. There have been some
very good articles already written on this topic, I particularly recommend Adam

>«

Garrie’s “5 obstacles Donald Trump and Vladimir Putin will have to address in

their meeting” for The Duran and Israel Shamir’s, and “What Should Putin Tell
Trump?” for The Unz Review. It is undeniable that the fact that these two men
will finally meet is an event of immense significance and importance for the

future not only of US-Russian relations, but even for the future or mankind.

Or is it?

I have to be honest here and say that my expectations are pretty close to
zero. Oh sure, they will smile, probably a lot, and some minor issues, such as the
seizure of the Russian diplomatic residence in the USA, will be resolved.
Probably. There might even be some kind of positive sounding sounds about
“reaffirming the Minsk Agreement” or “fighting ISIS in Syria”, but compared to
long list of truly vital issues which need to be urgently discussed and resolved,
this will, I am afraid, be as close to nothing as it can get. Why do I say that?

First, we should all stop kidding ourselves, Russia and the USA do not have
“disagreements”. The sad and frightening reality is that we are now closer to war
than during the Cuban Missile Crisis. Not only are Russian and US servicemen
now deployed in the same war zone (the Americans totally illegally), but unlike
what happened during the Cuban Missile Crisis we have a US President who
terminally lacks the willpower to deal with the crazies on the US side, I am
talking about the Neocons, of course. In fact, under Kennedy there were no real
Neocons to tackle to begin with. Now they are running the White House while
Trump serves them coffee or watches TV in another room (I am jocking of
course, but just barely). In this context, to meet on the “sidelines” of a G20
conference is bordering on the criminally irresponsible. What the world would
need is for Trump and Putin to meet in a “Camp David” like format for at least
3-5 days with all their key advisors and officials. Even if we assume a 100% of
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good will on both sides, meeting on the “sidelines” of an already big conference
just won't make it possible to get anything done. In the very best of cases Lavrov
and Tillerson could have done most of the hard work away from the public eye,
but the truth is that the Russians say that so far the two sides have not even
agreed upon an agenda.

Second, it is absolutely clear that the US Ziomedia and Congress will declare
any, any, positive outcome from the meeting as “Trump caved in to Putin” and
try to get a pound of political flesh out of Trump for it. So for Trump any
external success will mean an internal disaster. And we already know that the
man does not have what it takes to deal with such attacks. Frankly, his only
“tactic’, so to speak, to deal with the Neocons has been to try to appease them.
So short of Trump asking for political asylum in Russia and joining Snowden
somewhere in Russia, I don’t see him ever taking any independent action.

Third, if we look at the people around Trump it is pretty clear that the only
intelligent and rational person in the White House is Rex Tillerson. The rest of
them are lunatics, maniacs and imbeciles —the current US, what shall I call it,
“actions” (can’t call it a “policy”) towards Syria clearly prove that the Executive
Branch is completely out of control. We now can clearly see that Mattis and
McMaster are not these military geniuses presented to us by the Ziomedia but
that, in fact, they are both phenomenally incompetent and that their views of the
conflicts in Syria and even Afghanistan can only be characterized as totally
lacking anything remotely resembling any kind of vision. Yet these two
“geniuses” seem to be in charge. For all his intelligence, Tillerson can’t even
reign in this Nikki idiot at the United Nations. We should stop kidding
ourselves and stop pretending like there is anybody to talk to for the Russians.
At best, they are dealing with a Kindergarten. At worst, they are dealing with an
evil Kindergarten. But either way, there is nobody to talk to on the US side,
much less so somebody to begin solving the many issues which need solving.

I will admit that I did have high hopes for Trump and his apparent
willingness to sit down and have an adult conversation with Russians. I was
especially inspired by Trump’s repeated rejection of the Ziomedias narrative
about Russia and by what appeared to me as his “no nonsense” approach
towards getting things done. I wrote many articles for this blog saying that
having hopes (not expectations!) for Trump was the right thing to do. And,
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frankly, I think that at the time it was. Last Fall I even wrote an entire chapter on
this topic in the book “If I were King: Advice for President Trump® The big

difference is that before his election we could only judge Trump by his words.
Now, however, we can judge him by his words and his actions and the latter
show us a consistent pattern of supine subservience to the Neocons and their
demands, from the betrayal of his friend and key advisor Flynn, to the recent
threats to bomb Syria for, allegedly, “preparing” to use chemical munitions
against civilians.

This might be his, shall we call it, “Las Vegas culture” —but Trump is all
about form over substance and appearance over facts. Just look at his frankly
pathetic threats (with no less than 3 aircraft carrier strike groups!) against the
DPRK or his half-assed missile strike on the Syrian airbase: it’s all a big show,
nothing more. No wonder the man likes “tweeting” —he seems to think in 140
character long “thought clusters”...

None of that would be too bad if the USA, and the West generally, had a
halfway decent media and a Legislative Branch worthy of its name. In theory,
these could raise hell and demand that the President either resign or begin doing
his job. But, of course, they don't and they won't. They hate Trump, of course,
but they also own him. He can make fun of them in “tweets” on his free time,
but in terms of his policies he does exactly what they want. And the very last
thing they want is any kind of “detente” with Russia. At most, they will impeach
Trump just to humiliate him, but that’s about it. They don't even need to play
their “Pence” card —Trump is what is colloquially known in US ghettos as their
“punk-ass bitch”

Ever since the ill-fated “GWOT” more or less petered out, Russia has
become the indispensable bogeyman to terrify the public and justify multi-
billion dollar corruption schemes. Not only that, but a “resurgent Russia” is the
cornerstone justification of the AngloZionist paranoia about a need to spend
more on the war state, the police state and, of course, on corporate greed. The
powers that be are even re-heating old, Cold War era, scaring techniques:

The Defense Intelligence Agency has recently released a “Russian Military

Power 2017 report. Since it is pretty well written, I actually recommend that
you download and read it: it is a mix of pretty good information about the
Russian Armed Forces and the garden variety nonsense about Russian hackers
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and their cyber-threat to US and its allies. Just set aside the clearly politically-
induced nonsense and you are left with a rather well made summary of what the
Russian Armed Forces are up to these days.

I have to thank the DIA for this report: it made me feel young again, like I
was in the 1980s when all the student of warfare and of the Soviet military were
reading these annual “Soviet Military Power” reports with great interest. But
other than making some of us feel young, the real purpose of this document is
clear and it is the very same one behind the Cold War era “Soviet Military
Power” series: to justify an increase in “defense” (i.e. “aggression”) spending by
showing how scary these evil Commies/Russikies were/are.

This would all be rather funny, and nostalgic in a way, if it did not show the
total lack of imagination of the folks at the Pentagon. Far from coming up with
anything novel or interesting, they are bringing back into service stuff which for
years had been collecting dust in the memories of now mostly retired Cold
Warriors. It is rather pathetic, really.

Over the past 30 years or so, Russia went from being the Soviet Union, to
being a Somalia-like “democratic hell” during the 1990s, to becoming a
completely new entity —a “New Russia” which is dramatically different from the
Soviet Union of the 1980s. In contrast, the USA got completely stuck in its old
patterns, except for this time they are “the same, but even worse”. If the USA did
not have nukes that would almost be okay (after all, the world can let “Uncle
Sam” slowly lose his sclerotic brain, who cares?) but when a nuclear superpower
is acting like an out-of-control rogue state, this is very, very, scary.

So back to our G20 meeting again. The first thing which needs to be said is
that Trump is weak, extremely weak: he goes in with the Ziomedia and Congress
hating him and with a basically treacherous White House team clearly
controlled by Pence, Kushner and the rest of the Neocon crazies. To make
things worse, Trump can offer the Russians absolutely nothing they would want
or need.

Please don’t buy this sanctions canard. The damage these sanctions could do
they have already done. The simple truth is that Russia has already survived the
sanctions and come out even stronger, this is confirmed by international
organizations and by the private sector. In fact, removing the sanctions right
now would hurt the Russian economy far more, especially the agricultural
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sector, which has greatly benefited from the de-facto protectionist protection
provided to the Russian economy by these sanctions. Likewise, the Russian
defense industry has successfully adapted to the total severance by the Ukronazi
regime of all the defense contracts with Russia and now 100% Russian military
systems and parts are being produced in Russia at a cheaper price and of a
higher quality. Besides, since Congress and UN Nikki have made it pretty darn
clear that sanctions will remain in place until Russia agrees to return Crimea to
the Ukraine, nothing will change until the current Ukraine finally breaks into
three of four parts.

Trump could, in theory, offer the Russians to stop sabotaging the peace
process in Syria and the Russians would surely welcome that. But since the US
policy of illegal air and missile strikes combined with a deployment of US forces
on the ground in Syria is failing anyway, see here and here , the Russians are

going to get what they want whether the US wants it or not.

As for the Ukraine, the situation there is so bad that an increasing number of
specialists are saying that even the US has lost control of Banderastan and that
now it's going to be all about intra-Ukie power plays: the social, political,
military, cultural and economic disaster has reached what I would call an
“escape velocity” when the various processes taking place are basically chaotic,
unpredictable and unmanageable. I am personally very dubious that the
Americans would have anything to offer the Russians.

How about the other way around? What could the Russians offer Trump?
Again, I am afraid that nothing much either.

Russian foreign policies are all centered around the development of a multi-
polar world and Putin is now extremely busy dealing with some seriously
important matters. So what can Putin offer Trump? A promise not to invade

Lithuania? Trump knows that there never was any such threat to begin with. It
not like Putin can agree to pretend not to see the constant inflow of NATO
forces and equipment into eastern Europe as the latter constitute a serious threat
to the Russian national security. Could the Russian promise that they won't fly
over the Baltic without their transponders on? Hardly, since the first ones to
switch off their transponders were the Americans. What about a Russian
promise not to intercept Secretary of Defense Mattis’ civilian transport aircraft
over international waters? But wait —that was the other way around, it's NATO
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(a Polish F-16 actually) which intercepted Shoigu’s aircraft over the Baltic Sea
during a long announced and official trip from mainland Russia to Kaliningrad
(and who then ran away as soon as a Russian SU-27 showed the missiles it was
carrying under it’s wings which by convention means “get the hell out of here or I
shoot you down®), so its not the Russians, but the Americans who need to reign
in their yapping poodle.

[Sidebar: I have never been a big admirer of Polish politicians, but

now Poland is reaching truly historical lows in terms of cowardice,

dishonor and plain stupidity; from their “war on statues", to their

idiotic accusation that the Russian ATC deliberately crashed an

official Polish aircraft (resulting from their categorical inability to

accept that their own politicians gave a stupid order to their pilots)
to Prime Minister Kazinsky’s war on “cyclists and vegetarians, to the

resurrection of the extremely dangerous “Three Seas” plan —Poland
is constantly up to the no good and self-deafeningly stupid. But

then, what are we to expect from a country which considers a
character like Pilsudksi as a national hero? Sadly, Poland is
repeating its worst historical mistake: the one of constantly trying to
trigger a conflict between the West and Russia (apparently, history
has taught them nothing). So now, the tiny Polish poodle is barking
at the Russian Bear convinced that Uncle Sam and the West will
protect him if the bear comes down charging. Truly, human
stupidity is limitless].

I think I can guess what the Americans want: a partition of Syria, if not de
jure then de facto. 1 don't think that this will work. For one thing, the
Americans are (yet again) overlooking the fact that the main actor in Syria is not
Russia but Iran and Iran has no reason whatsoever to agree to any such
partition. Neither do the Russians, of course. The only ones truly interested in a
partition of Syria are, who else, the Israelis and since they are now back in
charge of the White House, they are the ones pushing for this “solution” But
that is something Turkey and Iran cannot accept as this would not only create a
“Wahabistan” in eastern Syria, but also some kind of Kurdistan in the north —
hardly a recipe for peace. And, finally, let’s not forget the Syrians themselves.
They perfectly understand that any partition of their homeland would leave
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them squeezed between Israel in the southwest and some kind of crazy Daesh
pretend-caliphate in the northeast —why would they ever accept such a rotten
and, not to mention, unsustainable deal?

For the Americans, of course, it’s the other way around: since they could not
get the black flag of Daesh to fly over Damascus they see the partition of Syria as
the only acceptable outcome. They will therefore oppose any peace process,
especially one crafted by Russia, Iran and Turkey, with every ugly trick in their
bag.

So, will the upcoming meeting yield nothing, nothing at all?

It will yield the fact that the two leaders spoke to each other, face to face.
That is not unimportant. I also have some hopes for some type of ‘deconfliction’
agreements between Russia and the US/NATO (switch they bloody
transponders on again!). If we can get resumption of some kind of talks
between NATO and Russia it would also be a good thing, even if nothing much
concrete is achieved by this. I suspect that Trump would love the ditch the
Ukraine, but he can’t do that on political reasons. If the Russians can con the
Americans to endorse, even just verbally, the Astana talks on Syria that would be
good because it would make it marginally harder for the Pentagon and/or the
CIA to engage in false flag chemical attacks or any other such nonsense. Am I
missing something? Yeah, probably some kind of “cultural exchanges” (that’s
when diplomats are truly desperate and have nothing else to offer) or a common
plan to protect polar bears (thank God for small things all the same!).

The Russians will probably try to get Trump into agreeing to some kind of
new UN Resolution on Syria, but since we all know that the USA disregards UN
resolutions anyway, it won't be much of a victory, even if it will feel good for a
while.

I hope I am wrong, really wrong, totally wrong even. I will be watching the
(hopefully joint) press conference of Trump and Putin on Friday with a tiny
leftover and paradoxical spark of hope that maybe, just maybe, Trump has
something good left inside him. But I won't be holding my breath. They say
that hope dies last. Maybe. I will find out on Friday.

The Saker
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The first Putin-Trump meeting yields... ...
something very close to nothing

July 07, 2017

First, we have the manner in which the Americans have been preparing the
G20 summit. As we all know, in diplomacy actions count as much, or even
more, than words. Here are just a few of the actions recently taken by the
Americans in preparation for the G20 summit and Trump’s first meeting with
Putin (in no particular order):

e The US rejected the joint Russian-Chinese plan to defuse the crisis over

the Korean Peninsula even though that plan was simple, straightforward

common sense and, frankly, the only game in town to avoid war.

e The US accused the Syrian government of preparing a chemical attack

and warned of a “heavy price to pay’.

* The US sent its bomber of overfly the Chinese islands in the South
China Sea.

* The US accused Russia of destabilizing Fastern Europe.

* The US threatened “severe consequences” against North Korea.

* The US declared that it would deploy Patriot missiles in Poland to
protect the Poles from the Russian Iskander missiles (-: LOL! Good luck
with that, my Polish friends :-)

* The US also promised the Poles US LNG to “secure Poland’s energy
independence from Russia” (-: and good luck with that too, my Polish

friends :-)

e The US sent a Polish F-16 to intercept Russian Defense Minister’s

civilian (and long announced) aircraft in international airspace over the
Baltic Sea.

e The US sent a guided-missile destroyer near Triton Island in the South
China Sea

e The US withdrew from the Paris climate agreement.

e The US criticized German trade practices.
e The US criticized China for its trade with the DPRK.
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e The US accused China of “trade rape”.

Going down this list, you've got to admire the American sense of timing and

diplomacy...
But, seriously now,

It does not really matter if these actions are just the result of imperial hubris
and delusion, a complete lack of diplomatic education, the consequences of
simple and straightforward human stupidity or all part of some diabolical plan
to set the US on a collision course with the entire planet. What matters is the
mind-blowing arrogance of it all, as if the USA was a white knight in shining
armor worthy only of praise and adulation and as if the rest of the planet was
composed or rowdy schoolchildren who needed to heed the words of their
principal and better start behaving or else get a good spanking from Uncle Sam.

If that is how Trump hopes to make “America Great Again” he might want to
consider other options as that kind of attitude makes “America” (he means the
USA, of course) look not “great” but arrogant, out of touch and supremely
irritating. Let’s talk on the world, everybody at the same time seems to be the
grand plan of this administration.

The result of all these “diplomatic” efforts were predicable: nothing.

Well, almost nothing. Here is what “nothing” looks in diplomatic language:

According to Foreign Minister Lavrov Presidents Trump and Putin were

“motivated by their national interests” (who would have thought?!) and they
agreed on a number of concrete measures:
1. an acceleration of the procedure to appoint new ambassadors —RU-US
and US-RU
2. they discussed the Russian diplomatic facilities seized by Obama
3. they create a work group to discuss a number of issues including
terrorism, organized crime, hacking and cybersecurity.

4. they discussed Syria and the Ukraine and talked for 2 hours and 15
minutes.
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According to RT, Russia and the US agreed on a ceasefire in the Daraa,
Quneitra and As-Suwayda provinces of Syria. That is very good, of course, but
this is in the one corner of Syria (southwest) where very little action is taking
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place (right now all the important stuff is taking place between Raqqa and Deir-
Az-Sor). Oh, and there are de-escalation zones already in place in the
southwest:

So unless Trump and Putin are keeping something really important secret, it
seems that this summit has yielded exactly what I feared it would: nothing, or

something very very close to nothing. If we find out later that in spite of
everything, the two sides did discuss something of importance and agreed on
something important, I will post and update here. And, believe me, nobody will
be happier than me if that happens.

But, alas, it appears that many months of a sustained Neocon campaign to
make darn sure that Russia and the US could never seriously collaborate have
been very successful.

So where does this all leave us, the million of people who had at least *some*
hopes about Trump being an outsider who could try to make some real changes
happen and maybe liberate the United States from the Neocon regime in power
here since at least Bill Clinton (if not earlier)?

On February 14th of this year, following the anti-Flynn coup and Trump’s
betrayal of his friend, I wrote that “it’s over folks” and “Trump betrayed us all”. 1
took a lot of flak for writing this, especially since I had come strongly on
Trump's side against Hillary during the campaign. Sadly, I believe that my
conclusions in February are now proven correct.

I understand while some will want to present this meeting as, if not a
success, then at least “good start” or a “semi-success” For one thing, being the
bearer of bad news never made anybody popular. Second, those who support
Trump or Putin (or both) will want to show that the leader they support
achieved something. Finally, if both sides report that the meeting has been a
success, who are we to say otherwise?

I don’t know about anybody else, but I always have and always will call it as I
see it. And what I see is simply nothing or something very close to nothing.
Sorry folks, I wish I could say something else.
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As for apportioning blame for this non-event, I place 100% of the guilt on
the US side which did everything wrong with an almost manic determination
and which will now find itself in the rather unenviable position of fighting pretty
much the entire planet all on its own. Oh, sorry, I forgot. Poland
unconditionally supports the USA and Trump!

Well, good for them. They richly deserve each other.

The Saker
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How Russia should deal with the “Pilban
Syndrome” (PBS)

July 09, 2017

A reader, SunriseState, has recently posted the following question in the

comments section: “what would you say is the most optimal Russian strategy vs

Poland?“. When I read it I thought “now that is an interesting question indeed!”.

Today I will try to answer it, going step by step.

First, a diagnosis.

There is a Polish syndrome. We can ascribe all sorts of causes for it. Some

will describe the Poles look like heroic victims, others as greedy hyenas, but for

our purposes we don't even need to dwell on history to list a series of symptoms

which, when taken together, we could call the “Polish Syndrome”:

1.
2.

Phobia (hatred and fear) for Russia and everything Russian.

A strong desire to be “part of the West” (as opposed to an imaginary
“despotic Asia”) while in reality having little or nothing in common with
the said “West”

. A deep and bitter resentment at having been militarily defeated over and

over again and a subsequent hope for a grandiose revanche.

A deep seated inferiority complex towards both the East and the West as
lyrically expressed in the Ukrainian slogan “let us drown the Poles in
Russian and Jewish blood!.

. A dream of finally submitting the Orthodox Church to the Papacy (or, in

its latest iteration, to “consecrate Russia to the immaculate heart of
Mary®)

. A deep insecurity about itself resulting in a never ending policy of

finding external allies, including Hitler, to take on the “big guy”.

A willingness to say anything and do anything to get the external ally to
extend protection, threaten Russia or, even better, participate in a long-
awaited “march on Moscow”.
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Again, whether this is a result of centuries of Russian oppression,
imperialism, violence and persecutions or the result of the Papist ideology
makes absolutely no difference for our purposes.

Also, when we look at the various symptoms of our “Polish Syndrome” we
immediately see that it is not unique to Poles or Poland —the Ukrainians,
especially the western Ukrainians, display all the same characteristics as their
Polish neighbors (as do the Balts, but they are too small, weak and irrelevant to
be included here). The syndrome we are looking at is therefore not really a
“Polish” one, but an East European one, but calling it “East European” would
also be incorrect. So, for our purposes, I will simplify and call it the “Pilban
Syndrome” (PBS) in honor of the two “great heroes” of the Polish and West
Ukrainian nationalists: Jozef Pilsudski and Stepan Bandera.

Second, a prognosis

Friends, the Pilban Syndrome is here to stay. For one thing, we are dealing
with a syndrome with deep historical roots. Second, years of Communist rule
followed by a sudden collapse of the Soviet Empire gave this syndrome a huge
boost. Third, the AngloZionist Empire, especially in its current position of rapid
decline, will allocate a great deal of resources to keep the PBS alive and well.
Finally, the abject failure of the AngloZionist policies in the Ukraine and the
subsequent civil war will probably lead to a break-up of the Ukraine, in one
form or another, and that will also greatly contribute to the vitality of the PBS. I
would also add that while right now Poland is enjoying a much hoped for
“minute of fame” (being useful to the Empire against Russia) this pipe dream
will also come crashing down sooner rather than later, and that inevitable
collapse with also result in a sharp rise of the PBS. Bottom line is this: the PBS is
here to stay and Russians would be naive in the extreme to hope that it will just
vanish.

Third, a warning

There is nothing, absolutely nothing which the Russians could do to try to
minimize the severity of the PBS. It is absolutely crucial to understand that the
PBS is deeply ideological in its nature and causes. To think that some kind of
action (short of collective national suicide, of course) would appease those
suffering from PBS is delusional. The Ukrainian case, in particular, will show
that even if Russians give them loans, credits, favorable trade terms, security
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guarantees, etc. the Ukrainian nationalists will see that as a devious plan to try
to entrap or otherwise deceive the Ukrainians. If tomorrow the Kremlin
decided to send truckloads of gold to the Ukraine or Poland, they would accept
it, of course, but as soon as the last truck crossed the border the Polish and
Ukrainian nationalists would resume their usual mantras about “Poland/the
Ukraine not perishing yet” (they both have these paranoid words in their
essentially similar national anthems) along with their usual policies.

Fourth, the big question

The big question is this: how do you deal with such hate-filled lunatics when
they are your neighbors? From a Russian point of view, these neighbors are
constantly shifting their position on a spectrum roughly ranging between
“minor pain in the ass” to “existential threat”, so this is nothing trivial. If history
has taught the Russians anything is that every single time Russia was weak the
Poles invaded. Every time. The Ukrainian case is very different, since there
never was any “Ukrainian state” in history. However, since the Ukrainian
nationalists display exactly the same PBS symptoms as their Polish brothers, we
can assume that they too will wait for Russia to be weak (for whatever reason) to
attack; in fact, the current *official* statements of the leaders of the Nazi junta in
Kiev more or less promise to do exactly that). Russia has tried all sorts of
strategies with Poland, ranging from outright partitioning, to the granting of
special rights, to a naive hope that a common stance against Nazi Germany
would yield some degree of, if not brotherhood, then at least civil neighborly
relations. They all failed. Clearly, a new approach is needed.

Fifth, the obvious solution

Okay so we have established that the PBS is incurable, that it is here to stay,
that the Russians cannot meaningfully affect it and that past policies have all
failed. So what does that leave? It leaves one obvious solution:

Do nothing. Have no policy. Give up. Ignore them. Bypass them.

The first principle of medicine is “above all do no harm”. I will argue here
that any Russian policy towards PBS suffering states will do harm and only make
things worse. However, doing absolutely nothing will yield huge advantages for
Russia. Think of it. Doing nothing
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1. Gives the Polish and Ukrainian nationalists the least excuses to focus on
an imaginary external threat and forces them to have to look inside, at
their own internal problems. Considering that we are dealing hate-filled
ideologues and deluded politicians, they will all turn on each other like
rats in a cage.

2. Makes it possible for Russia to combine a pragmatically efficient stance
with a morally correct one: no matter how hate filled and delusional
Polish and Ukrainian nationalists are, it is not for Russians to judge
them, educate them or otherwise deny them their freedom to live in
whatever manner they choose to. Let them build the society they want,
let them keep on barking at Russia like a small dog would do behind the
“NATO fence’, and let them pursue their “western dream” to their heart’s
content.

3. Makes it possible for Russia to allocate much needed resources where it
matters, where Russian money, sweat and blood can yield a real return
on investment. Ignoring the PBS-states will initially cost Russia some
money, true, but in the mid-to-long term it will save Russian billions of
Rubles.

However, when I say “do nothing” I refer only to policies which actually
involve expectations that if Russia does “X” the Polish or Ukrainian nationalists
will do “Y”. An example of such mistaken policies would be to expect the Poles
to buy Russian LNG gas if Russia offers better prices. It ain't gonna happen —
give it up, Vlad!

What Russia must do, as a condition of the “do nothing” policy, is to craft a

new policy towards PBS states composed exclusively of unilateral actions. What
do I mean by that?

First, Russia must secure her own security in military, economic and
political terms. Russians must look at PBS states the way the Dutch look at the
North Sea: they know that if their dams break, the waters of the North Sea will
immediately break and submerge a large part of the Dutch territory. Dutch
flood control never assumes that the waters of the North Sea will act differently,
that somehow they could be convinced to not flood. No, for the Dutch it is
simple to the extreme: if our levees break, the North Sea will flood us. And, here
is the key, the Dutch don’t resent the North Sea for that. Same for Russians: they
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should not resent the Polish or Ukrainian nationalists, they just need to make

darn sure that the Russian levees (the Russian armed forces) don’t break, that’s
all.

Second, Russia must completely de-couple her economy from any PBS state.
Yes, this is also what the nationalists want. So let’s give it to them! Lets bring
the Russian trade and investment into PBS states to exactly zero. Modern
technologies make it very simple to bypass these countries and the North Stream
is the best proof that Russia and Germany can do business together without
involving the crazies between them. To those who would say that this sounds
extreme, I would reply that if Russia had not allowed Polish Air Force Tu-154 to

fly to Smolensk all the crazy shit we witness today would not have happened.
Why interact with somebody who will always blame you for everything? This
makes no sense. I would even withdraw Russian representations from these
countries and kick their diplomats out of Russia (have the Swiss to be the
representatives, like the USA with Iran or Cuba). Why? Because if tomorrow
the Polish ambassador to Moscow is killed while crossing at a dangerous
intersection or slips in his bath tub, the Poles will immediately declare that the
“KGB” (does not exist since 1991 but nevermind that) has killed him. Who
needs this kind of crap? Nobody I think. So I say decouple everything which
can possibly be de-coupled, give the nationalists their dream and let Russia
enjoy some much needed peace and quiet on her western borders.

Third, keep non-governmental ties open. Cultural ties, small business kind
of trade, tourism, etc. There is no need to build any walls (besides, the
Ukrainians and Latvians are already doing that, if not very effectively), or be
nasty in any way to the regular Poles or Ukrainians. If on the government level
Russia should always maintain a “thanks, but we are not interested” stance, on
the human level Russia should remain open and welcoming to the Polish and
Ukrainian people. The truth is that there are still some mentally sane Poles and
Ukrainians who clearly see through the ideological nonsense of their leaders and
who far from being russophobic often have a real appreciation for things
Russian. Why make them pay for the behavior of their leaders? Russia would
be much better off trying to do her utmost to make these people feel welcome in
Russia and to show that her stance towards the PBS infected nationalists does
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not extend to mentally sane people. However, Russia also needs to stop
pretending that all is well and for that she needs to officially declare that
henceforth her policy towards PBS-regimes will be no policy at all.

Conclusion

I think that what I am suggesting is simple, straightforward, cheap, safe,
morally correct and eminently doable. Yes, of course, to some degree this will be
undiplomatic since it will require to officially acknowledge that Russia does not
want to deal with PBS-infected regimes at all. Since I am not a diplomat (thank
God!) I can say something here which Russian diplomats really cannot: most
Russian feel a deep sense of disgust and contempt for the Polish and Ukrainian
nationalists and it is high time that Russian diplomat and decision makers stop
pretending otherwise.

For centuries the Russian leaders have always looked at the West as the most
important strategic direction and that is understandable as objective geographic
and economic factors of that time made the West far more important than the
South or the East (and nevermind the North). But this is changing right now,
very rapidly. In truth, both the EU and the US are increasingly becoming
irrelevant to Russia whose future is in the South, the East and even the North.
The good news is that Putin and his key ministers all see this (and this is why,
unlike what we saw in the West, for Russia the big events of the G20 was Putin’s
meeting with Xi). Central Asia, the Middle-East, the Indian sub-continent,
China, Siberia and the Arctic —these are the regions were the future of Russia
will be decided and where Russian is investing most of her human and material
resources. One thing the Ukrainian nationalists are absolutely correct about:
while geographically located in what is considered “Europe” the Russian nation
(as opposed to the Russian ruling elites) is much closer to her neighbors in the
South and East than to the so-called “West”. It is high time for the Russian
people to return to their real, historical, home: the immense Eurasian landmass.

If we look at the internal components of the AngloZionist Empire, then we
can see that for Russia the USA will continue to matter the most, then the
European Union, but already much less, and then the PBS-states which are
basically irrelevant to Russia. Russia can therefore *easily* afford to
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comprehensively ignore the PBS-states as long as she keeps her military strong
enough to deal with any possible attack or military provocation coming from
the West (which the Russian military can easily do).

One more thing: it is a sad reality that the USA are becoming more and
more PBS-infected, courtesy of the Neocons and their visceral russophobia (UN
Nikki has just declared ““we can’t trust Russia and we won’t ever trust Russia.”).

Clearly, the USA is no Poland and Russia cannot afford to simply ignore them.
But as long as this is done carefully, progressively and, above all, quietly, Russia
can, and should, begin decoupling herself not only from the USA as such, but
from the entire US-controlled international financial system moving her assets
and investments towards the obvious alternative: China and the rest of the
Eurasian landmass.

In conclusion, I will say that what I outline above is what I think is already
happening before your eyes. Not as much as I wish, not as fast as I wish, but it is
happening, the fastest with the Ukraine, the slowest with the USA. But it is
happening. And thank God for that!

The Saker

IMPORTANT NOTE: When I speak of the Ukraine, I am referring only to the
Nazi-occupied Ukraine, not Novorussia or Crimea. Those I consider as Russian
people and land.
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Sanctions, smoke and mirrors from a kindergarten
on LSD

July 31, 2017

The latest US sanctions and the Russian retaliatory response have resulted in
a torrent of speculations in the official media and the blogosphere —everybody
is trying to make sense of a situation which appears to make no sense at all.
Why in the world would the US Senate adopt new sanctions against Russia when
Russia has done absolutely nothing to provoke such a vote? Except for Rand
Paul and Bernie Sanders, every single US Senator voted in favor of these
sanctions. Why?! This is even more baffling when you consider that the single

biggest effect of these sanctions will be to trigger a rift, and possibly even
counter-sanctions, between the US and the EU. What is absolutely clear is that

these sanctions will have exactly zero effect on Russia and I don't think anybody
is seriously expecting the Russians to change anything at all in their policies.
And yet, every Senator except Paul and Sanders voted for this. Does that make
any sense to you?

Let’s try to figure out what is going on here.

First, a simple reminder: like all US politicians, from the county level to the
US Congress, Senators have only one consideration when then vote —‘what’s in
it for me?”. The very last thing which any US Senator really cares about are the
real life consequences of his/her vote. This means that to achieve the kind of
quasi unanimity (98%) for a totally stupid vote there was some kind of yery
influential lobby which used some very forceful “arguments” to achieve such a
vote. Keep in mind that the Republicans in the Senate knew that they were
voting against the wishes of their President. And yet every single one except for
Rand Paul voted for these sanctions, that should tell you something about the
power of the lobby which pushed for them. So who would have such power?

The website “Business Pundit: Expert Driven” has helpfully posted an article
which lists the 10 top most powerful lobbies in Washington, DC. They are (in
the same order as in the original article)

* Tech Lobby
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* Mining Industry

* Defense Industry

 Agribusiness Industry

* BigOil

* Financial Lobby

* Big Pharma

* AARP

* Pro-Israel Lobby

* NRA

Okay, why not? We could probably rearrange them, give them different
labels, add a couple (like the “Prison Industrial Complex” or the “Intelligence
Community”) but all in all this is an okay list. Any name on it jump at you yet?

One could make the case that most of these lobbies need an enemy to
prosper, this is certainly true of the Military-Industrial Complex and the
associated high tech industry, and one could also reasonably claim that Big Oil,
Mining and Agribusiness see Russia has a potential competitor. But a closer
look at the interests these lobbies represent will tell you that they are mostly
involved in domestic politics and that faraway Russia, with her relatively small
economy, is just not that important to them. This is also clearly true for Big
Pharma, the AARP and the NRA. Which leaves the Israel Lobby as the only
potential candidate.

“Israel Lobby” is, of course, a misnomer. The Israel Lobby has very little
interest in Israel as a country or, for that matter, for the Israeli people. If
anything, the Israel Lobby ought to be called the “Neocon Lobby”. Furthermore,
we also have to keep in mind that the Neocon Lobby is unlike any other lobby in
the list above. For one thing, it does not represent US interests. Neither does it
represent the interests of Israel. Rather, it represents the interests of a specific
subset of the US ruling elites, in reality much smaller than 1% of the population,

which all share in the one common ideology of worldwide domination typical of
the Neocons.

These are the folks who in spite of their 100% ironclad control of the media
and Congress lost the Presidential election to Donald Trump and who are now
dead set to impeach him. These are the folks who simply use “Russia” as a

Page 109 of 813



propagandistic fulcrum to peddle the notion that Trump and his entourage are
basically Russian agents and Trump himself as a kind of “Presidential
Manchurian Candidate”

Keep in mind that the historical record shows that while the Neocons are
fantastically driven, they are not particularly smart. Yes, they do have the kind
of rabid ideological determination which allows them to achieve a totally
disproportionate influence over US policies, but when you actually read what
they write and listen to what they say you immediately realize that these are
rather mediocre individuals with a rather parochial mindset which makes them
both very predictable and very irritating to the people around them. They
always overplay their hand and then end up stunned and horrified when all
their conspiracies and plans come tumbling down on them.

I submit that this is exactly what is happening right now.

First, the Neocons lost the elections. For them, it was a shock and a
nightmare. The “deplorables” voted against the unambiguously clear
“propaganda instructions” given to them by the media. Next, the Neocons
turned their rabid hatred against Trump and they succeeded at basically
neutering him, but only at the cost of terribly weakening the USA themselves!
Think of it: 6 months plus into the Trump administration the USA has already
managed to directly threaten Iran, Syria, the DPRK and in all cases with exactly
zero results. Worse, Trumps behavior towards Europe and the anti-Trump
propaganda inside Europe has now put the EU and the US on a collision course.
This is absolutely amazing: for the Russians the current tensions between the EU
and the USA are a dream come true and yet they had absolutely nothing to do
with it —it was all done by the self-defeating stupidity of the Americans who
created this situation completely ex nihilo!

So while Kim Jong-un fires missiles on the 4th of July, the Syrian Army is
closing in on Deir ez-Zor, the Ukraine is turning into Somalia, the Russian
economy is back to growth and Putin’s popularity is as high as ever, the Neocons
are totally freaking out and, as is typical of a person losing control, they don't do
things which would make sense but do what they are used to doing: slapping
sanctions (even if they are totally ineffective) and sending messages (even if they
are totally ignored). In other words, the Neocons are now engaging in magical
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thinking. They deliberately chose to delude themselves about their power and
influence and they are coping with their full-spectrum failure at everything by
pretending that their votes in Congress matter. They truth is —they don't.

Here is where we need to turn to the other misconception in this matter, that
the Russian reaction to these latest sanctions is really about these sanctions. It is
not.

First, let’s tackle the myth that these sanctions are hurting Russia. They
really don’t. Even the 100% russophobic Bloomberg is beginning to realize that,
if anything, all these sanctions have made both Putin and Russia stronger.

Second, there is the issue of timing: instead of slapping on some counter-
sanctions the Russians suddenly decided to dramatically reduce the US
diplomatic personnel in Russia and confiscate two US diplomatic facilities in a
clear retaliation for the expulsion of Russian diplomats and seizure of Russian
diplomatic facilities by Obama last year. Why now?

Many observers say that the Russians are “naive” about the West and the
USA, that Putin was “hoping” for better relations and that this hope was
paralyzing him. Others say that Putin is “weak” or even “in cahoots” with the
West. This is all total nonsense.

People tend to forget that Putin was an officer in the foreign intelligence
branch of the KGB, the so-called “First Main Directorate” (PGU). Furthermore,
Putin has recently revealed that he worked in the highly secretive “Directorate S”
of the PGU and he was in charge of contacts with a network of illegal Soviet
spies in East-Germany (were Putin was under the official cover of Director of
the USSR-GDR Friendship House). If the PGU was the “elite of the elite” of the
KGB, and its most secretive part, then the “Directorate S” was the “elite of the
elite” of the PGU and its most secretive part. This is most definitely not a career
for “naive” or “weak” people, to put it mildly! First and foremost, PGU oftficers
were “specialists of the West” in general, and of the United States especially
because the USA was always officially considered as the “main enemy” (even if
most PGU officers personally considered the British as their most capable,
dangerous and devious adversary). Considering the superb level of education
and training given to these officers, I would argue that the PGU officers were

amongst the best experts of the West anywhere in the world. Their survival and

the survival of their colleagues depended on their correct understanding of the
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western world. As for Putin personally, he has always taken action in a very
deliberate and measured way and there is no reason to assume that this time
around the latest US sanctions have suddenly resulted in some kind of
emotional outburst in the Kremlin. You can be darn sure that this latest Russian
reaction is the result of very carefully arrived to conclusion and the formulation
of a very precise and long-term objective.

I submit that the key to the correct understanding of the Russian response is
in the fact that the latest US sanctions contain an absolutely unprecedented and,
frankly, shocking feature: the new measures strip the President from the
authority to revoke the sanctions. In practical terms, if Trump wanted to lift any
of these sanctions, he would have to send an official letter to Congress which
would then have 30 days to approve or reject the proposed action. In other
words, the Congress has now hijacked the power of the Presidency to conduct
foreign policy and taken upon itself to micromanage the US foreign policy.

That, my friends, is clearly a constitutional coup détat and a gross violation
of the principles of separation of powers which is at the very core of the US
political system.

It also is a telling testimony to the utter depravity of the US Congress which
took no such measures when Presidents bypass Congress and started wars
without the needed congressional authority, but which is now overtly taking
over the US foreign policy to prevent the risk of “peace breaking out” between
Russia and the USA.

And Trump’s reaction?

He declared that he would sign the bill.

Yes, the man is willing to put his signature on the text which represents an
illegal coup détat against this own authority and against the Constitution which
he swore to uphold.

With this in mind, the Russian reaction is quite simple and understandable:
they have given up on Trump.

Not that they ever had much hope in him, but they always strongly felt that
the election of Trump might maybe provide the world with a truly historical
opportunity to change the disastrous dynamic initiated by the Neocons under
Obama and maybe return the international relations to a semblance of sanity.
Alas, this did not happen, Trump turned out to be an overcooked noodle whose
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only real achievement was to express his thoughts in 140 characters or less. But
the one crucial, vital, thing which Trump absolutely needed to succeed in —
mercilessly crushing the Neocons —he totally failed to achieve. Worse, his only
reaction to their multi-dimensional attempts at overthrowing him were each
time met with clumsy attempts at appeasing them.

For Russia it means that President Trump has now been replaced by
“President Congress”.

Since it is absolutely impossible to get anything done with this Congress
anyway, the Russians will now engage in unilaterally beneficial measures such as
dramatically reducing the number of US diplomats in Russia. For the Kremlin,
these sanctions are not so much an unacceptable provocation has an ideal
pretext to move on a number of Russian internal policies. Getting rid of US
employees in Russia is just a first step.

Next, Russia will use the frankly erratic behavior of the Americans to
proclaim urbi et orbi that the Americans are irresponsible, incapable of adult
decision-making and basically “gone fishing” The Russians already did that
much when they declared that the Obama-Kerry team was
HefioroBopococobus! (nedogovorosposobny: “non agreement capable”, more
about this concept here). Now with Trump signing his own constitutional
demise, Tillerson unable to get UN Nikki to shut the hell up and Mattis and
McMaster fighting over delusional plans to stop “not winning” in Afghanistan,
the Obama-Kerry team starts to look almost adult.

Frankly, for the Russians now is the time to move on.

I predict that the Neocon-crazies will not stop until they impeach Trump. I
furthermore predict that the USA will not launch any major military
interventions (if only because the USA has run out of countries it can safely and
easily attack). Some “pretend interventions” (like the ill-fated missile strike on
Syria) remain, of course, quite possible and even likely. This internal slow-mo
coup against Trump will absorb the vast majority of the energy to get anything
done, and leave foreign policy as simply another byproduct of internal US
politics.

The East-Europeans are now totally stuck. They will continue to haplessly
observe the unfolding Ukrainian disaster while playing at silly games pretending
to be tough on Russia (the latest example of that kind of “barking from behind a
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fence” can be seen in the rather pathetic closure of the Romanian air space to a

civilian aircraft with Russian Vice-Premier Dmitri Rogozin amongst the
passengers). The real (West) Europeans will gradually come back to their senses
and begin making deals with Russia. Even Frances Emmanuel Macron de
Rothschild will probably prove a more adult partner than The Donald.

But the real action will be elsewhere —in the South, the East and the Far-
East. The simple truth is that the world cannot simply wait for the Americans to
come back to their senses. There are a lot of crucial issues which need to be
urgently tackled, a lot of immense projects which need to be worked on, and a
fundamentally new and profoundly different multi-polar world which needs to
be strengthened. If the Americans want to basically recuse themselves from it
all, if they want to bring down the constitutional order which their Founding
Fathers created and if they want to solely operate in the delusional realm which
has no bearing on reality —that is both their right and their problem.

Washington DC is starting to look like a kindergarten on LSD —something
both funny and disgusting. Predictably, the kids don’t look too bright: a mix of
bullies and spineless idiots. Some of them have their fingers on a nuclear
button, and that is outright scary. What the adults need to do now is to figure
out a way of keeping the kids busy and distracted so they don’t press the damn
button by mistake. And wait. Wait for the inevitable reaction of a country
which is so much more and better than its rulers and which now desperately
needs a real patriot to stop Witches Sabbath in Washington DC.

I will end this column on a personal note. I just crossed the USA, literally,
from the Rogue River in Oregon to East Central Florida. During that long trip I
did not only see breathtakingly beautiful sights, but also plenty of beautiful
people who oppose the satanic ball in DC with every fiber of their being and
who want their country to be free from the degenerate demonic powers which
have taken over the federal government. I have now lived a total of 20 years in
the USA and I have learned to love and deeply appreciate the many kind, decent,
honorable and simply beautiful people who live here. Far from seeing the
American people as enemies of Russia, I see them has natural allies, if only
because we have the same enemy (the Neocons in DC) and absolutely no
objective reasons for conflict, none whatsoever. Moreover, in many ways
Americans and Russians are very much alike, sometimes in comical ways. Just
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as during the Cold War I never lost hope in the Russian people, I now refuse to
lose hope in the American people. Yes, the US federal government is disgusting,
evil, ugly, stupid, degenerate and outright satanic, but the people of the USA are
not. Far from it. I don't know if this country can survive the current regime as
one unitary USA or whether it will break up in several quite different entities
(something I see as very possible), but I do believe that the people of the USA
will survive and overcome just as the Russian people survived the horrors of the
1980s and 1990s.

[Sidebar: after being accused of being a “paid Putin agent”
(Vladimir, please send me money!!), a “Jew-lover” or even a “crypto-
Jew” myself, a Nazi and Anti-Semite (what decent and good person
has not been called an Anti-Semite” at least once in his/her life), a
Communist and a Muslim (or, at least, a “Muslim propagandist”), I
will now be called an “USA lover”. Fine. Guilty as charged! Ido
love this country very much, as I do love its people. In fact, my
heart often breaks for them and for the immense sufferings the
Anglo-Zionist Empire also inflicts upon them. In the fight between
the people of the USA and the Empire I unapologetically side with
the people whom I see as friends, allies and even brothers.]

Right now the USA appears to be plunging into a precipice very similar to
the one the Ukraine has plunged into (which is unsurprising, really, the same
people inflicting the same disasters on whatever country they infect with their
presence). The big difference is that immense and untapped potential of the
USA to bounce back. There might not even be a Ukraine in 10 years, but there
will most definitely be a USA, albeit maybe a very different one or even maybe
several successor states.

But for the time being, I can only repeat what Floridians say when a
hurricane comes barreling down on them: “hunker down” and brace for some
very difficult and dangerous times to come.

The Saker
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The end of the “wars on the cheap” for the United
States

August 04, 2017

With the Neocon coup against Trump now completed (at least in its main
objective, that is the neutralization of Trump, the subsidiary objective,
impeaching Trump and removing him from office remains something for the
future) the world has to deal, yet again, with a very dangerous situation: the
AngloZionist Empire is on a rapid decline, but the Neocons are back in power
and they will do anything and everything in their power to stop and reverse this
trend. It is also painfully obvious from their rhetoric, as well as from their past
actions, that the only “solution” out the Neocons see is to trigger some kind of
war. So the pressing question now becomes this: “whom will the Empire strike
next?”. Will it be the DPRK or Syria? Iran or Venezuela? In the Ukraine, maybe?
Or do the Neocons seek war with Russia or China?

Now, of course, if we assume that the Neocons are completely crazy, then
everything is possible, from a US invasion of Lesotho to a simultaneous
thermonuclear attack on Russia and China. I am in no way dismissing the
insanity (and depravity) of the Neocons, but I also see no point in analyzing that
which is clearly irrational, if only because all modern theories of deterrence
always imply a “rational actor” and not a crazy suicidal lunatic run amok. For
our purposes, therefore, we will assume that there is a semblance of rational
thinking left in Washington DC and that even if the Neocons decide to launch
some clearly crazy operation, somebody in the top levels of power will find the
courage to prevent this, just like Admiral Fallon did it with his “not on my

watch!” which possibly prevented a US attack on Iran in 2007). So, assuming a
modicum of rationality is still involved, where could the Empire strike next?

The ideal scenario

We all by now know exactly what the Empire likes to do: find some weak
country, subvert it, accuse it of human right violations, slap economic sanctions,
trigger riots and militarily intervene in “defense” of “democracy”, “freedom” and
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“self-determination” (or some other combo of equally pious and meaningless
concepts). But that is only the ‘political recipe’. What I want to look into is what I
call “the American way of war”, that is the way US commanders like to fight.

During the Cold War, most of the US force planning, procurement, doctrine
and training was focused on fighting a large conventional war against the Soviet
Union and it was clearly understood that this conventional war could escalate
into a nuclear war. Setting aside the nuclear aspect for a while (it is not relevant
to our discussion), I would characterize the conventional dimension of such a
war as “heavy”: centered on large formations (divisions, brigades), involving a
lot of armor and artillery. This kind of warfare would involve immense logistical
efforts on both sides and that, in turn, would involve deep-strikes on second
echelon forces, supply dumps, strategic axes of communications (roads, railways,
bridges, etc.) and a defense in depth in key sectors. The battlefield would be
huge, hundreds of kilometers away on both sides of the FEBA (Forward Edge of
Battle Area, or “front line”). On all levels, tactical, operational and strategic,
defenses would be prepared in two, possibly three, echelons. To give you an idea

of the distances involved, the Soviet 2" strategic echelon in Europe was
deployed as far back as the Ukraine! (this is why, by the way, the Ukraine
inherited huge ammo dumps from the Soviet Union, and why there never was a
shortage of weapons on any side for the conduct of the Ukrainian civil war).
With the collapse of the Soviet Union’s Empire, this entire threat disappeared,
well, if not overnight, then almost overnight. Of course, the Gulf War provided
the US armed forces and NATO one last, but big, “goodbye party” (against an
enemy which had absolutely no chance to prevail), but soon thereafter it became
pretty clear to US strategists that the “heavy war” was over and that armored
brigades might not be the most useful war-fighting tool in the US arsenal.

This is when US strategists, mostly from Special Operation Forces,
developed what I like to call “war on the cheap” It works something like this:
first, get the CIA to fund, arm and train some local insurgents (if needed, bring
some from abroad); next embed US Special Forces with these local insurgents
and provide them with FACs (forward air controllers, frontline soldiers specially
trained to direct close support fixed and rotary wing aircraft to strike at enemy
forces in direct contact with US and “friendlies”); finally, deploy enough aircraft
in and around the combat zone (on aircraft carriers, in neighboring countries or
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even on seized local airstrips) to support combat operations day and night. The
key notion is simple: provide the friendly insurgents with an overwhelming
advantage in firepower. You have all seen this on YouTube: US and “coalition”
forces advance until they get into a firefight and, unless they rapidly prevail, they
call in an airstrike which results into a huge BOOM!!! following by cheering
Americans and friendlies and the total disappearance of the attackers. Repeat
that enough times, and you get an easy, cheap and rapid victory over a
completely outgunned enemy. This basic approach can be enhanced by various
“supplements” such as providing the insurgents with better gear (antitank
weapons, night vision, communications, etc.) and bringing in some US or allied
forces, including mercenaries, to take care of the really tough targets.

While many in the US armed forces were deeply skeptical of this new
approach, the dominance of the Special Forces types and the success, at least
temporary, of this “war on the cheap” in Afghanistan made it immensely
popular with US politicians and propagandists. Best of all, this type of warfare
resulted in very few casualties for the Americans and even provided them with a
high degree of “plausible deniability” should something go wrong. Of course, the
various three letter spooks loved it too.

What so many failed to realize in the early euphoria about US invincibility
was that this “war on the cheap” made three very risky assumptions:

First and foremost, it relied on a deeply demoralized enemy who felt that,
like in the series “Star Trek”, resistance to the Borg (aka the USA) was futile
because even if the actual US forces deployed were limited in size and
capabilities, the Americans would, no doubt, bring in more and more forces if
needed, until the opposition was crushed.

Second, this type of warfare assumes that the US can get air superiority over
the entire battlefield. Americans do not like to provide close air support when
they can be shot down by enemy aircraft or missiles.

Third, this type of warfare requires the presence of local insurgents who
can be used as “boots on the ground” to actually occupy and control territory.
We will now see that all three of these assumptions are not necessarily true or, to
put it even better, that the AngloZionists have run out of countries in which
these assumptions still apply. Let’s take them one by one.
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Hezbollah, Lebanon 2006

Okay, this war did not officially involve the USA, true, but it did involve
Israel, which is more or less the same, at least for our purposes. While it is true
that superior Hezbollah tactics and preparation of the battlefield did play an
important role, and while it is undeniable that Russian anti-tank weapons gave
Hezbollah the capability to attack and destroy even the most advanced Israeli
tanks, the single most important development of this war was that for the first
time in the Middle-East a rather small and comparatively weak Arab force
showed no fear whatsoever when confronted with the putatively “invincible
Tshahal”. The British reporter Robert Fisk was the first person to detect this
immense change and its tremendous implications: (emphasis added)

You heard Sharon, before he suffered his massive stroke, he used this
phrase in the Knesset, you know, “The Palestinians must feel pain.”
This was during one of the intifadas. The idea that if you continue to
beat and beat and beat the Arabs, they will submit, that eventually
they’ll go on their knees and give you what you want. And this is
totally, utterly self-delusional, because it doesn’t apply anymore. It
used to apply 30 years ago, when I first arrived in the Middle East. If
the Israelis crossed the Lebanese border, the Palestinians jumped in
their cars and drove to Beirut and went to the cinema. Now when the
Israelis cross the Lebanese border, the Hezbollah jump in their cars in
Beirut and race to the south to join battle with them. But the key thing
now is that Arabs are not afraid any more. Their leaders are afraid,
the Mubaraks of this world, the president of Egypt, King Abdullah II of
Jordan. Theye afraid. They shake and tremble in their golden
mosques, because they were supported by us. But the people are no
longer afraid.

This is absolutely huge and what the “Divine Victory” of the Party of God
first achieved in 2006 is now repeated in Syria, Afghanistan, Yemen, Iraq and
elsewhere. The fear of the “sole superpower” is finally gone, replaced by a
burning desire to settle an infinite list of scores with the AngloZionists and their
occupation forces.
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Hezbollah also proved another very important thing: the winning strategy
when faced against a superior enemy is not to try to protect yourself against his
attacks, but to deny him a lucrative target. Put simply: “a cammo tent is better
than a bunker” or, if you prefer “if they can spot you, they can kill you” The
more academic way to put it would be this: “don’t contest your enemys
superiority —make it irrelevant”.

Looking back it is quite obvious that one of the most formidable weapons in
the AngloZionist arsenal was not the nuclear bomb or the aircraft carrier, but a
propaganda machine which for decades successfully convinced millions of
people around the globe that the US was invincible: the US had the best
weapons, the best trained soldiers, the most advanced tactics, etc. Turns out this
is total nonsense —the US military in the real world was nothing like its
propaganda-world counterpart: when is the last time the US actually won a war
against an adversary capable of meaningful resistance? The Pacific in WWII?

[Sidebar: I chose the example of Hezbollah in 2006 to illustrate the
collapse of the “sacred into surrender” paradigm, but to illustrate the
“don’t contest your enemy’s superiority —make it irrelevant” the
better, and earlier, example would be Kosovo in 1998-1999 when a
huge operation involved the entire NATO air forces which lasted for
78 days (the Israeli aggression against Lebanon lasted only 33 days)
resulted in exactly nothing: a few destroyed APCs, a few old aircraft
destroyed on the ground, and a Serbian Army Corps which was
unscathed, but which Milosevic ordered to withdraw for personal,
political reasons. The Serbs were the first ones to prove this “target
denial” strategy as viable even against an adversary with advanced
intelligence and reconnaissance capabilities]

Russians task force, Syria 2015

As T have always insisted that the Russian operation in Syria was not a case
of “the Russians are coming” or “the war is over”. The reality is that the Russians
sent is a very small force and that this force did not so much defeat Daesh as it
changed the fundamental character of the political context of the war: simply
put —by going in the Russians not only made it much harder politically for the
Americans to intervene, they also denied them the ability to use their favorite
“war on the cheap” against the Syrians.
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When the Russians first deployed their task force to Syria they did not bring
with them anywhere near the kind of capabilities which would deny the
Americans the use of the Syrian air space. Even after the shooting down of the
Russian SU-24 by the Turks, the Russians only deployed enough air-defenses
and air superiority fighters to protect themselves from a similar attack by the
Turks. Even today, as I write these words, if the USAF or USN decided to take
control of the Syrian airspace they could undoubtedly do it simply because in
purely numerical terms the Russians still do not have enough air defenses or,
even less so, combat aircraft, to deny the Syrian airspace to the Americans. Oh
sure, such a US attack would come at a very real cost for the Americans, both

militarily and politically, but anybody who really believes that the tiny Russian
air contingent of 33 combat aircraft (of which only 19 can actually contest the
Syrian airspace: 4 SU-30, 6 SU-34, 9 Su-27) and an unknown number of S-
300/S-400/S-1 Pantsir batteries can actually defeat the combined airpower of
CENTCOM and NATO is delusional to the extreme or simply does not
understand modern warfare.

The problem for the Americans is formed by a matrix of risks which, of
course, includes Russian military capabilities, but also includes the political risks
of establishing a no-fly zone over Syria. Not only would such a move be another
major escalation in the already totally illegal US intervention in this war, but it
would require a sustained effort to suppress the Syrian (and, potentially,
Russian) air defenses and that is something the White House is not willing to do
right now, especially when it remains completely unclear what such a risky
operation would achieve. As a result, the American did strike here and there,
just like the Israelis, but in reality their efforts are pretty much useless.

Even worse is the fact that the Russians are now turning the tables on the
Americans and providing the Syrian forces with FACs and close air support,
especially in key areas. The Russians have also deployed artillery controllers and
heavy artillery systems, including multiple-rocket launchers and heavy
flamethrowers, which are all giving the firepower advantage to the government
forces. Paradoxically, it is the Russians who are now fighting a “war on the
cheap” while denying this options to the Americans and their allies.
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Good terrorists, aka “FSA”, Syria 2017

The main weakness of the Free Syrian Army is that it does not really exist, at
least not on the ground. Oh sure, there are plenty of FSA Syrian exiles in Turkey
and elsewhere, there are also plenty of Daesh/al-Qaeda types who try hard to
look like an FSA to the likes of John McCain, and there are a few scattered
armed groups here and there in Syria who would like to be “the FSA” But in
reality this was always an abstraction, a purely political concept. This virtual
FSA could provide many useful things to the Americans, a narrative for the
propaganda machine, a pious pretext to send in the CIA, a small fig leaf to
conceal the fact that Uncle Sam was in bed with al-Qaeda and Daesh and a
political ideal to try to unify the world against Assad and the Syrian
government. But what the FSA could never provide, was “boots on the ground”
Everybody else had them: Daesh and al-Qaeda for sure, but also the Syrians, the
Iranians and Hezbollah and, of course, the Turks and the Kurds. But since the
Takfiris were officially the enemy of the USA, the US was limited in the scope
and nature of the support given to these Wahabi crazies. The Syrians, the
Iranians and Hezbollah were demonized and so it was impossible to work with
them. That left the Turks, who had terrible relations with the USA, especially
after the US-backed coup against Erdogan, and the Kurds who were not too
eager to fight and die deep inside Iraq and whose every move was observed with
a great deal of hostility by Ankara. As the war progressed the terrible reality
finally hit the Americans: they had no “boots on the ground” to embed their
Special Ops with or to support.

The best illustration of this reality is the latest American debacle in the al-Tanf
region near the Jordanian border. The Americans, backed by the Jordanians,
quietly invaded this mostly empty part of the Syrian desert with the hope of
cutting off the lines of communications between the Syrians and the Iraqis.
Instead, what happened was that the Syrians cut the Americans off and reached
the border first, thereby making the American presence simply useless (see here
and here for details). It appears that the Americans have now given up, at least
temporarily, on al-Tanf, and that US forces will be withdrawn and redeployed
elsewhere in Syria.
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So who is next - Venezuela?

A quick look back in history shows us that the Americans have always had
problems with their local “allies” (i.e. puppets). Some were pretty good (South
Koreans), others much less so (Contras). But all in all each US use of local
forces comes with an inherent risk: the locals often have their own, sometimes
very different, agenda and they soon come to realize that if they depend on the
Americans, the Americans also depend on them. Add to this the well-known
fact that Americans are not exactly known for their, shall we say, “multi-cultural
sensitivity and expertise” (just see how few of them even know the local
language!) and you will see why US intelligence usually becomes aware of this
problem by the time it is way too late to fix it (no amount of fancy technology
can be substituted for solid, expert human intelligence). The reality is that
Americans are typically clueless about the environment they operate in. The US
debacle in Syria (or in Libya or the Ukraine, for that matter) is an excellent
illustration of this.

Now that we have identified some of the doctrinal and operational
weaknesses of the US “war on the cheap” approach, let’s apply them to a list of
potential target countries:

The Saker
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Assumption Demoralized | Air o Boots on the
enemy superiority | ground

North Korea | ? Yes No

Syria No No No

Iran No Yes No
Venezuela ? Yes Yes?

Russia No No No

The Ukraine | No No Yes

China No No No

Doctrinal and Operational Weaknesses of the US Approach

Notes: “demoralized enemy” and “air superiority” are my best guesstimate, I
might be wrong; “boots on the ground” refers to a indigenous and combat
capable force already inside the country (as opposed to a foreign intervention)
capable of seizing and holding ground, and not just some small insurgent group
or a political opposition.

If my estimates are correct, then the only candidate for a US intervention
would be Venezuela. However, what is missing here is the time factor: a US
intervention, to be successful, would require an realistic exit strategy (the US is
already overextended and the very last thing the Empire needs would be getting
bogged down in another useless and unwinnable war a4 la Afghanistan. Also,
while I gave the Venezuelan opposition a tentative “yes” for its ability to play the
“boots on the ground” role (especially if backed by Colombia), I am not at all
sure that the pro-American forces in Venezuela have anywhere near the
capabilities of the regular armed forces (which, I believe, would oppose a US
invasion) or the various Leftist guerrilla groups who tolerated the Chavez-
Maduro rule but who have kept their weapons “just in case”. Furthermore, there
is the issue of terrain. While Caracas might be easy to seize in an optimistic
scenario, the rest of the country would be difficult and dangerous to try to
operate in. Finally, there is the issue of staying power: while Americans like
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quick victories, Latin American guerrillas has already proven many times over
that they can fight for decades. For all these reasons, while I do think that the
USA is capable of intervening in Venezuela and messing it up beyond all
recognition, I don't see the USA as capable of imposing a new regime in power
and imposing their control over the country.

Conclusion - Afghanistan 2001-2017

Afghanistan is often called the “graveyard of Empires”. I am not so sure that
Afghanistan will ever become the graveyard of the AngloZionist Empire, but I
do think that Afghanistan will become the graveyard of the “war on the cheap”
doctrine, which is paradoxical since Afghanistan was also the place were this
doctrine was first applied with what initially appeared to be a tremendous
success. We all remember the US Special Forces, often on horseback, directing
B-52 airstrikes against rapidly retreating Afghan government forces. Sixteen
years later, the Afghan war has dramatically changed and US forces are
constantly fighting a war in which 90% of the casualties come from IEDs, where
all the efforts at some kind of political settlement have miserably failed and
where both victory and withdrawal appear as completely impossible. The fact
that now the US propaganda machines have accused Russia of “arming the
Taliban” is a powerful illustration of how desperate the AngloZionists are.
Eventually, of course, the Americans will have to leave, totally defeated, but for
the time being all they are willing to admit is that they are “not winning” (no
kidding!).

The US dilemma is simple: the Cold War is long over, and so is the Post Cold
War, and a complete reform of the US armed forces is clearly long overdue and
yet also politically impossible. Right now the US armed forces are the bizarre
result of the Cold War, the “war on the cheap” years and of failed military
interventions. In theory, the US should begin by deciding on a new national
security strategy, then develop a military strategy in support of this national
security strategy, followed by the development of a military doctrine which itself
would then produce a force modernization plan which would affect all aspects
of military reform from training to force planning to deployment. It took the
Russians over a decade to do this, including a lot of false starts and mistakes, and
it will take the Americans at least as long, or even more. Right now even the
decision to embark on such a far reaching reform seems to be years away. For
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the time being, garden variety propaganda (“were number one, second to
none!!”) and deep denial seem to be the order of the day. Just as in Russia, it will
probably take a truly catastrophic embarrassment (like the first Russian war in
Chechnya) to force the US military establishment to look reality in the eye and
to actually act on it. But until that happens, the ability of US forces to impose
their domination on those countries which refuse to surrender to various threats
and sanctions will continue to degrade.

So is Venezuela next? I hope not. In fact, I think not. But if it is, it will be one
hell of a mess with much destroyed and precious little achieved. The
AngloZionists have been punching above their real weight for decades now and
the world is beginning to realize this. Prevailing against Iran or the DPRK is
clearly beyond the actual US military capabilities. As for attacking Russia or
China —that would be suicidal. Which leaves the Ukraine. I suppose the US
might send some weapons to the junta in Kiev and organize some training
camps in the western Ukraine. But that’s about it. None of that will make any
real difference anyway (except aggravating the Russians even more, of course).

The era of “wars on the cheap” is over and the world is becoming a very
different place than it used to be. The USA will have to adapt to this reality, at
least if it wants to retain some level of credibility, but right now it does not
appear that anybody in Washington DC —except Ron Paul —is willing to admit
this. As a result, the era of major US military interventions might well be
coming to an end, even if there will always be some Grenada or Panama size
country to “triumphantly” beat up, if needed. This new reality, of course,
immediately raises the issue of what/how the US Dollar will be backed by in the
future (until now, it was only really “backed” by US military power), but that is a
very different topic.
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Debunking the myths about weapons deliveries to
the Ukraine

August 11, 2017

The latest news craze is about the possible delivery of US anti-tank weapons
(the FMG-148 Javelin is often mentioned) to the Nazi junta in Kiev. These
stories typically include a discussion of “defensive” vs “offensive” and “lethal” vs

“non-lethal” weapons and always display a child-like belief in the existence of
some magic technology which would perform miracles on the battlefield. None
of that has anything to do with the real world and this is why the folks who write
this kind of nonsense like to hide their ignorance by peppering their articles
with nonsensical figures such as range, armor penetration, guidance system
types or expressions like “fire and forget”. The truth is that all these self-
appointed experts all quote each other and all parrot the official propaganda line
which tries to suggest that the delivery of weapons to the Ukraine could be a
game changer. The latter is actually true, but not in military terms. So let’s try to
make sense of all this nonsense.

First, forget goofy concepts like “defensive” vs “offensive” and “lethal” vs
“non-lethal” weapons. All weapons are lethal and they are all offensive, at least
potentially. Even the putatively “defensive” ones actually can be used to “defend”
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offensive weapons/units/forces and therefore play a very important role in the
offense. Even a combat fatigue or a flask of water is offensive when used in the
offense because it makes the offensive possible in the first place.

Second, modern warfare is simply too complex to make it possible for one
weapons system to radically change the face of the battlefield. When Hezbollah
used the Russian-made RPG-29, the AT-14 Kornet and the Metis-M and
successfully destroyed the most advanced Israeli tank, the Merkava-4, that did

not by itself determine the outcome of the war. Yes, the Israelis were shocked by
the defeat of their best tank, but no more than by the Hezbollah missile strike on
INS Spear, a Saar-5 Class destroyer or, for that matter, by the well prepared

fortification system Hezbollah had built over the years right across the Israeli-
Lebanese border.

Frankly, this western obsession with military high-tech (along with an
equally infantile belief that more expensive weapons are for some reason better
than cheaper ones) is a reflection of a culture which has long stopped relying on
courage, patriotism and even good tactics to win wars. All this Hollywood like
nonsense came tumbling down in 2006 when second-rate Hezbollah forces (the
best one were kept in reserve north of the Litani river) defeated the best of the
best of the putatively “invincible” Israeli forces, including the famous “Golani
Brigade” And Hezbollah won precisely because Hezbollah fighters displayed the
moral and intellectual qualities which are so clearly lacking nowadays in western
military forces. Hezbollah Secretary-General Hassan Nasrallah very clearly

explained that during his “Divine Victory” speech when he said:

How could this group of mujahidin defeat this army without the
support and assistance of almighty God? This resistance experience,
which should be conveyed to the world, depends —on the moral and
spiritual level —on faith, certainty, reliance [on God], and readiness to
make sacrifices. It also depends on reason, planning, organization,
armament, and, as is said, on taking all possible protective procedures.

Needless to say, western military ‘experts’ chose to ignore his words and
instead made a truly valiant effort to simply forget it all. Fair enough —what
could they have to say about morals or spirituality anyway? As for the regime in
Washington, it simply declared that the Israelis won, end of discussion.
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This amazing ability to believe your own propaganda is also what is
misleading US decision makers to pretend like the delivery of “defensive” anti-
tank missiles to the Junta in Kiev will meaningfully alter the balance of power
between, on one hand, the Ukrainian army and assorted death squads and, on
the other, the Novorussians. It won't. If only because the US has *already*
delivered anti-tank weapons to the Ukrainians (via Romania, Bulgaria, Poland
and others). We know that thanks to a recent report by SouthFront which
obtained exclusive photos of the contract between the Ukrainian state-run
company Spetstechnoexport and the American company AirTronic USA on
delivery of lethal weapons to Ukraine (see here). And this is just one example,
there are probably many more.

True believers in the US propaganda will reply that the “advanced” Javelins
are much more capable than anything seen in the Ukraine so far and that their
delivery would really make a difference. Let’s look into this claim a little closer.

It is true that the Javelin is rather complex and high-tech system. Unlike
most other anti-tank weapons, the Javelin, once fired, does not need to be
controlled as it guides itself against its target, which makes it possible for the
tiring crew to seek cover and not to have to worry about hitting the target
(hence the “fire and forget” characterization). The Javelin can also hit the enemy
tank from the top, where the tank’s armor is typically much thinner than in the
front or side sectors. Do these characteristics make the Javelin some kind of
super-weapon? Not at all.

For one thing, one should take all the claims about the tactical-technical
characteristics of the Javelin with a solid pound of salt. It is one thing to have
this system operated by professional experts in perfect conditions and at zero
risk, and quite another to try to use it against actual Russian tanks protected by
infantry, snipers, artillery and their own missile systems. Add to this a very
complex terrain and often extreme weather conditions (mud, fog, rain, heat,
snow, winds, vegetation, villages, cities, etc.) and the quasi-miraculous
capabilities of any fancy weapon system suddenly begin to rapidly decline.
Besides, the Javelin naturally has all the disadvantages inherent to most infrared
targeting and guidance systems such as the dependence upon a slow and short-
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lived cooling system, the fact that the missile cannot be controlled in flight and
that its guidance system is susceptible to deception by means of various heat
sources.

One of the main problems with the delivery of Javelins by the USA to the
Ukraine would be that it would free (politically speaking) the hands of the
Russians to deliver their own weapons systems to the Novorussians, including
IR-jammers, active tank-protection systems or even their own anti-tank
missiles. Nobody knows how the Javelin would actually perform against modern

Russian systems, but even if it did a good job against them, the correct use of the

Javelin would entirely depend on the training and motivation not only of the
actual firing crews, but also on the training and motivation of the forces
supporting them and supported by them. After all, an anti-tank position is
rarely used “by itself”: typically these weapons are engaged as part of an
offensive or defensive effort. The outcome of the encounter is thus simply the
product of effectiveness of all the various subunits and systems engaged. Simply
put, if your infantry sucks, your anti-tank crews won't save the day.

But the real problem is not technical, of course, it is political.

Overtly sending these weapons to the Junta would mean that the USA are
basically giving up on the Minsk-2 Agreement and that they are also overtly
disregarding the views of the West-Europeans (the East-Europeans don’t have
“views”, they just compete for the title of most russophobic “ally” of the
Neocons; they therefore don't really matter very much).

The reality on the ground is that the Russians have what is sometimes
referred to as “escalation dominance”: they, not the Americans, control how
much the conflict can escalate and how fast. For example, Russia can provide
more anti-tank weapons systems covertly and in just a few days than the US
could in many months. Furthermore, the Russians could choose to respond to
any Javelin deployments not only by sending their own anti-tank systems, but by
responding “asymmetrically” or even covertly. The range of Russian options is
large and includes non-military measures. Would it not be ironic if, after years
of anti-Russian sanctions supposedly aimed at discouraging Moscow from
backing the separatists, the delivery of anti-tank weapons to the Ukraine would
finally convince the Kremlin to do that which it had refrained from doing before
but which it still very much could do: throw its full weight behind the
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Novorussians and actively begin destabilizing the Nazi-occupied Ukraine, but
this time for real. If they realize that there is nothing to lose, that nobody in the
West is serious about finding a negotiating solution, the Russians might even
recognize the two Novorussian republics and send in their military forces, but
this time in full view of the media, with waving flags interviews at the border.
What would the USA do in this case? Send in more weapons? Send in NATO
forces? Nobody in Europe has any stomach for that, not even the Poles, and that
would leave the USA very much alone in a policy everybody would oppose.

The truth is that this entire notion of sending in Javelins is pure political
propaganda and that doing so, at best, make no difference and, at worst, can
result in a sharp escalation on the ground. Thus, either way, this entire idea
makes no sense whatsoever. This is just a way for the Neocons to further
humiliate Trump and his naive plans of working with the Russians. It also is a
way to toss the nationalist Ukrainian émigré lobby a short-lived pipe dream
about defeating the separatists (in the Nazi-occupied Ukraine the Javelins are
presented as super-weapons which totally terrify Putin, of course). There is no
doubt in my mind that the US military and intelligence communities fully
understand the futile and potentially dangerous nature of this idea, but they
simply cannot say so openly.

The slowly fossilizing cold warriors in the USA are having dreams about
sending in Javelins to the Ukraine the way the CIA sent Stinger missiles into
Afghanistan which, according to the official narrative in the USA, was a key
contributor to the Soviet defeat. This narrative is comprehensively counter-
factual on too many levels to discuss in detail right now, but I will just mention a
few of the key fallacies underlying this dream beginning with the assumption
that the Ukie Junta is comparable to the Afghan Mujahideen (or, for that matter,
that the Novorussian forces are comparable to the Soviet ones). Also forgotten is
the fact that while the Soviets did initially suffer heavy losses from the
introduction of the Singers, they did adapt and develop effective counter-
measures and counter-tactics to them. Finally, in Afghanistan the Soviet had an
overwhelming material and technological advantage against the Afghans, which
can hardly be said about the Novorussians. This is all nonsense: the Stingers did
not defeat the Soviets and the Javelins won’t defeat the Novorussians.
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In the meantime, there are plenty of reasons to fear for the future of the two
Novorussian republics. For one thing, the steady flow of weapons and experts
from the West into the Nazi-occupied Ukraine could eventually result in a
meaningful increase in Ukronazi capabilities. Furthermore, in specific but key
areas, such as reconnaissance and targeting, the Junta forces have made a lot of
progress. And then there are sheer numbers. Right now, the force correlation is
roughly 3:1 in favor of the Ukronazis. That, by itself, is not good. So the real
question is how well the Novorussians have prepared themselves and whether
they have finally succeeded in correcting the many problems they have had for
years. At least one recent report suggests that they have not. I honestly don’t

know, but I hope that we will never find out.
Conclusion:

The delivery of Javelins to the Junta could be a game changer, not in
militarily terms, but in political terms. It would signal that the US is not
interested in a negotiated solution and that the Europeans can't rein in the US
Neocons. This would be as substantial as it would be bad. Right now some
Americans are suggesting that these weapons would be kept back in the western
Ukraine as a reserve against a hypothetical Russian attack. This is laughable. If,
truly, the Russians (from Russia) were to attack, 200 or so Javelins near Ivano-
Frankovsk or Lvov won't make any difference (and neither would they on the
line of contact for that matter). Furthermore, this obsession with hardware is
really unhelpful and childish, which is what one would expect from politicians,
of course, but which serious adults should not engage in. Finally, I would argue
that these Javelins are not really aimed at the Novorussians but that they are
aimed at Donald Trump. As soon as this fact is taken into consideration,
everything else falls in place.
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The Neocons are pushing the USA and the rest of
the world towards a dangerous crisis

August 18, 2017

First, my writing on the wall

In October of last year a wrote an analysis I entitled The USA are about to

face the worst crisis of their history and how Putin’s example might inspire

Trump and I think that this is a good time to revisit it now. I began the analysis
by looking at the calamities which would befall the United States if Hillary was
elected. Since this did not happen (thank God!), we can safely ignore that part
and look at my prediction of what would happen if Trump was elected. Here is
what I wrote:

Trump wins. Problem: he will be completely alone. The Neocons have
a total, repeat total, control of the Congress, the media, banking and
finance, and the courts. From Clinton to Clinton they have deeply
infiltrated the Pentagon, Foggy Bottom, and the three letter agencies.
The Fed is their stronghold. How in the world will Trump deal with
these rabid “crazies in the basement“? Consider the vicious hate

campaign which all these “personalities” (from actors, to politicians to
reporters) have unleashed against Trump —they have burned their
bridges, they know that they will lose it all if Trump wins (and, if he
proves to be an easy pushover his election will make no difference
anyway). The Neocons have nothing to lose and they will fight to the
very last one. What could Trump possibly do to get anything done if
he is surrounded by Neocons and their agents of influence? Bring in
an entirely different team? How is he going to vet them? His first
choice was to take Pence as a VP —a disaster (he is already sabotaging
Trump on Syria and the elections outcome). I *dread* to hear whom
Trump will appoint as a White House Chief of Staff as I am afraid
that just to appease the Neocons he will appoint some new version of
the infamous Rahm Emanuel... And should Trump prove that he has
both principles and courage, the Neocons can always “Dallas” him and
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replace him with Pence. Et voila!

I went on to suggest that Trump’s only option would be to follow Putin’s
example and do to the Neocons what Putin did to the oligarchs. Clearly that did
not happen. In fact, one month after the election of Trump I wrote another
analysis entitled “The Neocons and the “deep state” have neutered the Trump

Presidency, it’s over folks!®

Less than a month ago I warned that a color revolution ‘was taking
place in the USA. My first element of proof was the so-called
“investigation” which the CIA, FBI, NSA and others were conducting
against President Trump’s candidate to become National Security
Adbvisor, General Flynn. Tonight, the plot to get rid of Flynn has

finally succeeded and General Flynn had to offer his resignation.

Trump accepted it. Now let’s immediately get one thing out of the way:
Flynn was hardly a saint or a perfect wise man who would single
handedly save the world. That he was not. However, what Flynn was
is the cornerstone of Trump’s national security policy. (...) The
Neocon run deep state’ has now forced Flynn to resign under the
idiotic pretext that he had a telephone conversation, on an open,
insecure and clearly monitored, line with the Russian ambassador.
And Trump accepted this resignation. Ever since Trump made it to
the White House, he has taken blow after blow from the Neocon-run
Ziomedia, from Congress, from all the Hollywood
doubleplusgoodthinking “stars” and even from European politicians.
And Trump took each blow without ever fighting back. Nowhere was
his famous “you are fired!” to be seen. But I still had hope. I wanted
to hope. I felt that it was my duty to hope. But now Trump has
betrayed us all. Again, Flynn was not my hero. But he was, by all
accounts, Trump’s hero. And Trump betrayed him. The consequences
of this will be immense. For one thing, Trump is now clearly broken.
It took the ‘deep state’ only weeks to castrate Trump and to make
him bow to the powers that be. Those who would have stood behind
Trump will now feel that he will not stand behind them and they will
all move back away from him. The Neocons will feel elated by the
elimination of their worst enemy and emboldened by this victory they
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will push on, doubling-down over and over and over again. Its over,
folks, the deep state has won.

I then concluded that the consequences of this victory would be catastrophic
for the United States:

In their hate-filled rage against Trump and the American people (aka
“the basket of deplorables”) the Neocons have had to show their true
face. By their rejection of the outcome of the elections, by their riots,
their demonization of Trump, the Neocons have shown two crucial
things: first, that the US democracy is a sad joke and that they, the
Neocons, are an occupation regime which rules against the will of the
American people. In other words, just like Israel, the USA has no
legitimacy left. And since, just like Israel, the USA are unable to
frighten their enemies, they are basically left with nothing, no
legitimacy, no ability to coerce. So yes, the Neocons have won. But
their victory removes the last chance for the US to avoid a collapse.

I think that what we are seeing today are the first signs of the impending
collapse.

The symptoms of the agony

* Externally, the US foreign policy is basically “frozen” and in lieu of a
foreign policy we now only have a long series of empty threats hurled at a
list of demonized countries which are now promised “fire and
brimstone” should they dare to disobey Uncle Sam. While this makes for
good headlines, this does not qualify as a “policy” of any kind (I
discussed this issue at length during my recent interview with

SouthFront). And then there is Congress which has basically stripped
Trump from his powers to conduct foreign policy. This bizarre, and

illegal, form of a “vote of no-confidence” further hammers in the
message that Trump is either a madman, a traitor, or both.

¢ Internally, the latest riots in Charlottesville now being blamed on Trump
who, after being a Putin agent is now further demonized as some kind of
Nazi (see Paul Craig Roberts’ first and second warnings about this
dynamic)
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* Organizationally, it is clear that Trump is surrounded by enemies as
illustrated by the absolutely outrageous fact that he can’t even talk to a
foreign head of state without having the transcript of his conversation
leaked to the Ziomedia.

I believe that these all are preparatory steps to trigger a major crisis and use
it to remove Trump, either by a process of impeachment, or by force under the
pretext of some crisis. Just look at the message which the Ziomedia has been
hammering into the brains of the US population.

The psychological preparation for the forthcoming coup: scaring them all to
death

Here are three very telling examples taken from Newsweek’s front page:

Ask yourself, what is the message here?

Trump is a traitor, he works for Putin, Putin wants to destroy democracy
in the United States and these two men together are the most dangerous men
on the planet. This is a “plot against America®, no less!

Not bad, right?

“They” are clearly out there go get “us” and “we” are all in terrible danger:
Kim Jong-un is about to declare nuclear war on the USA, Xi and Putin are
threatening the world with their armies, and “our” own President came to power
courtesy of the “Russian KGB” and “Putin’s hackers”, he now works for the
Russians, he is also clearly a Nazi, a White supremacist, a racist and, possibly, a
“new Hitler” (as is Putin, of course!).
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And then, there are those truly scary Mooslims and Aye-rabs who
apparently want only two things in life: destroy “our way of life” and kill all the
“infidels”. This is why we need the TSA, 16 intelligence agencies and militarized
police SWAT teams everywhere: in case the terrorists come to get us where we
live.

Dangerous international consequences

This would all be rather funny if it was not also extremely dangerous. For
one thing, the US is really poking at a dangerous foe when it constantly tries to
scare Kim Jong-un and the DPRK leadership. No, not because of the North
Korean nukes (which are probably not real nuclear capable ICBMs but a not
necessarily compatible combination of nuclear ‘devices’ and intermediate range
ballistic missiles) but because of the huge and hard to destroy conventional
North Korean military. The real threat are not missiles, but a deadly
combination of conventional artillery and special forces which present very little
danger to the USA or the US military, but which present a huge threat for the
population of Seoul and the northern section of South Korea. Nukes, in

whatever form, are really only an added problem, a toxic “icing” on an already
very dangerous ‘conventional cake:

[Sidebar —a real life nightmare: Now, if you *really* want to terrify
yourself and stay awake all night then consider the following. While
I personally believe that Kim Jong-un is not insane and that the
main objective of the North Korean leadership is to avoid a war at all
costs, what if I am wrong? What if those who say that the North
Korean leaders are totally insane are right? Or, which I think is
much more likely, what if Kim Jong-un and the North Korean
leaders came to the conclusion that they have nothing to lose, that
the Americans are going to kill them all, along with their families
and friends? What could they, in theory, do if truly desperate? Well,
let me tell you: forget about Guam; think Tokyo! Indeed, while the
DPRK could devastate Seoul with old fashioned artillery systems,
DPRK missiles are probably capable of striking Tokyo or the
Keihanshin region encompassing Kyoto, Osaka and Kobe including
the key industries of the Hanshin Industrial Region. The Greater

Tokyo area (Kanto region) and the Keihanshin region are very
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What we are observing now is positive feedback loop in which each move by
the Neocons results in a deeper and deeper destabilization of the entire system.
Needless to say, this is extremely dangerous and can only result in an eventual
catastrophe/collapse. In fact, the signs that the USA are totally loosing control

densely populated (37 and 20 million people respectively) and
contain an immense number of industries, many of which would
produce an ecological disaster of immense proportions if hit by
missiles. Not only that, but a strike on the key economic and
financial nodes of Japan would probably result in a 9-11 kind of
international economic collapse. So if the North Koreans wanted to
really, really hurt the Americans what they could do is strike Seoul,
and key cities in Japan resulting in a huge political crisis for the
entire planet. During the Cold War we used to study the
consequences of a Soviet strike against Japan and the conclusion was
always the same: Japan cannot afford a war of any kind. The
Japanese landmass is too small, too densely populated, to rich in
lucrative targets and a war would lay waste to the entire country.
This is still true today, only more so. And just imagine the reaction
in South Korea and Japan if some crazy US strike on the DPRK
results in Seoul and Tokyo being hit by missiles! The South Koreans

have already made their position unambiguously clear, by the way.

As for the Japanese, they are officially placing their hopes in missiles

(as if technology could mitigate the consequences of insanity!). So
yeah, the DPRK is plenty dangerous and pushing them into their last
resort is totally irresponsible indeed, nukes or no nukes]

are already all over the place, here are just a few headlines to illustrate this:

Iran could quit nuclear deal in ‘hours’ if new U.S. sanctions imposed:

Rouhani
Israel: Netanyahu declares support for a Kurdish state

Syrian forces take 3 more towns en route to Deir ez-Zor in first airborne

operation

Maduro calls for nationwide ‘anti-imperialist’ drills after Trump’s threat

of ‘military option’
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* Soldiers of the 201st (Russian) base in Tadjikistan have been put on high

alert as part of a military exercise

e Confirmed: Turkey to end support for anti-government terrorists in

Syria
¢ Russia Plans Huge Zapad 2017 Military Exercises With Belarus

A French expression goes “when the cat is gone, the mice dance®, and this is
exactly what is happening now: the USA is both very weak and basically absent.
As for the Armenians, they say “The mouse dreams dreams that would terrify the
cat” Well, the “mice” of the world are dancing and dreaming and simply
ignoring the “cat” Every move the cat makes only makes things worse for him.
The world is moving on, while the cat is busy destroying himself.

Dangerous domestic consequences

First on my list would be race riots. In fact, they are already happening all
over the United States, but they are rarely presented as such. And I am not
talking about the “official” riots of Black Lives Matter, which are bad enough, I
am talking about the many mini-riots which the official media is systematically
trying to obfuscate. Those interested in this topic should read the book Don't
Make the Black Kids Angry by Colin Flaherty which shows that racist attack on
Whites by Blacks (aka “polar bear hunting”) are on the rise pretty much all over

the county. Likewise, to anybody who stubbornly persists in ignoring the strong
correlation between race and crime ought to read Ron Unz’s seminal analysis

Race and Crime in America. Now, before some self-appointed thought police
volunteer accuses me of racism, I am not saying anything at all about the causes
of the racial problems in the United States. I am only saying that racial violence
in the USA is severe and rapidly getting much worse.

The second problem which I see threatening the US society is an extremely
rapid delegitimization of the entire US political system and, especially, of the
Federal government. For decades now Americans have been voting for ‘A’ and
each time what they ended up with is ‘non-A. Examples of that include the
famous “read my lips, no new taxes’, of course, but also Obama promises to stop
stupid wars and now Trump’s promise to “drain the swamp”. Americans have
been lied to for decades and they know it. There is a widening chasm between
the so-called “American values” taught in schools and the reality of power.
While officially the USA are supposed to stand for democracy, freedom and all
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the other good things advocated by the Founding Fathers, the disgusting reality
is that the USA are in bed with Wahabis, Nazis and Zionists. The all-prevailing
hypocrisy of it all now threatens to bring down the entire US political system
just as the no less prevailing hypocrisy of the Soviet system brought down the
USSR (if interested, you can read more about this topic here). The simple truth
is that no regime can survive for too long when it proactively supports the exact
opposite of what it officially is supposed to stand for. The result? I have yet to
meet an adult American who would sincerely believe that he/she lives in the
“land of the free and the home of the brave” Maybe infants still buy this stuft,
but even teenagers know that this is a load of bull.

Third, for all the encouraging statistics about the Dow Jones, unemployment
and growth, the reality is that the US society is rapidly transforming itself in a
three-tired one: on top, a small number of obscenely rich people, under them, a
certain amount of qualified professionals who service the filthy rich and who
struggle to maintain a lifestyle which in the past was associated with the middle-
class. And then the vast majority of Americans who basically are looking at
making “minimal wage plus a little something” and who basically survive by not
paying for health insurance, by typically working two jobs, by eating cheap and
unhealthy “prolefeed” and by giving up on that which every American worker
could enjoy in the 1950s and 1960s (have one parent at home, have paid
holidays, a second vacation home, etc.). Americans are mostly hard workers
and, so far, most of them are surviving, but they are mostly one paycheck away
from seriously bad poverty. A lot of them only make ends meet because they get
help from their parents and grand-parents (the same is true of southern Europe,
by the way). A large segment of the US population now survives only because of
Walmart and the Dollar Store. Once that fails, food stamps are the last option.
That, or jail, of course.

Combine all this and you get a potentially extremely explosive situation. No
wonder that when so many Americans heard Hillary’s comment about the
“basket of deplorables” they took that as declaration of war.

And how do the Neocons plan to deal with all this?

By cracking down on free speech and dissent, of course! What else?
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Their only response - repression of course!

YouTube, Google, Facebook, Twitter —they are all cracking down on “bad”
speech which includes pretty much any topic a garden variety self-described
‘liberal’ frowns upon. GoDaddy and Google are even going after domain names.

Oh sure, nobody gets thrown in jail for, say, defending the 2nd Amendment, but
they get “demonetized” and their accounts simply closed. It's not the cops
cracking down on free speech, its “Corporate America’, but the effect is the
same. Apparently, the Neocons do not realize that censorship is not a viable
strategy in the age of the Internet. Or maybe they do, and they are deliberately
trying to trigger a backlash?

Then there is the vilification campaign in the media: unless you are some
kind of ‘minority’ you are assumed to be nefarious by birth and guilty of all the
evils on the planet. And your leader is Trump, of course, or maybe even Putin
himself, vide supra. Christian heterosexual White males better run for cover...

Whatever may be the case, by their manic insistence, on one hand, to
humiliate and crush Trump and, on the other, to repress millions of Americans
the Neocons are committing a double mistake. First, they are showing their true
face and, second, they are subverting the very institutions they are using to
control and run this country. That, of course, only further weaken the Neocons
and the United States themselves and that further accelerates the positive
feedback loop mentioned above which now threatens the entire international
system.

Us and them

What makes the gradual collapse of the AngloZionist Empire so uniquely
dangerous is that it is by far the biggest and most powerful empire in world
history. No empire has ever had the quasi monopoly on power the USA enjoyed
since WWII. By any measure, military, economic, political, social, the USA
came out of WWII as a giant and while there were ups and downs during the
subsequent decades, the collapse of the USSR only reaffirmed what appeared to
be the total victory of the United States. In my admittedly subjective opinion,
the last competent (no, I did not say ‘good, I said ‘competent’) US President was
George Herbert Walker Bush who, unlike his successors, at least new how to run
an Empire. After that, it is all downhill, faster and faster. And if Obama was
probably the most incompetent President in US history, Trump will be the first
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one to be openly lynched while in office. As a result, the AngloZionist Empire is
now like a huge freight train which lost its locomotive but which still have an
immense momentum pushing it forward even though there is nobody in control
any more. The rest of the planet, with the irrelevant exception of the East
Europeans, is now scrambling in horror to get out of the path of this out of
control train. So far, the tracks (minimal common sense, political realities) are
more or less holding, but a crash (political, economic or military) could happen
at any moment. And that is very, very scary.

The USA has anywhere between 700 to 1000 military bases worldwide, the
entire international financial system is deeply enmeshed with the US economy,
the US Dollar is still the only real reserve currency, United States Treasury
securities are held by all the key international players (including Russia and
China), SWIFT is politically controlled by the USA, the US is the only country
in the world that can print as much money as it wants and, last but not least, the
US has a huge nuclear arsenal. As a result, a US collapse would threaten
everybody and that means that nobody would want to trigger one. The collapse
of the Soviet Union threatened the rest of mankind only in one way: by its
nuclear arsenal. In contrast, any collapse of the United States would threaten
everybody in many different ways.

So the real question now is this: can the rest of the planet prevent a
catastrophic collapse of the AngloZionist Empire?

This is the irony of our situation: even though the entire planet is sick and
tried of the incompetent arrogance of the AngloZionists, nobody out there
wants their Empire to catastrophically collapse. And yet, with the Neocons in
power, such a collapse appears inevitable with potentially devastating
consequences for everybody.

This is really amazing, think of it: everybody hates the Neocons, not only a
majority of the American people, but truly the entire planet. And yet that
numerically small group of people has somehow managed to put everybody in
danger, including themselves, due to their ugly vindictiveness, infinite arrogance
and ideology-induced short-sightedness. That this could ever have happened,
and at a planetary scale, is a dramatic testimony to the moral and spiritual decay
of our civilization: how did we ever let things get that far?!

And the next obvious question: can we still stop them?
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I honestly don’t know. I hope so, but I am not sure. My biggest hope with
Trump was that he would be willing to sacrifice the Empire for the sake of the
USA (the opposite of what the Neocons are doing: they are willing to sacrifice
the USA for the sake of their Empire) and that he would manage a relatively safe
and hopefully non-violent transition from Empire to “normal country” for the
USA. Clearly, this is ain't happening. Instead, the Neocons are threatening
everybody: the Chinese, the Russians, the North Koreans and the Venezuelans
of course, but also the Europeans (economically), the entire Middle-East (via the
“only democracy in the Middle-East”), all the developing countries and even the
American people. Heck, they are even threatening the US President himself,
and in not-so-subtle ways!

So what’s next?

Truly, I don't know. But my overwhelming sense is that Trump will be
removed from office, either for “high crimes and misdemeanors” or for “medical
reasons” (they will simply declare him insane and unfit to be the President).
Seeing how weak and spineless Trump is, he might even be “convinced” to
resign. I don't see them simply murdering him simply because he is no Kennedy
either. After that, Pence comes to power and it will all be presented like a
wonderful event, a group-hug of the elites followed by an immediate and
merciless crackdown on any form of political opposition or dissent which will
immediately be labeled as racist, homophobic, anti-Semitic, terrorist, etc. The
evil hand of the “Russian KGB” (yes, I know, the KGB was dissolved in 1991)
will be found everywhere, especially amongst US libertarians (who will probably
be the only ones with enough brains to understand what is taking place). The
(pseudo-) “Left” will rejoice. Should this course of action result in an
unexpected level or resistance, either regional or social, a 9-11 false flag followed
by a war will the most likely scenario (why stray away from something which
worked so well the first time around?!). Unless the USA decides to re-invade
Grenada or give Nauru a much deserved thrashing, any more or less real war
will result in a catastrophic failure for the USA at which point the use of nukes
by the Neocon crazies might become a very real risk, especially if symbolic US
targets such as aircraft carriers are hit (in 1991 when the US sent the 82nd AB to
Iraq there was nothing standing between this light infantry force and the Iraqi
armored divisions. Had the Iraqis attacked the plan was to use tactical nuclear
weapons. Then this was all quickly forgotten).
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There is a reason why the Neocons thrive in times of crisis: it allows them to
hide behind the mayhem, especially when they are the ones who triggered the
mayhem in the first place. This means that as long as the Neocons are anywhere
near in power they will never, ever, allow peace to suddenly break out, lest the
spotlight be suddenly shined directly upon them. Chaos, wars, crises —this is
their natural habitat. Think of it as the by-product of their existence.
Eventually, of course, they will be stopped and they will be defeated, like all their
predecessors in history. But I shudder when I think of the price mankind will
have to pay this time around.

The Saker
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Manipulated minorities represent a major danger
for democratic states

August 25, 2017

First, a quick disclaimer or, should I say, a clarification: When I speak of
minorities, as I will below, I do that as a person who belongs to a long list of
minorities. I was born in a family of Russian refugees. Right there, that makes
me part of a (rather small) minority. Furthermore, I lived most of my life in the
French speaking part of Switzerland, that again makes me part of a minority.
Then, I am an Orthodox Christian. That is also a minority inside of the so-
called “Christian” world (in reality a post-Christian world, of course). Moreover,
I am a traditionalist Orthodox Christian, a small minority inside the much
bigger “world Orthodoxy” And inside that, I am a Russian inside a majority
Greek Church. I also lived for 5 years in Washington, DC, which was something
like 70% Black and, at the time, openly and often rudely hostile to Whites (I
never thought of myself as a color before, but I sure felt like one during those 5
years). And now I am a “legal alien” living in the USA. Anyway, while I am
“White” (what a nonsensical category!) I suppose, that hardly makes me a
typical WASP. So I am quite used to “being a minority” (and I quite like that,
would I add). Just thought this might a useful clarification before I engage in the
following thoughtcrimes.

Question: why does the US foreign policies always support various
minorities? Is it out of kindness? Or a sense of fairness? Could it be out of a deep
sense of guilt of having committed the only “pan-genocide” in human history
(the genocide of all the ethnic groups of an entire continent)? Or maybe a deep
sense of guilt over slavery? Are the beautiful words of the Declaration of
Independence “we hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created
equal” really inspiring US foreign policies?

Hardly.
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I submit that the real truth is totally different. My thesis is very simple: the
reason why the US always support foreign minorities to subvert states and
use domestic minorities to suppress the majority US population is because
minorities are very easy to manipulate and because minorities present no

threat to the real rulers of the AngloZionist Empire. That’s all there is to it.

I think that minorities often, but not always, act and perceive things in a way
very different from the way majority groups do. Here is what I have observed:

Let’s first look at minorities inside the USA:

1. They are typically far more aware of their minority identity/status than
the majority. That is to say that if the majority is of skin color A and the
minority of skin color B, the minority will be much more acutely aware
of its skin color.

2. They are typically much more driven and active then the majority. This
is probably due to their more acute perception of being a minority.

3. They are only concerned with single-issue politics, that single-issue
being, of course, their minority status.

4. Since minorities are often unhappy with their minority-status, they are
also often resentful of the majority.

5. Since minorities are mostly preoccupied by their minority-status linked
issue, they rarely pay attention to the ‘bigger picture’ and that, in turn,
means that the political agenda of the minorities typically does not
threaten the powers that be.

6. Minorities often have a deep-seated inferiority complex towards the
putatively more successful majority.

7. Minorities often seek to identify other minorities with which they can
ally themselves against the majority.

To this list of characteristics, I would add one which is unique to foreign
minorities, minorities outside the USA: since they have no/very little prospects
of prevailing against the majority, these minorities are very willing to ally
themselves with the AngloZionist Empire and that, in turn, often makes them
dependent on the AngloZionist Empire, often even for their physical survival.

The above are, of course, very general characterizations. Not all minorities
display all of these characteristics and many display only a few of them. But
regardless of the degree to which any single minority fits this list of
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characteristics, what is obvious is that minorities are extremely easy to
manipulate and that they present no credible (full-spectrum) threat to the
Empire.

The US Democratic Party is the perfect example of a party which heavily
relies on minority manipulation to maximize its power. While the Republican
Party is by and large the party of the White, Anglo, Christian and wealthy voters,
the Democrats try to cater to Blacks, women, Leftists, homosexuals, immigrants,
retirees, and all others who feel like they are not getting their fair share of the
proverbial pie. Needless to say, in reality there is only one party in the USA, you
can call the Uniparty, the Republicracts or the Demolicans, but in reality both
wings of the Big Money party stand for exactly the same. What I am looking at
here is not at some supposed real differences, but the way the parties present
themselves. It is the combined action of these two fundamentally identical
parties which guarantees the status quo in US politics which I like to sum up as
“more of the same, only worse”.

I would like to mention an important corollary of my thesis that minorities
are typically more driven than the majority. If we accept that minorities are
typically much more driven than most of the population, then we also
immediately can see why their influence over society is often out of proportion
with their numerical demographical “weight”. This has nothing to do with these
minorities being more intelligent or more creative and everything to do with
them willing to spend much more time and effort towards their objectives than
most people.

So we have easy to manipulate, small groups, whose agendas do not threaten
the 1% (really, much less!), who like to gang up with other similar minorities
against the majority. Getting scared yet? It gets worse.

Western ‘democracies’ are mostly democracies only in name. In most of
them instead of “one man one vote” we see “one dollar one vote” meaning that
big money decides, not “the people” Those in real power have immense
financial resources which they cynically use to boost the already totally
disproportional power of the various minorities.

Now this is really scary:
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Easy to manipulate, small groups, highly driven, whose agenda does not
threaten the ruling plutocracy, who like to gang up with other similar minorities
against the majority and whose influence is vastly increased by immense sums of
money invested in them by the plutocracy. How is that for a threat to real people
power, to the ideals of democracy?!

The frightening truth is that the combination of minorities and big money
can easily hijack a supposedly ‘democratic’ country and subjugate the majority
of its population to the “rule of the few over the many”.

Once we look this reality in the face we should also become aware of a very
rarely mentioned fact: while we are taught that democracies should uphold the
right of the minorities, the opposite is true: real democracies should strive to
protect majorities against the abuse of power from minorities!

I know, I have just committed a long list of grievous thoughtcrimes!

At those who might be angry at me, I will reply with a single sentence: please
name me a western country where the views of the majority of its people are
truly represented in the policies of their governments? And if you fail to come
up with a good example, then I need to ask you if the majority is clearly not in
power, then who is?

I submit that the plutocratic elites which govern the West have played a very
simple trick on us all: they managed to focus our attention on the many cases in
history when minorities were oppressed by majorities but completely obfuscated
the numerous cases where minorities oppressed majorities.

Speaking of oppression: minorities are far more likely to benefit and,
therefore, use violence than the majority simply because their worldview often
centers on deeply-held resentments. To put it differently, minorities are much
more prone to settling scores for past wrongs (whether real or imagined) than a
majority which typically does not even think in minority versus majority
categories.

Not that majorities are always benign or kind towards minorities, not at all,
humans being pretty much the same everywhere, but by the fact that they are
less driven, less resentful and, I would argue, even less aware of their “majority
status” they are less likely to act on such categories.
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Foreign minorities play a crucial role in US foreign policy. Since time
immemorial rulers have been acutely aware of the “divide et impera” rule, there
is nothing new here. But the USA has become the uncontested leader in the art
of using national minorities to create strife and overthrow a disobedient regime.
The AngloZionist war against the Serbian nation is the perfect example of how
this is done: the US supported any minority against the Serbs, even groups that
the US classified as terrorists, as long as this was against the Serbs. And, besides
being Orthodox Slavs and traditional allies of Russia, what was the real ‘crime’ of
the Serbs? Being the majority of course! The Serbs had no need of the
AngloZionists to prevail against the various ethnic (Croats) and religious
(Muslims) minorities they lived with. That made the Serbs useless to the
Empire. But now that the US has created a fiction of an independent Kosovo, the
Kosovo Albanians put up a statue of Bill Clinton in Prishtina and, more

relevantly, allowed the Empire to build the Camp Bondsteel mega-base in the

middle of their nasty little statelet, right on the land of the Serbian population
that was ethnically cleansed during the Kosovo war. US democracy building at
its best indeed...

The same goes for Russia (and, the Soviet Union) where the USA went as far
as to support the right of self-determination for non-existing “captive nations”

such as “Idel-Ural” and “Cossakia”. I would even argue that the Empire has

created several nations ex nihilo (What in the world is a “Belarusian”?!).

I am fully aware that in the typical TV watching westerner any discussion of
minorities focusing on their negative potential immediately elicits visions of
hammers and sickles, smoking crematoria chimneys, chain gangs, lynchmobs,
etc. This is basic and primitive conditioning. Carefully engineered events such as
the recent riots in Charlottesville only further reinforce this type of mass
conditioning. This is very deliberate and, I would add, very effective. As a result,
any criticism, even just perceived criticism, of a minority immediately triggers
outraged protests and frantic virtue-signaling (not me! look how good I am!!).

Of course, carefully using minorities is just one of the tactics used by the
ruling plutocracy. Another of their favorite tricks is to create conflicts out of
nothing or ridiculously bloat the visibility of an altogether minor topic
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(example: homo-marriages). The main rule remains the same though: create
tensions, conflicts, chaos, subvert the current order (whatever that specific order
might be), basically have the serfs fight each other while we rule.

In Switzerland an often used expression to describe “the people” is “the
sovereign”. This is a very accurate description of the status of the people in a real
democracy: they are “sovereign” in the sense that nobody rules over them. In
that sense, the issue in the United States is one of sovereignty: as of today, the
real sovereign of the USA are the corporations, the deep state, the Neocons, the
plutocracy, the financiers, the Israel Lobby —you name it, anybody BUT the
people.

In that system of oppression, minorities play a crucial role, even if they are
totally unaware of this and even if, at the end of the day, they don’t benefit from
it. Their perception or their lack of achievements in no way diminishes the role
that they play in the western pseudo-democracies.

How do we with deal with this threat?

I think that the solution lies with the minorities themselves: they need to be
educated about the techniques which are used to manipulate them, and they
need to be convinced that their minority status does not, in reality, oppose them
to the majority and that both the majority and the minorities have a common
interest in together standing against those who seek to rule over them all.
Striving to remain faithful to my “Putin fanboy” reputation, I will say that I
believe that Russia under Putin is doing exactly the right thing by giving the
numerous Russian minorities a stake in the future of the Russian state and by
convincing the minorities that their interests and the interest of the majority of
the people are fundamentally the same: being a minority does not have to mean
being in opposition to the majority. It is a truism that minorities need to be fully
integrated into the fabric of society and yet this is rarely practiced in the real
world. This is certainly not what I observe today in Europe or the USA.

The French author Alain Soral has proposed what I think is a brilliant motto
to deal with this situation in France. He has called his movement “Equality and
Reconciliation” and as of right now, this is the only political movement in France
which does not want to favor one group at the expense of the other. Everybody
else either wants to oppress the “francais de souche” (the native, mostly White
and Roman-Catholic majority) on behalf of the “frangais de branche”
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(immigrants, naturalized citizens, minorities), or oppress the “francais de
branche” on behalf of the “francais de souche”. Needless to say, the only ones
who benefit from this clash is the ruling Zionist elite (best represented by the
infamous CRIFE, which makes the US AIPAC look comparatively honorable and
weak). As for Soral, he is vilified by the official French media with no less hate
than Trump is vilified in the USA by the US Ziomedia.

Still, equality and reconciliation are the two things which the majorities
absolutely must offer the minorities if they want to prevent the latter to fall prey

to the manipulation techniques used by those forces who want to turn
everybody into obedient and clueless serfs. Those majorities who delude
themselves and believe that they can simply solve the “minority problem” by
expelling or otherwise making these minorities disappear are only kidding
themselves. To ‘simply’ solve the “minority problemy’ by cracking down on these
minorities inevitably pushes them directly into the warm embrace of the big
manipulators, it turns these minorities into a powerful anti-majority weapon.
This is the big danger of movements like Alt-Right or the National Front in
France - their actions only serve to “weaponize” minorities. Mind you, this
does not mean that the concerns and grievances voiced by these movements are
without merits, not at all, it's their (pseudo) “solutions” which are the real
danger.

There is only one effective way to defuse the explosive potential of
minorities:

1. Educate minorities and explain to them that they are being manipulated

2. Educate those joining anti-minority movements that they are also being
manipulated

3. Offer the minorities a future based on equality and reconciliation

4. Put the spotlight on those who fan the flames of conflict and try to turn
minorities and majorities against each other
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At the end of the day, this is an identity issue. While we all typically have
several co-existing identities inside us (say, German, retired, college-educated,
female, Buddhist, vegetarian, exile, resident of Brazil, etc. as opposed to just
“White”) in manipulated minorities one such identity (skin color, religion, etc.)
becomes over-bloated and trumps all the others. By restoring a healthy identity
balance inside its various minorities and by fostering those identities which
most residents have in common, a society can counteract the toxic effects of
those who strive on conflict, chaos and mayhem. Truly, the latter are our only
real enemy and they ought to be treated as such.

The Saker
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First they came for the Nazis and pedophiles...

August 30, 2017

First they came for the Communists
And 1 did not speak out
Because I was not a Communist
Then they came for the Socialists
And 1 did not speak out
Because I was not a Socialist
Then they came for the trade unionists
And 1 did not speak out
Because I was not a trade unionist
Then they came for the Jews
And 1 did not speak out
Because I was not a Jew
Then they came for me
And there was no one left
To speak out for me

Martin Niemoller (1892—1984)

I have to begin this analysis by asking for your understanding for the fact
that it will include a lot of full-length quotes. Under normal circumstances, I
would have simply provided links, but considering the topic I will be discussing,
and how some things suddenly “disappear” on the Internet, full-length quotes is
probably the best option. The topic I want to deal with is the brutal crackdown
on free speech by the AngloZionist Empire by means of its ‘loyal corporations.
First they came for The Daily Stormer

I will begin this discussion by a summary of what recently happened to the
Nazi website “The Daily Stormer” as described by Wikipedia. The reason why I
am using Wikipedia is because it is clearly hostile to The Daily Stormer, so it

cannot be accused of sympathy or of exaggerating what happened. Here is this
account: (emphasis added)
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The Daily Stormer helped organize the Unite the Right rally, a far-
right rally in Charlottesville, Virginia on August 11 and 12, 2017, in
which a counter-protester, Heather Heyer, was killed in a vehicular
ramming. Weev also called for readers of The Daily Stormer to locate
and attend Heyer’s funeral, calling her a “fat skank”

On August 13, the website was informed by its domain registrar
GoDaddy that it had violated the terms of service by mocking
Heyer, and Anglin was given 24 hours to locate a new registrar for
the site. The next day it moved to Google which almost immediately
cancelled its registration for violation of terms, also terminating the
website’s YouTube account.The following day, the website registered
with Tucows, who canceled it hours later for regularly inciting
violence. On August 15, it was announced by weev that the site had
moved to the dark web, and that it was now only accessible via Tor,
while Facebook banned links to the site and Discord banned its
channel. On August 16, Cloudflare, the DNS provider and proxy
service used to protect The Daily Stormer also terminated their
service. Cloudflare had traditionally refused to terminate sites based
on their content, but CEO Matthew Prince made an exception,
posting a public announcement and explanation on the company
blog. On August 17, after a relocation to dailystormer.ru, the
Russian media watchdog Roskomnadzor requested a shutdown of
the domain.

The Daily Stormer briefly returned to the clearnet with a 1ol gTLD,
dailystormer.lol, administered by Namecheap, but after two days,
Namecheap canceled the domain. The company’s CEO Richard
Kirkendall stated that “the quality and context of the material, paired
with the support for violent groups and causes passes from protected
free speech into incitement’, specifically quoting one published
statement from The Daily Stormer: “It doesn’t take a Ph.D. in
mathematics to understand that White men + pride + organization
= Jews being stuffed into ovens” The site returned to the web as
punishedstormer.com on August 24, hosted by DreamHost, whose
other far-right clients include National Vanguard and the North-
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West Front. DreamHost stated that they were “standing up for
freedom and democracy”; denial-of-service attacks from
Anonymous caused all of their sites to go offline.

Next, and even more appallingly, it is the Swiss encrypted email provider
Protonmail (yes, the one [ recently recommended to our community) which
shut down the account of The Daily Stormer. This is how Lee Rogers, member
of The Daily Stormer, describes what happened:

I Was Just Banned From ProtonMail
Lee Rogers

Daily Stormer

August 23, 2017

ProtonMail just banned me from their email service claiming I
committed abuse or fraud.

Cross ProtonMail off the list of companies to do business with.
I signed up for an email account with them when the shutdown began.

I needed a mechanism for people to contact me. A few folks suggested

Page 155 of 813


http://dstormer6em3i4km.onion.rip/i-was-just-banned-from-protonmail/
https://thesaker.is/keeping-communications-private-in-the-age-of-big-brother-a-practical-howto/

ProtonMail so I figured Id give it a shot.

Fast forward a few days later and I find myself locked out of the
account stating that it has been disabled due to abuse or fraud. How
can one make such a determination in just a few days worth of time?
They obviously banned me because a bunch of hate filled people
complained to them.

As many folks already know, I like posting cute kitten photos and
funny jokes on the Internet. Even though I get much enjoyment from
those things, I get the most enjoyment out of providing

financial support to the starving Jewish children in Israel. It is
something that I am very passionate about. By banning me from their
email service, it means I will have a more difficult time supporting
those poor Jewish children. This upsets me greatly as I will no longer
be able to email all the Christian donors I had lined up who wanted to
support this very worthy cause.

By banning me from their email service, ProtonMail has proven that
their hearts are filled with hatred towards Jewish children. They sure
have lots of explaining to do! What should I tell those poor Jewish kids
who go to bed hungry each and every day? Curiously enough, they
posted this tweet around the same time my account got banned. No
idea if this means anything or not but I have never called for violence
against anybody. I completely oppose such things.

Besides Andrew Anglin, I think I've been banned from more Internet
services than anybody in history. The only thing these tech companies
haven’t done to me yet is refuse service on my registered domain
names. I'm sure that’s the next step though!

Before I proceed any further, let’s get something immediately out of the way:
I have no use for Nazis (or any other kind of racists or racialists) and I have
absolutely zero interest in what The Daily Stormer might or might not publish.
In fact, until very recently, I had never heard of these people or their website.

Page 156 of 813



Three questions about Nazis which must be asked

However, there are many very good reasons to be appalled by what is taking
place:

First, why was The Daily Stormer singled out for such crazy persecutions?
Okay, okay —they are racists and Nazis. So? Does that really make them worse
than anybody else? Last time I checked, none of the people involved with, or
working for, The Daily Stormer had committed any personal crimes.
Furthermore, had they committed any such crimes, why not go after them
individually instead of going after their website? Why are the loyal corporations
trying to shut down the speech of some individuals? Because they are ‘inciting
violence’? That is ridiculous. The entire body of Marxist ideology is one long
and never-ending incitation to (revolutionary) violence, yet nobody has ever
tried to shut down all Marxist websites! Heck, the French national anthem is an
incitation to violence! Since when does “free speech” exclude the incitation to
violence?! Every single US President has made innumerable calls for violence
(Trump recently against the DPRK), and yet nobody is censoring them? Could
it be that the only reason The Daily Stormer is singled out is because it is
relatively/comparably weak/poor and unable to defend itself?

Next, let’s look at the insipid notion that the Nazis were some kind of
“horror of horrors”, some exceptionally evil phenomenon in human history and
that therefore they deserve some special and unique form of political
persecution. Here, again, let me get something immediately out of the way: I
consider the Nazis to have been an abhorrent gang of arrogant genocidal racist
maniacs. I do, I really do. I have *nothing* good to say about them. But what I
categorically reject is the notion that they were somehow worse than all the
other participants in WWIIL. Think of it, the Soviets? Peuhleeze! Just read
Trotsky’s “Terrorism and Communism” or Lenins “Lessons of the Moscow
Uprising’
genocidal maniacs! The Anglos? Need I remind everybody that the Anglos

>

if you have any doubts about the fact that the Bolsheviks were

committed a butchery unique in world history: the genocidal extermination of
all the ethnic groups of an entire continent (I call that a “pan-genocide”). How
about Hiroshima, Nagasaki or the genocidal bombings of civilians in Germany?

Yeah, I know, the Nazi genocide not only got a special name —the Holocaust, a
misnomer by the way —but their genocide is the only one that has a mandatory
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casualty figure attached to it: 6 million (do you know of ANY other genocide
which is always named along with an obligatory casualty figure? how about any
other genocide whose exact number of victims cannot be legally investigated?).
For seven decades now (actually, less, but nevermind that) we are told to
mantrically repeat “Holocaust 6 million, Holocaust 6 million, Holocaust 6
million”. Why? Could it be that the real crime of the Nazis was not that they
were genocidal maniacs, but that they lost WWII and that their (no less
genocidal) enemies got to write the history of that war?

Then, it is true that nowadays everybody hates Nazis. Some for the right
reasons (they were evil genocidal maniacs) and some for the wrong ones (they
believe the anti-Nazi propaganda of the Ziomedia). But whether this is for the
right or for the wrong reasons, most people hate Nazis. Not only that, but the
simple use of the words “Nazi” or “Hitler” immediately disconnects the (already
generally poor) critical/analytic capabilities of the vast majority of the people,
and that makes Nazis ideal villains. Could it be that the Nazis were singled out
for repression by the AngloZionist Empire because they were ideal villains,
“consensus villains” if you prefer?

I want to add here that even if we conclude that The Daily Stormer was
singled out because it was weak and unable to defend itself, if we also conclude
that the main crime of the Nazis was losing WWII and even if we conclude that
the Nazis are perfect “consensus villains” this is no way implies that the Nazis
were not every bit as bad as the imperial propaganda describes them. If I say
that a murderer is not a rapist, that in no way implies that this murderer is a fine
upstanding citizen since he still is a murderer. In the case of the Nazis this very
much applies. For example, even if the Nazis did not kill 6 million Jews in gas
chambers, it is established beyond any reasonable doubt, and not only by
propagandists, that the Nazi Einsatzgruppen murdered a huge number of
civilians. In fact, Raul Hilberg, probably the foremost expert on Nazi atrocities,
estimates that these units killed over 2 million people. So even if somebody
could prove that gas chambers and crematoria were never used to kill anybody,
this will not whitewash the Nazis from their atrocities.

[Sidebar: there is a paradox here. Jewish propagandists very
unwisely used the 6 million figure and the gas chambers +
crematoria to show that Nazis were monsters. Now the Nazi
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propagandists are flipping the argument around and they say that
since there is pretty good evidence that 6 million did not die and
that gas chambers and crematoria were never used for mass murder
of people, Nazis were snow-white pure doves who never committed
any kind of atrocities. They are both lying of course. There is, in
reality absolutely no need to stubbornly stick to the 6 million + gas
chambers + crematoria narrative, which are extremely dubious
claims, to establish that Nazis were genocidal monsters. After all,
even if the Nazis murdered “only” 2-3 million civilians using bullets,
disease, starvation and torture, that would still place them in the
same league as Pol Pot. But that is something which neither Jews
nor Nazis are willing to even look into; they stick to their own myths
in spite of all factual evidence].

I would note that there is another “consensus villain” out there which the
Empire loves to single out for fear and hatred: the pedophiles. Okay, before
somebody blows a coronary, let me also immediately and clearly state that I have
nothing but disgust for pedophiles. That is not the point.

The point is that the AngloZionist Empire designates “consensus villains” to
develop tools of repression (legal, technological, political, social) which then can
be used against everybody and anybody.

Creating consensus villains

Check out the little collage I did representing a “Nazi pedophile”:

The Nazi pedophile: the ideal consensus villain

What I am trying to show with this image is how powerful the emotional
response of each one of us is to an image combining a child in distress and Nazi
Swastikas. What this kind of image does is create an emotional tsunami which
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easily smashes through any critical, rational, skeptical or analytical barrier in the
brain of the person exposed to it. Though an image is probably stronger, the
words “Nazi” and “pedophile” often have the same effect: to make us stop
thinking and agree to anything to stop the putative Nazi and/or pedophiles. All
that’s left is to give a name like “Protecting Our Children from Pedophile Nazis
law” and you can pass anything, even laws justifying torture, arbitrary arrest or
daily mandatory cavity searches for the entire population.

Still dubious? Okay.

Then ask yourself the following question: how is it that in a society saturated
by pornography and in which homosexuals are slowly achieving what can only
be called a hero status, how is it that everybody is SO concerned by child
pornography? Seriously —do you *really* believe that anybody in our elites
actually cares about children? If yes, I have a collection of bridges to sell you at
unbeatable prices!

Of course our rulers don't give a damn about our kids: the only use they
have for our kids is to use them in the pedophile sex rings, that’s it (oh yes, while
pedophilia is a crime for the commoner, it is a universal status symbol for our
masters and overlords; Pizzagate anybody?). Ditto for pornography (the US
porn industry is far bigger than Hollywood) or morals (we are in the “God is
dead” post-Christian society, are we not?).

No, the pedophile has been singled out for the same reason as the Nazi:
not because they are bad (which they, of course, are!) but because they are
both easy, almost defenseless, targets and ideal ‘consensus villains’. Let me
repeat this: for the AngloZionist the function of pedophiles and Nazis is to
provide an ideal defenseless villain and their purpose is to make it possible to
create the tools used to oppress us all.

[Sidebar: To get a sense of how much Nazis have been demonized,
just look at this Wikipedia list of organizations advocating

pedophilia (this time I left the footnotes so you can check the
source)

International

* Ipce (formerly International Pedophile and Child Emancipation,
changed its name in 1998 to disassociate with the full name).
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Founded in the early 1990s; in 2005, it had 79 members in 20
countries.[1][2][3] The organization has websites available in

English,[4] French,[5] German,[6] and Spanish.[7]

Australia

* Australian Man/Boy Love Association (AMBLA).[8]

* Australian Paedophile Support Group (APSG). Founded in 1980
or 1983 according to other sources. It was succeeded by the Boy
Lovers and Zucchini Eaters (BLAZE), another group dismantled
by police.[9]

Belgium

* Dokumentatiedienst Pedofilie.[10]

* Centre de recherche et d’'information sur lenfance et la sexualité
(fr), 1982—1986. Founded by Philippe Charpentier. The group
published the magazine LEspoir.[11]

* Fach Und Selbsthilfegruppe Paedophilie. Founded at the early
1970s.[10]

*  Stiekum.[10]

* Studiegroep Pedofilie.[10] Defunct.

Canada

* Coalition Pédophile Québécois.[8]
* Fondation Nouvelle. Defunct.[1]

Denmark

* Danish Pedophile Association (DPA), 1985-2004. One of the most
important pedophile associations in Europe.[10][12

France

* Groupe de Recherche pour une Enfance Différente (GRED), 1979—
1987. The group published the bulletin Le Petit Gredin (The Little

Rogue).[10]
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Germany

See also: 1970s and 1980s pedophilia debate (in German)

* AG-Pido. Founded in 1991 by the association Arbeitsgruppe des
Bundesverbandes Homosexualitt.[8][13]

» Aktion Freis Leben (AFL).[8]

* Arbeitskreis Piderastie-Pidophilie (APF). Active in the early
1980s.[10]

* Arbeitsgemeinschaft Humane Sexualitdt (de) (AHS).

* Arbeitsgemeinschaft “Schwule, Piderasten und Transsexuelle”
(“working group ‘gays, pederasts and transsexuals™). Faction of
the German Green Party involved in pro-pedophile activism.[14]
[15][16][17] See de:Pidophilie-Debatte (Biindnis 90/Die Griinen)
(“Pedophilia Debate (Alliance ’90/The Greens”)

* Deutsche Studien- und Arbeitsgemeinschaft Pddophilie (DSAP).
1979-1983.[8]

* Fach und Selbsthilfegruppe Paedophilie.[8]

* Indianerkommune. Active from the 1970s through the mid-1980s.
[10] Self-defined as children’s liberation commune, strongly
identifying as pedophile, active late 1970s-late 1980s; according

to some authors there are several independent local groups active
in Germany today.[18]

* Kanalratten. Offshoot of the Indianerkommune but for female
pedophiles.[19]

* Kinderfriihling.[20]

*  Krumme 13 (K13), 1993—aktuell bis heute und im Internet
prasent.[21[[22

* Pidoguppe, Rat und Tat-Zentrum.[8]

* Pidophile Selbsthilfe- und Emanzipationsgruppe Miinchen (SHG).
[23] Founded in 1979.[24] Starting in 2003, police began raiding
its members, resulting in more than half a million items of child
pornography seized and multiple arrests.[25]

» Verein fiir sexuelle Gleichberechtigung. Founded in Munich. 1973—

1988[26]
»  Werkgruppe Pedophilie.[27]
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Italy

* Gruppo P. Founded in 1989 by Francesco Vallini.[28] Despite its
legitimate status, Vallini spent three years in prison for running a
criminal association. Despite this, the well-established gay
magazine Babilonia continues to employ Vallini, and to support
his ideas, although Gruppo P as such may be no more. The group
published the bulletin Corriere del pedofili.[29]

Netherlands

* Enclave Kring. Founded in the 1950s by the psychologist Frits
Bernard.[30]

* Jon. Founded in 1979 by the Dutch Society for Sexual Reform.[8]

* Party for Neighbourly Love, Freedom, and Diversity, 2006—2008.
Dutch political party that advocated lowering the legal age of

consent to 12 years old and legalizing child pornography.[31
» Vereniging Martijn. Founded in 1982. The most important

pedophile association in Europe. On 27 June 2012 a Dutch court
ruled that the group was illegal and ordered it to disband
immediately.[32] However this decision was overturned by a
higher court in April 2013. The judge motivated his or her
decision by stating that the club did not commit crimes and had
the right of freedom of association.[33] Nevertheless, on 27 June

2012 a Dutch court ruled that the group was illegal and ordered it
to disband immediately. This decision was overturned by a higher
court, which itself was overturned by The Dutch Supreme Court
on 18 April 2014, resulting in a final ban of the association. The
association filed an appeal at the European Court of Human
Rights but it was rejected. The group published the bulletin OK
Magazine.[34]

Norway

* Norwegian Pedophile Group.[27]
» Amnesty for Child Sexuality.[27]
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Switzerland
* Schweizerische Arbeitsgemeinschaft Pidophile.[10]

United Kingdom

* Paedophile Action for Liberation, 1974, merged with PIE in 1975.

10
*  Paedophile Information Exchange (PIE), 1974-1984. It was
affiliated to the National Council for Civil Liberties, now known

as Liberty, between 1978 and 1983, the year in which it was
expelled.[35] It published the magazines Magpie, Understanding
Paedophilia and Childhood Rights.[10][36

United States

* Childhood Sensuality Circle (CSC). Founded in 1971 in San Diego
(California) by a student of Wilhelm Reich.[10]

* North American Man/Boy Love Association (NAMBLA). 1978—
present. Considered to be largely defunct.[37][38

* Pedophile Information Society.[39]

* Project Truth. One of the organizations which was expulsed from
ILGA in 1994 as a pedophile organization.[3] Defunct.

* René Guyon Society. Possibly fictitious. Its slogan was “sex before
eight, or it’s too late”[27]

Noticed something interesting? These pedophile organizations
ALL have their websites. And yet nobody in the
doubleplusgoodthinking community has even tried to shut them
down, nevermind systematically persecuting them like The Daily
Stormer! Why is that? Are Nazis so much worse than even
pedophiles?]

There is also another particularly toxic side-effect for creating “consensus
villains”: it makes it easy for non-consensus villains to hide. Lets take a very
simple example: the so-called “Holocaust” It is often said that there is a need
for, I kid you not, “Holocaust education” to make absolutely sure that “such an
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abomination does not happen again” Not happen again?! It never stopped!!!

The decolonization of Africa was a bloodbath, US wars in Korea and Vietnam
killed millions of people, as did the US sponsored civil war in Indonesia. The
Cambodian genocide, the Bangladesh war of Independence, Mozambican Civil
War —all saw millions of people murdered. More recently, the Soviet invasion of
Afghanistan, the genocide in Rwanda, the US occupation of Irag, the 2nd Congo
war —they all killed several million people. It is obscene, grotesque and
outrageous to say “never again” if in reality it never stopped. Or let’s take the
example of pedophilia: I am absolutely convinced that the Empire publicly
persecutes pedophiles only because it refuses to look at the horrors the porn
industry generates, not only amongst its “performers”, but in the millions of
individuals and families it affects (and if you think that these are the paranoid
ravings of a prudish Christian fundamentalist, just read this article and wake up
to the real world! I also highly recommend the second chapter “The Illusion of
Love” in Chris Hedges wonderful book “Empire of Illusion: The End of Literacy

and the Triumph of Spectacle” which I consider to be a “must read” to

understand the United State’s society).

The horrible truth is that neither Nazis nor pedophiles are in any way
exceptional. They are just the typical products of a world gone mad with
arrogance, hatred and maniacal perversion. You don't just do away with any and
all forms of spirituality, with any sense of the sacred or absolute, and not pay the
consequences of that kind of folly. The condemnation of Nazis and pedophiles
is just a particularly hypocritical form of virtue-signaling by forces and
individuals which are every bit as evil and perverted as the Nazis and pedophiles
which they so vehemently denounce and condemn. We should not let the tree
hide the forest, and neither should we allow one SOB to hide a multitude of
other SOBs.

Subcontracting the repression of free speech to private contractors

What is taking place right now is that the Neocons have found a clever way
to circumvent the constitutional guarantees (such as the First Amendment) by
privatizing the repression of free speech. This is really nothing new: the
Pentagon has been waging illegal wars by using “private contractors” just as the
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“3 letter” agencies have been illegally spying on us by also using private
intelligence companies. Now the Neocons are using the private sector to crack
down on our freedoms: ain’t capitalism just wonderful?!

Let’s take the example of the The Daily Stormer again: if the US government
had barred The Daily Stormer from having a website or from using email, the
ACLU would have been up in arms. But since this is done by the private sector
and not by the government, the ACLU has absolutely nothing to say. Why?
Because the “terms of service” (which nobody ever reads) give IT companies
practically limitless power to do what they want with your data and the power to
deny you any and all of their services. To use Google (or any other IT
company’s services) is not a right. That’s that simple.

The key problem here is that, taking the example of the The Daily Stormer,
Godaddy+Google+YouTube+Facebook pretty much *is* the Internet. Oh sure,
right now The Daily Stormer is hiding in the “dark web” (at
http://dstormer6em3i4km.onion/) and can only be accessed by using a Tor

router and where it is not indexed by search engines (also, at the time of writing,
it is also located here: https://dailystormer.al/ but God only knows for how

long). But this is irrelevant. The Empire does not give a damn about what
happens in some remote corner of the Internet, it only cares about being able to
control what happens in about 90% of the Internet, and that 90% is controlled by
a relatively short list of loyal corporations which are more than happy to do the
Empire’s bidding even without a court order.

It now also appears that, at least according to the Wikipedia article above,
Anonymous is willing to act as the Empire’s enforcer. Of course, this might be
the NSA pretending to be Anonymous. We will never know.

This was inevitable I would add. The Founding Fathers crafted the US
Constitution (and other legal instruments) to protect the people from
government abuse. They could never have imagined that the ruling elites would
dismantle as much of the government as possible (mostly the most useful parts)
and replace it with private corporations. US civil right leaders were so obsessed
with Uncle Sam that they never even noticed how the US corporate world
quietly and legally enslaved them, on behalf of the ‘deep state] of course, whose
main component today are the Neocons.

So what must we do about this?
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The liberation of our minds and of the technologies we use

I think that we must accept the Neocons’ conceptual challenge: they are
literally daring us to oppose the persecution of Nazis and pedophiles. We,
therefore, must do exactly that —try to make it impossible for the Neocons to
persecute the Nazis and the pedophiles. Not for their sake, of course, but for
*ours*! Because if the Empire can do this to the Nazis, then the Empire can do it
to anybody next. Truly, “first they came for the Nazis and pedophiles”...

[Sidebar: seventy two years after the end of WWII, the tables have
been fully turned, and now the famous verses by Pastor Niemoller
should begin with “First they came for the Nazis and pedophiles”. I
can imagine how absolutely appalled Pastor Niemoller would be if
he found out that his famous anti-Nazis words are now being used
to defend the freedoms of Nazis and pedophiles. He would be
appalled, yes, and saddened, but I am sure that he would also
understand and agree.]

I submit that it is high time for all of us to refuse to be treated like laboratory
rats who are trained by operant conditioning to worship X (Barack Obama) and

loathe Y (Nazis). Nazis and pedophiles fully deserve our disgust and rejection,
but not because we have been brainwashed to hate them, not because they
represent some kind of ‘super-evil, but simply because they truly are abhorrent.
Those who want to brainwash us into hating them don’t trust us to come to that
conclusion without brainwashing and that, I submit, is very offensive and
demeaning for us. We need to tell those who would have us terminally
brainwashed that we can come to our own conclusions, thank you very much,
and that they can keep their brainwashing to themselves.

Besides liberating us for the ideological yoke imposed on us by the imperial
propaganda machine, there are also technological issues which need to be
looked into. For example, having a website and using encrypted emails. We all
need this, right? Except that now, this might be a very hard thing to find. What
it there was a corporation out there which would openly declare that this
corporation’s services would not be denied to anybody for any reasons? What if
a corporation declared, on principle, that Nazis, pedophiles and terrorists
accounts would never be closed or otherwise compromised? Would that not be
exactly the corporation you would want to open an account with?
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First, let’s be realistic and not ask any service provider to ignore a court
order. In the abstract, that could be very noble, but not very realistic. However,
our first condition could be that the service provider would only close down or
otherwise limit our account if given a legal court order. Terms of service which
would include that provision could, in theory, make even the United States a
fairly safe jurisdiction. Switzerland or Iceland would be even better.

I don't know if this is technically feasible, but it would be even better if the
service provider made it technically impossible for itself to shut down an
account. There have been some steps taken towards this kind of setup. For
example, Protonmail encrypts the user inbox in such a way that even if a Swiss
court ordered Protonmail to produce a user’s inbox contents Protonmail would
only be able to hand over highly encrypted files but not the plaintext. This
makes me wonder if it would be possible to have one authority (the service
provider) deal with the creation of one account but that this account, once
created, would be technically impossible to close down for the service provider.
What if that account was hosted on a P2P network or if the credentials to create
an account were insufficient to close it down? I don’t know, I am just thinking out
loud here. Any opinions?

Second, the corporate headquarters, financial assets and servers would have
to be located in fairly safe jurisdictions. Protonmail has its corporate
headquarters and bank accounts in Switzerland (their servers are distributed,
some are even in Israel, sigh...). Maybe it would be better to separate them all
in different jurisdictions? Distributed jurisdictions maybe?

[Sidebar: here I have to admit to my great regret and shame that
Russia under Putin is no better than the USA and, frankly, Russia
is even worse in many aspects. The sad reality is that the Russian
government, under the pious pretext of anti-terrorism, has passed
many freedom and privacy crushing laws and that the legal
guarantees offered to free speech in Russia are close to zero. Yeah,
*right now* there is a good guy in power, but if tomorrow, God
forbid, some kind of “Eltsinoid” comes to power there is nothing
preventing the Russian government from totally banning
encryption, shutting down “politically incorrect” websites, etc. The
same goes for Iran and China, by the way. I am personally lucky that

Page 168 of 813



my blog is not blocked in Iran —yes, I had this checked —but many
others are. China might be the worst offender of them all: they now
want to introduce the mandatory registration of passport data for

each person using any social media! This is paradoxical, but the

countries who are at the forefront of the resistance to the
AngloZionist Empire have even less of a culture of freedom,
especially on the Internet, than the USA or most EU countries.
This is very bad news for us because that means that we are probably
more likely to find a solution to our problems in the West than we
are in countries such as Russia, Iran or China. It is quite telling (see
above) that Roskomnadzor instead of providing a safe haven in
Russia for The Daily Stormer actually demanded (and obtained) that
their Russian domain be shut down. Shame on Russia, is all I can
say!]

Will such a service provider ever be created? I want to hope that yes. I was

tremendously encouraged by the reaction of the Electronic Frontier Foundation

(see here for full text) which strongly condemned the actions of the loyal

corporations and who clearly said:

Protecting free speech is not something we do because we agree with

all of the speech that gets protected. We do it because we believe that
no one—not the government and not private commercial enterprises
—should decide who gets to speak and who doesn’t.

God bless their hearts! I am proud to be a member of the EFF.

The Free Software Foundation (FSF), of which I am also a member, might

have to come up with the technology to guarantee that nobody, including
“consensus villains” is stripped of the right to present ideas or to securely
communicate.

I can hear the objection “what about the terrorists?” To this I would reply

two things:

1. As far as I know, all terrorists are state-sponsored.
2. Terrorists can *easily* bypass any forms of state control (mostly by
not revealing which email accounts they use).
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So this “we will give the terrorists the means to communicate” is a total
canard.

As a tool for freedom, the Internet has truly been fantastic. But we also have
to recognize that it has its weak points, especially its “points of entry” (the so-
called Network Access Points or NAPs) and domain name registration

mechanism (via ICANN). Governments cannot shut down the Internet.
Government and the private sector together probably can.

And then there is the problem of search engines. Right now Google reigns
supreme, and the runner-up (Yandex) is very much focused on the Russian
Internet. There are plenty of other search engines, but none of them offer any
guarantees of being a-political. Yet again, this is a challenge for the free software
community which will have to come up with a solution, but this will take time.

Preempting some inevitable accusations

Did you notice how many times in this article I had to go out of my way to
preempt the accusation that I have some kind of sympathy for the Nazis? Well, I
am pretty sure that some dimwit will try to post a comment accusing me of
being a Nazi anyway. When that happens, please consider it an example of how
easily the word “Nazi” turns brains into mush. Some will also accuse me of
being a crypto-Nazi (or something to the same effect) not because they really
believe that, but because they will lack any logical and fact based arguments to
dispute my points. They will hope that the “Nazi” label will serve to simply
remove my arguments from the awareness of the well-conditioned readers.
Finally, there will also be the inevitable “offended Nazis” who will be absolutely
outraged that a guy who dares question the 6 million + gas chambers +
crematoria ALSO calls Nazis evil racist genocidal maniacs (they also hate it
when I speak of Ukronazis —apparently the fact that there are plenty of Jews in
the Ukie leadership is evidence that the Ukronazis are not Nazis. Makes me
wonder if these guys realize how much Nazis and Zionists are alike or whether
they dont understand that the Israeli government is, ideologically speaking,
simply a Jewish version National-Socialist ideas, policies and even methods).
That kind of arguments usually begin with “it sounds like” or “in other words”
or “so what you are saying” etc. My reply is simple: I wrote what I wrote. If I
wanted to write something different, I would have. So, please, spare us the usual
“creative paraphrasing” of what it actually says.

Page 170 of 813


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ICANN
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Network_access_point

Conclusion: the last groups of resistance

The current hysteria around the Alt-Right, the Daily Stormer or Trump as
the “KKK Candidate” are not just the result of the corporate media being
controlled by sensationalist idiots. This is a deliberate strategic psyop campaign
whose aim is to topple Trump and crackdown on the legitimate aspirations of
millions of Americans who simply want their country back. It all began by a

color revolution against Trump, followed by a successful coup and now the
Neocons are turning their attention to us, the regular people. In their sick
minds, if we are not brainwashed Clintonbots then we are all neo-Nazis of some
kind. For them, the Daily Stormer or the Alt-Right are just the evidence and the
pretext they need to crack-down on our civil liberties and human rights. To
make things worse, the so-called Left (I say “so-called” because, let me tell you,
there is no real Left in the USA, only ignorant dumbasses who would call
Obama a Socialist!) has totally failed to understand that “first they came for the
Alt-Right” and, instead, they participate in the “Trump is a racist” campaign.
Frankly, I find the US liberals beyond any hope, terminally brain-dead, and
politically they are idiots at the service of the Neocons. We all know where the
Neocons stand. So that leaves only two groups who are still capable of thought
and these are the paleoconservatives and the libertarians. They are not exactly
my cup of tea with their economic ideas and myths, but that really is irrelevant
at this point. What matters is that they are the last ones standing for the
following basic principles:
1. Support for Constitutional freedoms and civil rights

2. Opposition to empire and foreign wars

3. Resistance against the social and political agenda of the “coalition of

minorities*

I think that by now most paleoconservatives and libertarians have
understood that “the Trump presidency is over” as Bannon put it. Trump is a
crushed and neutered intellectual midget in the hands of the Neocons. But what
Trump stood for during his election still deserves to be fought for. Forget the

man, but remember the values, the ideas, the principles which got him elected.

These values are all that stands between us and a life of servitude to the Neocons
and their AngloZionist Empire. This is also all that stands between mankind
and a possible world war.
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[Sidebar: to my (real) Leftist friends: no, I am not endorsing the
political views of the paleoconservatives or the libertarians. But I
am saying that in the US context these are the only two political forces
left which are mentally capable of resistance. As 1 said, there is no real
organized Left north of the Rio Grande, sorry. And, before you ask,
the Antifa who are just dumb tools in the hands of the Neocons.

Yes, there are some real Leftist individuals in the USA, surprisingly
many I would say, but nothing organized, no movement. Thisisa
disaster and a tragedy, but this is also the sad reality.]

What the Neocon propaganda machine has been doing is to try to place the
paleoconservatives and the libertarians into either the category “Putin agent”
(Ron Paul) or Nazi (Pat Buchanan). If they succeed, then it’s really the end,

folks.

The Saker
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Make no mistake, the latest US thuggery is a sign of
weakness, not strength

September 03, 2017

For a while already the Russian diplomats have been openly saying that their
American counterparts are HelOrOBOPOCIIOCOOHBI Or “non-agreement capable”
This all began under Obama, when Kerry flew to meet with Lavrov and declared
A, then flew back to Washington, DC and declared ‘B> Then there were the
cases in Syria when the US agreed to a deal only to break that very same deal in
less than 24 hours. That’s when the Russians openly began to say that their US
colleagues are rank amateurs who lack even the basic professionalism to get
anything done.

Now the US has slipped even lower: the Russians speak of US “hellish

>

buffoonery” and “stupid thuggery”.
Wow!

For the normally hyper-diplomatic Russians, this kind of language is
absolutely unheard of, this has never ever happened before. You could say that
the Russians are naive, but they believe that their diplomats should always be,
well, diplomatic, and that public expressions of disgust are just not something a
diplomat does. Even more telling is rather than call the Americans “evil” or
“devious’, they openly express their total contempt for them, calling them stupid,
incompetent, uneducated and their actions unlawful (read Maria Zakharova’s

statement to that effect on Facebook).

So let me explain what is happening here - how the Russians interpreted the
latest US thuggery concerning the Russian Consulate in San Francisco and the
Russian diplomatic annexes in Washington and New York.

First, the Russians fully expected the Americans to retaliate after the Russian
expulsion of US diplomatic personnel in Russia. That, by itself, is not the
problem. The Russians understand that Trump is a cornered and weak
President, that he has to show how “tough” he is. Sure, they smile, but they
think that this is ‘fair game. The Russians also know that, as a country, the USA
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cannot accept the biggest reduction in US diplomatic personnel in history
without reacting. Again, they don't necessarily like it, but they think that this is
‘fair game’

You know what really triggered the Russians off? The fact that the
Americans gave them only 2 days to vacate the premises they would seize, and
that they organized some kind of bizarre search operation. Let me immediately
explain that this is not a case of ruffled feathers by the Russians, not at all. But
here is how they would think about it:

“Why would they give us only 2 days? Do they really think that we
cannot clear the premises from anything sensitive in 60 minutes if
needed? Or are they actually trying to inconvenience our personnel?
If so, do they really think that we are going to break out in hysterics?
Do the Americans really think that they will find something? What?
Papers proving that Trump is our agent? Maybe a hidden nuclear

device? Or the computers we used to hack in every server in the
USA?”

To a Russian, these questions can only have one answer: of course not. So
what is going on here? And then there is the only possible explanation left:

“We beat them in Syria, we are beating them in the Ukraine, they lost
Afghanistan, they lost Iraq, their Navy apparently does not know how
to use a radar, their soldiers are terrified to fight somebody capable of
resistance, they failed to impress not only China, but even the North
Koreans who are openly laughing at them. Hezbollah laughs at them.
Even Venezuela refuses to be scared! The Iranians openly threaten
them with consequences if they back out of the deal they signed. Even
Pakistan is openly expressing its disgust with the USA. Ditto for
Turkey. Heck —the Americans are losing on all fronts and the very
best they can do is try to feel good about illegally harassing our
diplomatic personnel! Pathetic, lame, losers!”

And they are 100% correct.

The latest US thuggery against Russian diplomats is as stupid as it is
senseless. I think that US diplomats of the era of James Baker must be absolutely
mortified to see the kind of idiocy their successors are now engaging in.
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This is also the end of Rex Tillerson. The poor man now has only two
options left: resign (that would be the honorable thing to do) or stay and
become another castrated eunuch unable to even deal with the likes of Nikki
Haley, nevermind the North Koreans!

A “spokesperson” for the White House declared that Trump personally
ordered the latest thuggery. Okay, that means one of two thing: either Trump is
so weak that he cannot even fire a lying spokesperson or that he has now fallen
so low as to order the “thug life” behavior of the State Department. Either way;, it
is a disgrace.

This is also really scary. The combination of, on one hand, spineless
subservience to the Neocons with intellectual mediocrity, a gross lack of
professionalism and the kind of petty thuggery normally associated with street
gangs and, on the other hand, nuclear weapons is very scary. In the mean time,
the other nuclear armed crazies have just declared that they have a
thermonuclear device which they apparently tested yesterday just to show their
contempt for Trump and his general minions. I don't think that they have a
hydrogen bomb. I don’t think that they have a real ICBM. I don’t even think that
they have real (usable) nuclear warheads. But what if I am wrong? What if they
did get a lot of what they claim to have today —such as rocket engines —from the
Ukies?

In one corner, the Outstanding Leader, Brilliant Comrade, Young Master
and Great Successor, Kim Jong-un and in the other, The Donald, Grab them by
the xxxxx and Make ‘Merica Great, the Grand Covfefe Donald Trump. Both
armed with nukes.

Scary, scary shit. Really scary.

But even more scary and depressing is that the stronger man of the two is
beyond any doubt Kim Jong-un.

All I see in the White House are vacancy signs.

The Saker
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Letter to my American friends

September 16, 2017

Introduction by the Saker: During my recent hurricane-induced
evacuation from Florida, I had the pleasure to see some good friends
of mine (White Russian emigrés and American Jews who now consider
themselves American and who fully buy into the official propaganda
about the USA) who sincerely think of themselves as liberals,
progressives and anti-imperialists. These are kind, decent and sincere
people, but during our meeting they made a number of statements
which completely contradicted their professed views. After writing this
letter to them I realized that there might be many more people out
there who, like myself, are desperately trying to open the eye of good
but completely mislead people about the reality of Empire. I am
sharing this letter in the hope that it might maybe offer a few useful
talking points to others in their efforts to open the eyes of their friends
and relatives.

Dear friends:
During our conversation you stated the following:

1. The USA needs a military

2. One of the reasons why the USA needs a military are regimes like the
North Korean one

3. The USA has a right to intervene outside its borders on a) pragmatic and
b) moral grounds

4. During WWII the USA “saved Europe” and acquired a moral right to
“protect” other friends and allies

5. The Allies (USSR-US-UK) were morally superior to the Nazis

6. The Americans brought peace, prosperity and freedom to Europe.

7. Yes, mistakes were made, but this is hardly a reason to forsake the right

to intervene
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I believe that all seven of these theses are demonstratively false, fallacies
based on profoundly mistaken assumptions and that they all can be debunked
by common sense and indisputable facts.

But first, let me tackle the Delphic maxim “know thyself” as it is, I believe,
central to our discussion. For all our differences I think that there are a number
of things which you would agree to consider as axiomatically true, including
that Germans, Russians, Americans and others are roughly of equal intelligence.
They also are roughly equally capable of critical thinking, personal investigation
and education. Right? Yet, you will also agree that during the Nazi regime in
Germany Germans were very effectively propagandized and that Russians in
Soviet Russia were also effectively propagandized by their own propaganda
machine. Right? Do you have any reason to suppose that we are somehow
smarter or better than those propagandized Germans and Russians and had we
been in their place we would have immediately seen through the lies? Could it
be that we today are maybe also not seeing through the lies we are being told?

It is also undeniable that the history of WWII was written by the victors of
WWIL. This is true of all wars —defeated regimes don’t get to freely present their
version of history. Had the Nazis won WWII, we would all have been treated to
a dramatically different narrative of what took place. Crucially, had the Nazis
won WWII, there is absolutely no reason whatsoever to believe that the German
people would have shown much skepticism about the version of history
presented in their schools. Not only that, but I would submit that most Germans
would also believe that they were free people and that the regime they live under
was a benevolent one.

You doubt that?

Just think of the number of Germans who declared that they had no idea
how bad the Nazi regime really was. Even Hitler’s personal secretary, Traudl
Junge, used that excuse to explain how she could have worked for so many years
with Hitler and even like him so much. There is an American expression which
says “where I sit is where I stand”. Well, may I ask —where are we sittting and are
we so sure that we have an independent opinion which is not defined by where
we sit (geographically, politically, socially and even professionally)?
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You might ask about all the victims of the Nazi regime, would they not be
able to present their witness to the German people and the likes of Traudl Junge?
Of course not: the dead don't speak very much, and their murderers rarely do
(lest they themselves end up dead). Oh sure, there would be all sorts of
dissidents and political activists who would know the truth, but the
“mainstream” consensus under a victorious Nazi Germany would be that Hitler
and the Nazis liberated Europe from the Judeo-Bolshevik hordes and the Anglo-
Masonic capitalists.

This is not something unique to Germany, by the way. If you take the
Russian population today, it has many more descendants of executioners than
descendants of executed people and this is hardly a surprise since dead people
don't reproduce. As a result, the modern Russian historiography is heavily
skewed towards whitewashing the Soviet crimes and atrocities. To some degree
this is a good thing, because it counteracts decades of US anti-Soviet
propaganda, but it often goes too far and ends up minimizing the actual human
cost of the Bolshevik experiment in Russia.

So how do the USA compare to Germany and Russia in this context?

Most Americans trust the version of history presented to them by their own
“mainstream”. Why? How is their situation objectively different from the
situation of Germans in a victorious Third Reich? Our modern narrative of
WWII was also written by victors, victors who had a vested reason in
demonizing all the other sides (Nazis and Soviets) while presenting us with a
heroic tale of liberation. And here is the question which ought to really haunt us
at night: what if we had been born not Russians and Jews after a Nazi defeat but
if we had been born Germans after an Allied defeat in WWII? Would we have
been able to show enough skepticism and courage to doubt the myths we were
raised with? Or would we also be doubleplusgoodthinking little Nazis, all happy
and proud to have defeated the evil Judeo-Bolshevik hordes and the Anglo-
Masonic capitalists?

Oh sure, Hitler considered Jews as parasites which had to be exiled and,
later, exterminated and he saw Russians as subhumans which needed to be put
to work for the Germanic Master Race and whose intelligentsia also needed to
be exterminated. No wonder that we, Jews and Russians, don't particularly care
for that kind of genocidal racist views. But surely we can be humans before
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being Jews and Russians, and we can accept that what is bad for us is not
necessarily bad for others. Sure, Hitler was bad news for Jews and Russians, but
was he really so bad news for “pure” (Aryan Germanic) Germans? More
importantly, if we had been born “pure” Germans, would we have have cared a
whole lot about Jews and Russians? I sure hope so, but I have my doubts. I don't
recall any of us shedding many tears about the poly-genocided (a word I coined
for a unique phenomenon in history: the genocide of all the ethnicities of an
entire continent!) Native Americans! I dare say that we are a lot more prone to
whining about the “Holocaust” or “Stalinism”, even though neither of them ever
affected us personally, (only our families and ethnicity) than about the poly-
genocide of Native Americans. I very much doubt that our whining priorities
would have been the same if our ethnicity had been Lakota or Comanche.
Again, I hope that I am wrong. But I am not so sure.

Either way, my point is this:

We are hard-coded to be credulous and uncritically accept all the
demonization of Nazis and Soviets because we are Jews and White Russians.
Careful here, I am NOT saying that the Nazis and Soviets were not evil —they
definitely were —but what I am saying is that we, Jews and Russians, are far more
willing to accept and endorse any version of history which makes the Nazis and
Soviets some kind of exceptionally evil people and that, in contrast, we almost
instinctively reject any notion that “our” side (in this case I mean *your* side,
the American one since you, unlike me, consider yourselves American) was just
as bad (if only because your side never murdered Jews and Russians). So lets
look at this “our/your side” for a few minutes.

By the time the USA entered WWII it had already committed the worse
crime in human history, the poly-genocide of an entire continent, followed by
the completely illegal and brutal annexation of the lands stolen from the Native
Americans. Truly, Hitler would have been proud. But that is hardly all, the
Anglo invaders then proceeded to wage another illegal and brutal war of
annexation against Mexico from which they stole a huge chunk of land which
includes modern Texas, California, Nevada, Utah, Arizona and New Mexico!
Yes, all this land was illegally occupied and stolen by your side not once, but
TWICE! And do I even need to mention the horrors of slavery to add to the
“moral tally” of your side by the time the US entered the war? Right there I think
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that there is more than enough evidence that your side was morally worse than
either the Nazis or the Soviets. The entire history of the USA is one of endless
violence, plunder, hypocrisy, exploitation, imperialism, oppression and wars.
Endless wars of aggression. None of them defensive by any stretch of the
imagination. That is quite unique in human history. Can you think of a nastier,
more bloodthirsty regime? I can't.

Should I even mention the British “atrocities tally”, ranging from opium
wars, to the invention of concentration camps, to the creation of Apartheid, the
horrors of the occupation of Ireland, etc. etc. etc.?

I can just hear you say that yes, this was horrible, but that does not change
the fact that in WWII the USA “saved Europe”. But is that really so?

To substantiate my position, I have put together a separate PDF file which
lists 5 sources, 3 in English, 2 in Russian. You can download it here:

https://drive.google.com/open?id=0ByibNV3SiUooWEXxTNGhMTGF5azQ

I have translated the key excerpts of the Russian sources and I am presenting

them along with the key excerpts of the English sources. Please take a look at
this PDF and, if you can, please read the full original articles I quote. I have
stressed in bold red the key conclusions of these sources. You will notice that
there are some variations in the figures, but the conclusions are, I think,
undeniable. The historical record show that:

1. The Soviet Union can be credited with the destruction of roughly 80% of
the Nazi military machine. The US-UK correspondingly can be credited
with no more than 20% of the Allied war effort.

2. The scale and scope of the battles on the Eastern Front completely dwarf
the biggest battles on the Western Front. Battles in the West involved
Divisions and Brigades, in the East they involved Armies and Groups of
Armies. That is at least one order of magnitude of difference.

3. The USA only entered the war a year after Stalingrad and the Kursk
battle when it was absolutely clear that the Nazis would lose the war.

The truth is that the Americans only entered the war when it was clear that
the Nazis would be defeated and that their real motive was not the “liberation of
oppressed Europe” but to prevent the Soviets from occupying all of Europe. The
Americans never gave a damn about the mass murder of Jews or Russians, all
they cared about was a massive land-grab (yet again).
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[Sidebar: By the way, and lest you think that I claim that only
Americans act this way, here is another set of interesting dates:

Nuclear bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki: August 6 and 9, 1945

Soviet Manchurian Strategic Offensive Operation: August 920,
1945

We can clearly see the same pattern here: the Soviets waited until it
was absolutely certain that the USA had defeated the Japanese
empire before striking it themselves. It is also worth noting that it
took the Soviets only 10 days to defeat the entire Kwantung Army,
the most prestigious Army of the Japanese Empire with over one
million well-trained and well-equipped soldiers! That should tell
you a little something about the kind of military machine the Soviet
Union had developed in the course of the war against Nazi Germany
(see here for a superb US study of this military operation)]

Did the Americans bring peace and prosperity to western Europe?

To western Europe, to some degree yes, and that is because was easy for
them: they ended the war almost “fresh”, their (stolen) homeland did not suffer
the horrors of war and so, yes, they could bring in peanut butter, cigarettes and
other material goods. They also made sure that Western Europe would become
an immense market for US goods and services and that European resources
would be made available to the US Empire, especially against the Soviet Union.
And how did they finance this “generosity”? By robbing the so-called Third
World blind, that’s all. Is that something to be proud of? Did Lenin not warn as
early as 1917 that “imperialism is the highest stage of capitalism”? The wealth of
Western Europe was built by the abject poverty of the millions of Africans,
Asians and Latin Americas.

But what about the future of Europe and the European people?

There a number of things upon which the Anglos and Stalin did agree to at
the end of WWII: The four Ds: denazification, disarmament, demilitarisation,
and democratisation of a united Germany and reparations to rebuild the USSR.
Yes, Stalin wanted a united, neutral Germany. As soon as the war ended,
however, the Anglos reneged on all of these promises: they created a heavily
militarized West Germany, they immediately recruited thousands of top Nazi
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officials for their intelligence services, their rocket program and to subvert the
Soviet Union. Worse, they immediately developed plans to attack the Soviet
Union. Right at the end of the WWII, Anglo powers had at least THREE plans
to wage war on the USSR: Operation Dropshot, Plan Totality and Operation

Unthinkable. Here are some basic reminders from Wikipedia about what these
operations were about:

Operation Dropshot: included mission profiles that would have used 300
nuclear bombs and 29,000 high-explosive bombs on 200 targets in 100 cities
and towns to wipe out 85% of the Soviet Union’s industrial potential at a single
stroke. Between 75 and 100 of the 300 nuclear weapons were targeted to destroy
Soviet combat aircraft on the ground.

Plan Totality: earmarked 20 Soviet cities for obliteration in a first strike:
Moscow, Gorki, Kuybyshev, Sverdlovsk, Novosibirsk, Omsk, Saratov, Kazan,
Leningrad, Baku, Tashkent, Chelyabinsk, Nizhny Tagil, Magnitogorsk, Molotov,
Thilisi, Stalinsk, Grozny, Irkutsk, and Yaroslavl.

Operation Unthinkable: assumed a surprise attack by up to 47 British and
American divisions in the area of Dresden, in the middle of Soviet lines. This
represented almost a half of roughly 100 divisions (ca. 2.5 million men) available
to the British, American and Canadian headquarters at that time. (...) The
majority of any offensive operation would have been undertaken by American
and British forces, as well as Polish forces and up to 100,000 German
Wehrmacht soldiers.

[Were you aware of these? If not, do you now wonder why?]

I am not making these things up, you can look it up for yourself on
Wikipedia and elsewhere. This is the Anglo idea of how you deal with Russian
“allies”: you stab them in the back with a surprise nuclear attack, you obliterate
most of their cities and you launch the Nazi Wehrmacht against them.

I won't even go into the creation of NATO (before the WTO —known in the
West as the “Warsaw Pact” —was created in response) or such petty crimes as
false flag terrorist attack (Operation Gladio).

[Have you ever heard of Operation Gladio or the August 1980
“Bologna massacre”, the bombing of the Bologna train station by
NATO secret terrorist forces, a false-flag terrorist attack (85 dead,
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over 200 wounded) designed to discredit the Communist Party of
Italy? If not —do you now wonder why you never heard of this?]

The sad reality is that the US intervention in Europe was a simple land-grab,
that the Cold War was an Anglo creation, as was the partition of Europe, and
that since WWII the USA always treated Europe as a colony from which to fight
the “Communist” threat (i.e. Russia).

But, let’s say that I am all wrong. For argument’s sake. Let’s pretend that the
kind-hearted Americans came to Europe to free the European people. They
heroically defeated Hitler and brought (Western) Europe peace, prosperity,
freedom, happiness, etc. etc. etc.

Does this good deed give the USA a license for future interventions? You
both mentioned WWII as an example and a justification for the need for the
USA to maintain a military large enough to counter regimes such as the North
Korean one, right? So, let me ask again,

Does the fact that the USA altruistically, kindly and heroically liberated
Europe from both the Nazis and the Soviets now grant the moral legitimacy to
other, subsequent, US military interventions against other abhorrent, aggressive
or evil regimes/countries out there?

If you reply “no” —then why did you mention it as a justification?

If you reply “yes” —then please forgive me for being so obtuse and ask you
for how long this “license to militarily intervene” remains valid? One year? Five
years? Maybe ten or even seventy years? Or maybe this license grants such a
moral right to the USA ad aeternam, forever? Seriously, if the USA did liberate
Europe and bring it peace and happiness, are we to assume that this will remain
true forever and everywhere?

I also want to ask you this: let’s say, for the argument’s sake, that the moral
license given by the US participation in the war in Europe is, truly, forever. Let’s
just assume that, okay? But let me ask you this: could it be revoked (morally,
conceptually)? Say the USA did something absolutely wonderful in Europe.
What about the subsequent horrors in southeast Asia, Latin America or the
Middle-East. How many murdered, maimed, occupied, terrorized, bombed and
otherwise genocided “non-West Europeans” would it take to outweigh the
putatively “happily liberated” Europeans which, according to you, grant the USA
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the license to intervene? Even if the US in Europe was all noble and pure, do the
following seventy years of evil mass murder worldwide really count for nothing
or does there come a point were “enough is enough” and the license can be
revoked, morally speaking, by people like us, like you?

May I point out to you that your words spoken in defense of a supposed
need for the USA to maintain a military capable of overseas operations strongly
suggest that you believe that the USA has a moral right (if not a duty!) to
conduct such operations, which means that the post WWII atrocity-tally of the
USA is not, in your opinion, sufficient to elicit a “enough is enough” reaction in
you. Are you sure that you are comfortable with this stance?

In theory, there could be another reason to revoke such a moral license.
After all, one can have the moral right to do something, but not necessarily the
capability to do so. If I see somebody drowning in a flood, I most certainly have
the moral right to jump in the water and try to save this person, do I not? But
that does not mean that I have the strength or skills to do so. Right? So when
you say that the USA needs to maintain a military capable of protecting friends
and allies from rogue and dangerous regimes like the one in North Korea, you
do imply that besides having the right to extend such a protection the USA also
has the capabilities and the expertise to do so?

Really?
And what is the evidence for that, may I ask?!

I asked you to name me a single successful US military intervention since
WWII and you could name none. Good! I agree with you. The reality is that
every single US military operation since WWII has resulted in a disaster either
on the humanitarian, political and military level (often on all of them
combined). Even Grenada was a total (military) failure! Also, do you see who
sits in the White House today? Do you really want The Donald in charge of
protecting “our friends and allies” and are you confident that he has the skillset
needed to do this competently? Or Hillary for that matter? Even Sanders has a
record of defending catastrophic military operations, such as the Israeli invasion
of Lebanon in 2006 which, you guessed it (or not), ended in abject defeat for the
Israelis and untold civilian horrors in Lebanon. But forget the President, take a
look at US generals —do they inspire in you the belief that they are the kind of
people who can be trusted to skillfully execute a military intervention inspired
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by moral and ethical reasons?! What about US “Congresspersons”? Would you
trust them? So where do you see honest and competent “saviors of others” in the
US polity?

Did you notice that there was no Islamic State in Iraq before the US
invasion? Or did you notice that ever since the US declared a war on ISIS the
latter has been getting stronger and stronger and taking over more countries.
Yes, of course, once the Russians got involved ISIS began suffering defeat after
defeat, but all the Americans had to say about the Russian intervention was to
denounce it and predict it would fail. So why is it that the Russians are so good
at fighting ISIS and the Americans, and their allies, so bad? Do you really want
the Americans in charge of world security with such a record?!

Is insanity not repeating the same thing over and over again expecting
different results?

Now I hear the reply you gave me to this point. You said “yes, mistakes were
made”.

Mistakes?!

I don’t think that millions of murdered people, including hundreds of
thousands of children, are “mistakes” (how would you react if somebody
conceded to you that Hitler and Stalin made “mistakes?). But there is
something even more insidious in this notion of “mistake”.

How would you define “success”?

Say the US armed forces were not only good at killing people (which they
are), but also good at winning wars (which they ain’t). Say the USA had been
successful in not only invading Iraq and Afghanistan, but also in fully pacifying
these countries. Say the insurgencies in Iraq and Afghanistan would have been
successfully defeated, their economy had bounced back, and democratic regimes
put in power: capitalism everywhere, 100 channels on each TV, McDonalds in
every Afghan village, gay pride parades in downtown Kabul, gender-neutral
toilets in every mosque, elections every 4 years or so and not a single shot fired,
not a single bomb going off? Would that be a “success™?

I pray to God and hope with all my heart that your reply to this question is a
resounding “no!!”. Because if you answered “yes” then you are truly messianic
genocidal imperialists. Yup, I mean that. Why? Because your notion of “success”
is the spiritual, psychological and cultural death of an ancient civilization and
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that makes you, quite literally, a mortal enemy of mankind as a whole. I can't
even imagine such a horror. So I am sure that you answered “no!!” as every
decent human being would, right?

But then what is a “success”? You clearly don't mean the success as defined
by your rulers (they would enthusiastically support such an outcome; in fact —
they even promise it every time over and over again!). But if their idea of
“success” is not yours, and if you would never want any other nation, people or
ethnicity to ever become a victim of such a “successful” military intervention,
why do you still want your rulers with their satanic notion of “success” to have
the means to be “successful” in the future? And that in spite of the fact that the
historical record shows that they can’t even achieve any type of “success” even by
their own definition, nevermind yours?!

Did you notice that nowhere in my arguments above did I mention the fact
that the USA has never asked people (as opposed to local Comprador elites)
whether they wanted to be saved by Uncle Sam or not? Neither did they ask the
American people if they wanted to go to war, hence all the well-known false
flags from the “remember the Maine”, to the sinking of the RMS Lusitania, to

Pear] Harbor, to the “Gulf of Tonkin incident”, to September 11 every time a
lie had to be concocted to convince the American people that they had to go to
war. Is that really people power? Is this democracy?!

Are there people out there, anybody, who really favor US military
interventions? Yes, I suppose that there are. Like the Kosovo Albanians. I suspect
that the Afghan Tajiks and Hazara were pretty happy to see the US bomb the
crap out of the Taliban. So there might be a few cases. Oh, and I forgot our Balt
and Ukrainian friends (but then, they were also happy when the Nazis came,
hardly much of an example). But it is pretty safe to say that in reality nobody
wants to be liberated by Uncle Sam, hence the wordwide use of the “Yankee go
home” slogan.

This letter is already way too long, and I will forgo the listing of all the
reasons why the USA are pretty much hated all over the planet, not by the ruling
elites, of course, but by the regular people. And when I say “the USA” I don't
mean Paul Newman, Mark Twain, Miles Davis, Quentin Tarantino, James Taylor
or the Bill of Rights or the beautiful country called “the USA”. But the regime, as
opposed to any one specific government or administration in Washington, the
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regime is what is truly universally hated. I have never seen any anti-
Americanism directed at the American people anywhere, not even in France,
Greece or Latin America. But the hate for the Empire is quasi universal by now.
Only the political elites whose status, power and well-being is dependent on the
Empire do, in fact, support the Empire and what it stands for. Everybody else
despises what the USA stands for today. And every military intervention only
makes this worse.

And you want to make sure this continues? Really?

Right now the US is desperately trying to save al-Qaeda (aka IS, ISIS, Daesh,
al-Nusra, etc.) from defeat in Syria. How is that for a moral stance after 9/11
(that is, if you accept the official narrative about 9/11; if you understand that
9/11 was a controlled demolition in which al-Qaeda patsies were used as a
smokescreen, then this makes sense, by the way).

By the way —who are the current allies the US are so busy helping now?
* The Wahabi regime in Saudi Arabia

* The Nazi regime in the Ukraine and
* The last officially racist regime on the planet in Israel

Do these really strike you as allies worth supporting?!

And what are the American people getting from that? Nothing but poverty,
oppression, shame, hatred, fear and untold physical, psychological and moral
suffering.

These are the fruits of Empire. Every Empire. Always.

You mentioned that every time you see a veteran you thanked him for his
service. Why? Do you really think that he fought in a just war, that his service is
something he can be proud of? Did he fight for his people? Did he defend the
innocent? Or was he an occupier in a foreign land and, if he saw combat, did he
not kill people who defended their own land, their families and their way of life?
What exactly do you thank that veteran for? For following orders? But is that not
something the Nuremberg trials specifically condemned as immoral and illegal?
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question which I wanted to ask you then and which I will ask you now is this: is
the comfortable lifestyle granted to US Marines good enough a reason to be a
Marine —that is being part of the very first force called in to murder innocent
people and invade countries? Do you even know what Marines did to Fallujah
recently? How much is a human soul worth? And is it really your belief that
being a hired killer for the Empire is an honorable way of life? And should you
think that I am exaggerating, please read the famous essay “War is a Racket” by

Marine Brigadier General Smedley Butler, who had the highest rank a Marine
could achieve in his time and who was the most decorated Marine in history. If
war is a racket, does that not make Marines professional racketeers, hired thugs
who act as enforcers for the mobsters in power? Ask yourself this: what would
be the roughly equivalent counterparts of the US Marines in Nazi Germany or
Soviet Russia? To help you answer this question, let me offer a short quote from
the Wikipedia entry about the Marine Corps: (emphasis added)

The Marine Corps was founded to serve as an infantry unit aboard
naval vessels and was responsible for the security of the ship and its
crew by conducting offensive and defensive combat during boarding
actions and defending the ship’s officers from mutiny; to the latter end,
their quarters on ship were often strategically positioned between the
officers’ quarters and the rest of the vessel.

Does that help you identify their Nazi or Soviet counterparts?

Of all people, is it not we, Jews and Russians, who ought to recognize and
categorically reject the trappings of Empire and all the rationalizations used to
justity the subservient service to Empires?

I believe that history shows beyond any doubt that all Empires are evil,
inherently and essentially, evil. They are also therefore equally evil. Shall I
explain why?

Do you know what crimes is considered the ultimate, supreme, most evil
crime under international law? It is not genocide, or crimes against humanity.
Nope, the ultimate crime is the crime of aggression (that, by the way, makes
every single US President a war criminal under international law, think of it!). In
the words of the chief American prosecutor at Nuremberg, Robert H. Jackson,

the crime of aggression is the ultimate crime because “it contains within itself
the accumulated evil” of all the other war crimes. Well, to paraphrase Jackson,

Page 188 of 813


http://www.roberthjackson.org/the-man/speeches-articles/speeches/speeches-related-to-robert-h-jackson/the-crime-of-waging-aggressive-war/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Marine_Corps
https://archive.org/details/WarIsARacket

imperialism contains within itself all the accumulated evil of all empires.
Guantanamo, Hiroshima, Fallujah, Abu Ghraib, Gladio and all the rest, they
“come with the territory”, they are not the exception, they are the norm.

The best thing which could happen to this country and its people would be
the collapse of this Empire. The support, even tacit and passive, of this Empire
by people like yourself only delays this outcome and allows this abomination to
bring even more misery and pain upon millions of innocent people, including
millions of your fellow Americans. This Empire now also threatens my country,
Russia, with war and possibly nuclear war and that, in turn, means that this
Empire threatens the survival of the human species. Whether the US Empire is
the most evil one in history is debatable, but the fact that it is by far the most
dangerous one is not. Is that not a good enough reason for you to say “enough is
enough” What would it take for you to switch sides and join the rest of
mankind in what is a struggle for the survival of our species? Or will it take a
nuclear winter to open your eyes to the true nature of the Empire you apparently
are still supporting against all evidence?

The Saker
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Listening to The Donald at the UN

September 19, 2017

Late this morning, outraged emails started pouring in. My correspondents
reported “getting sick” and having their “heart ache”. The cause of all that? They
had just watched Trump’s speech at the UN. I sighed and decided to watch the
tull speech for myself. Yeah, it was painful.

You can read the full (rush, not official) text here or watch the video here. Most
of it is so vapid that I won't even bother posting the full thing. But there are a
few interesting moments including those:

“We will be spending almost $700 billion on our military and defense.
Our military will soon be the strongest it has ever been”

This short sentence contains the key to unlock the reason behind the fact
that while the US military is extremely good at killing people in large numbers,
it is also extremely bad at winning wars. Like most Americans, Trump is under
the illusion that spending a lot of money “buys” you a better military. This is
completely false, of course. If spending money was the key to a competent
military force, the US armed forces would have already conquered the entire
planet many times over. In reality, they have not won anything meaningful since
the war in the Pacific.

Having surrounded himself with “Mad Dog” kind of “experts” on warfare,
Trump is now reusing that old mantra about how money buys you victory and
this is something extremely important. This kind of magical thinking signals to
the countries most threatened by the USA that the Americans are unable to
engage in a basic “lessons learned” kind of exercise, that history teaches them
nothing and that, just like all his predecessors, Trump conflates handing out
money to the Military Industrial Complex with preparing for war. Frankly, this
is good news: let the Americans spend themselves into bankruptcy, let them
further neglect their military and let them continue to believe that this kind of
magical thinking will bring them to victory.

[Sidebar: for the record, I have met and studied with plenty of
excellent, well-educated, honorable, courageous and patriotic
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American officers and the kind of money-centered hubris I describe
above is in no way directed at them, if only because they know even
much better than I how bad the situation really is. There are plenty
of highly-educated officers in the US armed forces who understand
history and who know that money brings corruption, not victory.
But they are mostly kept at ranks no higher than Colonel and you
will often find them in military teaching institutions and academies.
Having studied with them and become good friends with many of
them, I feel sorry for them and I know that if they had the means to
stop this insanity they would]

“America does more than speak for the values expressed in the United
Nations charter. Our citizens have paid the ultimate price to defend
our freedom and the freedom of many nations represented in this great
hall. America’s devotion is measured on the battlefields where our
young men and women have fought and sacrificed alongside of our
allies. From the beaches of Europe to the deserts of the Middle East to
the jungles of Asia, it is an eternal credit to the American character
that even after we and our allies emerge victorious from the bloodiest
war in history, we did not seek territorial expansion or attempt to
oppose and impose our way of life on others.”

The only question here is whom exactly Trump’s speech-writers are aiming
that nonsense at? Do they really think that there is anybody out there who
sincerely believes this? If the target audience are US middle schools then, yes,
okay. But does anybody believe that US middle school students listen to UN
speeches?! Okay, maybe senile folks also believe that, I sure know a few who will
swallow it up and ask for more, but why speak to that audience from a UN
podium? Is it not embarrassing when such nonsense is greeted in total silence
instead of a standing ovation from all the putatively grateful countries out there
who are so deeply grateful for all these altruistic and heroic sacrifices. My only
explanation for why this kind of nonsensical drivel was included in this speech
is that it has become part of the ritual of typical American “patriotic liturgy”: big
hyperbolic sentences which mean nothing, which nobody takes seriously or
even listens to, but who have to be included “because they have to”. This
reminds me of the obligatory Lenin quote in any and all Soviet speeches and
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statements, they also were basically filtered out by any thinking person,
everybody knew that, but that's how things went on then. It is really sad, and
scary, to see how much the USA of the 2017 looks like the Soviet Union of the
1980s.

“The United States has great strength and patience, but if it is forced to
defend itself or its allies, we will have no choice but to totally destroy
North Korea.”

Wow! Now that is a sentence which could only be written by a person
utterly unaware of the impact it will have on the intended audience (in theory,
all of mankind, this is the UN, after all). Totally destroy North Korea. I wonder
how this will be received in South Korea and Japan. No, I don't mean by the
puppet regimes in Seoul and Tokyo, but by the people. Will they simply dismiss
it as hot air or will they be horrified. I bet for the former reaction. It is much
more psychologically comfortable to dismiss it all under the heading “nah, that’s
crazy shit, they don’t mean it and they sure as hell ain’t gonna do it” rather than
think for just a few minutes about the implications and consequences of such a
threat. And let me be clear here: the United States most definitely do have the
means to totally destroy North Korea. For one thing, they already did so during
the Korean war, and they can easily repeat that today. That does not mean that
they can win a war against the DPRK. There is a huge difference between laying
waste to a country and winning a war against it (see Israel vs Hezbollah). The
only way to meaningfully win a war against the DPRK is to invade it, and that
the Americans cannot do, not even close. In contrast, the DPRK probably has
the means to invade at least the northern part of South Korea, including Seoul.
At the very least, they can totally destroy it. Along with much of Japan. I
wonder if the USA decided to one day “protect” South Korea and Japan by
“totally destroying North Korea”, will they be totally shocked when they realize
that the South Koreans and the Japanese will turn out not to be grateful for such
a “protection”?

“Last month I announced a new strategy for victory in the fight
against this evil in Afghanistan. From now on, our security interests
will dictate the length and scope of military operation, not arbitrary
benchmarks and timetables set up by politicians. I have also totally
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changed the rules of engagement in our fight against the Taliban and
other terrorist groups”

What we see here is undeniable evidence that far from being “real warriors”
or “strategists” the military gang around Trump (Mattis, McMaster, Kelly, etc.)
are either primitive grunts or folks who owe their rank to political protection.
Why do I say that? Because none of what Trump describes as a “strategy for
victory” is, in fact, a strategy. In fact, the US has not had anything remotely
resembling a strategy in Afghanistan for years already. If it wasn't so sad, it
would be laughable, really. What we really see here is the total absence of any
strategy and, again, a total reliance on magical thinking. Ask yourself a basic
question: have you ever heard from any Trump administration or any US
General anything which would suggest to you that these guys have i) a clear goal
in mind ii) an understanding of what it would take to achieve this goal and iii) a
timeframe to achieve this goal and iv) an exit strategy once this goal is
achieved? No? Well, that is not your fault, you did not miss anything. They
really don't have it. The amazing reality is that they don't have a goal even
defined. How one achieves “victory” when no goal is even defined is anybody’s
guess.

[Sidebar: without going into a lengthy discussion of Afghanistan, I
would say that the only chance to get anything done, any viable
result at all, is to negotiate a deal with all the parties that matter: the
various Afghan factions, of course, but also with the Taliban,
Pakistan, Iran and even Russia. Pakistan and Iran have a de-facto
veto power over any outcome for Afghanistan. This may not be
what the USA would want, but this is the reality. Denying reality is
just not a smart approach to these issues, especially if “victory” is the
goal]

“In Syria and Iraq, we have made big gains toward lasting defeat of
ISIS. In fact, our country has achieved more against ISIS in the last
eight months than it has in many, many years combined. The actions
of the criminal regime of Bashar al-Assad, including the use of
chemical weapons against his own citizens, even innocent children,
shock the conscience of every decent person. No society could be safe if
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banned chemical weapons are allowed to spread. That is why the
United States carried out a missile strike on the airbase that launched
the attack”

When I heard these words I felt embarrassed for Trump. First, it is
absolutely pathetic that Trump has to claim as his success the victories with the
Syrians, when the Russians, the Iranians and Hezbollah have achieved success
against the Wahabi-crazies of Daesh/al-Qaeda/al-Nusra/etc, especially since the
latter are a pure creation of the US CIA! The truth is that it was the Americans
who created this Wahabi monster and that they aided, protected, financed,
trained and armed it through all these years. The USA also viciously opposed
all the countries which were serious about fighting this Wahabi abomination.
And now that a tiny Russian contingent has achieved infinitely better results that
all the power of the mighty CENTCOM backed by the Israeli and Saudi allies of
the USA in the region, The Donald comes out and declares victory?! Pathetic is
not strong enough a word to describe this mind-bogglingly counter-factual
statement. And then, just to make things worse, The Donald *proudly*
mentions the failed attack against a Syrian air force base which had nothing to
do with a false flag fake chemical attack. Wow! For any other political leader
recalling such an event would be a burning embarrassment, but for The Donald
it is something he proudly mentions. The hubris, ignorance and stupidity of it
all leaves me in total awe...

Next The Donald went on a long rant about how bad Maduro and Venezuela
were, which was terrible, but at least predictable, but then he suddenly decided
to share this outright bizarre insight of his:

“The problem in Venezuela is not that socialism has been poorly
implemented, but that socialism has been faithfully implemented.
From the Soviet Union to Cuba to Venezuela, wherever true socialism
or communism has been adopted, it has delivered anguish and
devastation and failure.”

Since when did Trump become an expert on political science and world
history anyway? Who does he think he is lecturing? Yet another US middle
school classroom?! Does he not realize that a good number of the countries
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represented at the UN consider themselves Socialist?! Furthermore, while I
don’t necessarily disagree with the notion that Socialist and Communist ideas
have often been a disaster in the 20th century, Socialism in the 21st century is an
entirely different beast and the jury is still very much out on this issue, especially
when considering the social, political, economic, ecological, psychological and
even spiritual disaster Capitalism is now proving to be for much of the planet.
Being the President of a country as dysfunctional as the USA, Trump would be
well-advised to tone down his arrogant pontifications about Socialism and
maybe even open a book and read about it.

I won't even bother discussing the comprehensively counter-factual
nonsense Trump has spewed about Iran and Hezbollah, we all know who
Trump’s puppet-masters are nowadays so we know what to expect. Instead, I
will conclude with this pearl from The Donald:

“In remembering the great victory that led to this body’s founding, we
must never forget that those heroes who fought against evil, also
fought for the nations that they love. Patriotism led the Poles to die to
save Poland, the French to fight for a free France, and the Brits to
stand strong for Britain.”

Echoing the nonsense he spoke while in Poland, Trump is now clearly fully
endorsing that fairytale that “The West” (in which Trump now hilariously
includes Poland!) has defeated Hitler and saved the world. The truth is that the
Nazis were defeated by the Soviets and that all the efforts of the Poles, French,
Brits and even Americans were but a minor (20% max) sideshow to the “real
event” (Those who still might believe in this nonsense can simply read this). Yet
again, that the Americans would feel the need to appropriate for themselves
somebody else’s victory is, yet again, a clear sign of weakness. Do they expect
the rest of the planet to buy into this nonsense? Probably not. My guess is that
all they want is to send a clear messages to the Comprador elites running most
countries that this is the “official ideology of the AngloZionist Empire” and if
they want to remain in power they better toe the line even if nobody takes this
stuff seriously. Yup, back to a 1980s Soviet kind of attitude towards propaganda:
nobody cares what everybody else really thinks as long as everybody continues
to pretend to believe the official propaganda.
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[Sidebar: When my wife and I watched this pathetic speech we
starting laughing about the fact that Trump was so obscenely bad
that we (almost) begin to miss Obama. This is a standing joke in
our family because when Obama came to power we (almost) began
to miss Dubya. The reason why this is a joke is that when Duya
came to power we decided that there is no way anybody could
possibly be worse than him. Oh boy were we wrong! Right now I
am still not at the point were I would be missing Obama (that is
asking for a lot from me!), but I will unapologetically admit that I
am missing Dubya. I do. Ireally do. Maybe not the people around
Dubya, he is the one who truly let the Neocon “crazies in the
basement” creep out and occupy the Situation Room, but at least
Dubya seemed to realize how utterly incompetent he was.
Furthermore, Dubya was a heck of a lot dumber than Obama (in
this context being stupid is a mitigating factor) and he sure did not
have the truly galactic arrogance of Trump (intelligence-wise they
are probably on par)].

In conclusion, what I take away from this speech is a sense of relief for the
rest of the planet and a sense of real worry for the USA. Ever since the Neocons
overthrew Trump and made him what is colloquially referred to as their “bitch”
the US foreign policy has come to a virtual standstill. Sure, the Americans talk a
lot, but at least they are doing nothing. That paralysis, which is a direct
consequence of the internal infighting, is a blessing for the rest of the planet
because it allows everybody else to get things done. Because, and make no
mistake here, if the USA cannot get anything constructive done any more, they
retain a huge capability to disrupt, subvert, create chaos and the like. But for as
long as the USA remains paralyzed this destructive potential remains mostly
unused (and no matter how bad things look now, Hillary President would have
been infinitely worse!). However, the USA themselves are now the prime victim
of a decapitated Presidency and a vindicative and generally out of control
Neocon effort to prevent true American patriots to “get their country back” (as
they say) and finally overthrow the regime in Washington DC. Step by step the
USA is getting closer to a civil war and there is no hope in sight, at least for the
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time being. It appears that for the foreseeable future Trump will continue to
focus his energy on beating Obama for the status of “worst President in US
history” while the Neocons will continue to focus their energy on trying to
impeach Trump, and maybe even trigger a civil war. The rest of us living here
are in for some very tough times ahead. As they say in Florida when a hurricane
comes barreling down on you “hunker down!”.

The Saker
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Russian special forces repel a US-planned attack in
Syria, denounce the USA and issue a stark warning

September 21, 2017

Something rather unprecedented just happened in Syria: US backed “good
terrorist” forces attempted a surprise attack against Syrian government forces
stationed to the north and northeast of the city of Hama. What makes this
attack unique is that it took place inside a so-called “de-escalation zone” and that
it appears that one of the key goals of the attack was to encircle in a pincer-
movement and subsequently capture a platoon of Russian military police
officers deployed to monitor and enforce the special status of this zone. The
Russian military police forces, composed mainly of soldiers from the Caucasus
region, fought against a much larger enemy force and had to call for assistance.
For the first time, at least officially, Russian special operations forces were
deployed to rescue and extract their comrades. At the same time, the Russians
sent in a number of close air support aircraft who reportedly killed several
hundred “good” terrorists and beat back the attack (Russian sources speak of the
destruction of 850 fighters, 11 tanks, three infantry fighting vehicles, 46 armed
pickup trucks, five mortars, 20 freighter trucks and 38 ammo supply points; you
can see photos of the destroyed personnel and equipment here). What also
makes this event unique is the official reaction of the Russians to this event.

Head of the Main Operations Department at Russia’s General Staff Colonel
General Sergei Rudskoi declared that:

“Despite agreements signed in Astana on September 15, gunmen of
Jabhat al-Nusra and joining them units that don’t want to comply
with the cessation of hostilities terms, launched a large-scale offensive
against positions of government troops north and northeast of Hama
in Idlib de-escalation zone from 8 am on September 19 (...)
According to available data, the offensive was initiated by
American intelligence services to stop a successful advance of
government troops east of Deir ez-Zor
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Today, other Russian officials have added a not-so-veiled threat to this
accusation. The Russian Defense Ministry’s spokesman, Major General Igor
Konashenkov has declared that:

Russia unequivocally told the commanders of US forces in Al Udeid
Airbase (Qatar) that it will not tolerate any shelling from the areas
where the SDF are stationed (...) Fire from positions in regions
[controlled by the SDF] will be suppressed by all means
necessary.

This is unprecedented on many levels. First, the Russians clearly believe that
this attempt to kill or capture a platoon of the Russian military police was
planned by the United States. The fact that they are making this accusation
officially shows the degree of irritation felt by the Russians about the duplicity of
the Americans. Second, this is the first time, at least to my knowledge, that
Russian Spetsnaz forces had to be sent in to rescue a surrounded Russian
subunit. All Spetsnaz operators survived, but three of them were wounded in
the operation (the Russians are not saying how badly). The close air support by
very low flying SU-25 aircraft was obviously coordinated by Spetsnaz forward
air controllers and probably saved the day. In other words, this was a close call
and things could have ended much more badly (just imagine what the Takfiri
crazies would have done, on video, to any captured Russian serviceman!).
Finally, a US-organized attack on what was supposed to be a “de-confliction”
zone combined with an attempt to capture Russian soldiers raises the bar for
American duplicity to a totally new level.

The big question now is “do the Russians mean it?” or are they just whining
with real determination to hit back if needed.

There are a couple of problems here. First, objectively, the Russian
contingent in Syria is a tiny one if compared to the immense power of
CENTCOM, NATO and the ever-present Israelis. Not only that, but in any US-
Russian confrontation, Russia as a country is objectively the weaker side by any
measure except a full-out nuclear exchange. So the Russians are not in a
position of force. Furthermore, for historical and cultural reasons, Russians are
much more concerned by the initiation of any incident which could lead to all-
out war than the Americans who always fight their wars in somebody else’s
country. This might seem paradoxical, but the Russians fear war but they are
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ready for it. In contrast to the Russians, the Americans don't fear war, but
neither are they ready for it. In practical terms this means that an American
miscalculation could very well lead to a Russian military response which would
stun the Americans and force them to enter an escalatory spiral which nobody
would control.

Remember how Hillary promised that she would unilaterally impose a so-
called “no-fly” zone over Syria? She promised not only to deploy US aircraft
above Russian forces in Syria, but she also promised that she would force the
Russian Aerospace forces out of the Syrian skies. Thank God, this crazy witch
was not elected, but it appears that folks with the same arrogant and,frankly,
completely irresponsible point of view are now back in power under Trump.

My fear now is that the incompetent, arrogant, not too bright and generally
ignorant commanders at the Pentagon and the CIA will simply ignore clear
warning signs coming from the Russians, including the public announcement
that the Kremlin has given the authority to use force to protect Russian
personnel to the local Russian commanders in Syria. In plain English, this
means that if they are attacked the Russians in Syria do not need to consult with
Moscow before using force to protect themselves. By the way, such rules of
engagement are pretty common, there is nothing earth shattering here, but the
fact that they were made public is, again, a message to the AngloZionist and the
“good” terrorists they use to try to conquer Syria.

This time around we (the world) were lucky. The Syrians fought hard and
the “good” terrorists were probably surprised by the ruthless determination of
the Russian military police forces (in reality, mostly Chechen special forces) and
of the Spetsnaz operators. It is one thing to fight Syrian conscripts, quite
another to deal with these hardened warriors. But the next time around the
outcome could be different.

The bigger picture is also one which gives me a great deal of concern. The
Syrians, with Iranian, Hezbollah and Russian help, have freed Deir ez-Zor and
have crossed the Euphrates river and are moving further East. In plain English
this means that the US and Daesh have lost the war and that the last region of
Syria from which the AngloZionists can hope to partition the country (their
current “plan B”) and establish a permanent US military presence is now
threatened by the Syrian advance. The distance between the US forces currently
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deployed in northeastern Syria and Syrian, Iranian, Hezbollah and Russian
forces is becoming shorter and shorter each day. I can just imagine how, say,
Iranian or Hezbollah forces which are already “smelling” the nearby presence of
US forces are drooling with hunger for the moment they will finally be able to
get their hands on their old and most hated foe. I feel sincerely sorry for the first
US unit to make contact with the Iranians or Hezbollah forces.

Right now the Americans are hiding behind the Kurds, but sooner or later
the Iranians or Hezbollah will find them. As for the Kurds, their situation in
Syria is precarious, to put it mildly: they are surrounded on all sides by the
Turks, the Syrians and the Iranians and their only more or less stable zone of
control is in Iraq. The Americans understand that perfectly, hence their
desperate attempts to stop the Syrians.

This is a very dangerous situation: even though CENTCOM and NATO are
by far the “biggest guys on the block” In Syria the Americans are cornered, their
corner is shrinking fast and it remains entirely unclear how this process can be
stopped. Hence the attack on the de-confliction zone we just witnessed.

I hope that eventually the Americans will do what they did in al-Taif and
simply pack, declare victory and leave. That would be the only rational thing to
do. But after listening to Trump at the UN I don’t get the feeling that being
rational is at the top of the US priority list. That’s all rather frightening.

The Saker
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Very dangerous escalation in Syria

September 25, 2017

By now many of you must have heard the news: a Russian Lieutenant-

General, Valery Asapov, and two Colonels have been killed in what appears to
be a very precisely targeted mortar attack. Just as in the case of the Russian
military police unit recently attacked near Deir ez-Zor, the Russians are accusing

the Americans of being behind this attack. To make things even worse, the

Russians are now also officially accusing the Americans of actively collaborating
with ISIS:

US Special Operations Forces units enable US-backed Syrian
Democratic Forces units to smoothly advance through the ISIS

formations. Facing no resistance of the ISIS militants, the SDF units
are advancing along the left shore of the Euphrates towards Deir-ez-
Zor. The aerial photos made on September 8-12 over the ISIS
locations recorded a large number of American Hummer vehicles,
which are in service with the Americas SOF. The shots clearly show
the US SOF units located at strongholds that had been equipped by the
ISIS terrorists, though there is no evidence of assault, struggle or any
US-led coalition airstrikes to drive out the militants. Despite that the
US strongholds being located in the ISIS areas, no screening patrol has
been organized at them. This suggests that the US troops feel safe in
terrorist controlled regions.

These are the maps and aerial photos provided by the Russians (for higher
resolution, click here)
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What this all seems to point to is that the Pentagon has now apparently
decided to attack Russian forces directly, albeit unofficially. From the
Pentagon’s point of view, this (almost) makes sense.

First, by now it is pretty darn clear that the “good terrorists” and the “bad
terrorists” have lost the civil war in Syria. Simply put, the USA has been
defeated. Syria, Russia, Iran and Hezbollah have won and the Israelis are now
freaking out.

Second, the American plan to use the Kurds as foot-soldiers/canon-fodder
has failed. The Kurds are clearly too smart to be pulled into such a losing
proposition.

Third, the American plan-B option, the partition of Syria, is now itself
directly threatened by the Syrian military successes.

Last and not least, the Americans by now are deeply humiliated and enraged
at the Russian success in Syria.
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Lieutenant-General Valery Asapov

Hence they have now apparently taken the decision to directly target Russian
military personnel and they are using their considerable reconnaissance
capabilities combined with US Special Forces on the ground, working side by
side with “good” and “bad” terrorists, to target and attack Russian military
personnel.

This is not the first time, by the way. There is pretty good evidence that a
Russian hospital near Aleppo was targeted using means not available to the local
Daesh franchise. This time, however, the Americans are not even trying to
hide. The message seems to be this all-time American favorite - “watcha gonna
do about it?“.

There is a lot the Russians could do about it, in fact. I wrote about this in my
article “Using plausible deniability against a systematically lying adversary® If
the folks at CENTCOM really believe that their generals are all safe and out of
reach they are deeply mistaken. Unlike the Russians and, even more so, the

Iranians, US Generals are mostly risk averse and hard to get to in Syria. But who
said that Russia would have to retaliate in Syria? Or, for that matter, that Russia
would have to use Russian forces to retaliate. Yes, Russia does have special units
trained in the assassination of high-value targets in hostile countries, but that
does not at all mean that they would decide to use them. Accidents can happen
anywhere and the roads are notoriously dangerous in the Middle-East. Why do
I mention that? To illustrate that Russia does have options short of overtly going
to war.
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Of course, the Russians could simply fire a volley of Kalibr cruise missiles at
any of the ISIS positions shown in the photos above and then go “oops, you had
personnel embedded with these al-Qaeda types? Really? We had no idea, no idea
at all“. Syria also has a pretty solid arsenal of tactical ballistic missiles. The

Syrians could mistakenly hit any such ISIS+US positions and express
consternation at the presence of US military personnel in the midst of terrorists.
There is also Hezbollah who, in the past, has even seized Israeli soldiers in raids
across the border and who could decide to capture themselves some US SOF
types. And let’s not forget the Iranians who have not had such a golden
opportunity to finally get their hands on US military personnel since many
years.

The three key weaknesses of the US force posture in Syria are: first, their
own force in Syria is too small to make a difference, but big enough to represent
a lucrative target and, second, all the boots on the ground which matter are
against them (Syrians, Iran, Turkey, Hezbollah and the Russians). Finally, the
only two real US allies in the region are too afraid to put boots on the ground:
Israel and the Saudis.

The bottom line is that if the Americans think that the Russians and their
allies don’'t have options they are deeply mistaken. They also should seriously
consider the consequence of having US SOF operating in forward positions.
The Syrians are closing the distance fast and this might not be the best time to
hunt Russian military personnel.

So far the Russians have only limited themselves to protests and expressions
of disgust. This has clearly not been an effective strategy. The Russians
apparently don't realize that very few people care and that the more they
complain, the less credible their warnings sound. This is not a sustainable
approach and the Russians will so “have to do something about it”, to use the
American expression.

Things might become very dangerous, very fast and very soon.

The Saker
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Trump goes full shabbos-goy

October 13, 2017

I won't even bother discussing the substance of what Trump had to say today
because what he said deserves no such attention. I will quickly mention that
yesterday Trump pulled the US out of UNESCO on behalf of Israeli interests.
Today he basically announced a tepid, possibly hot, war on Iran. I am tempted

to say “so what else is new?”. In fact, nothing, nothing at all.

This topic, the AngloZionist plans of war against Iran, has been what made
me write my very first post on my newly created blog 10 years ago. Today, I

want to reproduce that post in full. Here it is:

Where the Empire meets to plan the next war

Take a guess: where would the Empire’s puppeteers meet to finalize
and coordinate their plans to attack Iran?

Washington? New York? London? NATO HQ in Brussels? Davos?
Nope.
In Herzilia. Never heard of that place?

The Israeli city of Herzliya is named after Theodor Herzl, the father of
modern Zionism, and it has hosted a meeting of the Empire’s Who's
Who over the past several days at the yearly conference of the Herzilia
Institute for Policy and Stragegy. For a while, Herzilia truly became
the see of the Empire’s inner core of heavy hitters.

(Non-Israeli) speakers included:

Jose Maria Aznar Former Prime Minister of Spain, Matthew
Bronfman, Chair of the Budget and Finance Commission, World
Jewish Congress, and member of the World Jewish Congress Steering
Committee, Amb. Nicholas Burns US Under Secretary of State for
Political Affairs, Prof. Alan Dershowitz Felix Frankfurter Professor of
Law at Harvard Law School, Senator John Edwards Head of the One
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America Committee and candidate for the 2008 Democratic
presidential nomination, Gordon England US Deputy Secretary of
Defense, Dr. Marvin C. Feuer Director of Policy and Government
Affairs, AIPAC, Newt Gingrich Former U.S. Speaker of the House of
Representatives, Rudolph Giuliani, Former Mayor of New York City
and candidate for the 2008 Republican presidential nomination,
General the Lord Charles Guthrie of Craigiebank GCB LVO OBE.
Former Chief of the Defense Staff and Chief of the General Staff of the
British Army, Amb. Dr. Richard Haass President of the Council on
Foreign Relations, Stephen E. Herbits Secretary-General of the World
Jewish Congress, Amb. Dr. Robert Hunter President of the Atlantic
Treaty Association and Former U.S. Permanent Representative to
NATO. Senior Advisor at the RAND Corporation in Washington (also
serves as Chairman of the Council for a Community of Democracies,
Senior International Consultant to Lockheed Martin Overseas
Corporation), Amb. Dr. Richard H. Jones United States Ambassador
to Israel (also served as the Secretary of State’s Senior Advisor and
Coordinator for Iraq Policy), Col. (res.) Dr. Eran Lerman Director,
Israel and Middle East Office, American Jewish Committee (also
served in the IDF Intelligence Directorate for over 25 years), Christian
Leffler Deputy Chief of Staff of the European Commissioner for
External Relations and Director for Middle East and Southern
Mediterranean, European Commission, The Hon. Peter Mackay
Canadian Minister of Foreign Affairs, Senator John McCain U.S.
Senator (R) from Arizona and candidate for the 2008 Democratic
presidential nomination, Dr. Edward L. Morse Chief Energy
Economist, Lehman Brothers, Dr. Rolf Miitzenich Member of the
German Federal Parliament (SPD) and member of the Committee on
Foreign Policy of the Bundestag (and Board Member of the “Germany-
Iran Society”), Torkel L. Patterson President of Raytheon
International, Inc., Richard Perle Resident Fellow at the American
Enterprise Institute (previously served as Chairman of the Defense
Policy Board and Assistant Secretary of Defense for International
Security Policy), Amb. Thomas R. Pickering Former U.S. Under
Secretary of State for Political Affairs (previously served as Senior Vice
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President of Boeing), Jack Rosen Chairman of the American Jewish
Congress (and member of the Executive Committee of AIPAC and of
the Council on Foreign Relations), Stanley O. Roth Vice President for
Asia, International Relations of the Boeing Company (member of the
Council on Foreign Relations), James Woolsey Former Director of the
Central Intelligence Agency, and many others.

Pretty much the entire Israeli “Defence” establishment (why does
nobody call it “Aggression establishment?) was present too.

Not bad for a “conference”?!

Of course, the main topic at the conference was the upcoming war
with Iran. Richard Perle, the “Prince of Darkness”, delivered the
keynote and conclusion: “If the Israeli government comes to the
conclusion that it has no choice but to take action, the reaction of the
U.S. will be the belief in the vitality that this action must succeed, even
if the U.S. needs to act with Israel in the current American
administration”.

Noticed anything funny in his words? It’s the “world only superpower”
which will have the “belief” (?) in the action of a local country and, if
needed, act with it. Not the other way around. Makes one wonder
which of the two is the world only superpower, does it not?

Anyway —if anyone has ANY doubts left that the Empire will totally
ignore the will of the American people as expressed in the last election
and strike at Iran, this conference should settle the issue.

Also —there are other indicators and warnings. Besides the two
aircraft carrier battle groups at Iran’s shores, AWACs planes and
military equipment is being shipped to Turkey, and air bridge of C-17
heavy transport aircraft are delivering weapons to Siniora’s
government in Lebanon, and forces are being deployed to Iraq to
defend the dug-in US forces from Shia retaliation.

What about the Democratic majority in Congress? Nancy Pelosi,
Speaker of the House, settled any doubts about they would act when
she declared at the 2006 AIPAC conference:
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“The greatest threat to Israels right to exist, with the prospect of
devastating violence, now comes from Iran. For too long, leaders of
both political parties in the United States have not done nearly enough
to confront the Russians and the Chinese, who have supplied Iran as it
has plowed ahead with its nuclear and missile technology.
Proliferation represents a clear threat to Israel and to America. It must
be confronted by an international coalition against proliferation, with
a commitment and a coalition every bit as strong as our commitment
to the war against terror.”

BTW —Hillary Clinton, the party’s leading contender for the
presidential nomination, out-neocons many Republicans when it
comes to Iran:

“Let’s be clear about the threat we face now: A nuclear Iran is a danger
to Israel, to its neighbors and beyond. The regime’s pro-terrorist, anti-
American and anti-Israel rhetoric only underscores the urgency of the
threat it poses. U.S. policy must be clear and unequivocal. We cannot
and should not —must not —permit Iran to build or acquire nuclear
weapons. In order to prevent that from occurring, we must have more
support vigorously and publicly expressed by China and Russia, and
we must move as quickly as feasible for sanctions in the United
Nations. And we cannot take any option off the table in sending a
clear message to the current leadership of Iran —that they will not be
permitted to acquire nuclear weapons.”

So much for the will of the American people. As Justin Raimondo
exclaimed in his recent article about the upcoming war on
antiwar.com —isn't democracy wonderful?!

So count with yet another imperial war of aggression, a barrel of crude
at over 1008 and oil shortages, rocketing inflation, job losses, a
stagnant real estate market and stock exchange, and a national debt
and government deficit which would make even Reagan proud. And
plenty of dead Americans (nevermind the Iranians, right?).

But don’t worry: there will still be a huge supply of Chinese-made US
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flags to wave!

And now here we are, 10 years later. For 10 years I have considered that my
prediction of a US attack on Iran was the biggest analytical failure in my career.
I now hope and pray that it will remain so and that I will not be proven right.
But it sure looks like my prediction will be vindicated.

A couple of months after posting my warning about a risk of a US aggression
against Iran I posted another article in which I tried to show that Iran had so
many “asymmetrical options” that it could not win a war against Iran. This
article is now dated, but those interested can find it here. Let me just repost my
conclusions:

In conclusion we can see that Iran would not have to proactively do
anything to make the Empire pay for an short and limited attack.
Riding out the attack and letting the Neocons pay the political price for
their folly would be the most likely Iranian response. In case of a long
term major Imperial war against Iran, the Iranians would have a
broad variety of “asymmetrical” options from which to choose, none of
which would involve shutting down the Strait of Hormuz or chasing
US aircraft carriers in the Persian Gulf.

In any scenario, time would always be on the Iranian side while the
Empire would very rapidly run out of options to try force an
acceptable outcome.

This lack of a viable “exit strategy” would rapidly force the time-
pressed Imperial High Command to consider the use of nuclear
weapons to avoid getting bogged down in a rapidly worsening
situation. Any actual use of nuclear weapons would result into a
general collapse of the entire Neocon empire of a magnitude similar to
the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991. In other words, there are no
possible winning strategies for an Imperial aggression against Iran.

As I mentioned, this article is dated. It is dated because since 2007 Iran has
only become stronger, while the USA has become much, much weaker. Not
only has the USA been defeated in Syria, but the election of Trump has resulted
in such a crisis inside the USA that, at this point in time, the USA does not even
have a foreign policy of any kind and that the various branches of the US
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government are basically doing whatever the hell they want. As for Trump, he
has become AIPAC’s “punk-ass bitch” (sorry for the rude expression, but in this
case I cannot think of any combination of words which could more accurately

illustrate Trump’s status).
So, the big question is obvious: is that just hot air or will a war happen?

At the risk of deepening what still might be my mistaken prognosis of 2007 I
will say that yes, the USA will probably attack Iran. Since there is exactly ZERO
chance of Iran caving in to the latest US-Israeli threats, not attacking Iran will
now represent a major loss of face and humiliation for Trump and his Neocon
masters. So the USA will go to war yet again, not for any rational reason, but
solely because Bibi Netanyahu “owns” Trump and Israel “owns” the USA. Yes my
dear Americans, far from being “the land of the free and the home of the brave”
the USA is a subservient colony of a tiny state in the Middle-East which also
happens to be the last officially racist state on our planet. Which makes you
neither brave, nor free. Sorry.

The only good news is that once the Neocons fail, there will be political hell
to pay for them. Oh sure, their plan is not even to win. What they want is to
inflict as much damage as possible on Iran (like they did in Lebanon and
Gaza), kill as many Iranians as possible, destroy as much of the Iranian
infrastructure as they can before dumping Trump and blaming it all on him.
Their hope is that the US Ziomedia will then lynch Trump for starting an
unwinnable war against Iran while they, the Neocons, quietly slip away and
let Trump face the music. Trump will be impeached, possibly jailed, while Bibi
Netanyahu will either get reelected personally, or appoint the next guy in
charge. Let the goyim kill each other while we reap the benefits from it all.

Tob shebbe goyim harog, right?
Will that work?

Maybe. I will never commit the mistake of underestimating the stupidity
and ignorance of brainwashed people our society is so good at generating, but I
will add that this plan also involves a huge risk. If, in the age of the still-not-
quite-Big-Brother-controlled Internet the American people finally connect the
dots and find out that they fought and lost many wars on behalf of a small cabal
of racist Zionists who despise them, then there is a real possibility of a huge
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blowback against the (aptly-named) Zionist Occupation Government (aka
ZOG) which, in turn, might open a Pandora’s box of questions, including what
really happened on 9/11.

But that is still a distant possibility at most.

Right now what we are looking at is a slow but steady move towards a US
attack on Iran.

As for the Iranians, my heart goes out to them, but I take comfort in the fact
that they, being religious, understand that how you live and what you fight for is
far more important than how long you live. I saw that President Rouhani
serenely declared that Trump’s speech was “expletives and a pile of delusional
allegations®. He is right.

No country is ever ready for war. Unless it is the aggressor, of course. But
Iran is today in much, much better shape than 10 years ago, not only in social,
political, economic and military terms, but also in strategic terms. The USA just
lost Syria and nobody in the Middle-East believes in the myth of the “invincible
superpower” any more than they believe in the myth of “invincible Tsahal”.

As for Hassan Nasrallah; he recommended that the Jews who recently
moved to Israel to get the hell out before the next war begins. He is also right.
The Iranians are not stupid, they know that the upcoming US attack on Iran was
ordered by Israel. This is hardly a secret. The Israelis have been begging for it
for years now. An Iranian retaliatory counter-attack on Israel is, therefore, only
logical.

The inevitable US defeat against Iran will make the defeats in Syria,
Afghanistan and Iraq look like minor disappointments. If you have not read it
yet, make sure to get a copy of “Twilight’s Last Gleaming” by ].M. Greer which I
reviewed here as it does a great job explaining, in an entertaining manner, how a
foreign military disaster can bring about the complete collapse of the
AngloZionist Empire and even a breakup of the United States.

Tonight I am saddened, disgusted and, yes, frightened. There is still a
possibility that all this will remain your garden variety imperial hubris
combined with the typical Zionist arrogance famous worldwide. But words and
ideas do have their own power and tonight Donald Trump sure has vomited up
a long list of expletives and delusions. It will be awfully hard to back down from
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this latest list of threats, especially after being so recently ridiculed and, worse,
ignored by the North Koreans who never took Trump's “powerful armada”
seriously (and for good reasons).

So, in my own way, I will end with what I would call a warning to the
Zionists: before taking on the Persians, think very carefully who you are messing
with! Take a look at what Iranian *rappers* have to say about their country and
now try to imagine how the members of the Iranian Armed Forces and Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps feel about your Zionist threats. Are you really so
sure that you have what it takes to fight them?!

The Saker

(see below for translated lyrics)

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eqPSVm1tZNI

Translated Lyrics:

Listen. I want to tell you my intent
They want to erase my identity
The history of the land of the Aryans
Is screaming until we come to it
So now is the time for you to hear
Iran is my land the
The country which after 7000 years
Is still standing
And the hearts of Iranians —still like the sea
Hear this, my fellow Iranian, from YAS
I too for my land stand like a soldier
Hold Iran like a gem in your hand and say
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My complaint will burst out like a shot
Let’s stand together and sing our anthem
My sisters, my brothers, my fellow Iranians
Iran’s civilization is in danger
All of us are soldiers beneath our flag
We won't let anyone spread lies about us
For us Iranians it is our calling
That we wear the symbol of ‘Farvahar’ around our necks
Our unity against an enemy is the cause of their distress
Iran’s name for us is an honor
And our respect for her is like a thorn in eye for those
Who want to injure her

—Like the thirst of a seed [wheat] for water
—Like the dampness of rain, the smell of earth
—Like you, pure eyes, like the feeling of its earth, for you
—My land. Singing for you is in my heart
—Singing of my land, is my feeling
—My love —the earth of this land —ran!
You want to say that we came from generations of Barbarians?
So take a look then to Takht Jamshid!
You're showing Iran’s name in vein
So yours could be written big on a cover of a CD [DVD}?
I'm writing down your intentions in my book
I know why you wrote this film “300”

I know that your heart is made of stone and lead
Instead of using your art to make a culture of peace
In this sensitive air and bad atmosphere
You want to start fishing in murky waters [profiting]
But this I tell you in its original language
Iran will never be spoiled and surrendered
God has given you two eyes to see
Take a look and read the books written by
Saadi and Ibn-e-Sina, Ferdosi, Khayam or Molana Rumi
Always throughout history we were the start [on top]
But now YAS can't sit down quietly
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Let Iran’s name be marred by a few tricksters
I'll shred your intentions with the “razor of hope”
Who are you to speak of the history of Iran?

It was Cyrus The Great that started the peace
Freeing the Jewish from the grip of Babylon
Cyrus The Great wrote the first bill of human rights
That is why I carry my esteem and great pride
For my Iran. The history of my land
For the earth of this land which my body is from
Whatever part of the world you live my fellow Iranian
And till your blood flows through you
Don't allow yourself to be satisfied
That anyone can fool around with your heritage
The history of Iran is my identity
Iran —protecting your name is my good intent
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A crash course on the true causes of “antisemitism”

September 28, 2017

This is a topic which has had so much written about it that you could fill an
entire city library with books entirely dedicated to this topic. Marx took a shot at

it. As did Sartre. There were, of course, also plenty of good books written on this
topic, but rather than list them all, I want to suggest a few simple common sense
points and then go to what I consider an authoritative explanation of this thing
we call “antisemitism” and which, of course, has nothing to do with Semites.

So first, lets dump this silly term and replace it by a simple and
straightforward one: judeophobia. Just like any other phobia (say, for example,
russophobia) the phobia of X is the 1) fear and/or hatred of X. Some people hate
Jews, others fear them (think of the “fear of the Jews” in the Scripture), some do
both. So judeophobia seems both logical and uncontroversial to me.

Second, it is a truism to say that everything in the universe has a cause. That
includes phobias. Including russophobia and judeophobia. For example, I would
be the first person to admit that there are objective characteristics of the Russian
people which makes other people fear and hate them. Like the fact that all
western attempts at conquering Russia have failed. Or that the Russians have
always, and still are, rejecting the Papacy. Just these two factors will create plenty
of russophobia in the West, for sure.

So, the next thing we can ask ourselves is what is it in Jews which causes
judeophobia. Alas, before I look into this, I need to clarify a number of
assumptions I make.

The first one is that Jews are not a race or ethnicity. To prove that, I defer to
Shlomo Sand’s book “The Invention of the Jewish People” As I explained

elsewhere, Jews are a tribe: A group one can chose to join (Elizabeth Taylor) or
leave (Gilad Atzmon). In other words, I see “Jewishness” as a culture, or
ideology, or education or any other number of things, but not something rooted
in biology. However, I also fully agree with Atzmon when he says that Jews are
not a race, but that Jewish culture/politics/ideology is racist (more about that
later).
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Next, there is also what is commonly known as “Judaism” That, by the way,
is also a misnomer, at least if by “Judaism” you refer to the faith of the Old
Testament, the faith of the Ancient Israel, the “God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob,
the God of our forefathers”. Modern “Judaism” which was created well after the
destruction of the Temple in Jerusalem in 70AD. Modern “Judaism” ought be to
called “Pharisaic Talmudism” and its true creators are Shimon bar Yochia,
Maimonides (aka “Rambam” in the video below), Joseph Karo and Isaac Luria.

The reason why this religion ought to be referred to as Pharisaic Talmudism is
modern Judaism is the continuation of the sect of the Pharisees (the only Jewish

sect which survived the destruction of Jerusalem and of the Temple —all
modern forms of “Judaism” trace their roots to the Pharisees) and that it’s main
source of authority is the Talmud, a collection of writings based on the ideas of

the sect of the Pharisees and complied from the beginning of the 2nd century. To
separate them from non-religious Jews, some authors have offered the term
“Judaic” to describe a person adhering to this faith. Seems reasonable to me.

Here is the key thing, while many modern Jews are non-religious and really
members of a self-described Jewish tribe, there is no such thing in history as a
“Tewish culture” distinct from Pharisaic Talmudism. Remember that national

categories are recent creations from the 18" and 19" centuries. For most of
history people defined them in reference to 1) their place of residence or birth 2)
their religious affiliation and 3) the identity of the ruler they were subjects of. In
contrast, nationality and ethnicity are largely modern concepts. The only thing
common to a Jew from the Middle-East, Central Europe and North Africa
would be teachings of Pharisaic Talmudism. It is only logical therefore to look at
this unique common characteristic to try to identify the causes of the hatred and
fear Jews have inspired pretty much everywhere they have ever resided.

I will use two official Jewish sources to ascertain the causes of antisemitism,
first the Simon Wiesenthal Multi-Media Learning Center’s website and a lecture
by Rabbi David Bar Hayim.

Here is what the Simon Wiesenthal Center writes on the page “Why The
Jews? The Patterns of Persecution”

Jewish communities existed continuously in Europe for over 2,000
years. Many of these communities were older than the countries in
which they existed. Nevertheless, as the countries of Europe developed,
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Jews were rarely given complete citizenship status. At best they were
tolerated as guests. Their social and religious distinctiveness made
them persistent targets for persecution; and such persecution, in turn,
intensified the cohesiveness of Jewish communities.

The emergence of Christianity as the dominant religion in Europe
intensified the persecution of Jews. Since both the religious and
political life of Europe became organized around the Christian faith,
Jews were seen as outcasts, the deniers and “killers” of Christ. For
millions of European Christians, for over 1600 years, the hatred and
persecution of Jews was religiously sanctioned. Antisemitism
intensified during the 19th and 20th century industrialization of
Europe as Jews participated more directly in European economic and
social life.

By 1933, the patterns of economic, social, and personal persecution of
European Jews were well established. Nazi racial antisemitism and
propaganda amplified and manipulated these patterns, ultimately
adding one deadly tenet—that all Jews must be eliminated.

This is the garden variety cop-out: they were older, but never given
citizenship, they were tolerated as guests, their social and religious
distinctiveness made them targets for persecution, then the Christians accused
them of killing Christ, antisemitism was religiously sanctioned, then came the
Nazis and added their racist propaganda. But it has a grain of truth buried deep
inside the rest of the platitudes: “social and religious distinctiveness”. What are
we talking about here exactly?

This sounds interesting so let'’s immediately delve into it!
The following is a lecture by Rabbi David Bar-Hayim whose biography, and

gently smiling face, you can find on Wikipedia. For our purposes, just the first
paragraph will be enough. It says that Bar-Hayim is an “Israeli Orthodox rabbi
who heads the Shilo Institute (Machon Shilo), a Jerusalem-based rabbinical court
and institute of Jewish education dedicated to the Torah of Israel”. Not a
lightweight by any means, and a man with established credentials. Now let’s

listen to what he has to say.
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I strongly encourage you to take the time to carefully listen to his entire
lecture (1h47m) to not only convince yourself that my chosen excerpts are not
partial or taken out of context, but also to get an emotional “feel” for the man
who not only is an articulate speaker who is clearly used to teaching, but who
also conveys a coherent picture of a man who gave these topics a great deal of
thought and who has to courage to call things by their names rather than to
“remain silent” like so many of his “politically correct” colleges.

So here is this lecture:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?
time continue=7&v=6cePM18Yvp8

Also, and just in case this lecture would “mysteriously” disappear from
YouTube following the publication of my article, I decided to re-upload it here:

http://www.myvi.ru/watch/Why-are-the-Rabbis-Silent-about-
Gaza RMI1]] {tUy7fjzY7Ehgug?

Next, here are a key statements from the beginning of this lecture posted
along with their time-stamp so you can check for their authenticity:

* 09:20 The Torah teaches that the life of a Jew is more precious than the
life of a non-Jew.
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* 10:00 God (HaShem) prefers Jews to non-Jews and gives them a special
status.

* 11:00 The notion that Jews and non-Jews are equally precious to God
contradicts the spirit of the Torah from beginning to end.

* 16:40 According to Shimon bar Yochia (aka Rashbi) “the best of non-Jews
should be killed in warfare” because just as Jews cannot know if a snake
approaching you is venomous or not, Jews cannot know which non-Jew
is a danger to then.

* 25:16 Jews must assume that it is likely that any non-Jew they meet does
not live by the Noahide Laws.

Here an explanation is needed about the so-called “Noahide Laws”
According to Wikipedia (I use it as the hyper-politically-correct source) the

Noahide Laws “are a set of imperatives which, according to the Talmud, were
given by God as a binding set of laws for the “children of Noah” —that is, all of
humanity”. Here are these laws as listed by Maimonides himself:
1. Prohibition of Idolatry
Prohibition of Blasphemy
Prohibition of Homicide
Prohibition of Sexual Immorality
Prohibition of Theft

Prohibition of Limb of a Living Creature

NI e D

Imperative of Legal System

Sounds “kinda not modern’, but hey, that is no “worse” than the 10
Commandants, right? Wrong! Wrong for two crucial reasons. First, the penalty
for breaking any one of these laws, at least according to Rabbi David Bar-Hayim,
is death (listen to the lecture for yourself!). Second, this list uses a euphemism
when it speaks of “idolatry”. What is meant here is not some pagan blood
ceremony to sacrifice babies to some god of thunder, but “Avodah Zarah”. How
do I know that? Listen to the lecture again, the Rabbi is very clear about it. And
what exactly is “Avodah Zarah™? It is “foreign worship” or, to put it simply, the
religions of the aliens, the others, the nations, the goyim. This is exactly the
accusation made by Pharisaic Judaics against Christianity: making “That Man”
(the typical Talmudic reference to Christ) into an idol. True, during the Middle-

Ages overt references to Christianity were obfuscated and even today to the
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question whether Avodah Zarah is applicable to Christianity the official answer

is wonderfully hypocritical: Christianity is a “special type of avodah zarah is

forbidden to Jews but permissible to gentiles, so that a non-Jew who engages in
Christian worship commits no sin”. First, this is an explicit modern Jewish
admission that those Jews who convert to Christianity are committing a crime
deserving the death penalty. But, more importantly, this is clearly a cop-out as
this “special type of avodah zarah” has no basis in traditional Pharisaic Talmudic
teachings. So this might come as a shock to many, but according to Pharisaic
Talmudists, all Christians deserve to be killed for the sin of idolatry. Feel the
love...

Now here is the sad part, in the USA these rabidly anti-Christians laws have

been proclaimed as the “bedrock of society from the dawn of civilization” by both
President Reagan and Congress. And to think that these guys fancy themselves

as “Christians”...

I am sure that there are those who are absolutely convinced that what I wrote
above is a gross misrepresentation of fact, that there is no way “Judaism” would
really teach any such horrors. Think again, and listen to the Rabbi himself:

* 25:33 Those who do not keep the Seven Noahide Laws are all therefore
guilty of a capital offense

* 25:49 “Avoda Zara’, i.e. idolatry meaning Christianity was the most
common offense.

Of course, for those who know anything about Pharisaic Talmudism none of
the above will come as any surprise. After all, did the Rabbi not also clearly state
that:

* 16:40 According to Shimon bar Yochia (aka Rashbi) “the best of non-Jews
should be killed in warfare” because just as Jews cannot know if a snake
approaching you is venomous or not, Jews cannot know which non-Jew
is a danger to them.

Non-Jews are explicitly compared to snakes! He also says something similar
later in the lecture:

* 26:15 since you cannot bring a perishing non-Jew to court to establish
his guilt, you take a neutral position by neither helping him nor killing
him.
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You got that? Since, like with snakes, it is impossible to tell a dangerous non-
Jew apart from a safe one, you cannot just kill him. For that you need a ruling by
a rabbinical court. But saving him is no option either, because he most likely
deserves the death penalty (say, for being a Christian). So you do nothing when
you see a non-Jew in danger or even perishing. Interestingly enough, the Rabbi
is also asked if that kind of non-assistance to a person in danger could not
negatively impact the reputation of Jews and he immediately replies:

* 1:22:00 if not saving a non-Jew makes Jews look bad, then the Jew ought
to lie about his motives

So it is okay to let a non-Jew die and, if challenged, just lie about it!

The key concept here is simple: Jews are more important to God and,
therefore, to themselves than non-Jews. This is why

* 1:00:30 there is no requirement to return a lost object to a non-Jew
* 1:17:40 Jews can brake the sabbath to save a Jew but not a non-Jew
because Jews do not consider all lives to be equal
I will stop the examples here. The Rabbi clearly says that the humanistic
notion that all humans are equal is contrary to the entire spirit of the Torah. If
after that you don’t get it....

What about the so-called Golden Rule about “do unto others™?
What about these:

* You shall not take vengeance or bear a grudge against your kinsfolk.
Love your neighbor as yourself: I am the LORD (Leviticus 19:18 )

* What is hateful to you, do not do to your fellow: this is the whole Torah;
the rest is the explanation; go and learn. (Shabbath folio:31a, Babylonian
Talmud)

Did you notice the key caveats “your kindsfolk’ and “your fellow”. Pharisaic
Talmudism interprets these passages as referring only to fellow Jews and not to
the semi-bestial goyim! It is laughable to a Rabbi when he hears a non-Jew
saying that all humans were created in the image and likeness of God. Pharisaic
Talmudism explicitly contradicts that (and the Kabbalah even more so!). Still
don’t agree? Which part of “ the humanistic notion that all humans are equal is
contrary to the entire spirit of the Torah” don’t you get?!
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The simple truth is that Pharisaic Talmudism (aka modern “Judaism”) is the
only religion which teaches a God-revealed racism.

This is hardly a new discovery of mine. Just read Michael Hoffman’s superb
magnum opus Judaism Discovered (available on Amazon and on his on his

website). In fact, there have been thousands of books already written on this
topic, and many are available online for download in various file formats. What
makes the video by Rabbi David Bar-Hayim so interesting is that it is 1) official
2) recent 3) that he really confirms it all. But for those who, like myself and, I am
sure, many readers here, have known about it for decades, this was absolutely
nothing new.

A couple of crucial caveats here: there are many Jews out there (most, I
would say) who are totally unaware of all this. Even “Conservative” and
“Reform” synagogues don’t preach that too overtly (though sometimes even they
do). This kind of religious racism is mostly taught in Orthodox Yeshivas and, of
course, in various Haredi institutions in Israel. For these ignorant Jews any such
explanations of the causes of antisemitism in world history are not only
offensive (blaming the victim) but also completely unfair (“my family never said
any such things!”). Second, while this kind of, frankly, demonic teachings have
only been taught in religious circles, they nevertheless also have had a deep
impact upon the outlook of many (but not all!) secular Jews many of whom
might never have been told that all Christians deserve to be executed, but who
still will have a profound and almost knee-jerk repulsion towards Christianity.
The distance between Rabbi David Bar-Hayim and Sarah Silverman and her
famous quote “I hope that Jews did kill Christ, Id do it again in a second” is very,
very short.

Finally, for all the (alas many) bone-headed racists out there, none of that
Pharisaic ideology is transmissible by genes so please don't give me that “all
Jews” nonsense. Some Jews do espouse these views, others don’t. Remember,
Jews are not a race or ethnicity, they are a tribe. A Jew who completely rejects all
this religiously-sanctioned racism about goyims does not somehow still
mysteriously carry in himself some “Talmudic bacillum” which can flare up and
turn him overnight into a hate-filled racist.

[Sidebar: For whatever it is worth, in my life I have seen more
kindness and compassion from (secular) Jews than from my fellow
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Orthodox Christians. Very often in my life I have had secular Jews
being like the Good Samaritan from the Gospel (Luke 10:25-37):

And, behold, a certain lawyer stood up, and tempted him, saying,
Master, what shall I do to inherit eternal life? He said unto him, What
is written in the law? how readest thou? And he answering said, Thou
shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul,
and with all thy strength, and with all thy mind; and thy neighbour as
thyself. And he said unto him, Thou hast answered right: this do, and
thou shalt live. But he, willing to justify himself, said unto Jesus, And
who is my neighbour?

And Jesus answering said, A certain man went down from Jerusalem
to Jericho, and fell among thieves, which stripped him of his raiment,
and wounded him, and departed, leaving him half dead. And by
chance there came down a certain priest that way: and when he saw
him, he passed by on the other side. And likewise a Levite, when he
was at the place, came and looked on him, and passed by on the other
side. But a certain Samaritan, as he journeyed, came where he was:
and when he saw him, he had compassion on him, And went to him,
and bound up his wounds, pouring in oil and wine, and set him on his
own beast, and brought him to an inn, and took care of him. And on
the morrow when he departed, he took out two pence, and gave them
to the host, and said unto him, Take care of him; and whatsoever thou
spendest more, when I come again, I will repay thee.

Which now of these three, thinkest thou, was neighbour unto him that
fell among the thieves?

And he said, He that shewed mercy on him. Then said Jesus unto him,
Go, and do thou likewise.

Notice two things: first, Christ frontally debunks the racist
interpretation of the words “thy neighbor” and, second, He also
clearly commands us how we should treat all of our neighbors.]
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So now we have it: the root causes of antisemitism are not to be found in
some weird cause-less aberration common to every single nation on earth, but
in the teachings of Pharisaic Talmudism. What is exceptionally pernicious is that
by what could be referred to as cultural-osmosis non-religious Jews find
themselves raised in a secular culture which still holds this kinds of beliefs,
minus their external religious trappings.

Furthermore, there are many non-Jews who, when seeing both religious
secular Jews equally hostile to their religion and traditions, come to the
conclusion that “all Jews” are bad. Throw in enough politicians (on both sides)
to bring a flame to this toxic mix and you end up with an inevitable explosion.
Hence all the persecutions.

Judeophobia has its roots in the demonic teachings of the sect of the
Pharisees whose religiously-sanctioned racism has, unfortunately, permeated the
worldview of many secular Jews. As long as Orthodox rabbis will stick to their
demented self-worship (this is real idolatry, by the way!), “antisemitism” will
continue to “mysteriously” rear its ugly head.

Brecht was right, “ The belly is still fertile from which the foul beast sprang”.
He just got the ‘belly’ wrong.

The Saker
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Russian views on the separatist referendums in
Spain and Iraq

October 05, 2017

The recent referendums in Catalonia and Kurdistan, while by no means
crucial developments for Russia, have resulted in a lively debate in the Russian
media and the Russian public opinion. The Kremlin itself has refrained from
making any strong statements, possibly indicating that there might be several
schools of thought on these issues in key ministries. Let’s look at these two
situations from the Russian point of view.

Kurdistan:

This is the comparatively simpler one of the two: there is no way Russia is
going to take the risk of alienating Iran, Iraq, Syria and Turkey. Furthermore,
“independent Kurdistan” is so clearly a US-Israeli project that there is no
constituency in Russia supporting this concept. Or is there?

Let’s not forget the for all the official smiles and declarations of mutual
friendship, Erdogan is not, and will never, be trusted by the Kremlin.
Furthermore, let's not forget that Russia and Turkey fought 12 (twelve!) wars
(1568-1570, 1672-1681, 1686-1700, 1710-1713, 1735-1739, 1768-1774, 1787-
1791, 1806-1812, 1828-1829, 1853-1856, 1877-1878, 1914-1918). Neither should
we forget the role Turkey played in supporting Takfiri terrorism in Chechnia. Or

the fact that Erdogan himself bears a huge responsibility in the bloodbath in
Syria. Oh and there is the issue of the Russian bomber shot down (with US
assistance) over Syrian airspace. So, all in all, there is a lot in the past and the
Russians will not ignore it. While it is most definitely not in the Russian national
interest to fully support an independent Kurdistan anywhere (meaning not in
Turkey, not in Iraq, not in Iran and not in Syria), a Realpolitik approach would
strongly suggest that the Russian have an objective interest in keeping the
Kurdish issue festering just to have a potential leverage against Turkey. Is that
cynical? Yes, absolutely. I am not saying that this is morally/ethically right, only
that there will be those in Russia who will make that case.
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I think that the real issue for Russia is this: is peace between Russia and
Turkey even possible? I personally believe that it is and, not only that, but I even
believe that peace between Russia and Turkey is absolutely necessary. And that,
in turn, means that it might even be inevitable. Let me explain.

First, 207, 19, 18 17%and 16 century dynamics are simply not

transferable to the 21" century. If the geographical factors have not changed
during the past centuries, military realities have. Yes, Russia and Turkey still can
compete for influence or for the control of the Black Sea, but for the first time in
history the outcome of a Russian-Turkish war has become absolutely
predictable: Russia wins, Turkey loses or even disappears entirely. The Russians
know that, and so do the Turks. This is exceedingly unlikely to change in the
foreseeable future.

Second, I would argue that Russia and Turkey have common problems and
common enemies. Sure, Turkey is still a member of NATO, I don’t think that
will change anytime soon, but this membership is in the process of losing a lot of
its substance. The attempted coup against Erdogan, which was fully backed and
supported by the USA, is a stark illustration that with friends like the USA
Turkey needs no enemies. So look at it from the Turkish point of view: what do
Russia and the USA want for Turkey? The USA want Turkey to be a US colony
and use against Russia, Iran and the Arab states in the region and in support of
Israel. What does Russia want from Turkey? To be a predictable, reliable and
truly independent partner with whom Russia can work. Now if you were
Turkish, which option would most appeal to you?

Third, former enemies can become partners —just think of France and
Germany for example. That can happen when objective factors combine with a
political will and jointly “push” towards a fundamental transition from enemies
to partners. I am increasingly inclined to think that this might be happening
between Russia and Turkey.

I don’t think I am being Pollyannish here. And yes, there are still plenty of
problems in Turkey which can flare-up, including Ergodan’s megalonania, neo-
Ottoman imperial delusions, a nasty type of Ottoman Islamism, Turkey’s toxic
policies towards Cyprus, Greece and Serbia, etc. But Russia cannot complain
about the blind stupidity of East-Europeans who fail to grasp the fundamental
differences between the old USSR and the new Russia while at the same time
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acting as if modern Turkey was the old Ottoman Empire. There are moments in
history when what is required from wise leaders is to have the intellectual
courage to understand that something fundamental has changed and that old
dynamics simply do not apply. At the very least, Russia ought to do everything
in her power to encourage Turkey to abandon its old ways and to follow Russia
in her realization that her future is not with the West, but with the South, East
and North.

Fourth, the Kurdish question also presents a serious indirect risk for Russia:
even if Russia is not directly involved, any tensions or, God forbid, war between
any combination of Turkey, Iran, Syria and Iraq would be a disaster for Russia
because all of these countries are, to various degrees, Russian allies. Any conflict
between these countries would weaken them and, therefore, weaken Russia too.

For all these reasons, I am personally convinced that having a festering
Kurdish problem is not in the Russian national interest. However, neither is it in
the Russian national interest to try to become deeply involved in this issue. At
most, the Russians can offer to act as intermediaries to help the parties find a
negotiated solution, but that’s is about it. Russia neither an empire nor a world
policeman and she has no business trying to influence or, even less so, control
outcomes in this thorny issue.

Israel and the USA will do everything they can to prevent Turkey from
integrating itself into regional partnerships with Russia or Iran, but this might
not be enough to prevent the Turks from realizing that they have no future with
the EU or NATO. In the AngloZionist Empire some are more equal than others,
and Turkey will never be granted any kind of real partnership in these
organizations. The bottom line is this: Russia has a lot to offer Turkey and I
believe that the Turks are beginning to realize this. Russia can, therefore, do
much better than to simply support Kurdish separatism as a way to keep
pressure on Ankara. “The enemy of my enemy is my friend” is too primitive to be
at the foundation of Russia’s policies towards Turkey.

For all these reasons I don't see Russia supporting Kurdish separatism
anywhere. Russia has nothing to gain by supporting what is clearly a US-Israeli
project aimed at destabilizing the entire region. I believe that the Kurds
themselves have made a huge historical mistake by aligning themselves with the
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USA and Israel and that they therefore will now reap the bitter fruits of this
strategic miscalculation: nobody in the region supports a “2nd Israel” (except
Israel, of course) and neither will Russia.

Catalonia

Catalonia is far away from Russia and the outcome of the crisis there will
have no real impact on Russian national interests. But on a political level,
Catalonia is highly relevant to the Russian political debates. See for yourself:

The case of Catalonia can be compared to Crimea: a local referendum,
organized against the will of the central government. In contrast, when Kosovo
was cut-off from Serbia in total illegality and without any kind of referendum
the entire West gave this abomination a standing ovation. The Russians then
issued stark warnings about the precedent this set and thereafter South Ossetia,
Abkhazia and Crimea happened. Is the secession of Catalonia not the next
logical step? Is there not a karmic beauty in the fact that Spain and the rest of the
EU are now being hit by the very same demon they unleashed in Kosovo? There
is a definite Schadenfreude for many Russians in seeing the pompous asses of EU
politicians sitting on the red ants nest of separatism —let’s see how smart and
“democratic” you guys truly are?! It is rather funny, in a bitter-sweet way, to see
how ‘democratic’ policemen beat up peaceful demonstrators whose only “crime”
was to want to cast a ballot in a box. A lot of Russians are now saying that Russia
is now the only truly democratic and free country left out there. Needless to say,
the way the Madrid government handled this situation further damage the
credibility of the West, the EU and the entire notion of “civilized Europe” being
“democratic”.

My feeling is that the way the central government handled this event
alienated most Russian who are simply baffled by the utter stupidity and
needless brutality of the police crackdown during the vote: what in the world
were the cops trying to achieve?! Did they really think that they could prevent
the vote? And what is the point in then denying that a referendum did take
place? Or what about the praise on the police and its behavior? I have to say that
for all my pro-Spanish biases, the way Madrid handled it all truly seems
fantastically stupid and self-defeating to me.
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Historically, the USSR was on the Republican side during the Spanish Civil
war and there are still a lot of ties between Russia and Catalonia today. However,
there is also a sympathy between Russia and Spain and the Russians understand
that Spain is supporting any and all US policies towards Russia because it is a
voiceless and totally subservient US colony. Still, a lot of Russian commentator
did speak about Madrid’s “Fascism” in handling the events in Catalonia, and
footage of anti-separatists screaming Francist slogans did not help.

Some Russians, however, mostly liberal, caution about supporting
separatism movements in Europe because Russia herself in multi-national and
because of the risk of the separatist fad coming right back to Russia. I don't think
that this is much of a real risk for Russia. Not after Chechnia. I just don’t see any
region in Russia really interested in trying to secede from the Russian
Federation. If anything, I see more potential for various region on the other side
of the Russian border wanting to join Russia (Novorussia to begin with).

The question which divides a lot of Russians is this: is Russia better off with
a strong EU because a strong EU might be more capable of standing up to the
USA or is Russia better off with a weak EU because a weak EU weakens the
Western ‘front’ against Russia? My personal opinion is that EU is doomed
anyway and that a collapse of the EU would be a good thing for the people of
Europe as it would bring closer the inevitable decolonization of the European
continent. This suggests to me that while the eventual outcome of the current
crisis is probably irrelevant to Russia, the fact that a crisis is happening is to
Russia’s advantage.

I think that most Russians have positive feelings towards both Spain and
Catalonia. The only clearly negative feelings I have seen over the past couple of
days are elicited by the brutal and dumb way Madrid handled this crisis: most
Russians are sincerely appalled at the violence and at the hypocrisy of the EU
politicians. But other than that, the Kremlins position that “this is an internal
Spanish issue” is probably supported by a majority of experts. Russia has nothing
to gain by involving herself in this crisis and she therefore won’t do so.

Conclusion

Potentially, the recent referendums in Kurdistan and Catalonia have the
potential to turn into the proverbial spark which will set off a major explosion.
The Russians are aware of that risk and will do whatever they can to avoid such
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an outcome. Unlike the USA which thrives of crises, hence the overt support for
the Kurds and the covert support for the Catalans, Russia’s “political model” (in
the sense of “business model”) does not need crises at all, in fact the Russians
dislike them intensively (yet another reason why the notion of a Russian
invasion of any country, including in the EU, is just simply ignorant and plain
stupid). There is a paradox here: the USA, whose military has not had a
meaningful victory since the war in the Pacific, thrives on conflict, chaos and
violence, while Russia, which probably has the most formidable military on the
planet, seems to consider conflicts like a plague which needs to be avoided at all
costs. In reality, there is no paradox here, these are simply to dramatically
civilizational models which have fundamentally different visions of the kind of
world they want to live in. Whatever happens in the future, the Russians will be
observing these to conflicts with some trepidation, and they will hotly debate
them. But I dont see them trying to actively involve themselves in what is
fundamentally not their problem.

the Saker
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Is Communism really dead?

October 12, 2017

The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 did mark the end of the longest
experiment in Communism in recent history. Many saw this event as the proof
that Communism (or Marxism-Leninism, I use these interchangeably here) was
not a viable ideology. After all, if in Russia Communism was formally ended in
1991, the Chinese quietly shifted away from it too, replacing it with a uniquely
Chinese brand of capitalism. Finally, none of the ex-Soviet “allies” chose to stick
to the Communist ideology as soon as they recovered their freedom. Even
Chavez’ brand of Communism resulted in a completely bankrupt Venezuela. So
what’s there to argue about?

Actually, a great deal, beginning with every single word in the paragraph
above.

Communism - the past:

For one thing, the Soviet Union never collapsed. It was dismantled from
above by the CPSU party leaders who decided that the Soviet nomenklatura
would split up the Soviet “pie” into 15 smaller slices. What happened after that
was nothing more than the result of in infighting between these factions. Since
nobody ever empowered these gangs of Party apparatchiks to dissolve the USSR
or, in fact, to reform it in any way, their actions can only be qualified as a totally
illegal coup. All of them, beginning with the Gorbachev and Eltsin gangs were
traitors to their Party, to their people and to their country. As for the people,
they were only given the right to speak their opinion once, on March 17, 1991,
when a whopping 77.85% voted to preserve the “the USSR as a renewed
federation of equal sovereign republics in which the rights and freedom of an
individual of any nationality will be fully guaranteed” (see here for a good
discussion of this now long-forgotten vote). There was no collapse. There was a
coup or, even more accurately, a series of coups, all executed by traitors from the
Party apparatus in total illegality and against the will of the people. Some will
object to the fact that the Communist Party was full of traitors. But unless one
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can explain and prove that Communism systematically and somehow uniquely
breeds traitors, this accusation has no merit (as of Christians did not betray
Christianity, democrats democracy or Fascists Fascism).

Second, is Communism a viable ideology? Well, for one thing, there are two
schools of thought on that topic inside Marxists ideology. One says that
Communism can be achieved in one country, the other says that no, for
Communism to become possible a world revolution is necessary. Let’s first set
aside the first school of thought for a while and just look at the second one. This
will be tricky anyway since all we have to judge its empirical correctness is a
relatively short list of countries. I already hear the objection “what? Ain’t Soviet
Russia, Maoist China, PolPots Kampuchea and, say, Kim Il-sungs DPRK not
enough?”. Actually, no. For one thing, according to the official Soviet ideology,
Communism as such was never achieved in the USSR, only Socialism. This is
why the country was called the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
Communism was seen as a goal, Socialism as an unavoidable, intermediate,
transitional phase. To say that Communism failed in the USSR is just about as
logical as to say that a half-built building failed to provide a comfortable shelter.
China, of course, has not “failed” to begin with, Pol Pot’s Kampuchea as probably
a (horrific) attempt at building a truly Communist society almost overnight, but
that by itself contradicts the Historical/Dialectical Materialist Theory of
Marxism which states the need for a transitional Socialist phase. As for the
DPRK, it’s ideology is not Marxism or Communism, but Juche, at most a distant
relative. So no, these few examples are hardly representative of anything, if only
because the form a sample too small to be relevant and because none of them
qualify as “test case”

Now coming back to “Communism cannot be achieved in one country”
argument, lets look at it from a pure red-white-n-blue kind of Merican
ideological position and remember that the proponents of US-style capitalism
like to remind us that Reagan’s arms race is what bankrupted the Soviet Union
which could not keep up with it. Other proud American patriots also like to say
that, well, the USA brought down the price of oil, making it impossible for the
Soviets to continue spending and that thois fall in prices is what made the Soviet
economy collapse. Personally, I find these arguments both stupid and ignorant,
but let’s accept them as self-evidently true. Does that not show that the USSR
collapsed due to external factors and not due to some inherent internal flaw?
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Modern training (I don't call it “education”) does not really emphasize logic,
so I will rhetorically ask the following question: if we accept that Capitalism
defeated Communism, prove that Communism was not viable or that Capitalism
is superior? To the many (alas) who will answer “yes” I would suggest that if you
lock a hyena and a human being in a cage and force them to fight for resources,
the human is most unlikely to win. Does that prove that the human is not viable
or the hyena “superior”?

Marxism-Leninism clearly states that Capitalism is build on the oppression
of the weak and that imperialism highest stage of Capitalism. We don’t have to
agree with this argument (though I personally very much do), but neither can it
be dismissed simply because we don't like it. In fact, I would argument that
disproving it should be a key element of any serious refutation of Communism.
But to keep things short, all I will say is this: any person who has actually
traveled in Asia, Africa or South America will attest that the Communists
(USSR, China, Cuba) actually sent immense amounts of aid including raw
materials, technologies, specialists, doctors, military advisors, agronomists,
water-sanitation engineers, etc. In contrast, ask anybody in these continents
what Capitalism brings, and you will get the same answer: violence, exploitation
and the support for a local Comprador ruling gang. To anybody arguing with
this I could only recommend one thing: begin traveling the world.

[Sidebar: So yes, using the hyena as a symbol of Capitalism in my
allegory above is fair. As for the ‘cage’ —it is simply our planet. What
I do think is wrong is equating Communism with a human being.
But that at this point of our conversation it is my own private
opinion and not an argument at all. I have been an anti-Communist
my entire life, and I still remain one, but that is hardly a reason for
me to accept logically flawed and counter-factual anti-Communist
arguments].

At this point in the conversation my typical Capitalist interlocutor would
bombard me with a fully or short slogans like “dude, in every Communist society
people vote with their feet, have you forgotten the Boat-People, the Marielitos or
the folks jumping over the Berlin Wall?” or “every single country in Eastern Europe
rejected Communism as soon as the Soviet tanks left —does that not tell you
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something about Communism?”. Usually the person delivering these slogans gets
a special glee in the eye, a sense of inevitable triumph so it is especially
rewarding to observe these before debunking all this nonsense.

Let’s begin with the feet-voting argument. It is utter nonsense. Yes, true,
some people did run away from Communist societies. The vast majority did not.
And please don’t give me the “their families were held hostage” or “the secret
police was everywhere to prevent that”. The truth is much simpler:

On the “push side”: All the famous waves of people emigrating from
Communist societies are linked to profound crises inside these countries, crises
which have had many causes, including mostly external ones.

On the “pull side”: In each case, a powerful Western propaganda system was
used to convince these people to emigrate promising them “milk and honey” if
they ran.

I am sorry if I have to burst somebody’s naive illusions, as somebody who
has worked for several years as a interpreter-translator interviewing applicants
for the status of political refugee I can attest that the vast majority of political
refugees are nothing of the sort: they mostly are economic refugees and a few are
social refugees, meaning that some personal circumstances made them decide
that emigrating is better than staying. I have interviewed hundred of refugees
from the Soviet Union and all their stories of political repression were laughable,
especially to a person like me who knew how (the very real) political repression
in the Soviet Union actually worked. To those who would claim that, well,
Communism inevitably results in economic crises I would just refer to the
discussion above about what, if anything, we can conclude from the few
examples of Marxist societies in history.

[Sidebar: Unlike 99.99% of the folks reading these words, I actually
spent many years of my life as an well-known anti-Soviet activist. I
traveled to various ports where Soviet ships were anchored to
distribute anti-Soviet literature, I made list of buildings where Soviet
diplomats used to live to deliver anti-Soviet documents into their
mailboxes, I helped send money to the families of Orthodox
Christians jailed in Soviet prisons and labor camps, I arranged illegal
contacts with Soviet citizens traveling abroad (truckers, artists, naval
engineers, clergy, circuses —you name it). And there are things
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which I did which I still cannot publicly discuss. And while I never
took part in any violent action, but I sure did everything I could in
the domain of ideological warfare to bring down Communism in
Russia. As a result, the (now-defunct) KGB had me listed as a
dangerous provocateur and posted my photo in the offices of
specific Soviet offices abroad (like the Sovhispan in Spain) to warn
them about me. And let me tell you the truth —most of those Soviet
citizens who disliked the Soviet system never even tried to emigrate.
The issue here is not hostage families or the “almighty KGB’ but the
fact that you love your country even when you hate the regime in
power. Worse, most of those who did defect (and I personally helped
quite a few of them) were mostly miserable once they came to the
West, their illusions shattered in less than a year, and all they were
left with was a ever-present nostalgia. For that reason, I personally
always advised them not to emigrate. If they insisted, some did, I
would help. But I always advised against it. Now, many years later, I
still think that I did the right thing].

Finally, as to the Soviet “allies” in Eastern Europe their rejection of
Communism is as logical and predictable as their embrace of Capitalism,
NATO, the EU and the rest of it. For decades they were told that the West was
living in peace and prosperity while they were living in oppression and misery,
and that the evil Russians were the cause of all their unhappiness. The fact that,
when given the chance, they then rushed to embrace the American Empire was
as predictable as it was naive. Remember, history is written by victors and only
time will really tell us what legacy Communism and Capitalism will leave in
Eastern Europe. What we do know is that even though the Soviet occupation of
Afghanistan resulted in a horrible and vicious war, and even though the people
of Afghanistan also appeared to fully embrace the “kind patronage” of the USA
and its allies, things are now already beginning to change and that the years of
secular rule and even the Soviet occupation are now being re-visited by an
increasing number of historians and Afghan commentators who now see it in a
much more nuanced way than they would have in the past. Just a simple
comparison of the daily life of Afghans before and after the Soviet invasion or a
comparative list of what the Soviets and the Americans actually built in the
country tells a very different story (even the Americans today are still using
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Soviet-built facilities, including the now infamous Bagram air base). Careful for
the logically-challenged here: I am not making an apology for the Soviet
invasion here, all I am saying that the wisdom of “embracing the other side”
cannot be judged in the immediate aftermath of a “switch” in allegiance —
sometimes several decades or more are needed to make an balanced assessment
of what really took place.

My point in all of the above is simple: the official imperial propaganda
machine (aka “the media” and “the educational system”) has tried to present a
simple narrative about Communism when, in reality, even a small dig a tad
deeper than the superficial slogans immediately shows that things are much,
much, more complicated than the crude and comprehensibly false narrative we
are being presented with.

Communism - the future:

Here I will immediately lay down my cards on the table and state that I
believe, and even hope, that Communism is not dead and that, in fact, I think
that it still have a long and most interesting future. Here are a few reasons why.

First, the Communist ideology, as such, has never been comprehensibly
defeated, if only because no other ideology comparable in scope and depth has
emerged to challenge, nevermind refute or replace, Communism. For one thing,
Communism is a *huge* intellectual building and just destroying some of its
“top floors” hardly brings the entire edifice down. Lets take a simple example:
the Marxist slogan “From each according to his ability, to each according to his

needs”. Marx did not really invent it, he just popularized it. Some sources say that
the original author was August Becker in 1844, Louis Blanc in 1851 or Etienne-
Gabriel Morelly 1775. Others say that it was Pierre-Joseph Proudhon but with
slightly different version “From each according to his ability, to each according

to his work”. This was the version accepted in the USSR as being applicable to

the socialist transitional phase on the path to the full realization of

Communism. Then, of course, there is the famous New Testament quote by
Saint Paul “if any would not work, neither should he eat” (Thess 3:10) and the
words of Christ Himself about “to every man according to his ability” (Matt
25:15). This all gets very complex very fast, but yet this is hardly an excuse to
ignore what is one of the basic tenets of Marxism-Leninism. And there are many
such key tenets because Communism cannot be understood, nevermind
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evaluated, outside a much broader discussion of Dialectical Materialism, itself
an adaptation of Hegelian dialectics to historiography, all of which serve as a
foundation for Historical Materialism which, in turn, offers a comprehensive
critique of the nature of Capitalism. There is a reason why a good library on
Marxism-Leninism could easily include a full floor dedicated solely to the
teaching and criticism of Marxism-Leninism: this body of teaching is huge, and
incorporates history, sociology, economics, philosophy and many other
disciplines. Just Materialism itself includes a huge corpus of writings ranging
from the Pre-Socratic philosophers to Nietzsche’s “God is dead” to, alas,
Dawkins sophomoric writings. If we honestly look carefully inside Marxism-
Leninism we will see that there are such philosophical pearls (or challenges,
depending on how you look at them) on most levels of the Marxist-Leninist
building. Before we can declare that “Communism is dead” we have to deal with
every “floor” of the Marxist-Leninist building and bring down at the very least

all the crucial ones least we be (justly) accused of willful ignorance.

Second, the Communist ideology offers us the most comprehensive critique
of the globalist-capitalist society we live in today. Considering that by now only
the most deliberately blind person could still continue to deny that our society is
undergoing a deep crisis, possibly leading to what is often referred to as
“TEOTWAWKI” (The end of the world as we know it) I would question the
wisdom of declaring Communism dead and forgetting about it. After all,
informing ourselves about the Communist critique of Capitalism does not imply
the adoption of the Communist solutions to the ills of Capitalism any more than
pay attention to a doctor’s diagnosis implies a consent to one single course of
treatment. And yet what our society has done is to completely reject the
diagnosis on the basis that the treatment has failed in several cases. How stupid
is that?

Third, the corpus of Communist and Marxist-Leninist teachings is not only
immense, it is also very diverse. Leninism itself is, by the way, a further
development of Marxist ideas. It would be simply illogical to only focus on the
founding fathers of this ideology and ignore or, worse, dismiss their modern
followers. Let’s take a simple example: religion.
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It is a well-known fact that Marx declared that “religion is the opium of the
people”. And it is true that Lenin and Trotsky engaged in what can only be
described as a genocidal and satanic amok run against religion in general, and
Orthodox Christianity especially, while they were in power. For decades rabid
atheism was a cornerstone of the Marxist-Leninist ideology. And yet, if you look
at the various Marxist regimes in Latin America (including Cuba and
Venezuela) you rapidly see that they replaced that rabid atheism with an
endorsement of a specific type of Christianity one could loosely describe as
“Liberation Theology” Now, for a hardcore Orthodox traditionalist like myself,

Liberation Theology is not exactly my cup of tea (full disclosure: politically, I
would describe myself as a “People’s Monarchist” (HapopHblit MOHapxucT) in the
tradition of Lev Tikhomirov, Feodor Dostoevsky, Ivan Solonevich and Ivan

Llyin). But the point here is not the inherent qualities of the Liberation Theology
(or lack thereof) but the fact that Latin American Marxists have clearly ditched
atheism. And whether they did that out of a deep sense of spiritual rebirth and
renewal or out of cynical power politics considerations is irrelevant: even if they
had to cave under pressure, they still did something which their predecessors
would never have done under any circumstances. So now instead of denouncing
religion as reactionary, we have leaders like Hugo Chavez declaring that “Jesus
Christ was an authentic Communist, anti-imperialist and enemy of the oligarchy”.
Sincere? Possibly. Important? Most definitely. I submit that if such a central,
crucial, tenet as militant atheism could be dropped by modern Marxists they are
probably willing to drop any other of its part they would conclude are wrong

(for whatever reason). To conflate 21°% century Communists with their 19t
century predecessors is unforgivably stupid and ignorant.

Fourth, modern Communism comes in many original and even surprising
flavors. One of the most interesting ones would be in the form of the Islamic
Republic of Iran. Of course, modern Iran is hardly a copy of the old German
Democratic Republic. Ramin Mazaheri, the Paris correspondent for Press TV
put it best when he wrote “Europe came to socialism through industrialization,
theory and war, but Iran came to socialism through its religious and moral beliefs”.
And make no mistake, when Mazaheri compliments Iran on its “socialist”
achievements, he does not oppose the notion of socialism to the one of
communism (Mazaheri is a proud and self-avowed Communist) nor does he
refer to the “caviar Socialism” of the French Left. Instead he refers to “socialism”
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as a set of underlying values and principles common in the Marxist and Islamic
worldviews. It is often forgotten that one of the main ideologues of the Iranian
Revolution, Ali Shariati, was clearly influenced by Socialist and even Marxist

ideas.

Iran, by the way, is not unique in the Muslim world. For example, the
writings of Sayyid Qutb 1906-1966 contain plenty of ideas which one could
describe as Marxist. I would even argue that Islam, Christianity and

Confucianism all include strong elements of both universalism and collectivism
which are typically associated with Marxist ideas, especially in contrast to the
kind of bloated hyper-individualism underlying the Capitalist worldview (which
I personally call “the worldview of me, myself and I”). Sure, the modern doxa
wants to label all forms of Islam as retrograde, medieval and otherwise
reactionary, but in truth it would be far more fair to describe Islam as
revolutionary, social and progressive. But let’s not confuse the nonsense spewed
by the Zionist propaganda machine at those poor folks still paying attention to it
with reality, shall we? Surely we can agree that the worst possible way to try to
learn anything about Islam would be to pay attention to the US Ziomedia!

Communism - the challenge:

It is not really surprising that the Americans, who have not defeated
anybody or anything in a very long time, might be strongly inclined to adopt the
notion of having won the Cold War and/or having defeated Communism. In a
country where adult and presumably educated people can declare with a serious
face that Obama is a Socialist (or even a Communist) such nonsense will very
rarely be challenged. This is a reflection of the poor state of education of a
nation which fancies itself as “indispensable”, but which has no real interest in
understanding the rest of the world, nevermind its history. We can now make
fun of the putatively dumb Commies, their “scientific Communism” and their
university chairs of Marxism and Leninism, but it remains undeniable that in
order to understand the Communist propaganda you needed to have a minimal
level of education and that this propaganda exposes you to topics which are now
practically dead in western societies (such as philosophy or history). When I see
the kind of nonsense nowadays which passes for political science or philosophy
I can only conclude that the once proud western world now lacks the basic level of
education needed to understand, nevermind refute, Marxist ideologues. And that
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is a crying shame because I also believe that Marxism and Communism are
inherently both very attractive and very toxic ideologies which must be
challenged and refuted.

[Sidebar: What I personally think about Marxism is not really the
topic today, so I will limit myself to saying that like all utopian
ideologies, Marxism promises a future which cannot ever happen.
True, this is hardly a sin unique to Marxism. Amongst modern
ideologues Hitler should be commended for his relative modesty —
he “only” promised a 1000 year long Reich. In contrast Francis
Fukuyama promised a communism-like “end of history”. This is all
par for the course coming from atheists who are trying to
simultaneously reject God while (unsuccessfully) imitating Him: a
utopian society is what Satan offered to Christ during the temptation
of Christ in the desert (Matt 4:1-11) and also the reason why some
Jews rejected Him for offering them a spiritual kingdom rather than
then the worldly kingdom they were hoping for. Right there there is
plenty enough, at least for me, to reject this and any other ideology
promising some kind of “heaven on earth”. In my opinion all utopian
ideologies are inherently and by definition Satanic].

Can the huge corpus of the Marxist/Communist ideological building be
convincingly refuted? I think that it can and, assuming mankind does not
destroy itself in the near future, that it eventually will. But that will require an
effort of a completely different nature and magnitude then the collection of
primitive slogans which are currently hurled at Marxism today. In fact, I also
believe that Orthodox Christianity already has refuted Marxism by preemption,
many centuries before the birth of Karl Marx, by denouncing all its underlying
assumptions in the Scripture, the writings of the Church Fathers, the sayings of
the Desert Fathers, the Lives of the Saints, its liturgical texts and icons, but in
our post-Chrstian society that refutation is accessible only to the tiny minority
of those who are exposed to it and who are educated enough to understand it (a
good example of such a person would be Fedor Dostoevskii).

For the foreseeable future Communism has a very bright and long future,
especially with the ongoing collapse of the Anglo-Zionist Empire and the
subsequent debate on the causes of this collapse. Living in the United States one
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might be forgiven for not seeing much of a future for Communism, but from
Southeast Asia to the Indian subcontinent and from Africa to Latin America the
ideals, values and arguments of Communism continue to have an immense
appeal on millions of people. When Donald Trump, during his recent UN

speech, presumed to have the authority to lecture the world on Socialism he
really only showed that ignorance is no impediment to arrogance and that they
really usually go hand in hand. If his intention was to speak to the domestic
audience, then he probably made a few folks feel good about themselves and the
political system they live in. If he truly was addressing a foreign audience, then
the only thing he achieved was to reinforce the worst anti-American clichés.

For the time being, the spectre of Communism will continue to haunt much
of our planet, especially in those parts were education and poverty are high. In
the basically illiterate but wealthy world Communism will remain pretty much
as it is today: universally ignored and therefore unknown. But when the grand
edifice of Capitalism finally comes tumbling down and its victims rediscover the
difference between propaganda and education — then a credible modern
challenge to the Communist ideology will possibly arise. But for the time being
and the foreseeable future Communism will remain not only alive, but also quite
undefeated.

The Saker
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Re-visiting Russian counter-propaganda methods

October 20, 2017

A special ‘thank you!” to my Director of Research, Scott, for providing me
with the background info for this article

Everything we were told about the Soviet Union turned out to be a lie, but
everything we were told about the West turned out to be true
Russian joke

In May of 2016 I wrote an article for the Unz Review entitled “Counter-
Propaganda, Russian Style” in which I tried to show the immense difference

between the old, Soviet, approach to propaganda and counter-propaganda and
the approach taken by the Russian authorities today. The main difference was
this: if the Soviet went out of their way to prevent western propaganda from
reaching the Soviet people, the Russians are nowadays doing the exact opposite:
they are going out of their way to make sure that western propaganda is
immediately translated and beamed into every single Russian household. What I
propose to do today is to share with you a few recent examples of what Russian
households are regularly exposed to.

By now, you must have heard about the CNN report about how the evil
Russkies used Pokemon to destabilize and subvert the USA. If not, here it is:

https://youtu.be/ WW4ARP7lgvs
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In Russia this report was an instant mega-success: the video was translated and
rebroadcast on every single TV channel. Margarita Simonian, the brilliant
director of Russia Today, was asked during a live show “be truthful and confess —

what is your relationship with Pokemon, do they work for you?” to which she
replied “I feed themi” —the audience burst in laughter.

The Russian Pokemon was just the latest in a long series of absolutely insane,
terminally paranoid and rabidly russophobic reports released by the western
Ziomedia, all of which were instantly translated into Russian and rebroadcast by
the Russian media.

One of the techniques regularly used on Russian talk shows is to show a
short report about the latest crazy nonsense coming out of the United States or
Europe and then ask a pro-US guest to react to it. The “liberals” (in the Russian
political meaning of this word, that is a hopelessly naive pro-western person
who loves to trash everything Russian and who hates Putin and those who
support him) are intensely embarrassed and usually either simply admit that this
is crazy nonsense or try to find some crazy nonsense in the Russian media (and
there is plenty of that too) to show that “we are just as bad”. Needless to say, no
matter what escape route is chosen, the “liberal” ends up looking like a total
idiot or a traitor.

In my May 2016 article I mentioned several examples of particularly heinous
and offensive foreign characters which are regularly invited to the Russian talk
shows including rabid Ukie nationalists, arrogant Polish russophobes and, last
but not least, US reporters working in Moscow. To balance out these truly
repugnant characters, mentally sane and credible foreign guests are also invited,
typically from southern Europe (France, Italy, Spain). So the typical “guest
matrix” ends up looking like this:
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This is a formidable propaganda technique for a number of reasons. For one
thing, it joins the internal and external russophobes at the hip in a kind of “guilt
by association” which forces them to try to help each other which, if course, only
makes them all look even worse (their negative traits reinforcing each other).
There is not need to label anybody as “traitor” when the people in question do a
great job placing that label upon themselves when they try to explain away all
the crazy and hateful anti-Russian nonsense the western Ziomedia constantly
spews. An average Russian who hears a Russian liberal explaining that the
“Russian Pokemon” story might be based in reality immediately wonders how
much the CIA pays this SOB to say that kind of nonsense. But here is where this
is getting really cute:

It ain’t the CIA paying that liberal —the Russians are doing it themselves!

A few days ago a major article appeared in the newspaper Komsomolskaia

Pravda (yup, they kept that old and, frankly, silly sounding name which
translates to “Truth of the Communist Youth League”) which revealed that some
of the most offensive guests on Russian talkshows are paid a lot of money to
spew their anti-Russian propaganda. Here are the top paid guests:

* Viacheslav Kovtun (Ukraine): 500°000-700°000 rubles (about 8’700 to
12’000 dollars) each month

* Michael Bohm (USA): 500°000-700’000 rubles (about 8’700 to 12’000
dollars) each month

* Takub Koreiba (Poland): no less than 500’000 rubles (about 8700 dollars)
each month

According to the KP investigators, these guys have legal contracts and they
pay Russian income taxes. So this is all very legal and quite pluralistic to boot:
the only people who can seriously accuse the Russian government of trying to
crack down on the opposition, pro-western political parties or anti-Putin ideas
are folks who have have absolutely no factual knowledge about Russia *at all*.
Either that, or they are deliberately lying. And that includes the vast majority of
the western political leaders (in the USA and in Europe) who are now
scrambling to increase the budgets of the traditional western propaganda outfits
such as VOA/RL/RFE or who want to create new propaganda outlets to “bring
the democratic message to the Russian people”. In reality, the Russian people are
fed a daily dose of western propaganda (aka “democratic message”) courtesy of
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the Kremlin, and that is something which the imbeciles in power in the West
can’'t even begin to imagine, nevermind deal with.

What is becoming increasingly evident is that western propagandists simply
don’t understand the world they live in, especially the US Americans. Think of
it: all the major countries involved in WWII had their own propaganda machine
which was targeted exclusively at their own population and which was almost
never seen by the other side. Likewise, during the Cold War, the frankly stupid
people in charge of the Soviet propaganda machine spent immense resources
trying to block the western propaganda from seeping in from under the Iron
Curtain. As for the Soviet propaganda in the West, it did have a measurable
effect (just look at the influence of various Communist Parties in Europe during
the Cold War), but never enough to beat the base appeal to hedonism and
consumerism promoted by the best and most effective branch of the western
propaganda apparatus: Hollywood.

Nowadays, this has dramatically changed and the Russians understood that
much better than anybody in the West: in the age of the Internet and satellite
TV you cannot target your message solely at a domestic audience, nor can
you prevent the other guys propaganda from reaching your own domestic
audience. The Americans are still operating as they did in the mid 1970s: they
target their biggest propaganda efforts at the domestic audience as if the entire
world was not carefully parsing everything CNN and the rest of them have to
say, and they believe that the West is only unpopular in Russia because of
“Putin’s control of the media”. It would be impossible to be more out of touch
with reality than these people. The truth is that about 80% or more Russians
support Putin precisely because they are exposed to the western propaganda
machine and its message on a daily basis.

How is that possible?

For one thing, the Russian counter-propaganda is not aimed at some isolated
group of people, but is essentially the same, be it on RT or Sputnik broadcasts
for foreign audiences or on the main Russian TV channels. The Russian
propaganda effort is global and internally consistent.

Furthermore, and at the risk of sounding like a Russian propagandist myself,
I would say something which is quite evident, but still hard to believe: the
Russians have no need to lie, their propaganda is fundamentally truthful, fact
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based and logical. There is no Russian equivalent of the Pokemon story. And
when the western leaders demand that Russia withdraw her forces from the
Donbass, the Russians have no need to make up some convoluted story about
how the Russian military is in the Donbass but that these forces are as invisible
to the observer on the ground as they are invisible to the satellites in space. The
Russians don’t have any need to lie about their operations in Syria because what
they say they are doing there and what they are actually doing there is one and
the same: liberating Syria from Daesh. I could multiply the examples, but my
point is simple: unlike their US American counterparts, the Russians are not
engaging in policies which they cannot justify before their own public opinion
or before the public opinion of the rest of the planet. Sounds simple? Then why
is it that the USA seems to be comprehensively unable to say the truth about
*anything* they do?

Being truthful does not prevent the Russians from being crafty however, and
the way they “jiu-jitsu” the western propaganda output to their own benefit is
very clever. Clearly somebody in the Kremlin has learned the painful lessons
from the dysfunctional and, frankly, ridiculous Soviet propaganda machine.

Contrast that with the kind of self-lobotomy the German media is inflicting
upon itself when it calls anybody who is not rabidly anti-Putin a “Putinversteher”
or a “Putin understander” As if not understanding somebody ought to be
considered a mark of intelligence or as if agreeing with anything Putin would
say ought to be seen as a clear proof or moral depravity. Is it really so surprising
that a media capable of coming up with a concept like “Putinversteher” is in no
condition to complete with the Russian media? Can anybody imagine the
Russians labeling somebody a “Merkelponimatel’? Of course not, instead they
invite some garden variety doubleplusgoodthinking German journalist on a live
talk show and make sure he gets to defend those who came up with the notion
of “Putinversteher”, which that idiot will most certainly try to do, if only because
of a misguided sense of professional solidarity with his colleagues back at home.
The Russian audience will love it, listen to every word of it, and then go to bed
with an absolute conviction that their European neighbors have gone batshit-
crazy.

But if foreigners are bad, and Russian liberals are bad, what could be even
worse?
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Russian liberals abroad of course. And they also exist.
Meet Owen Matthews and Greg Vainer. Oh these two are soooo cool!!

First, Owen Matthews. The man has an official Wikipedia page, so first
check it out here. What his Wikipedia bio does not indicate, however, is the kind
of background Matthews comes from. In his biography Matthews claims that his
maternal grandfather, Boris Lvovich Bibikov, was the first Secretary of the
Chernigov regional Communist party Committee, awarded with the Order of
Lenin, and that in October 1937 he was charged with violation of the 58th article
of the criminal code and executed. So he was a Party apparatchik. Bad enough,
but it gets much, much worse.

According to my Director of Research, this information might be
misleading. There are historical records including the lists of the NKVD officers

that indicate that Boris Lvovich Bibikov never worked for the government of
Ukrainian Soviet republic and never was the 1st Secretary of the Chernigov
regional Communist party Committee, but was a high profile NKVD (secret
police) officer and he worked in the Central Apparatus of the UKB NKVD of
the Ukrainian SSR (which, if true, that would make him, by definition, a mass
murderer). Indeed, the First Secretary of the Chernigov regional Communist
party Committee from January 1934 till August 1937, was Markitan Pavel

Filipovich, and after him, Mihailov Aleksey Dmitrievich. As for Bibikov himself,

he was eventually shot during Stalin’s anti-Trotskyist purges of 1937. So whether
Bibikov was “just” a Trotskyist Party apparatchik or a member of the genocidal
gang of russophobic maniacs known as the “NKVD” —Matthews’ hatred for
Russia clearly stems from the fact that Stalin executed his grandfather and that
his family fell from the top echelons of the Bolshevik regime to the unenviable
status of “enemies of the people” (which I personally think every Soviet
Trotskyist amply deserved).
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Owen Matthews: the russophobic pompous ass

[Sidebar: I don’t think that it is fair, ethical or logical to blame a
person for his/her ancestors. I myself am also distantly related to one
of the worst murderers of the early Bolshevik regime, and I don’t
consider myself guilty of, or in any way bound to, his actions.
However, in his book “Stalin’s Children” Matthews clearly takes sides
with, endorses and, possibly, even covers up for his Trotskyist
Commissar grandfather and that makes him a fair target for
criticism]|

Matthews himself made his entire career in the growing wave of russophobia
in the West and that is why he is a regular guest on Russian TV: I think that
nobody comes even close to Matthews in expressing a total condescension to
anything and everything Russian. The man literally oozes, radiates, russophobia
and contempt. I would say that while his hatred for anything Russian is typical
Trotskyist, his immense complex of superiority is definitely British. And that
combination make him an ideal guest for Russian talk shows. If anybody truly
embodies the notion of “the West truly rabidly hates and despises us” it is Owen
Matthews.
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Greg Vianer is very different. As much as Matthews is the ideal prototype of
the condescending British racist, Vainer is a caricature of the arrogant US
American. Of course, Vainer is no more US American than Matthews is really
British! Vainer’s real name is Grigorii Vinnikov and he is also a Russian Jew. The
funny thing is that this Grigorii insists that he be called “Greg” (in Russian
“I'par”) even though the entire audience knows that he is Grigorii. Needless to
say, right there his persona sets off a powerful rejection reaction. But where
Vainer is truly at his best is when he defends the USA. Which is paradoxical
since in the USA he is known as a petty crook who had to flee the USA (with his
clients money) to avoid prosecution. Says so not yours truly, but Radio Free
Europe Radio Liberty (backed by other Russian sources, see here and here).

Greg Vainer: the petty crook

Ain’t that all precious?! Instead of a Brit and an American what we really
have are two very typical types of russophobic Jews. Neither of them qualify as
“Russian liberals” at all, and the audience senses immediately.
What we have here is a layered cake:
* Layer one: on the surface, these guys present themselves as British and
American.

 Layer two: in reality, by their knowledge of Russian (Matthews: decent;
Vainer: native) it is clear that they are émigrés with some kind of roots in
Russia.
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 Layer three: in reality both are Jews, one the offspring of a family of
Trotskyist Commissars and the other a petty crook. Both a caricature,
really.
Could the Russians who hire them to appear on talk shows possibly not
know that?

Of course they do, that is precisely why they hire them: to let them spew
their anti-Russian hatred on a weekly basis to educate the Russian public on the
type of characters which in the West are considered opinion-makers (especially
Matthews, of course).

So where is the bona fide Russian liberal?
He exists, of course. Introducing Alexander Nikolaevich Sytin.

His biography is boring (you can check a machine-translated version by
clicking here) and as far as I can tell, he is “legit”, in the sense that he is truly
Russian and that he is what he claims to be: a political scientist and an historian.
But, oh boy, he is also a class act for sure! Not only does Sytin regularly express
the most fantastically russophobic views on Russian TV, he also penned some
amazing articles including one entitled “The Destructive Terroristic Role of

Russia in the World Community” and another one entitled “How the World

Should React to the Destructive Terroristic Activities of Russia” The main thesis

of Sytin is that Russia is a terrorist state. This triggered such an outrage that a
group of citizens has joined the well-known Russian commentator Ruslan
Ostashko in a collective lawsuit demanding punitive damages from Sytin. The
logic for their lawsuit is that since they are all Russians, the claim that Russia is a
terrorist state damages their credibility and offends them. Of course, what they
are really doing is forcing Sytin to defend his statements in court. Predictably (at
least for anybody who knows Russian liberals), Sytin has freaked out, he is now
trying to apologize and wants to avoid a lawsuit. Ostashko and the people
supporting him (thousands of people apparently) want their day in court. It will
be fun to watch where all this goes.

Still, there are a few interesting moments in Sytins biography. For example,
being an historian and a lecturer in the Russian and Soviet history per trade he
managed to get a high profile position as the head of a section and project
manager in Yukos just when a convicted felon and a suspected murderer

Mikhail Khodorkovsky was organizing the giant oil company with the western
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backing. Having no expertise in the oil industry, Alexander Sytin worked at the
YUKOS Oil company till October 2003, when Mikhail Khodorkovsky, the
director of YUKOS was arrested and charged with fraud. Immediately, control of
Mikhail Khodorkovsky’s shares in the Russian oil giant Yukos were passed to a
banker Jacob Rothschild. Sytin had lost his cushy job at the YUKOS when the
company went bankrupt, and nationalized. It's possible that Sytin also had lost

his share of his company in a process. It's also possible that he is now
representing the interest of the Rothschild Asset Management that recently lost
its lengthy legal battle to the Russian state. The company you keep, right?

What really matters here is not so much what Sytin did in the past as the fact
that he, using an expression Zionist love, is a real “self-hating Russian” and,
more importantly, a living image of what such a self-hating Russian can say and
defend. Looking at him most Russians probably think “God forbid these guys
ever come back to power again!”.

Alexander Sytin: the prototypical Russian liberal

Truth be told, Matthews, Vainer and Sytin are all typical useful idiots. They
appear to sincerely believe that when they go on Russian TV to spew their
russophobic views they are achieving some kind of result. Well, I guess,
technically they are, but certainly not the one they hope for. If anything, seeing
these hate-filled clowns triggers a powerful reaction against everything these
guys claim to stand for.

Okay, so the Russian counter-propaganda effort is a very sophisticated and
effective one. But is it ethical?
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I think that it very much is. Here is why

First, as I said, the Russians do not fabricate lies. What they report is usually
factually true (I say usually because I know too much about how journalism
really works behind the scenes to have any illusions of the “they always say the

truth” kind).

Second, they are using the enemy’s own stupidity. Nobody would call Aikido
“unethical” yet it is based on using your opponents moves and force against him
(“combining forces” in Aikido terminology).

Third, outrageous, over the top and disgusting as some of the clowns shown
on Russian TV are, they do not misrepresent the reality of the AngloZionist
Empire. Yes, sure, true russophobes are a tiny minority in the West at least
where the people are concerned (especially in southern Europe and the USA),
but practically the regimes in power in the West are controlled by russophobes
or by their puppets. As for the western Ziomedia, it is wall-to-wall russophobic
to such a degree that I would call it unambiguously racist.

So yes, the Russians are using the immense arrogance and poorly-concealed
hatred for Russia of some of the more pompous and least intelligent
representatives of the West to paint an absolutely fair and accurate
representation of the western ruling elites. If the message was “everybody in the
West hates you” then this would be grossly unfair, deceptive and unethical. But
when the message is “the western elites hate you” then the message is absolutely
fair, truthful and ethical.

We will soon find out whether the Trump Administration will demand that
Russia Today and Sputnik register as foreign agents (with the total and
enthusiastic support of the US Ziomedia, of course). The US Congress will do

what it always does —appropriate more money to try to solve the “Russian
problem” by throwing dollars at it. NATO countries will get with the program
and “follow the lead”. The Ukronazis in Kiev are doing even better: they are re-
activating old Soviet-era jammers to prevent Russian broadcasts from reaching

the areas currently under Nazi occupation. I will not be surprised if a full-scale
witch-hunt against Russian sympathizers and/or agents in the USA (including
Ron Paulians, libertarians, real progressives and yours truly) will eventually be
unleashed by the frustrated, frightened and totally clueless US ruling class. If
that happens the only thing protecting us all will be the First Amendment
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(something which, at least so far, the Neocons have not succeeded in
destroying). No First Amendment in Europe, but neither is the risk of a crude
police crackdown as imminent there. For one thing, the European elites are very
very slowly, by tiny steps, waking up to the reality that their abject and total
subservience to the USA has put them in an extremely uncomfortable situation.
They are still far from the full realization that Russia has much more to offer
Europe than the USA, but the first cracks are appearing, which is good.
Furthermore, Europe being politically far more diverse than the UniParty
system in the USA, the chances of a major crackdown on dissent are much
smaller. Finally, it is pretty clear that a lot of folks in southern Europe, even in
the media, are more or less pro-Russian, even if they don't always say so openly.

One of the main weaknesses of the US political elites is that they never
bothered to seriously study political science, nevermind Marxism and, even less
so, Hegelian dialectics. Which is too bad for them because they are now
completely overlooking the fact that the internal contradictions of the
AngloZionist propaganda machine are creating a reaction which will make
Russia Today, Sputnik and the pro-Russian Internet even more attractive to the

western audiences than it already is. In fact, every effort to crack down on
“Russian propagandists” will only serve to strengthen the latter, making the
perusal of pro-Russian sources something sexy and exiting.

As for the Russians, they will continue to report about, for example, drag
queen Xochi Mochi reading stories to children in the Michelle Obama Public
Library as part of LGBTQ History Month and then invite the likes of Owens,
Vainer or Sytin to prime-time talk shows to comment on the event and they will
make sure that each one of them gets all the time needed to fully express his
thoughts and feelings :-)
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Western style “diversity”

Putin’s popularity will soar while the western Ziomedia will explain it by the
total control the authoritarian “Putin regime” has over the Russian media.

The Saker
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The Crooks, the Clowns and the Nazis - a dynamic
analysis

October 26, 2017

The latest big news out of the Ukraine

Have you heard what the latest big news out of the Ukraine is? No? There is
a mini-Maidan under way and Ukrainian nationalists seem to hope that
Poroshenko will be kicked out before the end of the week. You did not know?
Well, that is the real big news, the fact that you did not hear about this.

Truthfully, what is going on is kind of interesting. Let me sum it up: the
former President of Georgia Mikhail Saakashvili (who was stripped from his
Georgian citizenship and of his Ukrainian citizenship) recently crossed the
border (through Poland, of course) and proceeded to travel to Kiev to demand
Poroshenkos resignation. You think that I am kidding? Check the Wikipedia
article about him, it has all the details. It gets better. There is a consensus

amongst analysts that Saakashvili is being used as a battering ram by somebody
far more influential —ulia Timoshenko, of course. But what is really new is that
many well informed analysts and commentators seem to think that the USA and
EU are not the main driving force behind these latest developments (though
they are involved, of course).

What is going on here?

Well, as I said, the big news is that you did not hear about it. You did not
hear about it because fundamentally nobody cares, least of all the Trump
Administration. True, the Trump Administration is so busy self-destructing that
it does not really care about Kurdistan either and that implies that it does not
even really care about the Holy of Holies : Israel (cry me a river Bibi!). So
nevermind the Trump administration, even the Ziomedia mostly seems not to
care any more what happens in the Ukraine (of course, some hardcore
hardliners still continue to hallucinate). Hence the (relative) silence on this issue.

What this tells the Ukrainian politicians is that they are pretty much on their
own. And that is why they are taking matters in their own hands.
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I don’t think that it is worthwhile to plunge into all the personalities and
factions which are currently involved in the political struggle. I can summarize it
by saying that there are four main groups currently identifiable: bad, worse, even
worse and the silent majority. Let’s begin by the last one, the silent majority.

By all accounts (and from all my personal contacts) it is pretty obvious that
the vast majority of those who could not leave the Ukraine are now depressed,
silent and in a “survival mode”. The Ukrainians, like the Russians, are extremely
good at this survival mode which a very painful history has taught them: they
could survive in conditions were everybody else would perish. Their history has
also taught them that there are time when you want to stay low, shut up and
focus on making it through the day. I also think that most Ukrainians fully
realize that there is no faction/force out there representing their interest and that
means that they have absolutely no reason at all to get involved. This has
nothing to do with passivity or political ignorance: that is common sense.
Getting involved is what gets you killed. Hunkering down until the worst of the
storm passes is the only correct survival technique in times of very ugly political
struggles.

Then there are bad, worse and even worse. Bad —that’s Poroshenko. Worse —
that's the crazies a la Oleg Liashko. Even worse —that would be the rabid
ideologues like Tiagnibok or Farion. We can think of it as the Crooks, the
Clowns and the Nazis.

The Crooks, the Clown and the Nazis:

Right now, the Crooks are still in power but they are struggling. Worse, the
Crooks are terrified of the Nazis, so they constantly have to engage into a stream
of concessions to try to appease them which, of course, fails, and only
emboldens them Nazis (sounds exactly like Trump’s never-ending stream of
concessions to the Neocons, doesn't it?). As for the Clowns, they can be bought
by both sides, sometimes at the same time, and they keep the people entertained
by their antics. The Clowns are really a byproduct of the terminally lunatic
Ukrainian nationalist ideology, but they don't really represent a powerful
constituency: the Crooks and the Nazis are far more powerful. Still, don’t
dismiss the Clowns too soon, because they could suddenly switch to the Crooks
or the Nazis depending who offers them a better deal (or scares them most).
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This would all seem rather amusing if yet another Urkonazi attack was not a
very real possibility. Here is how this could happen.

The Crooks are barely holding on to power, and they might have to start a
war only to deflect the mounting political pressure against them into another
direction. Wars are good to circle the wagons and to crush the opposition.

The Clowns, due to their ideology, would have to approve of a new war.
They simply could not say anything against it. If a war is launched, they would
have to give it a standing ovation. Besides, if they tried any form of disagreement
they would be easily crushed by the Crooks and Nazis. So the Clowns will
always support whatever the other two factions agree upon.

As for for Nazis, well, war against Russia and anything Russian is their
raison détre, the very core of their identity and the purpose of their lives. The
Ukronazis have a profoundly revanchist worldview and agenda and if defeating
Russia is not an option (although some of them won't even accept that as a fact
of life) then killing or expelling all the non-Ukronazis from the Ukraine is an
acceptable substitute for them. Yup, they even have some convoluted racial
purity theories (Ukie Aryans versus Finno-Ugric Russian Mongols). True, bona
fide Nazis are a minority in the Ukraine, but the compensate for that by having
guns, lots of guns.

What has kept from Ukronazis from attacking since their last attempt is the
painful memory of the crushing defeat they suffered at the hands of the
Novorussians. But herein also lies a very real risk: defeats often make armies
better, victories often makes them complacent. When I hear the Novorussians
speaking of “next time we go to Kiev” I hope that their confidence is warranted,
but I am afraid that they might be underestimating the opponent.

Are the sides really ready for a resumption of warfare?

In truth it is very hard to assess the chances of another Ukronazi attack. On
one hand, the Ukronazi forces have had two years to regroup, lick their wounds,
reorganize, rearm, retrain, etc. Most importantly, it appears that they have built
defensive positions in depth, possibly including 2 or even 3 defensive echelons.
Why does defense matter? Because if your defensive positions are strong, then
the risk of counter-attack by the enemy’s forces are much lower and that, in turn,
means that your offensive is far less likely to end up surrounded in a “cauldron”
(I simplify here, in reality this is a little more complicated as it depends on the
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depth of your attack, but nevermind that). A couple of years is a lot of time to
dig in an prepare for defense and without access to classified data it is hard to
gage who effective these efforts have been. In terms of new equipment (whether
Ukrainian or new delivers from the Empire), they will make no difference at all,
that’s just political talk. My advice is that as soon as you hear or read anything
about the delivery of “lethal weapons” you ignore everything that comes after
that. Ditto for training by Polish or US experts. That is just propaganda. What is
not propaganda is the intelligence support offered by the Empire overtly
(satellites) or covertly (EU ‘observers’ etc.). That and the fact that the Ukronazis
have a 2-2.5:1 numerical advantage over the Novorussians.

Much of the same could be said about the Novorussians: they also have had
2 years to dig in, by all reports they have now integrated their forces into a
regular army capable of operational-depth counter-offensives, their morale and
training is probably much higher than on the Ukronazi side and they can count
on Russian support (intelligence, logistics, training, etc.). Also, they would have
the home turf advantage. Finally, and Putin very clearly stated that recently,
Russia will not allow the military reconquest of Novorussia, which means that
even if the Ukronazis somehow succeed in breaking through the Novorussian
defenses they will be engaged by the Russian armed forces, primarily by
missile/bombing strikes at which point the war will stop in less than 24 hours.

The big conceptual mistake, however, would be to assume that the Ukronazi
really want to reconquer Novorussia (or Crimea, for that matter). In reality,
everybody knows that these territories are gone forever and that Kiev simply has
no means to control them even without Russian assistance. Let me repeat this:
even if by some magical effect the Russians were to let the Ukronazis invade the
Donbass this would result in a fantastically nasty guerrilla war by the locals
which the Ukronazis would have no chance at all to defeat. Yes, it would be a
bloodbath, but it would never end with a workable pacification of the Donbass
my the Ukronazis. I would therefore say that the role of Russia is not to prevent
Kiev from regaining the control of the Donbass, but to prevent a bloodbath in
the Donbass.

The real goal: not to win, but to trigger a Russian intervention (same old,
same old)
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Now, and I have been saying that for years now, the real goal of the junta is
to force Russia to openly intervene in the Donbass. As soon as the Russians
overtly get involved that would kill the Minsk 1 and 2 agreements, it would turn
the current disaster in the Nazi occupied Ukraine into a war of national
liberation against the hated Moskals, NATO would immediately put an end to all
that recent cozying-up of various EU political parties towards Russia and the
AngloZionst Empires wet dream would finally come true: such a Russian
intervention would usher a new Cold, possibly even Tepid, War in Europe
thereby giving a meaning to NATO (finally!) and crushing any kind of anti-
imperial feelings in Europe. The Balts and the Poles would finally be secure in
their mission to “protect Europe from a resurgent Russia” and the US Neocons
would have a big victory party. True, Russia would liberate all of Novorussia in
24 hours or less and, yes, with Russian help the Novorussians could push the line
of contact (well, at this point, the frontline) pretty much as far West as they
would want to. But that would be a small victory in the context of a global
political catastrophe (along with an ugly bloodbath).

This is why the Russians have made a huge effort *not* to intervene, even if
that has costs them a lot of political capital (there are still those out there who
speak of a Russian “sell-out” of the Donbass). Unlike their western counterpart,
who still don’t understand that the purpose of warfare is to achieve a political
objective, the Russians fully realize that an (easy) military victory against the
Ukronazis would come at a cost of an immense political disaster. The last thing
the Kremlin wants is to copy what the US Americans did in Iraq and
Afghanistan: begin by an easy victory, declare victory, and then end up with an
absolute disaster on their hands from which they sill are unable to extricate
themselves. In this respect, Crimea was a totally different and unique case: a
vitally important piece of land, which historically was Russian, populated by
people who were overwhelmingly pro-Russian (or, simply, Russian), with easy to
control choke-points connecting with the Nazi occupied Ukraine and fantastic
economic prospects. And yet, even in these ideal condition, the Russian
economy is struggling to rebuild this relatively small territory.

It is pretty clear that at the end of the day, Russia will also have to pay for
most the reconstruction of the Donbass, however hard this will be. But as much
as that is possible, Russia would much prefer to make the reconstruction of the
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Ukraine an international problem, yet another reason for her to try to avoid any
real, overt, military intervention. Because once Russia occupies any territory, she
owns it and she becomes responsible for it.

The bottom line is this: we don’t hear much about the Ukraine right now
because at least the US Americans seem to have given up on this entire project
and because they are busy with more important issues (self-destructing, mostly).
But that does not mean that the situation in the Ukraine cannot suddenly
reignite with very serious international consequences.

So when I speak of Crooks, Clowns and Nazis, I am not taking these issues
lightly at all. Yes, they truly are crooks, clowns and Nazis, but they also very
dangerous individuals, especially collectively.

A tiny ray of hope for “less bad”?

Rumor has it that the two big figures behind the scenes in the Ukraine are
Igor Kolomoiskii (who now has a personal vendetta against Poroshenko and
Saakashvili) and Iulia Timoshenko. I honestly have no means to assess these
claims, but I will say that while these two are truly profoundly evil and hateful
people (Kolomoiskii was probably deeply involved in the MH-17 false flag),
neither of them is stupid. Furthermore, they are both Crooks, not Clowns or
Nazis, which means that they can be negotiated with, however distasteful this
maybe. Last but not least, they both have a real power base in the Ukraine,
money in Kolomoiskii’s case, true popularity in Timoshenko's case. In this I see a
tiny ray of hope.

With the US Americans busy fighting each other internally, and with the
Europeans slowly waking up to the total disaster “their” (it is not really “their’s”
—but nevermind that) Ukrainian policy has been, maybe, just maybe, there is a
tiny chance of, say, some EU leaders getting together with, say, Timoshenko
(Kolomoiskii will never be a public official again, he will pull the strings in the
back) to sit down with the Russians and the Novorussians and finally seriously
negotiate some kind of end to this very dangerous situation. Remember,
Poroshenko is a pure US puppet, and he is weak. There is no way he could
negotiated *anything* of substance any more. All he needs to do now is to
prepare his flight to the US, UK or Israel. But Timoshenko is still “for real” and
she is far more capable of dealing with the Nazis than Poroshenko, his billions,
his chocolate factory and his Eltsin-like dependence on alcohol.
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Of course, there is “the devil you know” argument. And in many ways,
Poroshenko being the greedy weak booze-soaked coward that he is looks like the
lesser evil. The problem with that is that he is terrified of the Nazis and that they
are either paralyzing him or making him do stupid things (like the recent law
making Ukrainian the sole language used in schools). And for all the desperate
window-dressing the fact remains is that the Ukraine is already a failed state
which is going down the tubes with a momentum which nobody can stop, at
least not with the current political deadlock in Kiev. Still, we should also
remember that Eltsin was also a greedy weak booze-soaked coward, but that did
not prevent him form triggering the bloodbath of the First Chechen war. Greedy
weak booze-soaked cowards can be extremely dangerous.

The Saker
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Do you think his assessment is accurate?

November 02, 2017

“Do you think his assessment is accurate?” was the subject line of an email I
got from a good friend recently. The email referred to the article by Paul Craig

Roberts “One Day Tomorrow Won't Arrive” which claimed that “the US military
is now second class compared to the Russian military“. The article then went on
to list a number of Russian weapons systems which were clearly superior to their
US counterparts (when those even existed). My reply was short “Basically yes.
The USA definitely has the quantitative advantage, but in terms of quality and
training, Russia is way ahead. It all depends on specific scenarios, but yes, PCR is
basically spot on®. This email exchange took place after an interesting meeting I
had with a very well informed American friend who, in total contrast to PCR,
insisted that the USA had total military supremacy over any other country and
that the only thing keeping the USA from using this overwhelming military
might was that US leaders did not believe in the “brutal, unconstrained, use of
force”. So what is going on here? Why do otherwise very well informed people
have such totally contradictory views?

First, a disclaimer. To speak with any authority on this topic I would have to
have access to a lot of classified data both on the US armed forces and on the
Russian ones. Alas, I don't. So what follows is entirely based on open/public
sources, conversations with some personal contacts mixed in with some, shall
we say, educated guesswork. Still, I am confident that what follows is factually
correct and logically analyzed.

To sum up the current state of affairs I would say that the fact that the US
armed forces are in a grave state of decay is not as amazing by itself as is the fact
that this almost impossible to hide fact is almost universally ignored. So let’s
separate the two into “what happened” and “why nobody seems to be aware of
it”

What happened?
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Let’s begin at the beginning: the US armed forces were never the invincible
military force the US propaganda (including Hollywood) would have you
believe they have been. Ilooked into the topic of the role of the western Allies
in my “Letter to my American friends” and I won't repeat it all here. Let’s just

say that the biggest advantage the USA had over everybody else during WWII is
a completely untouched industrial base which made it possible to produce
fantastic numbers of weapon systems and equipment in close to ideal
conditions. Some, shall we kindly say, “patriotic’ US Americans have
interpreted that as a sign of the “vigor” and “superiority” of the Capitalist
economic organization while, in reality, this simply was a direct result of the fact
that the USA was protected by two huge oceans (the Soviets, in contrast, had to
move their entire industrial base to the Urals and beyond, as for the Germans,
they had to produce under a relentless bombing campaign). The bottom line
was this: US forces were better equipped (quantitatively and, sometimes, even
qualitatively) than the others and they could muster firepower in amounts
difficult to achieve for their enemies. And, yes, this did give a strong advantage
to US forces, but hardly made them in any way “better” by themselves.

After WWII the USA was the only major industrialized country on the
planet whose industry had not been blown to smithereens and for the next
couple of decades the USA enjoyed a situation of quasi total monopoly. That,
again, hugely benefited the US armed forces but it soon became clear that in
Korea and Vietnam that advantage, while real, did not necessarily result in any
US victory. Following Vietnam, US politicians basically limited their aggression
to much smaller countries who had no chance at all to meaningfully resist,
nevermind prevail. If we look at the list of US military aggressions after
Vietnam (see here or here) we can clearly see that the US military specialized in
attacking defenseless countries.

Then came the collapse of the Soviet Union, the first Gulf War and the
Global War on Terror when US politicians clearly believed in their own
propaganda about being the “sole superpower” or a “hyperpower” and they
engaged in potentially much more complex military attacks including the full-
scale invasion of Afghanistan and Iraq. These wars will go down in history as
case studies of what happens when politicians believe their own propaganda.
While Dubya declared victory as soon as the invasion was completed, it soon
became clear to everybody that this war was a disaster from which the USA has
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proved completely unable to extricate themselves (even the Soviets connected
the dots and withdrew from Afghanistan faster than the US Americans!). So
what does all this tell us about the US armed forces: (in no special order)
1. They are big, way bigger than any other
2. They have unmatched (worldwide) power projection (mobility)
capabilities
3. They are high-tech heavy which gives them a big advantage in some
types of conflicts
4. They have the means (nukes) to wipe any country off the face of the
earth
5. They control the oceans and strategic chokepoints

Is that enough to win a war?

Actually, no, it is not. All it takes to nullify these advantages is an enemy
who is aware of them and who refuses to fight what I call the “American type of
war” (on this concept, see here). The recent wars in Lebanon, Kosovo,
Afghanistan and Iraq have clearly shown that well-adapted tactics mostly deny
the US armed forces the advantages listed above or, at the very least, make them
irrelevant.

If we accept Clausewitz’s thesis that “war is the continuation of politics by
other means” then it becomes clear that the US has not won a real war in a long
long time and that the list of countries willing to openly defy Uncle Sam is
steadily growing (and now includes not only Iran and the DPRK, but also
Afghanistan, Iraq, Yemen, Syria, Venezuela and even Russia and China). This
means that there is an emerging consensus amongst the countries which the
USA tries to threaten and bully into submission that for all the threats and
propaganda the USA is not nearly as formidable an enemy as some would have
you believe.

Why nobody seems to be aware of it

The paradoxical thing is that while this is clearly well understood in the
countries which the USA is currently trying to threaten and bully into
submission, this is also completely ignored and overlooked inside the United
States themselves. Most Americans, including very well informed ones,
sincerely believe that their armed forces are “second to none” and that the USA
could crush any enemy which would dare disobey or otherwise defy the
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AngloZionist Empire. Typically, when presented with evidence that the USAFE
USN and NATO could not even defeat the Serbian Army Corps in Kosovo or
that in Afghanistan the US military performance is very substantially inferior to

what the 40th Soviet Army achieved (with mostly conscripts!), my interlocutors
always reply the same thing: “yeah, maybe, but if we wanted we could nuke
them!“. This is both true and false. Potential nuclear target countries for the
USA can be subdivided into three categories:

1. Countries who, if nuked themselves, could wipe the USA off the face of
the earth completely (Russia) or, at least, inflict immense damage upon
the USA (China).

2. Those countries which the USA could nuke without fearing retaliation
in kind, but which still could inflict huge conventional and asymmetric
damage on the USA and its allies (Iran, DPRK).

3. Those countries which the USA could nuke with relative impunity but
which the USA could also crush with conventional forces making the
use of nukes pointless (Venezuela, Cuba).

And, of course, in all these cases the first use of nukes by the USA would
result in a fantastic political backlash with completely unpredictable and
potentially catastrophic consequences. For example, I personally believe that
using nukes on Iran would mark the end of NATO in Europe as such an action
would irreparably damage EU-US relations. Likewise, using nukes on the
DPRK would result in a huge crisis in Asia with, potentially, the closure of US
bases in Korea and Japan. Others would, no doubt, disagree :-)

The bottom line: US nukes are only useful as a deterrent against other
nuclear powers; for all other roles they are basically useless. And since neither
Russia or China would ever contemplate a first-strike against the USA, you
could say that they are almost totally useless (I say almost, because in the real
world the USA cannot simply rely on the mental sanity and goodwill of other
nations; so, in reality, the US nuclear arsenal is truly a vital component of US
national security).

Which leaves the Navy and the Army. The USN still controls the high seas
and strategic choke points, but this is becoming increasingly irrelevant,
especially in the context of local wars. Besides, the USN is still stubbornly
carrier-centric, which just goes to show that strategic vision comes a distant

Page 266 of 813



second behind bureaucratic and institutional inertia. As for the US Army, it has
long become a kind of support force for Special Operations and Marines,
something which makes sense in tiny wars (Panama, maybe Venezuela) but
which is completely inadequate for medium to large wars.

What about the fact that the USA spends more on “defense” (read “wars of
aggression”) than the rest of the planet combined? Surely that counts for
something?

Actually, no, it does not. First, because most of that money is spent on
greasing the pockets of an entire class of MIC-parasites which make billions of
dollars in the free for all “bonanza” provided by that ridiculously bloated
“defense” budget. The never mentioned reality is that compared to the USA,

))'

even the Ukrainian military establishment looks as only “moderately corrupt

[Sidebar: you think I am exaggerating? Ask yourself a simple
question: why does the USA need 17 intelligence agencies while the

rest of the world usually need from 2 to 52 Do you really, sincerely,
believe that this has anything to do with national security? If you
do, please email me, I got a few bridges to sell to you at great prices!
Seriously, just the fact that the USA has about 5 times more
“intelligence” agencies than the rest of the planet is a clear symptom
of the truly astronomical level of corruption of the US “national
security state’]

Weapons system after weapons system we see cases in which the overriding
number one priority is to spend as much money as possible as opposed to
deliver a weapon system soldiers could actually fight with. When these systems
are engaged, they are typically engaged against adversaries which are two to
three generations behind the USA, and that makes them look formidable. Not
only that, but in each case the US has a huge numerical advantage (hence the
choice of small countries to attack). But I assure you that for real military
specialists the case for the superiority of US weapons systems in a joke. For
example, French systems (such as the Rafale or the Leclerc MBT) are often both
better and cheaper than their US equivalents, hence the need for major bribes
and major “offset agreements®
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The Russian military budget is tiny, at least compared to the US one. But, as
William Engdal, Dmitrii Orlov and others have observed, the Russians get a

much bigger bang for the buck. Not only are Russian weapon systems designed
by soldiers for soldiers (as opposed to by engineers for bureaucrats), but the
Russian military is far less corrupt than the US one, at least when mega-bucks
sums are concerned (for petty sums of money the Russians are still much worse
than the Americans). At the end of the day, you get the kind of F-35 vs SU-
35/T-50 or, even more relevantly, the kind of mean time between failure or man-
hours to flight hour ratios we have seen from the US and Russian forces over
Syria recently. Suffice to say that the Americans could not even begin to
contemplate to execute the number of sorties the tiny Russian Aerospace task
force in Syria achieved. Still, the fact remains that if the US Americans wanted
it, they could keep hundreds of aircraft in the skies above Syria whereas the tiny
Russian Aerospace task never had more than 35 combat aircraft at any one time:
the current state of the Russian military industry simply does not allow for the
production of the number of systems Russia would need (but things are slowly
getting better).

So here we have it: the Americans are hands down the leaders in quantitative
terms; but in qualitative terms they are already behind the Russians and falling
back faster and faster with each passing day.

Do the US military commanders know that?
Of course they do.

But remember what happened to Trump when he mentioned serious
problems in the US military? The Clinton propaganda machine instantly
attacked him for being non-patriotic, for “not supporting the troops’, for not
repeating the politically obligatory mantra about “we’re number one, second to
none” and all the infantile nonsense the US propaganda machine feeds those
who still own a TV at home. To bluntly and honestly speak about the very real
problems of the US armed forces is much more likely to be a career-ending
exercise than a way to reform a hopelessly corrupt system.

There is one more thing. Not to further dwell on my thesis that most US
Americans are not educated enough to understand basic Marxist theory, but the
fact is that most of them know nothing about Hegelian dialectics. They,
therefore, view things in a static way, not as processes. For example, when they
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compliment themselves on having “the most powerful and capable military in
the history of mankind” (they love that kind of language), they don’t even realize
that this alleged superiority will inevitably generate its own contradiction and
that this strength would therefore also produce its own weakness. Well-read US
American officers, and there are plenty of those, do understand that, but their
influence is almost negligible when compared to the multi-billion dollar and
massively corrupt superstructure they are immersed in. Furthermore, I am
absolutely convinced that this state of affairs is unsustainable and that sooner or
later there will appear a military or political leader which will have the courage
to address these problems frontally and try to reform a currently petrified
system. But the prerequisite for that will probably have to be a massive and
immensely embarrassing military defeat for the USA. I can easily imagine that
happening in case of a US attack on Iran or the DPRK. I can guarantee it if the
US leadership grows delusional enough to try to strike at Russia or China.

But for the time being its all gonna be “red, white and blue” and Paul Craig
Roberts will remain a lone voice crying in the desert. He will be ignored, yes.
But that does not change the fact that he is right.

The Saker

PS: As for myself, I want to dedicate this song by Vladimir Vysotskii to Paul

Craig Roberts and to all the other “Cassandras” who have the ability to see the
future and the courage to warn us about it. They usually end up paying a high
price for their honesty and courage.
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Debunking two American myths

November 10, 2017

There are two myths which are deeply imprinted in the minds of most US
Americans which are extremely dangerous and which can result in a war with
Russia.

¢ The first myth is the myth of the US military superiority.
* The second myth is the myth about the US invulnerability.

I believe that it is therefore crucial to debunk these myths before they end up
costing us millions of lives and untold suffering.

In my previous article “Do you think his assessment is accurate?” 1 discussed
the reasons why the US armed forces are nowhere nearly as advanced as the US
propaganda machine would have us believe. And even though the article was a
discussion of Russian military technologies I only gave one example, in passing,
of Russian military technologies by comparing the T-50 PAKFA to the US F-35
(if you want to truly get a feel for the F-35 disaster, please read this and this).
First, I am generally reluctant to focus on weapons systems because I strongly
believe that, in the vast majority of real-world wars, tactics are far more
important than technologies. Second, Andrei Martyanov, an expert on Russian
military issues and naval warfare, has recently written two excellent pieces on
Russian military technologies (see here and here) which gave many more
examples (check out Martyanov’s blog). Having read some of the comments
posted under Martyanov’s and my articles, I think that it is important, crucial, in
fact, to drive home the message to those who still are thoroughly trained by the
propaganda machine to instantly dismiss any notion of US vulnerability or, even
more so, technological inferiority. I am under no illusion about the capability of
those who still watch the idiot box to be woken out of their lethargic stupor by
the warnings of Paul Craig Roberts, William Engdal, Dmitrii Orlov, Andrei
Martyanov or myself. But I also think that we have to keep trying, because the
war party (the Neocon Uniparty) is apparently trying really hard to trigger a
conflict with Russia. So what I propose to do today is to connect the notions of
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“war with Russia” and “immediate and personal suffering” by showing that if
Russia is attacked, two of the most sacred symbols of the USA, aircraft carriers
and the US mainland itself, would be immediately attacked and destroyed.

The aircraft carriers myth

I have to confess that even during the Cold War I always saw US aircraft
carriers as sitting ducks which the Soviets would have rather easily destroyed. I
formed that opinion on the basis of my study of Soviet anti-carrier tactics and
on the basis of conversations with friends (fellow students) who actually served
on US aircraft carriers.

I wish I had the time and space to go into a detailed description of what a
Cold War era Soviet attack on a US aircraft carrier battle group would typically
look like, but all I will say is that it would involved swarms of heavy air and sea
launched missiles coming from different directions, some skimming the waves,
others dropping down from very high altitude, all at tremendous speeds,
combined with more underwater-launched missiles and even torpedoes. All of
these missiles would be “intelligent” and networked with each other: they would
be sharing sensor data, allocating targets (to avoid duplication), using
countermeasures, receiving course corrections, etc. These missiles would be
launched at standoff distances by supersonic bombers or by submerged
submarines. The targeting would involve space-based satellites and advanced
naval reconnaissance technologies. My USN friends were acutely aware of all
this and they were laughing at their own official US propaganda (Reagan was in
power then) which claimed that the USN would “bring the war to the Russians”
by forward deploying carriers. In direct contrast, my friends all told me that the
first thing the USN would do is immediately flush all the carriers away from the
North Atlantic and into the much safer waters south of the so-called GUIK gap.
So here is the ugly truth: carriers are designed to enforce the rule of the
AngloZionist Empire on small and basically defenseless nations (like Saddam
Hussein’s Iraq). Nobody in the USN, at least not in the late 1980s, seriously
considered forward deploying aircraft carrier battlegroups near the Kola
Peninsula to “bring the war to the Russians” That was pure propaganda. The
public did not know that, but USN personnel all knew the truth.
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[Sidebar: if the topic of carrier survivability is of interest to you, please
check out this Russian article translated by a member of our community

which is a pretty typical example of how the Russians don’t believe for
one second that US carriers are such hard targets to destroy]

What was true then is even more true today and I can’t imagine anybody at
the Pentagon seriously making plans to attack Russia with carrier based aviation.
But even if the USN has no intention of using its carriers against Russia, that
does not mean that the Russians cannot actively seek out US carriers and
destroy them, even very far from Russia. After all, even if they are completely
outdated for a war between superpowers, carriers still represent fantastically
expensive targets whose symbolic value remains immense. The truth is that US
carriers are the most lucrative target any enemy could hope for: (relatively)
small, (relatively) easy to destroy, distributed in many locations around the globe
—US carriers are almost “pieces of the USA, only much closer”.

Introducing the Zircon 3M22 hypersonic missile

First, some basic data about this missile (from English and Russian
Wikipedia):

* Low level range: 135 to 270 nautical miles (155 to 311mi; 250 to 500km).

* High level range: 400nmi (460mi; 740km) in a semi-ballistic trajectory.

* Max range: 540nmi (620mi; 1,000km)

* Max altitude: 40km (130’000 feet)

* Average range is around 400km (250mi; 220nmi)/450 km.

* Speed: Mach 5-Mach 6 (3,806—4,567mph; 6,125—%,350km/h; 1.7015—
2.0417km/s).

* Max speed: Mach 8 (6,090mph; 9,800km/h; 2.7223km/s) during a test.

» Warhead: 300-400kg (high explosive or nuclear)

* Shape: low-RCS with radar absorbing coating.

* Cost per missile: 1-2 million dollars (depending on configuration)

All this is already very impressive, but here comes the single most important
fact about this missile: it can be launched from pretty much *any* platform:
cruisers, of course, but also frigates and even small corvettes. It can be launched

by nuclear and diesel-electric attack submarines. It can also be launched from
long range bombers (Tu-160), medium-range bombers (Tu-22m3), medium-
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range fighter-bomber/strike aircraft (SU-34) and even, according to some
reports, from multi-role air superiority fighter (SU-35). Finally, this missile can
also be shore-based. In fact, this missile can be launched from any platform
capable of launching the now famous Kalibr cruise missile and that means that
even a merchant marine or fishing ship could carry a container with the Zircon
missile hidden inside. In plain English what this means is the following:

1. Russia has a missile which cannot be stopped or spoofed by any of the
current and foreseeable USN anti-missile weapons systems.

2. This missile can be deployed *anywhere* in the world on *any* platform.

Let me repeat this again: pretty much any Russian ship and pretty much any
Russian aircraft from now on will have the potential capability of sinking a US
aircraft carrier. In the past, such capabilities were limited to specific ships (Slava
class), submarines (Oscar class) or aircraft (Backfires). The Soviets had a large
but limited supply of such platforms and they were limited on where they could
deploy them. This era is now over. From now on a swarm of Zircon 3M22 could
appear anywhere on the planet at any moment and with no warning time (5000
miles per hour incoming speed does not leave the target anything remotely
comparable to even a short reaction time). In fact, the attack could be so rapid
that it might not even leave the target the time needed to indicate that it is under
attack.

None of the above is a big secret, by the way. Just place “zircon missile” in
your favorite search engine and you will get a lot of hits (131°000 on Google;
190’000 on Bing). In fact, a lot of specialists have declared that the Zircon marks
the end of the aircraft carrier as a platform of modern warfare. These claims are
widely exaggerated. As I have written above, aircraft carriers are ideal tools to
terrify, threaten, bully and otherwise attack small, defenseless countries. Even
medium-sized countries would have a very hard time dealing with an attack
coming from US aircraft carriers. So I personally think that as long as the world
continues to use the US dollar and, therefore, as long as the US economy
continues to reply on creating money out of thin air and spending it like there is
no tomorrow, aircraft carriers still have a bright, if morally repulsive, future
ahead of them. And, of course, the USN will not use carriers to threaten Russia.
Again, the US press has been rather open about the carrier-killing potential of
the Zircon, but what it rarely (never?) mentions are the political and strategic
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consequence from the deployment of the Zircon: from now on Russia will have
an easy and very high value US target she can destroy anytime she wants. You
can think of the US carrier fleet like 10 US hostages which the Russians can
shoot at any time. And what is crucial is this: an attack on a US carrier would
not be an attack on the US homeland, nor would it be a nuclear attack, but the
psychological shock resulting from such an attack could well be comparable to a
(limited) nuclear strike on the US homeland.

This, on one hand, will greatly inhibit the Russian willingness to strike at US
carriers as this would expose Russia to very severe retaliatory measures (possibly
including nuclear strikes). On the other hand, however, in terms of “escalation
dominance” this state of affairs gives a major advantage to Russia as the US does
not have any Russian targets with an actual and symbolic value similar to the
one of a US carrier.

There is another aspect of this issue which is often ignored. Western analysts
often speak of a Russian strategy of “deterrence by denial” and “Anti-Access
Area Denial” (A2AD). Mostly this is the kind of language which gets you a
promotion and a pay raise in US and NATO think tanks. Still, there is a grain of

truth to the fact that advanced Russian missiles are now providing Russia with a
very cheap way to threaten even fantastically expensive US assets. Worse, Russia
is willing (eager, in fact) to export these (relatively cheap) missiles to other
countries. I find it amusing to see how US politicians are in a state of constant
hysteria about the risk of nuclear proliferation, but fail to realize that
conventional anti-ship missiles are a formidable, and much more likely, threat.
Sure, there are missile export limiting treaties, such as the MTCR, but they only
apply to missile with a range of over 300km. With modern ballistic and cruise
missiles becoming smaller, deadlier and easier to conceal and with ranges which
are (relatively) easy to extend, treaties such as the MTCR are becoming
increasingly outdated.

The bottom line is this: as long as deterrences holds, attacking US carriers
makes no sense whatsoever for Russia; however, as soon as deterrence fails,
attacking US carriers, anywhere on the planet, gives Russia an extremely flexible

and powerful escalation dominance capability which the US cannot counter in
kind.

Striking at the Holy of Holies - the US “homeland”
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If you thought that discussing striking US carriers was bad, here we are
going to enter full “Dr Strangelove” territory and discuss something which US
Americans find absolutely unthinkable: attacks on the US homeland. True, for
the rest of mankind, any war by definition includes the very real possibility of
attacks on your own towns, cities and people. But for US Americans who are
used to mete out violence and death far away from their own peaceful towns and
cities, the notion of a devastating strike against the US homeland is pretty much
unthinkable. On 9/11 the loss of 3000 innocent people placed the vast majority
of US Americans into a total state of shock which resulted in a massive over-
reaction at all levels (which was, of course, exactly the purpose of this false flag
operation by the US and Israeli deep states). Just as with carriers, the dangers of
a US over-reaction should serve as a deterrent to any attacks on the US
homeland. But, just as with the carriers, that is only true as long as deterrence
holds. If the Russian territory becomes the object of a US attack this would
clearly indicate that deterrence has failed and that the Russian armed forces
should now switch from a deterrence mode to a war-fighting mode. At this
point, the US American over-reaction to begin attacked or taking casualties
could, paradoxically, result in a last-minute wake-up call indicating to
everybody that what will come next will be truly devastating.

Introducing the RS-28 Sarmat intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM)

Though officially very little is know about the Sarmat and the Yu-71, the
reality is that the Internet has been full of educated guesses which give us a
pretty clear idea of what kind of systems we are dealing here.

You can think of the RS-28 Sarmat as a successor of the already formidable
RS-36 Voevoda (SS-18 Satan in US classification) missile: it is a heavy, very

powerful, intercontinental ballistic missile with multiple independently
targetable reentry vehicle (warheads):

*  Weight: 100 tons

* Payload: 10 tons

* Warheads: 10 to 15

* Hypersonic glide vehicles: 3-24 (that’s the Yu-71 we will discuss below)

* Range: 10°000km

* Guidance: Inertial , satellite, astrocelestial

* Trajectory: FOBS-capable

Page 275 of 813


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fractional_Orbital_Bombardment_System
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/R-36_(missile)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/RS-28_Sarmat

That last line, about being FOBS-capable, is crucial as it means that, unlike
most Soviet/Russian ICMBs, the Sarmat does not have to fly over the North Pole
to strike at the United States. In fact, the Sarmat could fly over the South Pole or,
for that matter, in any direction and still reach any target in the USA. Right there
this capability is, by itself, more than enough to defeat any current and
foreseeable US anti-ballistic missile technology. But it gets better, or worse,
depending on your perspective: the Sarmat’s reentry vehicles/warheads are
capable of flying in low orbit, maneuver, and then suddenly plunge towards their
targets. The only way to defeat such an attack would be to protect the USA by a

360° coverage capable ABM system, something which the USA is decades away
from deploying. And just to add to these already formidable characteristics, each
Sarmat can carry up to 3-24 (depending on who you ask) Yu-71 hypersonic
glide vehicles.

Introducing The Yu-71 (aka “Object 4202) hypersonic glide vehicle (HGV)

Yet again, this is hardly a topic not covered in the media and you can find
numerous articles describing what a hypersonic glide vehicle is and how it can
be used. (The best article I could find in English was by Global Security; it is
entitled “Objekt 4202 / Yu-71 / Yu-74").

Here is a summary of what we think we know about this HGV:

* Max Speed: from Mach 5, according to Scott Ritter, to Mach 9, according

to a quasi official Russian source, to Mach 15, acccording to Sputnik, to
Mach 20 (that’s 7 kilometer per second, or 25°200kh/h, or 15°000mph),
according to Global Security. Whatever the true speed, it will be fantastic

and far, far beyond the kind of speeds current or foreseeable US anti-
missile systems could hope to engage.

* Hypermaneuverability: Russian sources describe the Yu-71 as
“cBepxMaHeBpeHHas1 6oeronoska” or “hypermaneuverable warhead”
What that exactly means in terms of sustained Gs does not really matter
as this is not about air-to-air combat, but about the ability to perform
sudden course changes making it close to impossible for anti-missile
systems to calculate an engagement solution.

e Warhead: nuclear and conventional/kinetic.
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That last line is very interesting. What it means is that, considering the
speeds attained by the Yu-71 HGYV, it is not necessary to equip it with a
conventional (high explosive) or nuclear warhead. The kinetic energy generated
by its high speed is sufficient to create an explosion similar to what a large
conventional or small nuclear warhead could generate.

Bringing it all together now

Did you notice the similarities between the Zircon missile and the
Sarmat+Yu-71 combo?

In both cases we have:

1. an attack which can come from any direction

2. speed of attack and maneuver capabilities which make interception

impossible

3. the capability for Russia to destroy a very high value US target in a very

short time

It is amazing to see that while US decision makers were talking about their
Prompt Global Strike program, the Russians actually developed their own

version of this capability, much faster than the USA and at a fraction of the cost.

These are all ideal ways to “bring the war home” and to encourage a country
which enjoyed total impunity for its policies to being seriously thinking about
the consequences of messing around with the wrong people.

To make things even more potentially dangerous for the USA, the very same
geography which protected the USA for so long is now becoming a major
vulnerability. Currently 39% of the US population lives in counties directly on
the shoreline. In fact, the population density of coastal shoreline counties is over
six times greater than the corresponding inland counties (source). In 2010 the

US Census Bureau produced a fascinating report entitled “Coastline Population
Trends in the United States: 1960 to 2008” which shows that the coastal counties
provide an “intense concentration of economic and social activity”. In fact, a

very large number of US cities, industrial centers and economic hubs are located
near the USA coastline making them all *ideal* targets for Russian conventional
cruise missile strikes which could be launched from very long distances
(including over open water). And we are not talking about some future,
hypothetical, cruise missile, we are talking about the very same Kalibr cruise
missiles the Russians have been using against the Takfiris in Syria. Check out
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this very well made video which explains how Kalibr cruise missiles can be
hidden pretty much anywhere and used with devastating effect on military
and/or civilian targets:

https://youtu.be/mbUU_9bOcnM
The reality is that the US homeland is extremely vulnerable to any kind of

attack. This is only in part due to recent Russian advances in military
technology. For example, the “just on time” manufacturing or delivery practices
which are aimed to minimize costs and inventory are, from a strategic/military
point of view, extremely dangerous as it take very little disruption (for example
in the distribution network) to create catastrophic consequences. Likewise, the
high concentration of some industries in specific areas of the United States (oil
in the Mexican Gulf) only serve to further weaken the ability of the United State
to take any kind of punishment in case of war.

Most TV watching Americans will dismiss all of the above by saying that
“anybody come mess with us and we will kick their ass” or something equally
sophisticated. And there is some truth to that. But what this mindset also
indicates is a complete mental inability to operate in a scenario when deterrence
has failed and the “other guy” is coming for you. That mindset is the prerogative
of civilians. Those tasked with the defense of their country simply cannot think
that way and have to look beyond the “threshold of deterrence”. They will be the
one asked to fix the bloody mess once the civilians screw-up. Georges
Clemenceau reportedly once said that “War is too serious a matter to entrust to
military men’. | believe that the exact opposite is true, that war is too serious a
matter to entrust to civilians, especially the US Neocons (the vast majority of
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whom have never spent any time in uniform) and who always make it sound
like the next war will be easy, safe and painless. Remember Ken Adleman and
his famous Iraqi “cakewalk”? The very same kind of scum is in power today and
they want us to believe that the next war will also be a cakewalk or that being on
a high speed collision course with Russia is something the USA can afford and
should therefore engage in. The combined effect of the myth of US military
superiority with the myth about the US invulnerability result in a US American
sense of detachment, or even impunity, which is not at all supported by fact. I
just fervently hope that the people of the USA will not find out how mistaken
they are the hard way.

In the meantime, the Russian Chief of General Staff, General Gerasimov, has
announced that Russia had completed what he called a “non-nuclear deterrence
system” based on the Iskander-M, Kalibr and X-101 missiles. According to
General Gerasimov, the Russian armed forces now have enough high-precision
weapon systems to strike at any target within a 4000km range. Furthermore,
Gerasimov declared that the number of platforms capable of launching such
missiles has increased twelve times while the number of high precision cruise
missiles has increased by a factor 30. General Gerasimov also explained that the
combined capabilities of the Kalibr cruise missile, the Bastion mobile coastal
defense missile system and the S-400 air defense system made it possible for
Russia to fully control the airspace and surface of the Baltic, Barents, Black and
Mediterranean seas (talk about A2AD!). Gerasimov concluded his briefing by
saying “the development of high-precision weapons has made it possible to place
the main burden of strategic deterrence from nuclear to non-nuclear forces”.

To fully evaluate the implications of what Gerasimov said please consider
this: deterrence is, by definition, the action of discouraging an action or event
through instilling doubt or fear of the consequences. So what Gerasimov is
really saying is that Russia has enough conventional, non-nuclear, capabilities to
inflict unacceptable consequences upon the USA. This is something absolutely
new, a fundamental game changer. Most importantly, that is the official
declaration by a senior Russian official that the USA does not have any
technological superiority and that the USA is vulnerable to a devastating
counter-attack, even a conventional one. In one short sentence General
Gerasimov has put to rest the two most important myths of US geostrategic
theory.
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Keep in mind that, unlike their US counterparts, the Russians typically like
to under-evaluate Russian military capabilities. You will find the Russia media
bragging about how “totally awesome and best in the world” Russian weapons
systems are, but military personnel in Russia still has a corporate culture of
secrecy and under-reporting your real capabilities to the enemy. Furthermore,
while junior officers can say pretty much anything they want, senior officers are
held to very strict rules and they have to carefully weigh every word they say,
especially acting officers. So when the Chief of Staff officially declares that
Russia now has a conventional strategic deterrence capability —you can take that
to the bank. It’s real.

Alas, the western media is still stuck in the “full idiot” mode we saw during
the transit of the Russian aircraft carrier from the North Atlantic to the
Mediterranean: on one hand, the Admiral Kuznetsov was presented as a rusty
old bucket while on the other NATO forces constantly shadowed it as if it was
about to strike London. Likewise, US politicians present Russia as a “gas station”
while, at the same time, stating that this “gas station” has the capability to decide
who lives in the White House. This kind of reporting is not only unhelpful but
outright dangerous. One one hand the “the Russians are backward brutes”
fosters an arrogant and cocky attitude. On the other hand, constantly speaking
about fake Russian threats results in a very dangerous case of “cry wolf” in
which all possible Russian threats (including very real ones) are dismissed as
pure propaganda. The reality is, of course, very different and simple in a binary
way: Russia represents absolutely no threat to the United States or anybody else
(including the three Baltic statelets). But if some western politician decides that
he is smarter and stronger than Napoleon or Hitler and that he will finally bring
the Russians to their knees, then he and his country will be destroyed. It is really
that simple.

The Saker
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Book excerpt: How I became a Kremlin troll by The
Saker

November 27, 2017

Dear friends,

Today, with the kind permission of Phil Butler, I am posting the full text of
my contribution to his book “Putin’s Praetorians: Confessions of the Top

Kremlin Trolls“ There are a couple of reasons for that. The main one is that I
strongly believe that this book deserves a much bigger visibility than it has
received (this is also why, exceptionally, I am placing this post in the top
“analyses” category and not elsewhere). Please read my review here to see why I
feel so strongly about this book. Frankly, I am rather shocked by the very little
amount of reviews this book as generated. I don't even know if somebody
besides Russia Insider has bothered writing a review of it or not, but even if
somebody has, it is still a crying shame that this most interesting volume has
been so far ignored by the alternative media including the one friendly to
Russia. So by posting my own contribution here I want to bring back this book
to the “front page”, so to speak, of our community. Second, I want to ask for
your help. Right now the Kindle version of the book has 15 reviews on Amazon
and only 1 review for the printed paper version. This is not enough. I am
therefore asking you to 1) buy the book (Amazon wants reviews by purchasers)
and 2) write a review on Amazon. Guys —that is something most of you can do
to help, so please do so! We need to show the world that there is what I call
‘another West” which, far from being russophobic is, in fact, capable of
producing real friends and even defenders of Russia. So, please, do your part,
help Phil in his heroic struggle, get the paper version of the book and review it
on Amazon!

Thanks a lot for your help, hugs and cheers,
The Saker
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How I became a Kremlin troll by The Saker

By birth, experience, and training, I truly had everything needed to hate
Putin. I was born in a family of “White Russians” whose anti-Communism was
total and visceral.

My childhood was filled with (mostly true) stories about atrocities and
massacres committed by the Bolsheviks during the revolution and subsequent
civil war. Since my father had left me, I had an exiled Russian Orthodox
Archbishop as a spiritual father, and through him, I learned of all the genocidal
persecutions the Bolsheviks unleashed against the Orthodox Church.

At the age of 16, I had already read the three volumes of the “Gulag
Archipelago” and carefully studied the history of WWIIL. By 18 I was involved in
numerous anti-Soviet activities such as distributing anti-Soviet propaganda in
the mailboxes of Soviet diplomats or organizing the illegal importation of
banned books into the Soviet Union through the Soviet merchant marine and
fishing fleet (mostly at their station in the Canary Islands). I was also working
with an undercover group of Orthodox Christians sending help, mainly in the
form of money, to the families of jailed dissidents. And since I was fluent in
Russian, my military career took me from a basic training in electronic warfare,
to a special unit of linguists for the General Staff of the Swiss military, to
becoming a military analyst for the strategic intelligence service of Switzerland.

The Soviet authorities had long listed me, and my entire family, as dangerous
anti-Soviet activists and I, therefore, could not travel to Russia until the fall of
Communism in 1991 when I immediately caught the first available flight and
got to Moscow while the barricades built against the GKChP coup were still
standing. Truly, by this fateful month of August 1991, I was a perfect anti-
Soviet activist and an anti-Communist hardliner. I even took a photo of myself
standing next to the collapsed statue of Felix Derzhinsky (th