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On May 13, 2022, Steny Hoyer, the Democrat
House Majority Leader, said that we are now at war
with Russia. During her visit to Kyiv in May, Speaker
Nancy Pelosi pledged to wage war “until victory is
won.” Retired General Breedlove, the former Supreme
Allied Commander of Europe, and a close Biden
military confidant, proposed landing U.S. forces and
advancing two-thirds of the way through Ukraine to the
Dnieper River. The UK has begun considering naval
action to break Russia’s naval blockade in the Black
Sea. This is an act which risks retaliation for the sinking
of Russia’s flagship.

Now, President Biden says U.S. troops won’t fight
the Russians in Ukraine, because this would lead to
World War III, but at the same time, he signed a $40
billion Lend-Lease package reminiscent of the same
one Franklin Roosevelt signed as he coaxed a reluctant
nation into entering World War II. But there’s a great
difference between Franklin Roosevelt’s world and
Biden’s world today, for Russia and the United States
are the world’s great nuclear superpowers. At any
moment, each has 1400 nuclear warheads standing at
the ready for launch. Even if we did launch a massive
surprise attack on Russia, we could never destroy her
large fleet of nuclear submarines. Many of her

hypersonic missiles would launch early, and many
other bombs and missiles would survive the initial
attacks.

Russia would then retaliate, turning New York City
and Washington, D.C. into radioactive glass. Few
would survive in major metropolitan centers—Atlanta,
Chicago, San Francisco, Detroit, Los Angeles. Yes, we
would destroy Russia, and we would destroy China,
too. But neither Europe or Asia would be spared; Japan
would suffer a nuclear holocaust that would make
Hiroshima and Nagasaki seem like brush fires. London
would disappear from the Earth. Paris, Brussels, Berlin,
and Rome would perish. And for what? To enrich the
sons of corrupt politicians who line their pockets with
insider deals? For the glory of some demonic new world
order?

Henry Kissinger has called for peace negotiations
within two months, before the war creates upheavals
that cannot be overcome. He cautions us not to get
swept up in the mood of the moment. Ambassador
[Gérard] Araud, former French Ambassador to the U.S.
and UN, warns, “Right now, we’re sleep-walking to
nobody knows where.” But we know exactly where this
leads. The unfolding phantasmagoria foreshadows
nuclear war and a great apocalypse. Thank you.

Eric Denécé

The Ukraine Conflict Could Have and
Should Have Been Avoided

This is the edited transcript
of Eric Denécé’s remarks to the
May 26 Schiller Institute Confer-
ence, “The Insanity of Politicians
Threatens Nuclear War.” Mr.
Denécéis the Director of the French
Center for Intelligence Studies. His
presentation in French was dubbed
in English, but he engaged in a brief
dialogue in English after the con-
clusion of his presentation, which is
included here. The video of the
entire conference is available here.

Eric Denéce

Before giving an analysis of the
Ukrainian crisis, I would just like to make a few intro-
ductory remarks.
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First of all, T would like to
express my sympathy to the people
who are victims of this crisis. And
also, to say that if it is appropriate to
denounce the Russian attack, it is
also appropriate to denounce all
violations of international law. That
is to say, those violations of
international law that led to the
Ukrainian aggression in the Donbass
and unfortunately those that our
American allies have regularly
carried out in the name of the fight
against terrorism throughout the
world, especially the 2003 violation.

What seems important to me, today, is to recall how
we got here, and how this war, which should never have
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happened, ended up happening. It is not a question of
being pro-Ukrainian or anti-Ukrainian, pro-Russian or
anti-Russian, but of analyzing the facts with the
soberness and rationality required.

First of all, it is important to remember that this war
should never have taken place. Itis a conflict that should
have been avoided, and finally in which all the actors
today involved directly or indirectly have their share of
responsibility.

It is necessary to recall, first of all, a fact essential
for me, which is that at the end of the Cold War NATO
should have been dissolved. It is an organization whose
sole purpose was to protect the West from the Soviet
threat, from the expansion of the proletarian revolution
and from the Soviet military threat, and it should have
disappeared at the end of the Cold War.

The simple fact of having kept it, has been one of the
origins of the problems we face today.

We must also remember that for thirty years, whether
we like it or not, there has been a real humiliation of
Russia. Unkept promises of the West, which have not
only reinforced dissatisfaction, but also resentment
towards the West. The lies presented to Moscow on a
regular basis over the years have only increased the gap
between the two parts of the European continent.

Of course, there was also the Maidan coup. I recall
that President [Viktor] Yanukovych, as corrupt as he
was, like all his predecessors at the head of Ukraine,
had been legally elected and recognized by the
representatives of the OSCE [Organization for Security
and Cooperation in Europe]. And that it was therefore a
revolutionary coup d’état, which was carried out to
remove him from power, supported by the West and in
violation of all democratic rules.

It was followed quite quickly by the ostracization of
the Russian-speaking populations of Donbass, and very
swiftly by the military aggression of the Kiev forces
against these populations, who are not separatists, as
was too often announced by the media. This population
wanted their autonomy to be recognized within the
Ukrainian Republic and especially wanted the free use
of their language, which is Russian. But they were
immediately countered by the Kiev regime that wanted
to have them fall in line again.

I think that what is happening in the United States,
in terms of domestic politics, has played an important
role—the setbacks of Joe Biden since he was elected
President of the republic, the catastrophic withdrawal
from Afghanistan, and the great budgetary problems
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and sequestration, have led to a toughening of the
American policy orientation, which has caused the
war.

I also cannot forget the Ukrainian responsibility,
especially of course, the attitude toward the Donbass.
But also, the very provocative speech that [President
Volodymyr] Zelenskyy gave at the Munich [Security
Conference] summit at the beginning of the year, stating
loudly and clearly that for him it was essential that three
conditions be met:

1) integration into NATO, which he has never ceased
to demand,

2) the takeover of the Donbass by force, and

3) the demand for Ukraine to have nuclear weapons.

When we put all this together, we can understand—
but understanding does not mean excusing—the
Russian reaction in relation to this set of affronts that
were unfortunately orchestrated against Russia.

I think we should also remember that [Russian
President Vladimir] Putin has repeatedly stated that the
militarization of Ukraine and its integration into NATO
was an existential threat to Russia. We have not taken
this into account. We have continued to push the
Ukrainians into an extremely tough position toward
Moscow and towards the Donbass. Unfortunately, we
have gotten that which we have provoked. And that is
what triggered the Russian offensive.

This Russian offensive meant falling into a trap,
into which Putin finally moved with full awareness. 1
would say that he did it all the more willingly because
none ofhis proposals to setup anew security architecture
in Europe were honored.

Secondly, what has this conflict been all about since
February 247

I would say that it is in the end a war that Ukraine
cannot win. First of all, even if we are opposed to this
Russian attack, we must recognize that it is a special
operation and not a desire to invade Ukraine as has been
said too often by the countries of Eastern Europe and by
NATO.

Let us first recall the number of troops: 150,000 men
took part in the operation. By way of comparison, the
illegal invasion of Iraq in 2003 by the Americans and
the British included 250,000 American and 30,000
British troops, totaling 280,000 against an army that
was not at the tenth of the efficiency of the Ukrainian
army. So, to continue to say that Putin wanted to invade
Ukraine is absolutely false.

This military operation has encountered a number
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of initial failures and dysfunctions, but for the moment
it seems that the war aims that Russia has set [for]
itself—that is, to protect the Donbass and finally take
over the Russian-speaking provinces, certainly less
Russian-speaking than Donetsk and Lugansk in
southern Ukraine—is succeeding.

Unfortunately, there have been a lot of hasty
judgments about the military operation which, despite
the losses on both sides, it is not the rout [of] the Russian
army that some want us to believe. Moreover, this will
become part of the important lessons that will become
more known.

Other elements deserve to be mentioned. The
massive distribution [to Ukraine] of arms, in particular
of light weapons, anti-tank missiles and anti-aircraft
missiles which were made in the West, were partly,
perhaps largely used in the conflict, but were also fed to
mafia and criminal networks, to be resold to third-world
terrorist networks because there were no effective
control mechanisms in Ukraine.

I will also insist on two other points. The reactions
and sanctions that have been voted up against Russia,
which, although they obviously have an international
legal basis, have been totally disproportionate, both in
their economic and their cultural aspects. We have
reached the height of stupidity by forbidding [Russian]
sportsmen, musicians and opera singers to practice
their profession, whether they are for or against Putin.
We have entered into a totalitarianism of thought, which
is totally excessive.

The same is true of the media. For the first time, the
information war that we have waged against Russia is
finally now being characterized as an attack on the
freedom of the press. And in the end, the fact of not
having information on what is happening on the other
side, makes us unable to have an objective vision of the
situation.

I will also conclude by insisting on the role played
by Zelenskyy and his “spin-doctors” today, by offering
“his” version of the facts in the Ukrainian conflict.

If, of course, this country is being attacked, if it is
legitimate for Ukrainians to take up arms to defend
themselves, I believe it is essential to report that 90% of
the fighting is taking place today in Russian-speaking
areas, so it 1s not ethnic Ukrainians, i.e., Galicians, who
are suffering from this fighting. However, it is all these
ethnic Ukrainians who are leaving the country. We have
no emigration from Russian-speaking areas. That’s it.
And at the same time, the western part of the country,
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which is under Russian bombings, in the literal sense, is
not a conflict zone.

The last point that seems to me to be important in
this conflict is to talk about the co-belligerence of the
West, because the way in which we supply arms,
ammunition, and help the Ukrainians with intelligence,
is no longer indirect aid. It means that we are today in a
situation of direct co-belligerence. It has nothing to do
with what happened in 1979-89 in Afghanistan where
the role we played against Moscow at the time was
clandestine aid. It has nothing to do with the support
during the Iran-Iraq war, where the West, and France in
particular, clearly sided with Iraq. Today, we are really
in a situation of co-belligerence, and not only in the
supply of arms.

I'will end with a quick third point. Is a way out of the
crisis possible? Today, among the lessons we can draw
from these crises and events, above all stands the
“victory of geopolitics.” I believe that we must say this
loud and clear: the lesson of geopolitics is that no state
can ensure its security at the expense of its neighbor.
And here, Ukraine has done exactly the opposite,
thinking that it could advance its interests by making a
mockery of the Russian warnings and demands, which
may have been excessive at times, but which were
absolutely not taken into account.

Beyond that, there are a number of winners and
losers in this conflict. Russia and the United States
today are partial winners. The Americans because they
have succeeded, through this crisis, in finally restoring
their image and, above all, in forcing the Europeans to
close ranks around them and around NATO. So, it’s a
victory, of course, but there are still major impacts on
American policy, especially at the international level
because few people outside the West support the
position of the Europeans and Americans, and especially
because there are economic consequences, especially
in the inflation hitting the United States.

On the Russian side, it is also a form of victory
because the Russians have finally managed to show that
they can challenge the West, even if there are also a
series of negative consequences for them, including on
the economic level. But in any case, they have not given
in from their point of view and there is now a type of
new division of the world in which the West no longer
holds the reins.

And then, there are actors who are losing from this
conflict. First of all, the Ukrainians with the total
destruction of their country. But also, and I insist on this
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point, this destruction is a fact for which the Zelenskyy
government is largely responsible. And then the
Europeans, the Europeans who blindly are following
the Americans into this conflict that does not concern
them. Because we must remember that Ukraine was
neither a member of the European Union, nor a member
of NATO. It had no defense agreement with the
countries of the West, especially not with France. While
for us Europeans, the economic sanctions are much,
much heavier, in terms of consequences, than they are
for the Americans.

So, to sum it up; a conflict that should have been
avoided. And there, the European responsibility is
overwhelming. It should be remembered that if France
and Germany, which were major players in the Minsk
agreements, had forced Ukraine to respect these Minsk
agreements, perhaps this conflict could have been
avoided. But of course, the interference of the United
States, which was not a party to the Minsk agreements,
played a major role.

So, a conflict that should have been avoided; a war
that cannot be won by Ukraine—I think it is necessary
to say it very clearly. Unfortunately, a way out of the
crisis is not taking shape because of the rise of the
extremes: the obstinacy of the Americans, the Europeans
following after them, and the Russian attitude that
considers that it is an existential conflict for Moscow,
do not give me hope for something positive unless there
is a 180-degree turnaround of one or the other of the
actors. I believe that this is what we must hope for in the
coming weeks.

Henry Kissinger’s recent statements, declaring that
it was imperative that Ukraine give up land to Russia,
seem to me to be extremely relevant, but the Ukrainian
government’s stubborn refusal to do so does not allow
me to believe that negotiations are possible.

Thank you for your attention.

Dennis Speed (moderator): Thank you very much,
Mr. Denécé. I understand you have some limitations on
schedule. We want to take the opportunity, while you
were here, to get your response to something, partially
because of some of the questions that have come in, but
also because this is a kind of statement that we’d like to
have people respond to.

There’s a passage from the earlier document,
“NATO in Caesar’s Foolish Footsteps,” that Lyndon
LaRouche wrote, in which he talked about NATO, and
I wanted to get your response to this. He said:
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NATO has not been a trans-Atlantic alliance, but
has been in fact a form of Anglo-American po-
litical rule over continental Western Europe.
This was understood by President Charles de
Gaulle, who withdrew France from NATO while
preserving France’s alliance with the United
States on that account. It was for the same reason
that de Gaulle blocked Britain’s entry into the
EEC, and enjoyed support from his ally, West
Germany’s Konrad Adenauer, in that policy. It is
Washington and London which run NATO, with
other member-nations degraded to very, very
junior partner status in matters of policy making.

What we wanted to do is get your response to that
statement, also because in America, people don’t have
now, particularly, any idea about any difference in
terms of de Gaulle’s role, France, or any of that. We just
wanted to see what your view was of that idea.

Denécé: 1 didn’t hear your question because of the
translation problems.

Speed: What it referred to is de Gaulle’s role in
terms of his view of NATO, and the problem of the
dominance by Washington and London of that alliance
and the junior partner status of Europe.

Denécé: I see. Of course, the policy of General de
Gaulle is something we in France would like to apply,
but we don’t dream. I don’t think the French political
leaders today are on the same line as President de
Gaulle. Most of them are what we call here European-
istic: That means most of them are fully in the position
in which they believe that the European Union is the
only solution for the future of France. So, it’s some-
thing which is very different from the policy of General
de Gaulle.

Anyway, | would like to add something, which in
my opinion is very important. | remember at the end of
the Cold War, I had the occasion to meet Col. Igor
Prelin, who was the former instructor of Vladimir Putin
at the head of the KGB. He told me something very
interesting, which in my opinion is very important to
understand what is happening in Ukraine today. He
said, “We are not the Germans of World War II. We did
not lose the war. The U.S.S.R. collapsed, but Russia did
not lose the war. Don’t make the mistake of treating us
as defeated.” But, I’'m sorry, this is what we did.
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So, from the beginning, from 1990-91 at the end of
the Cold War, we began to do a lot of mistakes, and
step-by-step, year-by-year, we have been digging and
digging the number of mistakes—by “us,” I mean the
French, the Europeans, and Americans have been doing
regarding Russia. It’s a pity, because as a former
intelligence officer of the Cold War, I don’t have any
love or hate about Russia, but I have to confess that a lot

of mistakes we’ve been doing is the real reason of the
war we are living today.

Speed: Thank you. And thank you very much for
joining us today. We understand you have a limited
amount of time, but you handled the question as well
as you could have, and we thank you for your re-
marks.

Ray McGovern
Why Not a Win-Win Situation?

This is an edited transcript of
Ray McGovern'’s address to the
May 26, 2022 Schiller Institute
Conference, “U.S. and Military Ex-
perts Warn: The Insanity of Politi-
cians Threatens Thermonuclear
War.” Mr. McGovern is a retired
analyst for the Central Intelligence
Agency and a founding member of
the Veteran Intelligence Profes-
sionals for Sanity (VIPS). The video
of the entire conference is available
here.

Ray McGovern

I’m going to start on a different
note, keeping in tune with the French aspect of this. 'm
going to quote from World War II French war hero An-
toine de Saint-Exupéry, who wrote this little novella,
Le Petit Prince, (The Little Prince). I don’t want to mis-
quote him, so I’m going to read the meaning of what he
said, how he presented it. He said:

The main theme of The Little Prince is the im-
portance of looking beneath the surface to find
the real truth and the real meaning of a thing. It
is the fox who teaches the prince to see with
one’s heart instead of just with one’s eyes.

“Unfortunately,” says the author, :most adults have
trouble doing this.”

Well, we’ll talk a little bit about insanity here, right?
Colonel Black asked, “Have we all gone mad?” A very
legitimate question given the nuclear aspect of all this
stuff. Let me just address that very briefly, by saying
that Colonel Black was one of the main signers—one of
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21—who signed our Veteran Intel-
ligence Professionals for Sanity
memorandum to President Biden on
May 1st.

What we said was mirrored just
one week later by the head of the
CIA and by the National Intelli-
gence Director before the Senate
Armed Services Committee. Avril
Haines, the Director of National In-
telligence, said to Senator Warner
from Virginia. She said, now, “Sen-
ator, we don’t want nuclear war. We
think that one of the main things that
might prompt nuclear war is if Putin
feels that he is about to be defeated in Ukraine.”

Now, she’s an intelligence director; she doesn’t
make the policy, but the policy clearly should be,
“Hello! Let’s not make Putin perceive that he’s going to
be defeated in Ukraine. Otherwise, he may use nuclear
weapons.” But the policy is different, isn’t it? Nancy
Pelosi took Chuck Schumer and many other politicians
[to Ukraine] asserting that we want total victory; we
want total defeat for Putin. Doesn’t make any sense; the
author is right in saying that adults really have difficulty
understanding what this all means beneath the surface.

I keep asking myself, “Why it is that President
Biden felt it necessary about six weeks after he took
office to address the Chinese challenge?” What he said
was something equivalent to “China’s trying to become
the most powerful country in the world economically
and militarily. That’s not going to happen on my watch.”
Why not? Are the Chinese aggressively oriented? Not if
you know anything about Chinese civilization for the
last several millennia. Do they have a lot of work to do
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