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The ‘War of Terror’ may be about to hit Europe

Never underestimate a wounded and decaying Empire collapsing in real-time.
Imperial functionaries, even in a “diplomatic” capacity, continue to brazenly
declare that their exceptionalist control over the world is mandatory.
If that’s not the case, competitors may emerge and steal the limelight –
monopolized by US oligarchies. That, of course, is absolute anathema.
The imperial modus operandi against geopolitical and geoeconomic competitors
remains the same: avalanche of sanctions, embargos, economic blockades,
protectionist measures, cancel culture, military uptick in neighboring nations,
and assorted threats. But most of all, warmongering rhetoric – currently

elevated to fever pitch.
The hegemon may be “transparent” at least in this domain because it still
controls a massive international network of institutions, financial bodies,
politicos, CEOs, propaganda agencies and the pop culture industry. Hence this
supposed invulnerability breeding insolence.
Panic in the “garden”
The blowing up of Nord Stream (NS) and Nord Stream 2 (NS2) – everybody knows who
did it, but the suspect cannot be named – took to the next level the two-pronged
imperial project of cutting off cheap Russian energy from Europe and destroying
the German economy.
From the imperial perspective, the ideal subplot is the emergence of a UScontrolled Intermarium – from the Baltic and the Adriatic to the Black Sea – led
by Poland, exercising some sort of new hegemony in Europe, on the heels of
the Three Seas Initiative.
But as it stands, that remains a wet dream.
On the dodgy “investigation” of what really happened to NS and NS2, Sweden was
cast as The Cleaner, as if this was a sequel of Quentin Tarantino’s crime
thriller Pulp Fiction.
That’s why the results of the “investigation” cannot be shared with Russia. The
Cleaner was there to erase any incriminating evidence.
As for the Germans, they willingly accepted the role of patsies. Berlin claimed
it was sabotage, but would not dare to say by whom.
This is actually as sinister as it gets, because Sweden, Denmark and Germany,
and the whole EU, know that if you really confront the Empire, in public, the
Empire will strike back, manufacturing a war on European soil. This is about
fear – and not fear of Russia.
The Empire simply cannot afford to lose the “garden.” And the “garden” elites
with an IQ over room temperature know they are dealing with a psychopathic
serial killer entity which simply cannot be appeased.
Meanwhile, the arrival of General Winter in Europe portends a socio-economic

descent into a maelstrom of darkness – unimaginable only a few months ago in the
supposedly “garden” of humanity, so far away from the rumbles across the
“jungle.”
Well, from now on barbarism begins at home. And Europeans should thank the
American “ally” for it, skillfully manipulating fearful, vassalized EU elites.
Way more dangerous though is a specter that very few are able to identify: the
imminent Syrianization of Europe. That will be a direct consequence of the NATO
debacle in Ukraine.
From an imperial perspective, the prospects in the Ukrainian battlefield are
gloomy. Russia’s Special Military Operation (SMO) has seamlessly morphed into a
Counter-Terror Operation (CTO): Moscow now openly characterizes Kiev as a
terrorist regime.
The pain dial is incrementally going up, with surgical strikes against Ukrainian
power/electricity infrastructure about to totally cripple Kiev’s economy and its
military. And by December, there’s the arrival on the front lines and in the
rear of a properly trained and highly motivated partial mobilization contingent.
The only question concerns the timetable. Moscow is now in the process of slowly
but surely decapitating the Kiev proxy, and ultimately smashing NATO “unity.”
The process of torturing the EU economy is relentless. And the real world
outside of the collective West – the Global South – is with Russia, from Africa
and Latin America to West Asia and even sections of the EU.
It is Moscow – and significantly not Beijing – that is tearing apart the
hegemon-coined “rules-based international order,” supported by its natural
resources, the provision of food and reliable security.
And in coordination with China, Iran and major Eurasian players, Russia is
working to eventually decommission all those US-controlled international
organizations – as the Global South becomes virtually immune to the spread of
NATO psyops.
The Syrianization of Europe
In the Ukrainian battlefield, NATO’s crusade against Russia is doomed – even as

in several nodes as much as 80 percent of the fighting forces feature NATO
personnel. Wunderwaffen such as HIMARS are few and far between. And depending on
the result of the US mid-term elections, weaponization will dry out in 2023.
Ukraine, by the spring of 2023, may be reduced to no more than an impoverished,
rump black hole. The imperial Plan A remains

Afghanization: to operate an army

of mercenaries capable of targeted destabilization and or/terrorist incursions
into the Russian Federation.
In parallel, Europe is peppered with American military bases.
All those bases may play the role of major terror bases – very much like in
Syria, in al-Tanf and the Eastern Euphrates. The US lost the long proxy war in
Syria – where it instrumentalized jihadis – but still has not been expelled.
In this process of Syrianization of Europe, US military bases may become ideal
centers to regiment and/or “train” squads of Eastern Europe émigrés, whose only
job opportunity, apart from the drug business and organ trafficking, will be as
– what else – imperial mercenaries, fighting whatever focus of civil
disobedience emerges across an impoverished EU.
It goes without saying that this New Model Army will be fully sanctioned by the
Brussels EUrocracy – which is merely the public relations arm of NATO.
A de-industrialized EU enmeshed into several layers of toxic intra-war, where
NATO plays its time-tested role of Robocop, is the perfect Mad Max scenario
juxtaposed

to

what

would

be,

at

least

in

the

reveries

of

American

Straussians/neo-cons, an island of prosperity: the US economy, the ideal
destination for Global Capital, including European Capital.
The Empire will “lose” its pet project, Ukraine. But it will never accept losing
the European “garden.”
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SPECIAL ADDENDUM

Pentagon study declares American empire
is ‘collapsing’
Report demands massive expansion of military-industrial complex to maintain
global ‘access to resources’. This study is notable for its high quality,
typical, in fact, of many Middle -East native analysts.

By Nafeez Ahmed / Canadian Dimension / First run on July 30, 2017

Russian soldiers battling the UkroNATO forces near Bakhmut.
Russia's military capabilities are second to none, often
exceeding the US in several fields,
constituting a
dangerous example of independence to the US Hegemony.

A new Pentagon study has concluded that the US-backed
framework of international order established after World War
II is “fraying” and may even be “collapsing,” leading the
United States to lose its position of “primacy” in world
affairs.

The solution proposed to protect US power in this new “postprimacy” environment is, however, more of the same: more
surveillance, more propaganda (“strategic manipulation of
perceptions”) and more military expansionism.
The document concludes that the world has entered a
fundamentally new phase of transformation in which US power is
in decline, international order is unravelling, and the
authority of governments everywhere is crumbling.
Having lost its past status of “pre-eminence,” the US now
inhabits a dangerous, unpredictable “post-primacy” world,
whose defining feature is “resistance to authority.”
Danger comes not just from great power rivals like Russia and
China, both portrayed as rapidly growing threats to American
interests, but also from the increasing risk of “Arab Spring”style events. These will erupt not just in the Middle East,
but all over the world, potentially undermining trust in
incumbent governments for the foreseeable future.
The report, based on a year-long intensive research process
involving consultation with key agencies across the Department
of Defense and US Army, calls for the US government to invest
in more surveillance, better propaganda through “strategic
manipulation” of public opinion, and a “wider and more
flexible” US military.
The report was published in June by the US Army War College’s
Strategic Studies Institute to evaluate the DoD’s approach to
risk assessment at all levels of Pentagon policy planning. The
study was supported and sponsored by the US Army’s Strategic
Plans and Policy Directorate; the Joint Staff, J5 (Strategy
and Policy Branch); the Office of the Deputy Secretary of
Defense for Strategy and Force Development; and the Army Study
Program Management Office.

Collapse
“While the United States remains a global political, economic,
and military giant, it no longer enjoys an unassailable
position versus state competitors,” the report laments.
“In brief, the status quo that was hatched and nurtured by
U.S. strategists after World War II and has for decades been
the principal ‘beat’ for DoD is not merely fraying but may, in
fact, be collapsing.”
The study’s description of this order subtly recognizes its
imperial nature as one underpinned by American dominance, in
which the US and its allies literally “dictate” the terms of
how the system operates, to further their own interests:
The order and its constituent parts, first emerged from World
War II, were transformed to a unipolar system with the
collapse of the Soviet Union, and have by-and-large been
dominated by the United States and its major Western and
Asian allies since. Status quo forces collectively are
comfortable with their dominant role in dictating the terms
of international security outcomes and resist the emergence
of rival centers of power and authority.

But this era when the US and its allies could simply get their
way is over. Observing that US officials “naturally feel an
obligation to preserve the U.S. global position within a
favorable international order,” the report concludes that this
“rules-based global order that the United States built and
sustained for 7 decades is under enormous stress.”
The report provides a detailed breakdown of how the DoD
perceives this order to be rapidly unravelling, with the
Pentagon being increasingly outpaced by world events. Warning
that “global events will happen faster than DoD is currently

equipped to handle,” the study concludes that the US “can no
longer count on the unassailable position of dominance,
supremacy, or pre-eminence it enjoyed for the 20-plus years
after the fall of the Soviet Union.”
So weakened is US power, that it can no longer even
“automatically generate consistent and sustained local
military superiority at range.”
It’s not just US power that is in decline. The US Army War
College study concludes that:
[A]ll states and traditional political authority structures
are under increasing pressure from endogenous and exogenous
forces… The fracturing of the post-Cold War global system is
accompanied by the internal fraying in the political, social,
and economic fabric of practically all states.
But, the document says, this should not be seen as defeatism,
but rather a “wakeup call.” If nothing is done to adapt to
this “post-primacy” environment, the complexity and speed of
world events will “increasingly defy [DoD’s] current strategy,
planning, and risk assessment conventions and biases.”

Defending the “status quo”
Top on the list of forces that have knocked the US off its
position of global “pre-eminence,” says the report, are the
role of competing powers—major rivals like Russia and China,
as well as smaller players like Iran and North Korea.
The document is particularly candid in setting out why the US
sees these countries as threats—not so much because of
tangible military or security issues, but mainly because their
pursuit of their own legitimate national interests is, in
itself, seen as undermining American dominance.
Russia and China are described as “revisionist forces” who
benefit from the US-dominated international order, but who

dare to “seek a new distribution of power and authority
commensurate with their emergence as legitimate rivals to U.S.
dominance.” Russia and China, the analysts say, “are engaged
in a deliberate program to demonstrate the limits of U.S.
authority, will, reach, influence, and impact.”
The premise of this conclusion is that the US-backed “status
quo” international order is fundamentally “favorable” for the
interests of the US and its allies. Any effort to make global
order also work “favorably” for anyone else is automatically
seen as a threat to US power and interests.
Thus, Russia and China “seek to reorder their position in the
existing status quo in ways that—at a minimum—create more
favorable circumstances for pursuit of their core objectives.”
At first glance there seems nothing particularly wrong about
this. So the analysts emphasize that “a more maximalist
perspective sees them pursuing advantage at the direct expense
of the United States and its principal Western and Asian
allies.”
Most conspicuous of all, there is little substantiation in the
document at all of how Russia and China pose a meaningful
threat to American national security.
The chief challenge is that they “are bent on revising the
contemporary status quo” through the use of “gray zone”
techniques, involving “means and methods falling far short of
unambiguous or open provocation and conflict.”
Such “murkier, less obvious forms of state-based aggression,”
despite falling short of actual violence, are condemned—but
then, losing any sense of moral high-ground, the Pentagon
study advocates that the US itself should “go gray or go home”
to ensure US influence.
The document also sets out the real reasons that the US is
hostile to “revolutionary forces” like Iran and North Korea:
they pose fundamental obstacles to US imperial influence in

those regions. They are:
… neither the products of, nor are they satisfied with, the
contemporary order… At a minimum, they intend to destroy the
reach of the U.S.-led order into what they perceive to be
their legitimate sphere of influence. They are also resolved
to replace that order locally with a new rule set dictated by
them.

Far from insisting, as the US government does officially, that
Iran and North Korea are threats mainly due to nuclear
weapons, the document makes clear that actually they are
considered threatening to the expansion of the “U.S.-led
order.”

Losing the propaganda war
Amidst the challenge posed by these competing powers, the
Pentagon study emphasizes the threat from non-state forces
which are undermining the “U.S.-led order” in different ways,
primarily through information.
The “hyper-connectivity and weaponization of information,
disinformation, and disaffection,” the study team observes, is
leading to the uncontrolled spread of information. The upshot
is that the Pentagon faces the “inevitable elimination of
secrecy and operational security.”
“Wide uncontrolled access to technology that most now take for
granted is rapidly undermining prior advantages of discrete,
secret, or covert intentions, actions, or operations… In the
end, senior defense leaders should assume that all defenserelated activity from minor tactical movements to major
military operations would occur completely in the open from
this point forward.”
This information revolution, in turn, is leading to the

“generalized disintegration of traditional authority
structures… fueled, and/or accelerated by hyperconnectivity
and the obvious decay and potential failure of the post-Cold
War status quo.”

Civil unrest
Highlighting the threat posed by groups like ISIS and alQaeda, the study also points to “leaderless instability (e.g.,
Arab Spring)” as a major driver of “a generalized erosion or
dissolution of traditional authority structures.” The document
hints that such populist civil unrest is likely to become
prominent in Western homelands, including inside the United
States.
“To date, U.S. strategists have been fixated on this trend in
the greater Middle East. However, the same forces at work
there are similarly eroding the reach and authority of
governments worldwide… it would be unwise not to recognize
that they will mutate, metastasize, and manifest differently
over time.”
The US homeland is flagged-up as being especially vulnerable
to the breakdown of “traditional authority structures”:
The United States and its population are increasingly exposed
to substantial harm and an erosion of security from
individuals and small groups of motivated actors, leveraging
the confluence of hyperconnectivity, fear, and increased
vulnerability to sow disorder and uncertainty. This intensely
disorienting and dislocating form of resistance to authority
arrives via physical, virtual, and psychological violence and
can create effects that appear substantially out of
proportion to the origin and physical size or scale of the
proximate hazard or threat.

There is little reflection, however, on the role of the US
government itself in fomenting such endemic distrust, through
its own policies.

Bad facts
Among the most dangerous drivers of this risk of civil unrest
and mass destabilization, the document asserts, are different
categories of fact. Apart from the obvious “fact-free,” which
is defined as information that undermines “objective truth,”
the other categories include actual truths that, however, are
damaging to America’s global reputation.
“Fact-inconvenient” information consists of the exposure of
“details that, by implication, undermine legitimate authority
and erode the relationships between governments and the
governed”—in other words, facts that reveal how government
policy is corrupt, incompetent or undemocratic.
“Fact-perilous” information refers to basically to national
security leaks from whistleblowers such as Edward Snowden or
Bradley Manning, “exposing highly classified, sensitive, or
proprietary information that can be used to accelerate a real
loss of tactical, operational, or strategic advantage.”
“Fact-toxic” information pertains to actual truths which, the
document complains, are “exposed in the absence of context,”
and therefore poison “important political discourse.” Such
information is seen as being most potent in triggering
outbreaks of civil unrest, because it:
… fatally weakens foundational security at an international,
regional, national, or personal level. Indeed, fact-toxic
exposures are those likeliest to trigger viral or contagious
insecurity across or within borders and between or among
peoples.

Mass surveillance and psychological warfare
The Pentagon study comes up with two solutions to the
information threat.
The first is to make better use of US mass surveillance
capabilities, which describes as “the largest and most
sophisticated and integrated intelligence complex in world.”
The US can “generate insight faster and more reliably than its
competitors can, if it chooses to do so.” Combined with its
“military forward presence and power projection,” the US is
“an enviable position of strength.”
Supposedly, though, the problem is that the US does not make
full use of this potential strength:
That strength, however, is only as durable as the United
States’ willingness to see and employ it to its advantage. To
the extent that the United States and its defense enterprise
are seen to lead, others will follow…

The document also criticizes US strategies for focusing too
much on trying to defend against foreign efforts to penetrate
or disrupt US intelligence, at the expense of “the purposeful
exploitation of the same architecture for the strategic
manipulation of perceptions and its attendant influence on
political and security outcomes.”
Pentagon officials need to simply accept, therefore, that:
… the U.S. homeland, individual American citizens, and U.S.
public opinion and perceptions will increasingly become
battlefields.

Military supremacy
Having mourned the loss of US primacy, the Pentagon report

sees expanding the US military as the only option. The
bipartisan consensus on military supremacism, however, is not
enough. The document demands a military force so powerful it
can preserve “maximum freedom of action,” and allow the US to
“dictate or hold significant sway over outcomes in
international disputes.”
One would be hard-pressed to find a clearer statement of
imperial intent in any US Army document:
While as a rule, U.S. leaders of both political parties have
consistently committed to the maintenance of U.S. military
superiority over all potential state rivals, the post-primacy
reality demands a wider and more flexible military force that
can generate advantage and options across the broadest
possible range of military demands. To U.S. political
leadership, maintenance of military advantage preserves
maximum freedom of action… Finally, it allows U.S. decisionmakers the opportunity to dictate or hold significant sway
over outcomes in international disputes in the shadow of
significant U.S. military capability and the implied promise
of unacceptable consequences in the event that capability is
unleashed.

Once again, military power is essentially depicted as a tool
for the US to force, threaten and cajole other countries into
submission to US demands. The very concept of ‘defense’ is
thus re-framed as the capacity to use overwhelming military
might to get one’s way—anything which undermines this capacity
ends up automatically appearing as a threat that deserves to
be attacked.

Empire of capital
Accordingly, a core goal of this military expansionism is
ensuring that the United States and its international partners

have “unimpeded access to air, sea, space, cyberspace, and the
electromagnetic spectrum in order to underwrite their security
and prosperity.”
This also means that the US must retain the ability to
physically access any region it wants, whenever it wants:
Failure of or limitations on the ability of the United States
to enter and operate within key regions of the world, for
example, undermine both U.S. and partner security.
The US thus must try to minimize any “purposeful, malevolent,
or incidental interruption of access to the commons, as well
as critical regions, resources, and markets.”
Without ever referring directly to ‘capitalism,’ the document
eliminates any ambiguity about how the Pentagon sees this new
era of “Persistent Conflict 2.0”: “… some are fighting
globalization and globalization is also actively fighting
back. Combined, all of these forces are rending at the fabric
of security and stable governance that all states aspire to
and rely on for survival.”
This is a war, then, between US-led capitalist globalization,
and anyone who resists it. And to win it, the document puts
forward a combination of strategies: consolidating the US
intelligence complex and using it more ruthlessly;
intensifying mass surveillance and propaganda to manipulate US
and global popular opinion; expanding US military power and
reach to ensure access to “strategic regions, markets, and
resources.”
Even so, the overarching goal is somewhat more modest: to
prevent the US-led order from collapsing further:
…. while the favorable U.S.-dominated status quo is under
significant internal and external pressure, adapted American
power can help to forestall or even reverse outright failure

in the most critical regions.

The hope is that the US will be able to fashion “a remodeled
but nonetheless still favorable post-primacy international
order.”

Narcissism
Like all US Army War College publications, the document states
that it does not necessarily represent the official position
of the US Army or DoD. While this caveat means that its
findings cannot be taken to formally represent the US
government, the document does also admit that it represents
“the collective wisdom” of the numerous officials consulted.
In that sense, the document is a uniquely insightful window
into the mind of the Pentagon, and how embarrassingly limited
its cognitive scope really is.
Launched in June 2016 and completed in April 2017, the US Army
War College research project involved extensive consultation
with officials across the Pentagon, including representatives
of the joint and service staffs, the Office of the Secretary
of Defense (OSD), U.S. Central Command (USCENTCOM), U.S.
Pacific Command (USPACOM), U.S. Northern Command (USNORTHCOM),
U.S. Special Operations Command (USSOCOM); U.S. Forces, Japan
(USFJ), the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), the National
Intelligence Council, U.S. Strategic Command (USSTRATCOM), and
U.S. Army Pacific [USARPAC] and Pacific Fleet [PACFLT]).
The study team also consulted with a handful of American
think-tanks of a somewhat neoconservative persuasion: the
American Enterprise Institute, the Center for Strategic and
International Studies (CSIS), the RAND Corporation, and the
Institute for the Study of War.
No wonder, then, that its findings and conclusions are so

myopic. The research methodology manages to systematically
ignore the most critical evidence surrounding the drivers that
are behind the myriad forces the study pinpoints as
undermining US primacy: such as, for instance, the biophysical
processes of climate, energy and food disruption behind the
Arab Spring; the confluence of military violence, fossil fuel
interests and geopolitical alliances behind the rise of ISIS;
or the fundamental grievances that have driven a breakdown in
trust with governments since the 2008 financial collapse and
the ensuing ongoing period of neoliberal economic failure.
In this context, the study’s conclusions are less a reflection
of the actual state of the world, than of the way the Pentagon
sees itself and the world. Indeed, most telling of all is the
document’s utter inability to recognize the role of the
Pentagon itself in systematically pursuing a wide range of
policies over the last several decades which have contributed
directly to the very instability it now wants to defend
against.
The Pentagon frames itself as existing outside the Hobbesian
turmoil that it conveniently projects onto the world—the
result is a monumental and convenient rejection of any sense
of responsibility for what happens in the world.
It is no surprise then that even the Pentagon’s apparent
conviction in the inexorable decline of US power could well be
overblown.
According to Dr. Sean Starrs of MIT’s Center for International
Studies, a true picture of US power cannot be determined
solely from national accounts. We have to look at the accounts
of transnational corporations.
Starrs shows that American transnational corporations are
vastly more powerful than their competitors. His data suggests
that American economic supremacism remains at an all-time
high, and still unchallenged even by an economic powerhouse

like China.
This does not necessarily discredit the Pentagon’s emerging
recognition that US imperial power now faces a new era of
decline and unprecedented volatility.
But it does suggest that the Pentagon’s sense of US global
pre-eminence is very much bound up with its capacity to
project American capitalism globally.
As geopolitical rivals agitate against US economic reach, and
as new movements emerge hoping to undermine American
“unimpeded access” to global resources and markets, what’s
clear is that DoD officials see anything which competes with
or undermines American capitalism as a clear and present
danger.
About the author
Nafeez Mosaddeq Ahmed is a British investigative journalist,
author and academic.
This article originally appeared on AlterNet.org.

select commentary

Rubicon on October 24, 2022 · at 7:33 pm EST/EDT
That phrase was not coined by Mr. Z. That came directly from the mouth of the US neo-cons in D.C. We needn’t mention their names as they are well known.
As to Pepe’s reference to the plight of the EU, he should have noted that the economist Dr. Michael Hudson referred way back in February of 2022, specifically noticing that the US Financial Hegemon is out to rape the lands of both the UK and in
particular, Western European nations. He stated that the chief target was Germany as it is the powerhouse of all EU nations in terms of industry, and trade. This pertains, especially, to Italy.
All of this is perpetrated by not only the US Financial Aristocrats, but with their brethren in the UK/EU tribe. The intention is re-colonize these citizens into a look-alike model of what they’ve done to millions of Americans: part-time low
wage jobs; huge costs for auto/home/rental/medical insurance, and the privatizing of all hospitals, clinics, and publicly funded universities. Yet, there are very few Europeans who are even aware of what is happening to them. All they have to
do is spend a few moments learning how these Financial Bosses have, essentially, destroyed a highly indebted American society.

the blame-e on October 25, 2022

·

at 3:38 am EST/EDT

To go from using biochemical weapons on “the battlefield” to “dirty bombs (or tactical nuclear weapons), is a natural progress of a terrorist hegemon — that should be named and be named always. We all should be asking what comes next after
tactical nuclear weapons have been deployed, because it’s always something.

Hal on October 24, 2022 · at 1:56 pm EST/EDT
“This is actually as sinister as it gets, because Sweden, Denmark and Germany, and the whole EU, know that if you really confront the Empire, in public, the Empire will strike back, manufacturing a war on European soil. This is about fear – and
not fear of Russia.”
Are they finally beginning to wake up? They look out from their tarnished and crumbling towers and see the spectre of what they have enabled, a monster of deluded entitlement not living in Kiev, but alive and threatening all from within the
Beltway in Washington, D.C.
It is too easy to say they deserve their fate, although indeed they do. But do the people of Europe deserve this fate, to be so callously lead, or is it herded, off the cliff of a dying and Godless hubristic folly?

Melotte22 on October 24, 2022

·

at 3:45 pm EST/EDT

Yes they do deserve that. No one else to blame but themselves for allowing psychopaths in Brussels place interests of nazis in Ukraine before their own interests. Winter is coming.

The blame-e on October 25, 2022 · at 4:02 am EST/EDT
I agree with you. Europe has depleted their stocks of natural resources needed to power what passes for a modern industrialized society — natural gas, oil, coal, minerals, and rare earths — which Russia has in “shameful abundance.”
Interesting is how the fully owned mainstream media of the Hegemon is predicting a mild winter in Europe. All thanks to Greta and Climate Change? “Control the weather and you control the world.” — US President Lyndon Johnson in 1962.

maskazer2022 on October 24, 2022

·

at 3:19 pm EST/EDT

Most likely the Zionist-Nato clown Zelinski, seeing how the entire world is focused on the Donbass situation, makes terrorist threats and apocalyptic announcements such as the use of dirty bomb to keep everyone fixed on the Ukraine. Now that
the Europeans have decided to commit suicide then it would be appropriate just before the official arrival of the winter season, somehow all oil/gas shipments from the Middle East and North Africa to Europe be stopped right away. That should
teach them a good lesson. The US and the European still think they are number 1. A nice freezing experience without imported energy should make them think straight. Wonder where all those Ukrainians would be emigrating to when they see their
host countries in Europe are not doing any better than their own.

OscardeCaracas on October 24, 2022

·

at 4:35 pm EST/EDT

If they lived in Europe they would realize that capital steals from workers 360°, that is, they rob us of wages, and our lives, they kick us out if we have what we love most: having children; we work endless hours without having a family life
and having children is something for the rich… we are going extinct but that is what the immigrants are for to replace us.
But this comes from very far thanks to the Bronze Law of Wages (or Iron Law of Wages) is an economic theory that many classical economists have proposed between the 18th and 19th centuries. This theory states that real wages have a natural
tendency towards a minimum level that corresponds to the minimum subsistence needs of workers. According to this theory, any increase above the subsistence level in minimum needs causes families to have a greater number of children and increase
in population, therefore an increase in competition for a job and wages will be reduced again to the minimum . We can name several main authors who dealt with this topic, but without a doubt one of the most important was David Ricardo.
POR ESO VEO A LOS RUSOS COMO LIBERADORES

Tayo on October 24, 2022 · at 4:44 pm EST/EDT
An interesting piece as usual. But I disagree that the reason Sweden and Germany are keeping mum about the NS1 and NS2 sabotage is because of the fear that the empire would cause a war in Europe. The European elites don’t care what becomes of
Europe as long as they can find a place for themselves and their families across the Atlantic.
I think the reason might be that, one: Sweden played a role in the sabotage (that would be in character. From collaborating with Nazi Germany during the second world war to being the errand boy of the CIA ever since then, Sweden has remained a
trusted fixer. Betraying Julian Assange is just one of the recently known services to the empire.).
And secondly, the EU leadership is totally corrupt and morally bankrupt, most probably the empire has all the incriminating evidence in hand. So these corrupt elites have no other choice than to obey the master.
Trust me most of these people are pedophiles and worse.
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I think the reason might be that one: Sweden played a role in the sabotage (that would be in character. From collaborating with Nazi Germany during the second world war to being the errand boy of the CIA ever since then, Sweden has remained a
trusted fixer. Betraying Julian Assange is just one of the recently known services to the empire.).
And secondly the EU leadership is totally corrupt and morally bankrupt, most probably the empire has all the incriminating evidence in hand. So this corrupt elites have no other choice than to obey the master.
Trust me most of these people are pedophiles and worse.

Print this article

The views expressed herein are solely those of the author and
may or may not reflect those of The Greanville Post. However,
we do think they are important enough to be transmitted to a
wider audience.

Unfortunately, most people take this site
for granted.
DONATIONS HAVE ALMOST DRIED UP…

PLEASE send what you can today!

JUST USE THE BUTTON BELOW

Did you sign up yet for our FREE bulletin?
It’s super easy! Sign up to receive our FREE bulletin. Get
TGP selections in your mailbox. No obligation of any kind.
All addresses secure and never sold or commercialised.
First name or full name
Email
By continuing, you accept the privacy policy
Subscribe

Up to You.
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