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Introduction
Let me introduce myself. My name is Roger M. Klang
and I am an ethnic Swede from Sweden. I happen to
believe in God but I am not affiliated with any church.
As it is, most people in the world belive in at least one
God. It is not the average Swede who is the norm. And
the world leaders’ belief in God can very much affect
the circumstances for their preferred geo-politics.
World leaders don’t get any more or less predictable
because they believe in or for that matter don’t
believe in God. You need to understand who they are.
Therefore you need to know what makes them tic,
and if you can’t grasp most of the world leaders
because you are an atheist, then God help you. So
don’t dismiss me on the ground that I explicitly believe
in God, because I have more in common with most
world leaders than do the atheist in this manner, and
therefore I may also have an advantage over the
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average Swede when it comes to understanding
global geo-politics, but not necessarily geo-strategy.
The least one can ascertain is that I have a bigger
chance to make myself understood to foreign world
leaders than do the atheist. Am I ever wrong then?
Yes, often in the short run. But I think and study a lot
about these things and if I am only given enough time
I usually solve the puzzle at last, because I never let go
of the questions. Just remember that geo-politics is an
eye-moment description of the world and so can this
book be, but geo-strategy lasts. In one of my chapters,
The Abysmal gap, I explain the difference between
geo-politics and geo-strategy. It’s not religious.

I wanted to start a Youtube-school for peace loving
people. Obviously I am an author on the subject. If you
are a bellicose macho man you would probably prefer
to skip reading my book altogether. If you are
bellicose and macho I’d just like to say, have a nice life
and bon voyage! I have spent thousands of hours on
my projects. This publication is an educational,
advanced but yet somewhat simplified school book
for political science studies either on your own or at
your university.
12

I want to prevent the major modern empires, i.e. the
US and China, from exploiting your continent or
country by feeding you storytales about dual gain in
extraction of natural resources, trade and affairs. If
you know what is going on in the world you will get a
better and/or a more realistic negotiative position.
Knowledge paired with media-control is power! They
are not going to hand you their knowledge. But I will!

You will need to buy some additional study literature
in the form of the annual book CIA WORLD FACTBOOK
and a good Atlas. You will also need a ruler to measure
with in the Atlas. The CIA WORLD FACTBOOK is a book
published annually by the CIA and it must be made
available to the public under US regulations. The CIA
WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019 is on 1,120 pages, but
only costs around 17 US dollars in a regular book shop.

In that book, almost all of the worlds countries are
included, their background, geography, population,
ethnic groups, languages, religion, commodities,
13

natural resources, governance, economics, export
products, import products, trading partners, oil
production, gas production, telephone systems,
airports, railways, military, terrorist associations,
border disputes and much more.

Homework:

Study interesting countries near and far from you in
the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK. Get acquainted with the
book. When necessary to get a full understanding,
look up sites, cities, lakes, rivers, railways etc. in your
Atlas. Learn your Atlas features, for instance how you
can tell what is a railway in your Atlas or how you will
know what distance between two points in your Atlas
is in real life. Remember, sometimes it’s absolutely
necessary to read this book while simultaneously
studying an open Atlas by the side. Otherwise you will
not learn a thing of value. Diligence is the key to
learning! Check out my Pod-cast with both tactical,
battle technical, operational and strategic reach;
anchor.fm/beerstrategy
14

Lesson one; The importance
of Uganda in big politics
The following is evidence based:

Differences between CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2015 and
CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019 are that in the
latter version there are three major countries omitted
– Paraguay, Uganda and Japan. These three big
countries are the only big real countries that are
omitted in the 2018-2019 edition of CIAs World
Factbook.

1. Paraguay was omitted because in part the country
is involved in and is a hub for arms smuggling,
money laundry, narcotic traffics. They have this in
15

common with most of the Latin American
countries. But, and above all, the support of
terrorist organizations by possibly branches in the
government differ Paraguay from the rest of Latin
America. There doesn’t seem to be any effort from
the authorities in Paraguay to end it.
2. Uganda is located in Africas south inland 1,200 km
southwest of Djibouti near Africas horn. The
country was omitted in CIA World Factbook 20182019 because they are sitting on conciderable
amounts of oil reserves, according to oil-prospects
made already in 2008.
3. Japan is not included because Japan's Prime
Minister Shinzo Abe has deliberately been
approaching his country closer to Russia. Among
other things, he has met with Vladimir Putin under
cozy forms, and Vladimir Putin has opened up for a
solution to ongoing border disputes about a few
islands north of Japan in the Kuriles. CIA in their
book omitted the country of Japan for grand
political reasons and not geo-strategical reasons.
Japan lacks raw materials, besides REE i.e. Rear
Earth Elements which are used in electronics and
lasers and such, and they seek a stable raw
16

material and resource supplier of, for example, oil
from the Russian Far East. Also, supplies of food
from Russia to feed the Japanese population
should be an end goal for Japan. There is a fear in
the US that Japan will approach Russia and China
even more so that they will create an axis. It is not
necessarily a rational fear.

The CIA punishes Japan and Paraguay, or sends a
signal to them, by omitting them from the CIA WORLD
FACTBOOK 2018-2019.

The dispute in the South China Sea is mainly about
who is going to be able to control the sea routes not
least to the Ugandan oil which has potential to show
that it surpass the collective oil reservs off all the
OPEC-countries put together. ”Uganda’s oil reserves
can match that of the OPEC-countries” says Sally
Kornfeld, an analytic for the division of fossil fuels at
US Energy Department. The planning and
construction for the extraction of oil and building of
pipelines in Uganda continues. You can look up
Uganda on Wikipedia and read for yourself.
17

If you do not control the shipping-lanes to Africa
chances are very high that you will not get to buy the
Ugandan oil. The straits of Malacca, Sunda and
Lombok are in the US pocket right now. Therefore the
US has the upper hand. But the Chinese are making
extensive efforts to gain influence in Malaysia. Among
other things they are building four artificial islands in
and near the Malacca strait complete with a 700,000
people city as a resort place for the Chinese and a port
that can harbor an aircraft carrier and all.

Australia’s importance as an US allied buffert state
and a potential base and build up area and whete,
corn, dairy and meat storehouse cannot be
underestimated.

In THE CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2020-2021, Uganda is
back in the factbook. But the factbook information is
saying that the Ugandan proved oil-reserves are a
mere 2.5 billion barrels (in 2018). It would suffice for
approximately 1.5 years for a country like the US. If
18

the numbers are true, then why spend billions of
dollars on export pipelines and so on, as stated in the
2020-2021 edition of the factbook? Also, THE CIA
WORLD FACTBOOK 2020-2021 suddenly states ”NA”
or Not Available for the US proved total oil reserves.
They didn’t in the 2018-2019 edition. That’s odd.

Homework:

Why do you think the country of Uganda was omitted
in the paper edition of the CIA World Factbook 20182019? Think! You know they have got large amounts
of oil. Who benefits from that these oil reserves are
coming out on the market? Who has an interest in
that affairs with Uganda are being kept clandestine?
Or is the omission a punishment for that Ugandan
authorities wants to sell the oil to the wrong part i.e.
the Chinese? Your guess is as good as mine or better.
I plain don’t know. But I know that the US own WTI
shale oil, which is exclusively used for making
19

gasoline, from Texas is satis for maybe 5 years if the
US is to be self-sufficient as proclaimed by Donald
Trump. And I know that it takes 15 years to develop
an oil industry with everything that comes with it in an
area where you have not previously extracted any oil.
And from 2008 when the oil in Uganda was discovered
to 2018 we have come 10 years.

Update in december 2021:

Uganda in 2021 owes China 1.6 billion US dollars in
loans, about 4 percent of Uganda’s GDP. I recently in
december 2021 spoke with an elderly African man
with many years of experience in the gemstone
business, who was from Uganda, and I asked him how
Ugandan oil industry is doing, if the infrastructure is
built, and who can get their hands on that oil. He told
me, wrongly so, that the largest oil reserves are in
Congo near Lake Victoria. Democratic Republic of
Congo do not agree with the Chinese, in fact they are
forcing the Chinese mining companies out of the
country. Five Chinese citizens were kidnapped in
Congo in November 2021, and China is now calling for
20

its citizens to leave the country. China cannot project
military power in the East of Congo, but how about
the West of Congo? I guess not. So it looks like it is the
United States that will get its hands on the Congolese
oil. But there is an obstacle, Congo is not located on
the east coast, but countries such as Tanzania and
Kenya must allow pipelines to be laid through their
countries’ territories, unless the pipelines are laid in
direction West because then there is a narrow
window on the west coast.

The Democratic Republic of Congo is predominantly
Christian. Democratic Republic of Congo’s main
export and import partner was China as late as in
2017. The thing is that in the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK
2021-2022 they state that The Democratic Republic of
Congo has a mere 180 million barrels (2018) of proved
crude oil reserves. That is nothing compared to the
Ugandan 2.5 billion barrels of proved crude oil
reserves. But there might be a struggle between China
and the US for Uganda’s crude oil reserves, and that
may have had an impeding impact on the building of
oil infrastructure in Uganda.
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Also, the Republic of Congo (not The Democratic
Republic) has another 1.6 billion barrels of proved
crude oil reserves (2018) and their commodity export
to China is nearly a whooping 54 percent of their total
export, so China is clearly the most influential player
in The Republic of Congo. Oil from the Republic of
Congo must surely be shipped to China first of all. The
US is neither on the republic of Congo’s main export
list nor on their main import list. The Republic of
Congo is predominantly Christian.

I know from a Swede who has lived in Tanzania for the
past 20+ years that Tanzania, or at least where he
lives, has as many Chinese inhabitants as it has African
inhabitants. But it is not implausible to assume that
this man only associates with businessmen in the
country. However, the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 20212022 states that Tanzania’s Asian population is less
than 1 percent of the total number of inhabitants. The
US is, according to the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 20212022, not among Tanzania’s seven most important
trading partners. There was no oil extraction in
22

Tanzania in 2015-2018 and there isn’t any proved
crude oil reserves in the country (2018) according to
the factbook, despite being located in part at Victoria
Lake. Tanzania has a Christian majority population.

Kenya has an even larger Christian majority
population. But it is difficult to ascertain how many
Chinese inhabitants the country has, it can be
anything from 1 up to 8 percent of the total Kenyan
population. The US is well ahead of China as an export
partner for Kenya, but China is way ahead of the US as
an import partner for kenya. And again, the CIA
WORLD FACTBOOK 2021-2022 states that also Kenya
lacks proved crude oil reserves, despite being located
partly at Victoria Lake, and another fairly big lake in
the North of their country. How accurate is this?

Neither the US or China is a major export partner for
Uganda, but China is a major import partner for
Uganda whereas the US is not. Uganda is located
inland to the North of Victoria Lake. There doesn’t
seem to be a lot of Chinese in Uganda apart from
businessmen, and Uganda’s main religions are
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Christian religions. Also the Ugandan GDP is even
lower than the other two African countries mentioned
here. And Uganda is bordering both Kenya and Congo.
And Uganda is expected to have 2.5 billion barrels of
proven crude oil reserves, albeit no oil extraction, yet.
And finally, the former president Barrack Obama’s
father was from Kenya. So it is easy to see why the US
first selected Uganda as their first strategic country of
interest. Except, the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 20212022 omits how far Uganda has come with the
building of oil infrastructure, despite it being the norm
in the factbook. But Tanzania has got something like a
thousand kilometers of pipelines for oil. It is a bit
short. Kenya has got nearly 1,500km of pipelines for
refined oil products.

Tanzania and Kenya must first be assisted in building
up their port infrastructure if the Congolese and
Ugandan oil is to be shipped that way. Meanwhile, the
Chinese, it seems, are trying out a new softer strategy
in Africa. Xi Jinping has recently said that China will
send one billion Covid vaccine shots to Africa. But is it
free of charge?
24

Today’s lesson. Never stop contemplating a matter if
the matter is unclear! Do a thorough job!

25

Lesson two; Contemporary
overall strategies for the great
powers
A work hypothesis
If you followed my first lesson you will recognize that
I sometimes repeat myself here. The information I am
repeating is vital to understand the world. But I will to
my utmost try not to continue doing that
unnecessarily.

The proxy war that the Saudis and the United States
are enforcing in Yemen with the destruction of the
Hodeida port is all about safe passage for merchant
ships in the Gulf of Aden and the northwest of the
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Indian Ocean. The Iranian regime is said to be the
instigator of the unrest in Yemen.

The long expected American war against Iran may
have already started in 2019. But it didn't start from
zero, it has been escalating for a long time. Iran is very
much responsible for the belligerent situation in Syria
between them and Israel and the US (other fighting
nations and ethnic groups here omitted). And
president Trump is a friend of Israel. So, yes, he is a
cog and he is the biggest cog in the US war machine. I
think that it still revolves mostly around China. The
Iranians, the Chinese, or maybe both regimes
supposed shenanigans in Yemen happened because
they wanted to boost the Somali piracy in order to
shut down or hinder transit for western merchant
ships with the destination east USA and Europe sailing
through the Red Sea.

And probably the Chinese conspires in the Persian
Gulf region since the Chinese buy oil from both SaudiArabia and Iran and every other country in the Persian
Gulf that sells oil.
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And they are suspected of instigating the Somali
pirate activity in the west Indian Ocean, probably by
arranging for the Somali pirates to use the port in
Hodeida in Yemen for negotiations with the shipping
companies, negotiations that could take up to a year
for every hijacked ship. Cause I know of no hijacked
Chinese merchant ships.

If you Think that the Yemeni people got the short end
of the stick, consider what would have happened if
the Maritime sea routes to Europe and eastern USA
would have been cut off.

Question: Why would China want to cut their own
supply lines and trade routes? The answer is, they
don't want to cut them! They want to monopolize
them.

And if you think that it is easier to sneak into the Red
Sea passed the American base in Djibouti by the
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African horn, with a skiff with a fabric rooftop, loaded
with ten men armed to the teath who are clearly not
out on a fishing trip, than it is to sneak in with a large
merchant ship you’d better think again. They surely
prefer not to challenge the American Navy with their
hunting vessels, but they feel safe sailing into the Red
Sea with their booty ship. They know a merchant ship
wont be sunk by the Americans and they have
hostages on their way to Hodeida in west Yemen. The
American Navy and Airforce are ill equipped for
fighting piracy. Port in Hodeida had to be bombed.

The so-called Saudi-led coalition, which the United
States is an important part of, supports the legitimate
authority in Yemen. The Saudi-led coalition is trying to
take control of the important port in the city of
Hodeida, which is located by the Red Sea. The city was
controlled by the Houthi militias in 2018.

The trade routs at sea goes from the Middle East,
eastern Africa and East Asia into the Red Sea and
through the Suez Canal into the Mediterranean Sea
and further up to western Europe and the eastern
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United States. The merchant ships also go in the other
direction.

It is possible to extend the sea routes around SouthAfrica but it is more common for ships to become
wrecked or lose containers due to high sea. (But it is
still a much trafficked sea route, for the SouthAmericans.) Also, the distance is considerably longer
and most European and North-American merchant
ships may not even be built to cover the extra distance
without filling up on extra fuel oil for their engines,
and China is the number one player in Africa and
around Africa’s coast band. In Tanzania alone there
are just as many Chinese as there are Africans.
Tanzania is tangibly conveniently localized at the eastcoast neighboring Uganda, for the Chinese to get an
edge in gaining access to Uganda’s untapped oil
reserves.

But it may be that the governments and shipping
companies in the west have just made a cold
hammered economic calculation and/or risk
assessment and come to the conclusion that it is not a
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long term viable option to sail around South-Africa
since you would have to add another 30+ days to the
voyage.

Somali pirates have begun to use mother ships to
significantly expand their reach. They now also use
rocket launchers.

When comparing the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2015
with the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019, Uganda is
not included as a state in the later issue. This Uganda
has in common with Japan and Paraguay, which are
also not included in this later issue.

Uganda, located in Africa's inland 1,200 km southwest
of Djibouti, sits according to oil prospects from 2008
on oil in the ground that has been estimated to be
greater than or equal to that of the oil-fields in SaudiArabia and the Persian Gulf. "Ugandan oil reserves can
correspond to the total oil reserves of all of the Gulf
countries put together", according to Sally Kornfeld,
analyst at the Office of Fossil Energy at the United
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States Department of Energy. Planning of the
construction of refining capacity and pipelines are
underway. There is also the question of what oil
quality they have found in Uganda. Is the oil suitable
for making gasoline from? It’s a big deal if it is.

Who will put their hands on that oil? The main reason,
which is related to ”Freedom of navigation” in the
South China Sea waters, why the Americans are
putting pressure on the Chinese in the South China
Sea right now is Uganda, and their decision on who
will get to buy their oil is crucial to what's going to
happen in the world in the future. Since the US and
their allies merchant ships, oil tankers and the US
Navy, frequently traffic the South China Sea waters,
Freedom of navigation is obviously important. He who
controls the choke-Points i.e. the straits in southeast
Asia, is likely to be the number one buyer of the
Ugandan oil. It is either going to be the US or it’s going
to be China.

It contradicts the view on the objective for the US
Department of Defense, but the United States would
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rather see a full-scale war on China sooner rather than
later. It actually is self-evident. A weak opponent is
better than a strong opponent, if they have to fight in
the first place.

It is possible to defeat Afghanistan in war. The day
when the Chinese consider themselves to be strong
enough to project their power-language in other parts
of the world than China's mainland, Taiwan, Tibet,
Xinjiang and the South China Sea, they are likely to
begin with completely crushing the pride of the
Afghans, to overthrow the country so that it can be
used as a grain storage and a logistic hub and
springboard for invading eastern Europe. In order for
it to be possible, the Chinese must first make the
country of Afghanistan their private brothel as once
the Mongols did before them in history. This will cause
in particular eastern Europeans and western
Europeans to cheer, and that's all in good order. The
problem is, as I mentioned, that Afghanistan will only
be a Chinese springboard for invading Europe, which
will be the main objective for the Chinese.
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But first, the Chinese must establish the Silk Road
Economic Belt and secure their military transit routes
through a number of countries and in multiple places.
Beijing wishes transit and military access to the
Malacca Strait and other straits in southeast Asia, the
Indian Ocean, the Red Sea, the Suez Canal and the
Mediterranean Sea as well as the Persian Gulf to name
the most important examples. These sea-routes are
also part of the Silk Road Economic Belt.

Donald Trump and the United States do not wish to
see a strong maritime China. The company Genie Oil
and Gas will extract the oil below the Golan Heights.
Trump wants to protect the shipping-lanes through
the Strait of Hormuz, Malacca Strait, Sunda Strait and
Lombok Strait, the Indian Ocean, the Arab Sea, the
Red Sea, the Suez Canal and the Gibraltar Strait by
forcing the Chinese to invade eastern Europe by land
and not the United States allied (or allies) in western
Europe by sea and certainly not presumably oil-rich
Israel.
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A Chinese invasion will come at some time, we just do
not know when although we know that it will not
come in the next few years. The United States
powerful nuclear arsenal guarantees that the Chinese
will not try to invade the United States mainland. You
may think that invasion scenarios should be a thing of
the past, but it is only we westerners who think like
so.

According to my work hypothesis, Trump is doing his
best to sidestep and juggle with various statements in
the purpose of throwing gravel in the eyes of people
and nations to appear as Syria's savior in need when
it's really about safe trade-routs for merchant ships
and countering Iran and China. So keep an eye on the
ball! But I would have done the same practical things
in Trumps seat. Though I would at the same time have
told the truth to my people and to the world.

Vladimir Putin wants to push the Chinese attack routs
as far down to the Indian Ocean as they possibly can.
Kremlin Russians are afraid of losing influence to
China over Azerbaijan and Russia’s narrow southern
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buffer front. There in the Caspian Sea Russia and
Azerbaijan have major oil reserves.

India is the third largest crude oil importer in the
world. The Indians want to avert the Chinese interest
in the other direction to Argentina, the Falklands and
South-America.

Chile and Argentina together form all of the southern
parts of South-America. Chile is located by the Pacific
Ocean and Argentina is located by the Atlantic Ocean.
Chile is in the US pocket and Argentina is largely in
China's pocket. Both Chile, and Argentina have plenty
of raw materials. Chile has got metals and Argentina
has got oil.
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Homework:

Have a map in front of you when doing your
homework today!

Can you see any possibilities today for the Chinese to
project enough power, with only two available aircraft carriers, in the South China Sea and extensively
into the Indian Ocean to confine the US in order to
control who Uganda shall sell their oil to?

Both the US Navy and the Chinese navy each have
access to a safe port and then some in the Indian
Ocean. Chinese port (civilian for now) is on the large
island of Sri Lanka just south of India. American port is
on a small island in the middle of the Indian Ocean.

The Chinese reportedly have a port and an airfield in
the southwest of Pakistan in Gwadar in the Gulf of
Oman. But the Americans have airbases in Kuwait
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(semi-american), Qatar and UAE and a port in Bahrain
in the Persian Gulf.

Both China and the US have ports and air-strips in
Djibouti by the African Horn.

Consider the Malacca Strait south of the China Sea.
What can you find out about the by Malacca Strait
surrounding countries? Who has the means to control
the Malacca Strait? Is it perhaps Malaysia even?
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Lesson three; The end of all
civilizations
I want to emphasize that when putting a point in a
number followed by the word ”million” like this; 1.837
million, it means 1 837 000. When putting commas in
a number like this; 1,602,205 it means that it is the full
number 1 602 205, and it is not followed by the word
”million”.

In 2013 the United States extracted, in its country,
amounts of oil equivalent to 60 percent of their
nation’s oil consumption. America consumes 10 liters
of oil per person and day. But in 2019 the United
States oil reserve days are basically over, unless we
account for oil that comes from shale and difficult-toreach oil reserves. And you need to pump down toxic
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chemicals into the ground to be able to extract the
shale oil. Moreover, the shale oil's impact on the
market is temporary. The 35 billion Texan barrels of
oil in an area as big as Alabama will only supply
America for a few years:

320,000,000 inhabitants consume
10 liters per person and day =
3,200,000,000 x 365 =
1,168,000,000,000 / 159 liters per
barrel =
7,300,000,000 barrels in one year =
Maybe 5 years of consumption for the
entire American people.

Texas consists largely of desert, but this desert has an
ecosystem. I think Trump is in a propaganda war with
the oil-producing countries that do not have to use
chemicals to be able to pump up oil. He says that
everything is well and he has said that the US would
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become self-sufficient in oil and even become a net
exporter of oil. But what president wants to go down
in history as the president who poisoned America’s
environment and above all its sweat water sources to
the extent we see today with the Fracking method, if
there was high quality oil to be bought elsewhere for
the US? This story is going to float up to the surface
and haunt Trump for sure.

Trump writes in his book "Crippled America" from
2015, that researchers at (the small university) Rice
University in Huston Texas have estimated that the US
"can have" two trillion barrels of "recoverable oil" so
that it will suffice for US consumption for 285 years.
Firstly, if you calculate on 2 trillion barrels and the
population of the United States in 2015, then the
given number is incorrect. The correct number would
be 270 years. I also do not believe in the estimation of
"2 trillion barrels" because it would mean that the
United States has got more oil reserves than the rest
of the world put together. Quite much more. I think it
is a joyish calculation, especially considering that the
US has to make use of Fracking to such a great extent
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already today to pump up their oil. I think the US is
experiencing its last oil boom, and at a great cost to
their environment as well.

The CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019, which I trust
more than I believe in Trump's bombastic statements
about America's independence, shows that the United
States 2016 imported most of the oil they consume
from Canada, Venezuela, Saudi-Arabia and Iraq. But
one must make an assessment based on comparison
between states in the book and simple calculations. If
the USA does not import oil but instead exports
domestic oil, they have stepped up the Fracking
extraction of oil with rocket speed in the past years
since 2016. It now defacto appears as if the United
States has so much oil that it will last forever and that
it even can be exported because they have too much
of the product, if anyone can have that. The United
States, as the foremost player in the West and SaudiArabia as the leading player in the Middle East, is in a
nerve war with each other about the oil price.
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It seems like if acceptance of the Fracking method has
increased in the US. They can destroy the Texan
desert, because that eco-environment is not essential
to the people of the United States. But judging from
the pictures in a recently made French documentary
film, the shale oil is at least partly extracted in fertile
and inhabited areas in the Permian Basin area of Texas
where most of the shale oil comes from.

A basin, just like the Permian Basin, is a place where
the ground is lower than its surroundings. A basin can
in nature be a very widestretched area ideal for
vegetation. Water flows from the surroundings into
many of the basins and that makes the basins fertile.
Where there are green pastures and ample water
reserves are also the same places where people tend
to settle. And it is mostly in basins you can find oil.
Consequently, the toxins used for the Fracking
method, will contaminate the ground and the
groundwater used by farmers and as drinking water
by people and livestock.
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15 million homes in the US get their water from
private wells. That is 43.5 million people. 63 million
Americans were exposed to unsafe drinking water in
2017, almost 1/5 of the population in the United
States. Also, since people first settled in those basins
many ideal spots for oil-drilling purposes are inhabited
farmland and/or heavily populated city regions. The
oil is often literally under the feet of the urban
population. That’s what I mean wen I say difficult-toreach oil reserves.

Pollution in the communities groundwater and in
sweetwater lakes force many people to buy bottled
water instead of drinking from the tap. A lot of extra
energy consumption is thus created when large
amounts of water has to be bottled and delivered
from far away locations.

The numbers from the French 2018 documentary
"The struggle for Oil" speak of 400 million barrels a
year or 1.1 million barrels of oil extracted through
Fracking in the United States per day. It does not make
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the United States self-sufficient, but 1.1 million
barrels a day is equivalent to what the United States
2016 imported from Saudi-Arabia and Iraq together. It
is about 1/7 of the total US oil imports. But the 1.1
million number is only 1/8 of the number which the
CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019 claims that the US
domestic production of oil was per day in 2016. But
perhaps they look at Fracking in the USA as a method
of pressing down the oil price marginally and not as a
way to become self-sufficient in oil. The extracted
amount of shale oil that according to what the French
documentary film from 2018 claims that the US
pumps up today, would last just as long as according
to my calculations for how long the US civilization as
we know it can count on to exist, i.e. about
additionally 40 years. Is this a coincidence?

The United States, according to the CIA WORLD
FACTBOOK 2018-2019, imports 2.0 million barrels a
day from Canada and 1.0 million barrels of oil per day
from Mexico, but the Mexican oil is out of stock at any
time, if the oil wells have not already dried up.
Convenient then, that a wall against Mexico is going
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to be built right about now if Trump gets his way. The
United States imports another 700,000 barrels a day
from Saudi-Arabia, 400,000 barrels a day from Iraq
and 300,000 barrels a day from Venezuela. The known
rest or 200,000 barrels come in smaller quantities
from other countries. All in all, the known amount of
4.6 million barrels.

In comparison, the giant American oil rig ”Perdido”,
which is located 300 km off-shore in the Mexican Gulf,
can pump up maybe 86,000 barrels of oil per day. The
oil rig itself cost 3,000,000,000 dollars to build. That
means a liter price of 4 dollars or 15 dollars per gallon
if the oil rig stands for fifteen years. And that’s not
counting profit margins, salaries for the oil rig’s
personnel and maintenance or production stop, nor
do I estimate the deconstruction costs. But on the
other hand it is a low estimation of the oil rig’s total
lifespan. Imagine that, 15 dollars per gallon! The
numbers suggests that Perdido is only an
experimental platform. But Perdido is extremely
remote. Actually 2 million barrels of the US oil is
produced by the US with less remote and less complex
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off-shore platforms in the Mexican Gulf every day.
There is thus a difference between off-shore and offshore.

If I in the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019 calculate
on all oil countries' oil exports and the oil countries'
export percentage to the US and then make a
comparison with the fixed figures for US oil imports,
then about 4.6 million barrels as mentioned above are
covered in the book of the US total imported 7.85
million barrels. Thus it doesn’t add up! The United
States produces, I guess mainly by the "fracking
method", because it is the method used in the Texas
Permian Basin nowadays, 8.853 million barrels a day
in 2016 according to the fact book.

The United States could in theory live solely on SaudiArabia's oil reserves only, realistically or optimistically,
depending on how you look at it, 30 years if the Saudis
had been able to pump up the oil in the required pace
and if they sold their oil exclusively to the United
States, which they don’t do today.
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Canada sits on 170 billion barrels of crude oil, a fourth
place in the world, and the country exports 2.671
million barrels of oil per day, most of which goes to
the United States. And Venezuela, which exports oil to
China but mostly to the United States, sits on one of
the worlds two largest certain oil reserves, the other
being Saudi-Arabias, i.e. about 300 billion barrels of oil
for each of the two nations. But Venezuela is only in
place 11 in the world when it comes to crude oil
production. They export 1.514 million barrels of oil
per day. China can buy just under half of the oil
exports that the United States creams out of
Venezuela. It is only because of Venezuela's
geographic location and nothing else, that China does
not have a larger portion of the pie.

The United States imports a total of 7.850 million
barrels of oil per day. That means they have to import
more than half of these 7.850 million barrels of oil
from the Middle East mainly. This would mean that
their civilization can survive unaffected for more than
40 years by importing oil from just Saudi-Arabia, Iraq,
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Canada and Venezuela + the US own oil production, as
long as production and the pie allotment remain
constant as in 2016. But then they would have no
Allies in Europe to take into account and they must
consider at least one European partner - Britain.

The oil deposits at the Golan Heights are estimated to
exceed Saudi-Arabia's oil reserves. The CIA WORLD
FACTBOOK 2018-2019 doesn’t mention any evidence
of major oil deposits in Israel, but this was expected at
this stage, regardless of whether there are any
significant oil deposits in the ground at the Golan
Heights or not. They do not like to lie, but it is actually
not proven beyond doubt that there are oil in large
quantities at the Golan Heights. It could be an equally
unsuccessful project, a money drain, as with the
supposed gas in Siljansringen in Sweden three
decades ago.

The European Civilization may have only 20 years of
its lifetime left, if we do not pump up our military
muscles. The United States military force is an
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expeditionary one and will not be able to measure up
to Europe's total defense forces, at least not on the
ground and at least not without a safe haven and
deployment site and not without safe bases. But the
Americans have no interest in occupying
northwestern Europe. If the United States, together
with Britain, are hogging the oil and running over or
ignoring most European countries in the process, then
England will be left to pick up the bill. It will end with
an unintentionally neutering of Great Britain by the
United States just as they were neutered by the
Romans during the former migration period.

We do not behave like that. We sit on the best
magnetic iron ore in the world, but we would never be
so stupid that we thought we could become
isolationistic while the rest of Europe or the world falls
back into the Middle Ages. In that case, we would
have to count on a war against an overwhelming
opponent. Though in our case, a war against us by the
Europeans had not been needed. We would have
been goners logistically and materiel-wise anyway.
America's and Europe's civilizations goes under
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together, with or without a great war. But good luck
trying to get Trump to understand that!

Russia's oil reserves are estimated to be 80 billion
barrels (2017). It will be enough for 20 years if Russia
is forced to supply Europe and China with the oil they
are used to consuming throughout this time. Today,
Russia exports ~50 percent of its oil production.

Azerbaijan's oil will last for 23 years with its current
production rate which is relatively low.

Norway's oil reserves were 1/6 of the United States in
2017. The Norwegians produced 1,648,000 barrels of
oil per day in 2016. They retained 253,000 of these
barrels of oil for their own use in 2016. Export is at
approximately 80 percent of the total production.
Norway is able to produce oil for a further 10 years
with the current production rate.
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Sweden imported 394,000 barrels of oil per day in
2016. 45 percent of the crude oil came from Russia. 26
percent came from Norway, Nigeria accounted for 10
percent Venezuela for 7 percent and Denmark
accounted for 13 percent in 2016.

Sources; CIA WORLD FACTBOOK; and the part about
Sweden’s oil imports from the blog Cornucopia? by
Lars Wilderäng

The worlds oil reserves of 1 trillion 726 billion barrels
of oil in 2017 are sufficient for the whole world for
maybe 18 years from 2019. However, there are
uncertainties in these estimates. New oil fields are
discovered on regular basis, and since 1991, we have
declared peak oil every year. Also the Ugandan oil
deposits probably wrecks my estimation a bit. But the
southeast Asian countries’ economies are growing
fast.

But it is more complicated than so. There are actually
161 different internationally traded crude oils on the
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stock market. It can seem insanely many since you as
a consumer only have a few different options to
choose from when you refuel your gasoline car. The
crude oils all differ in terms of quality and price. Many
grades of crude oil are suitable for production of
diesel and fuel oil only. The Norwegian and British oil
in the North Sea has been dubbed "Brent oil". Brent
oil is characterized by its high quality and it is suitable
for making gasoline from. West Texas Intermediate
(WTI), also known as Texas Light Sweet, is also a type
of high-quality crude oil suitable for making gasoline
from, and it is used as a benchmark in oil pricing
alongside Brent. Both crude oils are light (low density)
and sweet (low in sulfur). Other important oil markers
include Dubai Crude and OPEC Reference Basket.

Phosphates
Phosphates are used for manure and it is spread in
pellets form across farmlands around the world to
achieve significantly larger harvests. Estimates of
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phosphate production are sometimes difficult to
understand because the phosphates are mined in
different forms. The dominant form is ”Phosphate
Rock”, a mineral that is usually mined in open pits.
Two thirds of the world production are mined in
China, the United States and Morocco/Western
Sahara. Morocco and the by Morocco occupied
Western Sahara account for 30 percent of the export
market.

US phosphate reserves will last for 30 years for US use
only. The United States does not export phosphate
ore. Neither does China. The worlds phosphate
reserves are estimated to be around 15 billion tons,
which is sufficient for the world’s consumption for 90
years with current technology, according to the US
Geological Survey. Phosphate production in the world
will not come to a critical low level before the worlds
oil reserves peter out. Thus, phosphate production in
Morocco/Western Sahara is strategically secondary.
This did not prevent the United States from making a
bilateral trade deal with Morocco in 2006. The
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European Union didn’t jump on the train until two
years later.

Homework:

Can you think of a reason why George W. Bush and
the United States made a bilateral trade deal with
Morocco in 2006?
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Lesson four; Does anyone
need to know the range of
military aircrafts?
F-35 is the United states latest fighter jet. It is also the
future naval aircraft-carrier based fighter jet aircraft
(F-35C with C as in Carrier based). An F-35C has a
realistic combat range of about 500 miles, i.e. 800 km.
Combat range as seen in the chart below is the
realistic range a fighter jet has with the option still for,
hold your breath, you have heard it before, dogfight.

MQ-25 Stingray is an air-refueling aircraft under
development (2018). In the chart below the airrefueling of the F-35C:s is thought to be done with this
carrier based fuel-tanking aircraft. But they could also
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refuel the F-35C with a bigger tanker like for example
the C-130 tanker, although this cannot start from or
land on a carrier. C-130 is an aircraft with multiple
functions. Some are made for transporting materiel
and soldiers or dropping large bombs, and some are
made for refueling of other aircraft in the air. Some
are made for other purposes.

Depending on how many fighters sent up and what
tankers they use and how many tankers in the air, the
possible approach for the mission will vary. Simplified,
the possibilities regarding flight paths plus the
opponents capability will set the boundaries for the
mission. The possible outcome will mainly depend on
the planner and the level of professionalism of his
crews. Of course the level of yours and your
opponents technology will matter too. And the rest
are due to unpredictable circumstances like weather,
malfunction or the battles randomized chaos.

In this example, I did not count on hanging extra tanks
on the fighter aircraft. Those would have significantly
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reduced the number of offensive weapons and
sensors hanging on the pylons. As you will learn, one
MQ-25 Stingray can only refuel one fighter jet at a
time of approximatly about 2-4 minutes. 2 minutes
minimum. Two fighters need to work together as one
tactical unit and both must follow through all the way
to the target. Two fighters are refueling in the air
approximatly ten to twenty percent of their combined
flight time, using only one tanker and tanking the two
fighters only once per aircraft in a mission, and it has
to be initiated within the first 360-430 miles of flight.
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If one calculates the numbers correctly, one will come
to the conclusion that the range of a Carrier Air Wing
increases by at the most 3/4 if this Air Wing is airrefueled only once during one and the same mission.

If the Air Wing is air-refueled twice during a single
mission, the range is still limited by the combat radius
the aircraft has. 500 miles + 500 miles which become
a 1,000 miles (1,600 km) is in any case the maximum
range.

With a single MQ-25A Stingray, one can only air-refuel
one (1) F-35C per mission, once on the flight path to
the target and once on the way back, if it takes about
4 minutes for a refueling.

The F-35B is the VTOL and STOVL variant of the
aircraft. It must sacrifice a considerable amount of
fuel for this capability of being able to vertically take
off and land on the spot (VTOL) or start on a very short
stretch and land on the spot (STOVL). The individual F35B pilot must have enough fuel left to make a what
59

is a fuel costly vertical landing on the aircraft carrier,
but a number of aircrafts at a time can descend to land
on the aircraft carrier. That alone compensates for a
lot of the sacrificed fuel, since a number of F-35B
doesn’t have to loiter in the air waiting to get
clearance to land one by one. So in an operational
environment, the sacrificed fuel doesn’t make that
much of an impact on the mission range compared to
if using the F-35C. Did I mention, the F-35B can also air
refuel.

The combat radius of an F-35C could actually be as low
as 430 miles if you want to have good safety margins.
But if we assume that the combat radius is 500 miles
and that one Stingray refuel one F-35C once per
mission with an air refueling distance of about 60
miles, then the F-35C aircraft must return after a total
flight distance of 870 miles from the aircraft carrier.
After air refueling, it can fly a distance of 370 miles +
the return distance of the 870 miles = 1,240 miles. The
F-35C has a maximum range of 1,350 miles. In total, it
gives a margin of 6 minutes for all F-35C to circulate
and descend for landing on an aircraft carrier, which
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corresponds to a distance of 43 miles at a speed of 435
miles per hour on a low altitude. It would provide a
four-group F-35C, supported under a mission by four
Stingrays, approximately 1+ minute for landing per
plane, if only one aircraft is touching the deck and
taxing in at a time.

A third or a fourth of all the aircrafts onboard the
carrier will be under maintenance at any given time.
As one can count on at least one Stingray always being
on maintenance aboard the Carrier, one must make
place for one extra Stingray on the Carrier. Several
Stingrays will occupy a lot of space on the aircraft
carrier at the expense of at least twice the space
required for the F-35C. Then it's probably better to
invest in the existing E/A-18G Growler electronic
attack aircraft and the radar plane E2-C Hawkeye
battle management and control aircraft, if you want
to optimize. These must still be carried onboard the
Carrier.
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But how optimal is it to base three or four MQ-25
Stingray on a lone Carrier group? The Carrier group
would have to adjust their distance to the goal after
any caprice of the Stingray mechanics, so these
Stingrays must be kept in top condition so that the
aircraft carrier group is not constantly forced to
maneuver into a new position in a jerky way.

The United States has around a dozen carriers but
some of them must be on rotation in the US at every
given time. China has two aircraft carriers. The US
carriers allows the fighter aircraft to carry bigger
payloads, i.e. weapons, because of the carriers typicly
steam-catapults that catapults the aircrafts into air,
combined with the thrust of the aircrafts engines.
However, the US Navy needs to project power in many
parts of the world simultaneously.

The fact that the US Navy’s aircraft-carriers have
nuclear propulsion does not mean that the carrier
groups as such have longer range in reality. There are
many ships with different tasks in a carrier group. A
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single fighter aircraft can perhaps fly four missions in
a day and in those four missions it will consume the
amount of fuel equivalent to a tank truck and a trailer
full of fuel. That equals up to several ships full of fuel
only for the aircrafts alone. Some ships protect the
carriers from air-threats, some ships protect the
carriers from underwater threats, some ships supply
the carriers’ surrounding group with fuel oil and some
ships supply food and beverage to all the crewmembers of all the ships.

In reality, friendly harbors are important during a far
away mission.

Now you know the basics.

Homework:

Look at where your country or any country of your
choice is located and try to imagine how the US or
China could tackle them or come at them using
63

possible means. What countries are likely to display
animosity and what countries do you think would
display the opposite to the two nations respectively.
Check out where they have friendly airbases and/or
ports in friendly countries if you can. You may know if
there are naval ships with air-defense systems on it
based in naval ports. Naval ships air-defense systems
against aerodynamic targets rarely have more than a
120 km (75 miles) range and it is a defensive weapon
and should not be used offensively, i.e. it is there to
protect the ship or group of ships first of all.

If you know where different nations ground based airdefense systems i.e. surface-to-air missiles are
deployed for the moment being or will be deployed,
you get extra credit. They are there to protect cruical
infrastructure or military installations or mobile
equipment and are also not offensive weapons. But
such knowledge is rarely public knowledge unless the
country is at war and its adversary or other players
reveals their location, as is the case with Russias S-400
and S-300 systems and their radar systems in Syria.
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Use the internet to find out things if it is not enough
to use the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK, and it usually isn’t.
The variables are many and intertwined which makes
the task incredibly complicated. The more you know
the more complicated it gets. Mix as many variables
as you think you can manage for this task, but start
learning how to slim them down effectively. I am only
talking about military targets here. And I am only
talking about air raids with F-35 starting from air strips
or carriers.

This is not meant to be an exam that I will scrutinize
as if it was a Masters degree. You are bound to not
knowing what type of bases your country has where,
and what capabilities these have. It doesn’t have to be
accurate, you’re in training! But part of the training
involves finding out as much useful information as you
can. I am first and utmost training you to be an
intelligence person. Information on the Internet can
be accurate, grayish, dubious or just plain false, and I
really cannot teach you how to find out accurate
information for yourself. You have to have a sense for
realities and reason to be able to do that, and that
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cannot be taught. At least not if it is not taught from
an early age.

Remember, choice of the wrong means is less of a
liability for a commander than failing to act! (Old
Swedish jungle-proverb)
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Lesson five; The Chinese Lapsystem
What if the Russians invite the Chinese Navy to a
unifying drill in the Baltic Sea and the Chinese airforce
to a coordinated drill with its units in Kaliningrad
Oblast and Luga?

The Chinese thereafter do the Russians job through a
sneaky Trojan horse and occupy the big Swedish island
of Gotland in the middle of the Baltic Sea, with limited
forces. The Chinese Navy has already visited the Baltic
Sea and Stockholm in september 2015 via the Danish
Belt with a newly built missile equipped Destroyer, a
Frigate and a support-ship. The Chinese Navy had a
coordinated drill with Russia in the Baltic Sea in 2017.
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Consider that it has happened subsequent to two
earlier migration ages that the Huns (Asians) have
made themselves homesteady in Europe, after
beating the Ostrogoths from central Europe, only to
disappear approximatly 80 years later just as suddenly
as they showed up. In the later period the Roman
army in alliance with the Visigoths under the Goth and
fieldmarshal, with the suspiciously Swedish-sounding
name Alarik, beat the Huns.

The Chinese started up factory constructions in the
strategicly located Kalmar on the mainland centered
just west of the narrow Swedish Island of Öland in the
Baltic Sea, with Chinese labour and talked big about
one million Chinese migrating to Kalmar. That was
foiled by good old fashioned Swedish Bureaucracy. Or
maybe it was unintentionally, I really don’t know.

In the fall of 2013 the Icelandic government approved
unified Icelandic, Norwegan and Chinese energy
corporative efforts to explore possible oil existence in
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Iceland’s north coastal area. This was hardly done so
that the Chinese could extract and import the
potential oil all the long way to China as far as China is
concerned. For the Chinese it is all about the Lapsystem that they are building up in obscurity all the
way from China to Malacca Strait to Sri Lanka to
various African coastal countries to Iceland and/or
Greenland and all the way into the Baltic Sea. The
Chinese are going for world dominion.

Homework:

Why do you think that the Chinese Navy visited the
Baltic Sea and Stockholm in 2015? Is this proof that
the Chinese will not stop until they have accomplished
world dominion? Or do you think that the idea of the
Chinese seeking world dominion is paranoid?
Consider the Chinese constructions and plans in
Kalmar before you answer – ”paranoid” – cocksure.
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Lesson six; This is why
Germany cannot repeat the
dominating of its surrounding
world like Nazi-Germany did
Peak oil has long since occurred in Ploiesti, Romania,
where the Germans got most of their oil during World
War II.

Lend-Lease. The Allied Lend-Lease to the Soviet Union
which made the Soviet Union superior to NaziGermany in materiel and also economically during
most of World War II. Supplies and military equipment
were shipped in convoys around Nordkap in Norway
to Murmansk and Archangels. Supplies and military
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equipment were also shipped from the US to
Vladivostok in southeastern Russia with Soviet flagged
ships. A Persian Corridor was also available to support
the Soviet Union.

From the East, however, there will never be any LendLease going to the western countries. The Germans'
interest in expanding their borders westward is
minimal.

Moscow seems to be just the right distance from
western Europe to keep Russia from defeat, seen in a
historical perspective. Since then the distance to
western borders has increased. Circumstances may
have altered with the development of new materiel
like long distance weapons and satellite sensors.

Italy and Spain are no longer fascist states.

Hypothetical German hopes of securing a future fuel
supply (and they also, among other things, need a
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Chrome supply transported by railways westward
from Turkey) by taking the oil fields in the Caucasus at
Baku and the Caspian sea are vane. Perhaps some
Germans hope, as they did in Nazi-Germany with oil
from Romania, to seize the oil fields at Caucasus and
subsequently load the fuel on barges that can traffic
the Danube River. But importing oil from North Africa
through the straits in western Turkey and up into the
Danube River is certainly seen as an alternative for
Germany.

Germany buys an unknown percentual proportion of
its oil from Russia, and they buy a lot of gas, gas that
runs through the Nordstream pipelines in the Baltic
Sea. They have tied theirselves quite a bit to Russia's
supplies of gas and oil to Germany.

Germany can extract liquid fuel from their oil shale
and lignite coal, but not nearly enough for the German
logistics chain, the motorized army and the air force.
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I have put together a 35-point axiom, which can be
used to determine a possible outcome in case of a
major war. Of these 35 points, Nazi Germany had 17
crucial advantages against 6 for the Soviet Union, and
yet Germany lost the war. My conclusion is that this is
mostly due to the Soviet endurance through the Allies
Lend-Lease, as well as the bombings of Germany
including bombings against German-occupied/allied
industrial areas and petroleum industries.

(Seventeen German advantages marked *)

1) have a better air force *
2) have a better or more extensive air defense *
3) are more thoroughly trained *
4) have logistic advantages *
5) have the right kind of materiel and equipment in
the right amount and constellation, civilian as well as
military *
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6) have material quality advantages for heavier
materiel *
7) have information, intelligence and surveillance
advantages *
8) have technological communication advantages *
9) have better and more encryption variables *
10) have a superior leadership and educational
doctrine *
11) have the opportunity to choose their battles and
where they will take place *
12) have the best country climate *
13) have physically stronger, more sustainable
soldiers
(mainly
concerns
voluntary
defense/professional soldiers) *
14) have better motivated soldiers *
15) have a better and more sustainable financial
system *
16) have a better ability to quickly rebuild ruined
industry and destroyed infrastructure (at least when
the war looks like in WWII it's a contest) *
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17) have better infrastructure in their home country *

(Six Russian advantages marked ¤)

18) have a weather or season advantage during their
warfare, or have weather-resistant clothing for their
soldiers, cold-resistant equipment, functional food
supplies and indoor accommodation opportunities in
severe cold, etc. Deep snow can make transportation
and transfer difficult for those who are not equipped
and trained, deep mud is even worse, it may cause the
most problem for an attacker.¤
19) have a bigger and faster production¤
20) gets financial and material help from the outside
world¤
21) have access to oil and oil refineries and kerosene¤
22) have the most (ice free) commercial ports and
access to safe shipping routs¤
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23) have plenty of or appropriately placed fake targets
so that the enemy's surveillance and attack aircraft
will correctly assess the location of the wrong target¤

(Twelve indeterminable or double acting/double
edged)

24) are better equipped
25) are better protected and defended by, for
example, mines and artillery in a defensive action and
artillery during an offensive action
26) are more protected and harder to detect by using
better camouflage
27) have better tools, e.g. have night vision devices as
standard if you look at the situation today, or have
electrolyte powder and potassium permanganate and
antibiotics and low-cost performance enhancers, etc.
28) have advantages in terms of fire against targets
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29) have better armor on combat vehicles with an
advantage of better impact concerning fire against
targets
30) have geographic advantages for either defense alt.
an offensive (forest areas, steppes, transverse rivers
etc.) ¤ *
31) In addition, the best long-range heavy-duty
vehicles, adapted for the ground conditions and the
accessibility of the offensive (compare with multiplied
tactics) ¤ *
32) have a shorter production chain
33) have greater potential/ability to protect industry
and infrastructure * ¤
34) have commodity assets within gripping distance ¤
*
35) have the most friendly minded neighboring states
or least hostile neighbors

Nazi Germany had 17 of these above listed 35 possible
advantages. Opposed are six advantages for Russia,
and twelve indeterminable.
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Perseverance is obviously such an important factor
that it overrides all other factors if you can hold off a
quick victory for the opposing side. How else can you
explain a German loss even though the Germans had
17 advantages against 6 for the Soviet Union?

The shorter logistics chain (No. 4 above) may not be
considered to be a German advantage. However, east
Preussia had a partially strategic advantageous
starting point at the start of the war, even though east
Prussia lacked commodity resources. This advantage
Preussia had because Stalin relocated parts of Russia’s
industries from western Russia to the east of the Ural
Mountains in the summer of 1941.

Another German advantage (not mentioned in the list
above) was initially the surprise of the attacker.
Although this is usually neutralized relatively quickly it
wasn’t in this war. But a Russian advantage at a later
stage was that they could maintain and even increase
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sufficient reinforcements and resources, which the
Germans could not hope to maintain for their part.

The Germans can not count on making a reprisal of the
overall plan for the daring attack through the
Ardennes as in the attack on France in 1940.

Germany lacks nuclear weapon capacity while Russia,
the United States, Great Britain and France all have it.
But Germany can acquire it, hypothetically speaking.

Lastly, let me remind you that Germany's constitution
today explicitly prohibits Germany from entering into
strategic defense alliances with non-NATO countries.
For the protocol, I can say that I support this.

Homework:

No homework today
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Lesson seven; The Strait of
Hormuz
Fact evidence: In late October 2018, Israels prime
minister Netanyahu visited Oman under friendly
terms. Not long after, following this, Trump said that
”Saudi-Arabia is on the clock”. Unfortunately I can no
longer find the source to the Saudi-Arabia-is-on-theclock statement, but I distinctly remember it word for
word.

Very interesting. But I don’t expect that Oman will
cave in to Israel! Israelis cannot project the necessary
power in the Strait of Hormuz region to be able to do
that. If Oman will cave in they will do it because the
guy in the background is putting pressure on the
country. I am of course talking about Trump.
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And speaking about Saudi-Arabia. The United States is
starting to export more goods than they receive oil in
the other direction. The amount of oil the US receive
from Saudi-Arabia 2018 is down 1/3 since 2015 while
the exports to the country stays the same. So you
probably have to look for the explanation there. The
US has no interest in sustaining the state of SaudiArabia if they don’t get to import their oil. The
numbers 1/3 comes from the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK
2015 compared with the numbers in the CIA WORLD
FACTBOOK 2018-2019.

The Strait of Hormuz is 21 nautical miles (24 miles or
39 km) in width at its narrowest place. In 2011 an
average of 14 tankers per day passed out of the
Persian Gulf through the strait, carrying 17 million
barrels of crude oil. That is 35 percent of the worlds
seaborn oil shipments and 20 percent of the oil traded
worldwide. Some say 40 percent of all oil traded
worldwide. More than 85 percent of this oil goes to
Asian countries, with Japan, India, South Korea and
China the biggest buyers. Iran has repeatedly
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threatened to close the Strait of Hormuz throughout
the years.

This doesn’t mean that Saudi-Arabia will become a
target militarily. It is much more likely that Iran will
become a target. But I think we can expect that the US
will strive to put pressure on especially the Saudis to
not cut back any more on the oil sales to the US and
preferrably increase the oil sales quota to the US. They
hope to accomplish this by projecting more power
against the Iranians and by dwarfing the Chinese
influence in the nearby region and, hopefully, in the
Arabian Sea and the Indian Ocean. They attempt all of
this nowadays with the projection of military power
rather than with conventions, national aid and
business agreements which previous political
administrations may have relied on more.

This dwarfing of the chinese Navy in the Gulf of Oman
can be done by confining the Chinese Navy within the
South China Sea. As long as America has the ability to
project power at sea more than China has, the US can
decide the rules of the game. But the difference
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between the strength of the American Navy and the
Chinese Navy on the other hand, is more than
anything revolving around America’s Aircraft carrier
groups superiority in number and capacity that dwarf
the Chinese number and capacity.

China has an airbase at Gwadar in western Pakistan
near by the Gulf of Oman. If China can continue on
with a construction of new airbases in foreign
countries in and around the region, then America’s
superiority with their aircraft carrier groups will be
leveled out in actual capacity compared to the
Chinese. But the USAF currently has airbases in
several Arab countries on the west coast of the
Persian Gulf opposite Iran.

Should Iran allow China to construct airbases in their
country, then the Chinese could place these airbases
wisely, meaning more optimal for defense of Iranian
oil-installations and self-defense than the Americans
can do and have done. As a bonus the Chinese
airbases would be more suitable for attacks against to
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Iran possibly hostile oil-nations in the north and west
of the Persian Gulf.

The Royal Navy seized an Iranian oil-tanker, Grace 1,
on july 4:th 2019. As retaliation the Iranians have at
present date (july 2019) hijacked several oil-tankers
over the past month. One was Swedish owned but
flagged a British piece of cloth since it was registered
in Britain as so many ships are. It is interesting that the
Royal Navy’s initial hijacking of the Iranian oil-tanker
took place at Gibraltar and not at the Strait of Hormuz
or in the Persian Gulf.

It is equally interesting that the British says that they
”suspected” quote on quote, that the Iranian oiltanker was carrying crude to Syria and that is why it
had to be seized by the British and also that the British
seized the tanker in the name of the EU. What about
Brexit now? This smells warmongering. According to
shipping data, Grace 1 sailed to the Mediterranean
around Africa, maybe to avoid the, for such a large
supertanker, unloading and refilling of its oil at the
Suez Canal which would have meant exposing their
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cargo to potential seizure by Egypt. Or, it sailed to the
Mediterranean from Venezuela, and if so it sailed
around Africa and passed through the Suez Canal to
avoid the British gazing eyes at Gibraltar straits. Either
the cargo was oil from Iran, or the cargo was oil from
Venezuela. But one of the two options must be true.

And it is also interesting that the British hijacking took
place on America’s independence day. A coincidence?
No, that is how the big boys talk to each others when
they want to deliver a message. 364 to 1 is the odds if
you want to contest that!

Many years ago Britain was the leading nation in state
sponsored piracy. And they still are. Royal Navy still
has a protocol for boarding other nations civilian
ships. It is not an easy thing to board a ship with a
hostile crew onboard.
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Homework:

1. Trump said that ”Saudi-Arabia is on the
clock”. Can you think of any scenarios if the
Saudis don’t comply with America? What will
happen in the region you think?
2. Do you think that in the long run Iran will gain
influence or that they will lose influence
should the US threaten with war and then
abstain from realize it? And if Iran gain
influence, will there be a war? Will there be
a war if Iran dwindle in power and there is a
real threat of a serious upheaval in Iran?
3. For the overambitious; How do you think
that China if possible will try to profit from
these different scenarios, given the tense
situation in the South China Sea? Pick one
scenario that you think is the most realistic
and suggest China’s politics:
• Saudis don’t comply.
• Saudis don’t comply and Iran gain influence
in the region.
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• Saudis don’t comply and Iran lose influence
because of US war rattling.
• Saudis don’t comply while civil unrest in Iran.
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Lesson eight; The American
base in Darwin, Australia
There are around 800 American bases deployed
around the World. But many of these locations have
only minor staff and many are logistic to its nature,
and most staffmembers are desktop workers and
pencil pushers. However the Americans have quite a
few fighting military bases around the World.

The US has got several well integrated installations in
Australia. Pine Gap is the commonly used name for an
Australian Earth station approximately 18 kilometres
i.e. 11 miles southwest of the town of Alice Springs,
Northern Territory in the centre of Australia. Pine Gap
is operated by both Australia and the United States.
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Its longer name is Joint Defence Facility Pine Gap
(JDFPG). It consists mainly of desktop workers.

But there is another American base in Australia. This
American base in Australia I think we have to shed
light on. The base as such, wich is located in Darwin at
Australia’s northwest coast, does not give you any
information of how many Marines Darwin can harbor.
Darwin’s port can take in at least one WASP-class
vessel. Darwin is a quite small Community, a city but
not a big city by American standards, only about
130,000 inhabitants. More about Darwin further
down.

If you bring the American troops home the World will
be overrun by the Chinese and the Russians in no time,
and the US is still dependent on oil from the Middle
East to a level of more than a quarter of its oilconsumption (2016). The US would get none oil if the
Chinese had their will. The US can hope for and plot
for a regime change in Venezuela to create a boost in
oil-production in that particular country in order to
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increase oil imports from that country to the US if the
new regime is friendly to the US. Venezuela has one of
the largest oil reserves in the world. But it is shale oil.
And Canada has lots of extra oil that they export
mainly to the US. Albeit not oil suitable to make
gasoline from there either.

I think that China is too weak in its nuclear capacity to
survive a war with the US. China relies on Russia’s
nuclear capacity and Russia relies on China’s
conventional forces. They have a marriage of
reasoning. But believe this, they do not trust each
other!

Kremlin thinks that Russia should be in par with China
since Russia has a bigger nuclear capacity. But China’s
bigger economy wins in the every day life. Russia is
slowly losing its grip of the Russian Far East to the
Chinese. That among other things is why Putin has
agreed to develop his nation’s economic ties with
Japan, sell some oil to the Japanese to level out the
Chinese influence in the Russian Far East. Putin
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doesn’t want to put all his eggs in one and the same
basket, namely China.

Russia’s biggest motivator is China. Russia’s little
escapades in the Baltic Sea are a luxury they
sometimes can engage in. Its southern borders and its
eastern border are much more important. They just
don’t want us to know that. However Russia is
strongly enforcing development economically and
militarily in the region of the Kola peninsula at Barents
Sea in their north.

Does China have a bad geographic location in case of
a conventional war with the US? Not necessarily.
America can to my knowledge only accommodate
some three thousand marines in total in barracks
located at the relatively small community of Darwin in
the north of Australia fairly close to the Malacca strait.
And even this small number puts a strain on Darwin’s
community (you know, unmarried girls). And the port
of Darwin is quite limited. LPD:s and LHD:s like San
Antonio class or Wasp class visiting Darwin can only
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do this one by one it seems. Also, Darwin was attacked
by air by the Japanese in World war two. Wouldn’t we
see a rerun, and this time the crime would be
committed by the Chinese? It is true, Obama talked
about shipping 25,000 marines to Darwin. Yeah, good
luck! They would have to close Darwin down when all
the young girls have left for America. As if the
Darwiners aren’t pissed off enough as it is. Probably.

Homework:

As we have established in my ”World Policies
introduction” and in an earlier Lesson one ”The
importance of Uganda in big politics”, the Americans
fear a possible axis between China, Russia and Japan.

1. Do you see a growing axis between China,
Russia and Japan?
2. How will that play out you think?
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3. Will the US be left in the wake of a new world
order?
4. Are the Americans rational in their fear or is
Japan going to continue to be benevolent
towards the US of A?

Search for information on the Internet for this task!
For example you can search for ”Putin, Russian Far
East, China, Shinzo Abe, Japan” and then maybe you
will get some relevant information.
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Lesson nine; Mowing the lawn.
Exactly how is Trump going to make America great
again? He does not lead through example, that is for
sure. What do I mean with that? Well he said that
America in the past has been stupid to tell the world
what their country’s intentions were.

If you do not take responsibility for what your
intentions are, if you do not tell the people what your
intentions as a state and as a state leader are, then per
definition you cannot lead through example because
your people do not have a clue what your intentions
are. Ergo, there is no example to follow. Do you see
what I mean?
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But I lead through example! I tell the world what I
intend to do and then I do it. Even a guy like Putin does
that. Even Hitler did that. But not Trump, and he is
proud of not doing it. Donald, if you are not leading
through example you are not leading! And if you are
not leading, then you cannot make America great
again. It is as simple as that.

I think that every lie and deception springs out of a
personal perversion or at least a leniency for a
perversion. All the lyings by the so called statesmen of
the world is only a cover-up for their personal
perversions. Of course there is only one totally
perversion free person in history, Jesus Christ. But the
lies that come from some persons are much worse
than the average liars lies. And when that person is in
office it gets bad. If you are in a clinch with and then
surrender to Trump, he will screw you over a
thousand times if he could make a dime on it. On the
other hand if you don’t surrender to Trump he may
screw you over anyway, but at least you are standing
up. The man has got no honor. He is like emperor
Nero. If you are standing up and looking down on his
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bald spot, he will have you executed. It may be just a
tall tale, but watch the figurative similarities,
considering both Trump’s and Nero’s decadence.

There are three kinds of world leaders today and
always have been. The first kind is someone like
Donald Trump who in foreign policy says one thing
and does another thing, sometimes simultaneously.
This kind of leader consistently shuffle the cards
before they are dealt. The second kind of leaders are
like Vladimir Putin and Adolf Hitler. They say what
they intend to do and then they do it. But what they
do is not God’s will. The third kind of leaders also
mediate what they intend to do and then they do it.
But what they do is God’s will. The third kind of
leaders are rarely existing in the world. And that is
remarkable, that good people, of which there are
plenty of among ordinary people, apparently finds it
hard to make it to the top wherever you have your
residence in the world. It makes me wonder what
tools successful politicians in general use to make it to
the top, and also how they stay in office?
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Donald Trump wrote this in his book ”Crippled
America” from 2015; ”Does anybody reading this
believe that I’m concerned about making other
countries feel good? They used to fear us. They used to
want to be us. We were respected.”

Thank you for that clarity, businessman Donald! That
doesn’t sound like a good business investment. It
shows you cannot be trusted, by non-Americans, ever.
If you cannot be trusted, who in their right mind, can
you strike a deal with outside of America? I can
answer the question myself – the UK, Canada,
Australia, New Zealand and Israel. All others have to
prepare for the worst from totalitarian regional or
global powers like Russia and China. Unless God
intervenes, and strikes a blow to America for
embarking on the wrong road, perhaps. We have put
a lot of money and some casualties into your country’s
war with the Talibans in Afghanistan. For what?
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Homework:

No homework today. But you women, please speak up
about where you stand on Trump. I don’t care if you
are for him or against him, just speak up. I value your
voice. I hope you valued mine.
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Lesson ten; The Abysmal gap
The abysmal gap between military geostrategists’
views on the world as being a battlefield over strategic
hotspots, straits, sea routes, military bases and
commodity assets, versus diplomats’ view of
geostrategy as a frictional meeting between
headstrong dynamic people, is probably the reason
for the existence of military attache officials who
combine the best of both worlds. Military attaches are
usually younger and always low in rank. I can only
assume it is the diplomats who rule in the house of
diplomats. They shouldn’t be so skird of professionals.

There is thus a difference between geostrategy
(military thinking) and geopolitics (diplomatic
thinking).
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Geopolitics revolves around economics and policies.

Geostrategy is inevitable facts; who has what and
where, and who wins a conflict with this what?

Geopolitics also involve commodities and, to some
extent, natural resources. Geostrategy involves
natural resources and where they’re at. But there is
no absolute division between the two different fields
of strategy.

Almost any fool can conduct geopolitical work. But
conducting the work of a geostrategic task is often a
privilege for a few briefed men, often high ranking
militaries, government leaders and industrialists
within a closed circle of people. Nothing is initiated by
chance at the top level. On the other hand, the
intentions of others and decisive events often gets
randomized in crazy interactions.

100

It is enough that only one party is aware that they
have a geostrategic superiority. If they do, then it is
possible for them to go out and make geopolitics of it.
A fog of war is usually created by the protagonists at
selected occasions in any given conflict. But sooner or
later, the conflict will return to the origin of the
conflict - the geostrategy i.e. the strategic hotspots
and natural resources.

There is no way to tell which is more influential. I
guess you could say in the short run it is geopolitics
and in the long run it is geostrategy, but that is a truth
with modification. Look at the start of the first World
war, it was a continued power struggle between
nations, but it started suddenly with a single fired gun
against Archduke Franz Ferdinand in Sarajevo. Then
look at the start of the second World war, it was
conducted from the state of Germany on the highest
level and was foreseeable.

Everybody does not agree with me about what makes
up a geostrategical task and what makes up a
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geopolitical task. Some wouldn’t even separate the
two into dual significations. This is my definition.

Homework:

How would you define geopolitics and geostrategy,
are they the same?
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Lesson eleven; Why Syria
This is not the full story about Syria, I make no claim
that it is!

Following the ”Arabic spring” we saw the ISIS terror
organization grow out of it. It is very hard to keep track
on the events in Syria because of the many belligerent
participators. The protagonists in the Syrian drama
are mainly Israel, the United States, Iran, Russia,
Turkey, ISIS, the Syrian forces and later on a couple of
rebell groups, all of them with their own agenda.
Massive smokescreens have been layed in a fog of war
by the participators in order to conceal their true
intentions or even their own participation in this war
and how.
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Turkey’s President Erdogan apologized in a letter to
President Putin in June 2016 for the downing of a
Russian fighter plane somewhere near the border
between Turkey and Syria in November 2015. The
pilot was killed, according to Putin's press spokesman.
Exactly on which side of the border the fighter Aircraft
was shot down is contested.

The letter opened up for a thawing in the icey
relations between the two countries. Putin initiated
economic sanctions after the downing of the Russian
airplane, and he also ended the Russian people’s
extensive traveling trips to Turkey. Millions of Russian
tourists visit Turkey every year. For a while, it was
debated whether there would come a military clash.

Prior to the downing of the airplane, Russia and
Turkey had good relations, both in the economic and
the political spheres. It was obvious that for Moscow,
as well as for Ankara, it would have become too
expensive to continue with hostility. The Russian
energy giant Gazprom immidiately declared that it
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was now ready to re-negotiate the construction of a
large gas pipeline to Turkey, following the Turkish
apology.

What was still unclear was what effect this approach
would have on the war in Syria, where Russia and
Turkey reportedly actively supported different sides
of the fighting.

Russia could probably have predicted the ”Arab
Spring” because of the signs of what was the growing
size of general Ghadaffi’s ego which was already
before notably large. With a shiny drawn sword and
shining armor, the peace prize winner Obama went
into action on his chivalrously and loyal steed. Finally,
a new world would be created through the domino
effect.

The US administration, possibly Obama personally,
named the Arabic spring early in the operation or even
before it was executed. North Africa and the Middle
East would develop into a thriving region with
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associated economic development, peace, security
and freedom. Possibly the issue of Israel would also be
resolved and Iran be held back.

But above all, the threat from the Libyan-African Gold
currency would be cleared away. Ghadaffi believed
that the West would voluntarily pay for oil with gold.
He was so greedy that he did not even understand
that gold is only available in a very limited amount. He
must be taken out of the game. The military operation
was led by France and the United Kingdom.

Yet another world than the intended was created. And
then our brave knight went on doing the mistake to
allow ISIS to grow strong. Not because Obama was
evil, but because he wanted to oppose Iran and
counter Russia's and Iran's converging plans to
overthrow Israel, etc. Syria was the chessboard.
Europe became the loser in this game, but in the long
run I think it will be the US which lose influence.
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Russia could claim that the United States of America
did nothing and even supplied ISIS with weapons.
Think about it for a moment. Why was CIA’s
”Operation Timber Sycamore” kept covert by orders
from president Obama if the purpose with the
operation was to arm the rebel groups? But the
Kremlin didn’t mention the fact that Russia together
with Iran plotted to destroy Israel and whip up a
massive refugee wave to Europe in order to weaken
the to Russia and Iran antagonizing West European
regimes. The destroying of Israel didn’t succeed, but
the latter went way over expectations.

How can we know it was Russia that bombarded
Syria’s infrastructure? That is easy to ascertain. There
are reportedly 40,000 Russian citizens in Syria of
which most probably are tourists in the unharmed
Tartous or Latakia or the rather untouched central
Aleppo. In addition, Russia also have a naval base in
Tartous and an airbase in Latakia. Both cities were
spared from bombardment with cruise-missiles.
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Homework:

Am I right to point out the relationship between
Russia and Turkey first, and not bother about the
other players interactions cause they have a
predictable pattern in their actions? I was thinking
that the Russian-Turkish relationship was the only
truly volatile relationship that could go either way at
the time. But then again the US armed the ISIS
terrorists so that they (hopefully) as good SunniMuslims would fight the Shia-Muslim Iranians.

Can you come up with a better explanation for the
supposedly arming of the ISIS by the US? Was ISIS
allowed to continue to exist so that they can pose a
threat to the Iranian forces in Syria? I cannot prove
that my suspicions are true, but if they are, it was an
impressive planning by Obama. I would even be
inclined to see it as Obama's biggest achievement
during his eight years in the White House except for
his war speech when he received the Nobel Peace
Prize, and got away with his war speech and walked
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away with resounding applause, a gold medal and ten
million Swedish crowns or so. It was much like a bank
robbery complete with the victims’ Stockholm
syndrome and all.
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Lesson twelve; Who trades
with the countries in the
Persian Gulf?
Countries mentioned with the biggest partner first in
order and the smallest partner last in order.

Saudi-Arabia export: China 13.6%, Japan 11.3%, India
10.7%, US 9.8%, South Korea 9.1%, Singapore 4.7%
(2016)
Saudi-Arabia import: China 16.2%, US 15.0%,
Germany 6.3%, Japan 5.3%, UAE 5.0%, South
Korea 4.3% (2016)
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Iran export: China 30.1%, India 16.7%, South Korea
9.7%, Turkey 9.5%, Japan 6.8% (2016)
Iran import: UAE 27.4%, China 13.2%, Turkey
7.8%, South Korea 4.3%, Germany 4.0% (2016)

Iraq export: China 25.4%, India 17.3%, US 14.3%,
South Korea 12.0%, Italy 6.5%, Greece 6.1% (2016)
Iraq import: China 23.5%, Turkey 23.0%, Iran
20.0%, South Korea 5.0%, US 4.0% (2016)

Kuwait export: South Korea 16.8%, China 14.4%,
Japan 9.6%, India 9.2%, US 7.5%, Singapore 5.6%
(2016)
Kuwait import: China 14.1%, US 11.9%, UAE 8.3%,
Japan 6.5%, Germany 6.2%, India 5.4%, Italy 5.0%,
Saudi-Arabia 4.4%, South Korea 4.4% (2016)

Qatar export: Japan 20.0%, South Korea 15.5%, India
13.1%, China 8.2%, UAE 5.5%, Singapore 5.3% (2016)
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Qatar import: US 13.7%, Germany 9.8%, UAE
9.2%, China 8.6%, Japan 7.2%, UK 5.5%, Saudi
Arabia 4.6%, Italy 4.4% (2016)

United Arab Emirates export: India 9.9%, Iran 8.9%,
Japan 8.8%, Switzerland 8.5%, Oman 5.4%, China
5.1% (2016)
United Arab Emirates import: China 7.4%, US
6.9%, India 6.8%, Germany 4.4% (2016)

Bahrain export: Saudi-Arabia 18.3%, UAE 17.5%, US
11.1%, Japan 8.7%, Qatar 4.8%, China 4.2% (2016)
Bahrain exports no oil but they export a lot of refined
Kerosene used for aircraft propulsion.
Bahrain import: China 9.7%, US 8.6%, UAE 7.4%,
Japan 6.1%, Saudi-Arabia 5.5% (2016) Bahrain is a
net importer of crude oil.

As you can see for yourself, China is up there as a
trading partner with the countries in the Persian Gulf
and is a bigger partner than the US is in most cases.
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Source; CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019

Homework:

What do you think the implications on the nations
around the Persian Gulf are now that China is trading
so closely with both Sunni-muslim Saudi-Arabia and
Shia-muslim Iran? Does it have a stabilizing effect in
the sense that China acts as a mediator between Iran
and Saudi Arabia, and that the Chinese can prevent
the Iranians from knocking out most of the Saudis’ oil
facilities?

For this task please remember that the United States
has an oil and commodity embargo on Iran, which
China ignores most of the time. China is also the main
trading partner for Shia-dominated Iraq by 64-69%
Shia-Iraqis against 29-34% Sunni-Iraqis.
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And please note that the US also are one of the major
trading partners for Saudi-Arabia and Iraq in that
order, but the US doesn’t trade with Iran.
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Lesson thirteen; Strategic
maskirovka Vs. Tactical and
operational maskirovka
Some reflections on the approach for the Allied
invasion in Normandy in 1944, dubbed Operation
Overlord:

On the one hand, the Allies devoted themselves to
some major smoke screens. One of them was about
wanting to mix the cards since the real assault area
was Normandy and not Calais as they managed to
trick the Germans would be the assault area. They did
this in three ways.
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1. First, a Spanish agent, whom Hitler himself
trusted, was activated. The agent called
"Garbo" tricked the Germans with recurring
reports that the invasion was going to take
place in Calais.
2. And partly, the Allies launched Operation
Fortitude and Operation Bodyguard early
on, which included, among other measures,
laying a massive smoke screen with
inflatable combat vehicles and more, which
were placed in the area of Dover early on.
This Maskirovka (which means the art of
masking) would hopefully guarantee that
the Germans would not understand that the
real area of attack was Normandy.
3. The invasion of Normandy started
simultaneously with Allied pretense
bombings and the release of rubber soldier
dolls and staniol tape felling over Calais,
which delayed the German response for a
few more hours.
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Another thing is that the Allies were sufficiently well
informed about the executive and dominant German
General Erwin Rommel and his family. Operation
Overlord was initiated on his wife's birthday. The
Allies expected Rommel to travel home to his family
that day, which he did.

All four measures clicked to 100 percent.

The importance of strategic maskirovka should not be
underestimated, but I personally see it as a secondrate protection measure. I'm not saying I'm ignoring it
and never would agree to it, but I'm reluctant to
introduce pure strategic maskirovka and prefer open
cards. It is probably a national trait. It is perfectly
possible to plan ahead and still play with open cards.

Maskirovka at a tactical and operational level is a
completely different matter. For Swedish conditions it
could be about camouflage, heat camouflage, heat
dissipation, invisibility hoods by systems that can
imitate the surrounding temperature, and for
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operational level the spreading of airbases and
aircontrol centers and the like. I am entirely for that.
But it is symptomatic that the only central and overall
strategic plan where the Allies proved to be
significantly superior in WWII was during the initial
invasion of Normandy, and the planning preceding
Normandy.

What preceded the invasion in the form of a major
deception with two smokescreens called Operation
Bodyguard and Operation Fortitude, however, was
not a result of superiority in strategic thinking, but a
sneaking and shuffling of the cards and pure luck for
the Allies side during the planning, if you ask me.

It was because of the enormous magnitude of the
deception, that it was pure luck that they succeeded.
A single unfortunate observation by a German agent
or by a traitor could have sunk part of the plan or the
whole plan. It didn’t make it any less cunning. It were
all about masking, dummies, deceptive traffic and
fake signaling, with the intention of deceiving the
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Germans about where the Allied was going to land,
Calais or Normandy. They knew that the Germans
knew they were coming because of all the commotion
when deploying the forces from America and Canada
in England, which made it impossible to cover up that
the invasion was imminent.

I also mention that deceptive bombings, staniol tape
felling (also called Chaff or Window) to deceive radar
systems and large scale air drops of rubber dolls were
carried out during D-day from bases in the southeast
of England to the Calais area in France. Masking,
dummies, deceptive traffic and maybe fake signaling
were just forms of regular strategic maskirovka. But
the fake signaling costed little in energy, manpower
and working hours and was therefore well worth it.

Fake signaling can be switched on to true signaling at
a certain point in time or action, and you may be
exposed at a later stage just before an invasion. The
deceptive bombings, the staniol tape felling and the
rubber dolls were operational maskirovka aimed to
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win the campaign and were all justified. The Allies
took the Germans by surprise on D-day as they
intended to do.

The Germans were themselves devoted to strategic
maskirovka on Normandy's beaches. This made the
Allied strategic Maskirovka pointless in a sense. Sure
enough, the Allies sometimes landed were they could
not achieve their intended goal because the target
wasn’t there, and in some cases they would airdrop at
the wrong place or land in dangerous places like the
beach strip dubbed Omaha.

Homework:

The strategic level is about how to win a war. The
operational level is about how to win a campaign. The
tactical level is about how to win a battle.
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Do you think it is meaningless to divide the meaning
of Maskirovka into strategic, operational and tactical
like I did here? If yes, please motivate your standpoint.

If you think it is meaningful, do you agree on that it
was pointless for the Allies to pursue their strategic
maskirovka? If no, please motivate your standpoint.
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Lesson fourteen; Sweden
Russia may begin by invading Gotland before taking
the Baltic countries. In that case, they will butter up
the United States and NATO, under false pretense that
no "NATO brotherland" will be affected by the conflict
between Russia and Sweden and perhaps Finland, if
they do not take parts of our eastern neighbor later
on, though before taking the Baltic countries. Sweden
and Finland are really at risk as non-NATO countries.
But the Baltic countries will not be spared later, when
it is too late for the US and NATO to intervene unless
they have already deployed air defense systems and
mechanized troops in the Baltic. Not until Gotland is
fully occupied and Visby Airport prepared, will the
Russians deploy the S-400 Triumph on the island.
After that, there will be an assault on Finland alt. the
Baltic countries. During the beachlanding on Gotland
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from the sea, they are likely to use a mobile local
surface-to-air missile type Pantsir-S1, or 9K37M1 Buk
with a not so long range but a sufficient range. Russia
cannot both run a cannonboat diplomacy against
NATO/USA, which they would have done if they
started by deploying the S-400 Triumph system on
Gotland, while they simultaneously are proclaiming
reassurance to NATO. The Russians think long term!
They have been doing so since before the Georgia
War. If Russia is proclaiming reassurance to NATO,
Russia also leaves a possibility open to build up forces
as they wish along the borders of the Baltic countries
during or after an attack on Sweden with the hope
that it would not be perceived as a threat by NATO.
Then the attack on the Baltic NATO countries would
come so much more suddenly. In the best of possible
worlds.
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The S-400 Triumph Air defense systems based in
Kaliningrad Oblast are now operational in Kaliningrad.
The S-400 radar is capable of tracking over a 100
targets at a distance of more than 400 kilometers and
take on 12 of these 100 goals at varying ranges,
depending on the type of missile used. The missiles
that can be used have a range of 400, 250 or 120 km.
The 400-kilometer missile can reportedly fly at Mach
12 (9,100 miles/h or 14,700 km/h) with a 40,000 to
50,000-meter maximum flight altitude and must be
shot down at high or medium altitude. The S-400
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Triumph System is optimized to shoot down either
ballistic missiles or cruise missiles but can also be used
against signals surveillance aircraft and radar planes
like AWACS. The 400 km missile is said to be able to
shoot down even fighter/attack-aircrafts. S-400
Triumph's Nato report name is SA-21 Growler. The
Russians can also utilize fighter aircraft with the R-37
Vympel missiles with a range of 300 km against
AWACS.
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A ballistic missile is always a surface to surface missile.
Iskander-M is actually a semi-ballistic missile, i.e. its
flightpath is within the stratosphere. It may be worth
considering when discussing range. To fully flee the
earth's gravity it requires a minimum speed of 11
km/s. A rule of thumb is that the lower trajectory up
to 45 degrees, the shorter the range of a missile, given
the same conditions in other prestanda. A lower
trajectory also means that Iskander-M can maneuver
throughout its whole flightpath within the
stratosphere. Iskander-M can be preprogrammed to
avoid air defense missiles by a series of pirouettes in
its final phase. The Russians claim that the Iskander-M
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missile cannot be shot down due to its
maneuverability. It would be helpful if we could figure
out in what phase of its trajectory one should try to
shoot down an Iskander-M, so that it at least isn’t in
the phase where it maneuvers the jerkiest when our
air defense missile reaches it. I guess time of impact
depends on what type of air defense missile system
we use.

Most analysts now (2015) assume that the Iskander
extended range version with a range of over 600 km
must be the Iskander-K cruise missile and not the
ballistic missile Iskander-M. Maybe so. But the range
of Iskander-M tends to be lowered following after
what the Kremlin says for political reasons. Today,
many here in Sweden say that the Iskander-M has a
range of 400 km. I don’t think so! Additionally, the
range of the Iskander-K is most likely also violating the
INF agreement, even if the missile is carrying a heavier
nuclear warhead.
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Should Russia forebode a threat in Europe, specifically
an American missile shield, they will take themselves
the right to permanently deploy Iskander-M in
Kaliningrad Oblast, from which it will pose a threat to
Poland and also Germany, not to mention Sweden.
The Russian military spokesman, then Colonel Andrey
Bobrun, said that the extended Iskander missile is
designed for operations against land-based targets
such as command centers, force groups, air and
missile defense facilities and aircraft at airfields. He
also said that; "The weapon systems have high tactical
maneuverability and can be delivered [He should
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mean be transported] by all types of delivery systems,
including from aircraft ".

What is most foreboding with Iskander-M is that, in its
extended version, it probably covers the Stockholm
area within its reach from Kaliningrad. It's called
9K720 Iskander-M (SS-26 Stone) - Extended Range
Version Program, which Putin developed after Bush's
proclamation of America's right to pre-emptive
nuclear strikes and his intended missile base in
Poland.

The missiles warhead generally weighs more if it is
nuclear, i.e. approximately 750 kg versus 480-700 kg if
it's conventional, so paradoxically it will be the
Iskander missile carrying a conventional warhead that
clearly violates the INF agreement. It may therefore
be that Russia wishes to abolish the INF Treaty for the
possibility of extending the range of Iskander-M with
conventional explosive charges.
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The head of the Russian General Staff, Nikolaj
Makarov stated in an article published on November
17, 2011 in the Washington Post that; "Under certain
circumstances, local and regional conflicts may
escalate into a full-scale war, involving nuclear
weapons." Can it be said any clearer? Putin may have
his aim at small non-nuclear and non-NATO countries
like Sweden, Finland and Georgia when he spoke of
preventive Russian attacks, if Iskander has a range of
>500 kilometers with a 750 kg nuclear charge.

Immediately after Makarov's statement, in November
2011, Russian President Dimitrj Medvedev showed up
on Russia Today's network television media and
mentioned in passing the number 500 kilometer range
of Iskander-M missiles in conjunction with a declaring
that Russia will be forced to resign from the START
Treaty if the missile base is built in Poland, and he also
mentioned that Russia may or may not build its own
missile shield. This figure, 500 km, is completely
contrary to what has been said from Russian
authorities earlier on. We can only hope that the
Russians have reconsidered now. But the core point
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with an extended range version is that it has a longer
range than the previous Iskander-M missile which
satisfied the INF agreement.

U.S. Colonel (retired) Sam Gardiner, believes it is
unlikely that West at this time has the political will to
raise the issue of Iskander on the agenda. The
question does not raise interest even in military
circles. Gardiner raised the question of Iskander's
range in a seminar he held in both Stockholm and
Tallinn for the air force in the region, as well as in the
USAF headquarters in Germany. As for the reactions,
"he could as well have been talking about the price of
oranges on the Asian market," he said in a private
conversation in 2010.

Homework:

What do you think is more important to Putin with the
Iskander-M, to deliver nuclear strikes or to deliver
conventional strikes? Motivate your standpoint.
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Lesson fifteen; Where does
Germany get its oil from?
Countries mentioned with the biggest partner first in
order and the smallest partner last in order.

Saudi-Arabia export: China 13.6%, Japan 11.3%, India
10.7%, US 9.8%, South Korea 9.1%, Singapore 4.7%
(2016)
Saudi-Arabia import: China 16.2%, US 15.0%,
Germany 6.3%, Japan 5.3%, UAE 5.0%, South
Korea 4.3% (2016)

Iran export: China 30.1%, India 16.7%, South Korea
9.7%, Turkey 9.5%, Japan 6.8% (2016)
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Iran import: UAE 27.4%, China 13.2%, Turkey
7.8%, South Korea 4.3%, Germany 4.0% (2016)

Iraq export: China 25.4%, India 17.3%, US 14.3%,
South Korea 12.0%, Italy 6.5%, Greece 6.1% (2016)
Iraq import: China 23.5%, Turkey 23.0%, Iran
20.0%, South Korea 5.0%, US 4.0% (2016)

Kuwait export: South Korea 16.8%, China 14.4%,
Japan 9.6%, India 9.2%, US 7.5%, Singapore 5.6%
(2016)
Kuwait import: China 14.1%, US 11.9%, UAE 8.3%,
Japan 6.5%, Germany 6.2%, India 5.4%, Italy 5.0%,
Saudi-Arabia 4.4%, South Korea 4.4% (2016)

Qatar export: Japan 20.0%, South Korea 15.5%, India
13.1%, China 8.2%, UAE 5.5%, Singapore 5.3% (2016)
Qatar import: US 13.7%, Germany 9.8%, UAE
9.2%, China 8.6%, Japan 7.2%, UK 5.5%, Saudi
Arabia 4.6%, Italy 4.4% (2016)
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United Arab Emirates export: India 9.9%, Iran 8.9%,
Japan 8.8%, Switzerland 8.5%, Oman 5.4%, China
5.1% (2016)
United Arab Emirates import: China 7.4%, US
6.9%, India 6.8%, Germany 4.4% (2016)

Bahrain export: Saudi-Arabia 18.3%, UAE 17.5%, US
11.1%, Japan 8.7%, Qatar 4.8%, China 4.2% (2016)
Bahrain exports no oil but they export a lot of refined
Kerosene used for aircraft propulsion.
Bahrain import: China 9.7%, US 8.6%, UAE 7.4%,
Japan 6.1%, Saudi-Arabia 5.5% (2016) Bahrain is a
net importer of crude oil.

Libya export: Italy 24.2%, Egypt 21.1%, Spain 9.5%,
France 7.8%, Croatia 5%, Netherlands 5%, China 4.3%
(2016)
Libya import: China 14.4%, South Korea 13.3%,
Turkey 10.4%, Italy 5.9% (2016)
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But what about Germany? Are they to make me
believe that Germany export technology to many of
those countries without getting anything in return,
like oil?

Sadly the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK doesn’t reveal where
Germany gets most of its oil from. Apparently from
none of the above countries and not from Oman, UK
or Norway either. Even though Germany may still buy
a percentage of oil from Norway and the United
Kingdom for a few years yet, and allthough Germany
buys quite much of its oil from Russia but apparently
aren’t exporting much goods worth mentioning to
Russia, there is a discrepancy between their exports
of technology and imports of oil in the CIA WORLD
FACTBOOK.

The UK export quota to Germany is 10.7 percent of all
exports. That’s a big share only second to their export
to the US. Their import quota from Germany is 13.6
percent which amounts up to a number one place on
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the list. The UK produce 933,000 bbl of oil per day and
export 632,200 bbl of oil per day, and of that only
154,000 bbl of oil per day are exported to Germany.
That will not sustain total German oil consumption by
far. Anyway, note that it is not million barrels per day,
it’s only in the hundreds of thousands. The UK is
Germany’s least important import partner on the
important list in the book, in total 4.1 percent of
Germany’s total import quota. But the UK is third on
the list of Germany’s export partners after the US and
France in that order.

But Germany may have put their eggs in multiple
baskets. So many that they fly under the radar for oil
in the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK. Of the 11 most
important import partners Germany has, Russia isn’t
mentioned. Of their 9 export partners you cannot find
Russia, but you can find small countries, among them
the Netherlands as number 4 in the list.
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If you read on the pages for Russia’s main export
partners, Germany is number 3 after the Netherlands
as number 1 and China as number 2.

As Russia’s import partner number 2 after China we
see Germany again. Only Russia’s GDP is 4 trillion
dollars and Germany’s is 4.15 trillion dollars.

Something is clearly rotten in the state of Germany.
And also in the Netherlands because for Russia the
Netherlands is the number 1 export partner, but for
the Netherlands Russia is only the number 6 import
partner, a mere last in the mentioned list. It just
doesn’t add up at all!

I need to mention that Germany exports electricity.
78.86 billion kWh exported electricity. (Germany
imports 28.34 billion kWh.) Of the total installed
German capacity 42.6 percent comes from fossil
fuels, 5.3 percent of the total installed German
capacity comes from nuclear fuels, 2.2 percent comes
from hydroelectric plants and renewable sources
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amounts to 49.9 percent of total installed German
capacity.

And this is where it gets really funny. In the CIA
WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019, Germany is said to
produce 8.73 billion cubic meters of gas (2015) and
the book tells us that Germany import 102.5 billion cu
m of gas (2015). That amounts up to 111.23 billion cu
m of gas. But they export 32.51 billion cu m of gas and
Germany consume 773.2 billion cu m of gas. Their own
proved reserves of natural gas is only 41.99 billion
cubic meters total. Oh Germany, what are you hiding?
Something isn’t right.

Nord Stream is said to be operating two gas pipelines
from Russia to Germany with an annual total capacity
of 55 billion cubic meters of gas. Apparantly it is for
each gas pipeline. Russia's Gazprom, which supplies
the gas, owns 51 percent of Nord Stream, while
German, French and Dutch shareholders constitute
the remaining owners. Gazprom does not need more
than 51 percent of the Nord Stream shares in order for
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Putin to control Nord Stream in total, as Gazprom is so
regimented unilaterally Kremlin loyal and its majority
of CEOs are high ranking former Russian militaries
posing as members of a board.

Hmm, interesting, Dutch shareholders! How much of
Germany’s oil comes from Russia via the Netherlands?

Belgium is a country which has no main oil-producing
import partners apart from the US and the UK who
imports for their own part. Its biggest import partner
is the Netherlands. Belgium imports 639,500 bbl of oil
per day. This I suspect should mainly come from
Russia via the Netherlands since Russia is not
mentioned as one of Belgium’s 7 most important
import partners. The UK is the number 5 in declining
order. Belgium’s main export partner is Germany, but
Belgium doesn’t seem to export any oil, only refined
petroleum products according to the CIA WORLD
FACTBOOK 2018-2019. They have no natural gas
production but they consume 23.01 billion cu m of gas
(2015) and they export 1.694 billion cu m of gas
139

(2015). They import 18.81 billion cubic meter of gas
(2015) according to the factbook. The import of gas
comes from the UK. They are not among Russias 6
main export or 6 main import partners mentioned in
the factbook. They are likely to buy their oil from
someone who buys it from Russia in their turn.

But to be fair, it is not uncommon for the numbers not
to add up in the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK. It is the same
for the UK regarding gas-production, gas-imports, gasexports and gas-consumption, only not as significant
as it is for Germany.
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Germany's data from the Bundesministerium für
Wirtschaft und Energie (BMWi)

Germany imports 1.837 million bbl of oil per day, a nr
6 in the world. Crude oil proved reserves is only 145.4
million bbl of oil.

Kazakhstan and Azerbaian should according to sane
security policy reasonably belong to the ’Russian
quota’ since Russia controls the oil pipelines to e.g.
Leningrad Oblast. At least as long as there is no oil
pipeline in Turkey not controlled by Russia. Germany's
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own data from the Bundesministerium für Wirtschaft
und Energie (BMWi) regarding the 33 million tons of
oil (i.e. 240 million bbl) reportedly imported from
Russia should instead amount to 43+ million tons (i.e.
312+ million bbl) as Germany according to the
statistics import 8 million tons (i.e. 58+ million bbl)
from Kazakhstan and 2 million tons (i.e. 14.5+ million
bbl) from Azerbaijan.

And most of the oil imported to Germany from the
Netherlands should probably also be accounted to
import from Russia. But the Netherlands despite being
Germany’s number one import partner is belonging to
the column called ”Rest of world (-12 countries)”. This
shouldn’t be. It should belong to the Russian column
and almost all of the oil in the last column must come
via the Netherlands. There is just no other way to
interpret all the information in this article, and even
then it doesn’t add up nearly as good as it should have.
As I have said, Russia’s number one export partner is
the Netherlands, two places above Germany on the
list, and if Germany imports 312 million bbl a year
from Russia, ¾ of that which is exported from Russia
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to the Netherlands, and Germany’s main import
partner is the Netherlands… Well, you do the math!

According to the Swedish security blogger
Cornucopia? Sweden imports 394,000 bbl of oil a day
(2016). That equals 54+ thousand tons a day or 19.7+
million tons a year. 45 percent of that crude oil comes
from Russia and 26 percent comes from Norway.

Since Norway’s export to Germany is nearly exactly
twice as much as their export to Sweden according to
the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019, our 26 percent
oil qouta bought from Norway i.e. 102,440 bbl, should
land at 205,000 bbl of Norwegian oil bought by
Germany. And it does according to the BMWi.

Since Germany’s total import of oil is 1.837 million bbl
of oil per day and the import of oil from Russia is 312+
million bbl per year or 854,795 bbl of oil per day, then
the remainder is 982,205 bbl per day they have to get
from somewhere else than Russia. As I have stated,
205,000 bbl per day comes from Norway and about
143

175,000 bbl a day comes from the UK to Germany.
That adds up to 602,205 bbl of crude oil they have to
get from the rest of the countries on the list above.
What they have to get from the rest equals almost 1/3
or 29 percent of the total oil import from every other
nation but Russia, Kazakhstan, Azerbaian, Norway and
the UK. The Norwegian and British oil is Brent-oil used
to make gasoline from and Germany’s vehicle park is
mainly running on diesel.

Scandinavians are less prone to use Diesel passenger
vehicles due to our climate conditions. Some types of
BIO diesel for instance freeze at just 1°C or 33.8°F. If
diesel is mixed with rapeseed methyl esters (RME) the
fuel lumps together at about -15°C or 5°F, and you
need to add additional regular diesel.

Sources; CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019; and the
blog Cornucopia?; and the Bundesministerium für
Wirtschaft
und
Energie
(BMWi)
and
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C_BK7PRugK4
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If the numbers in a source lacks a year attached to it,
it is always to be understood as the year 2016

Homework:

I want to emphasize that when putting a point in a
number followed by the word ”million” like this; 1.837
million, it means 1 837 000. When putting commas in
a number like this; 1,602,205 it means that it is the full
number 1 602 205, and it is not followed by the word
”million”.

How do you interpret the numbers? Are the Germans
hiding something you think?
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Or do you think that the numbers are legit? Please
motivate your standpoint.

For this task you may use the CIA WORLD FACTBOOK
as much as you wish.

146

Lesson sixteen; American CE-II
in Poland
Barrack Obama has previously hinted in September
2009 that he would revise the plans for a missile base
in Poland, but someone had clearly managed to
persuade him to pursue Bush's plans. However, it was
not a valid argument Russia Today had about the
United States having so many missile bases around
which could shoot down the Iranian missiles because
the Iranian missiles would big circle navigate over
northern latitudes (latitudes or west-east stretches)
to reach the United States.

It may also be that the Americans will be forced to
shoot down Iranian nuclear missiles over the Russian
sky. Intercontinental nuclear weapons missiles have
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high parabolic trajectories and travel at a speed of 3
miles per second (6 km/s). A missile with only a kinetic
effect can not easily be remote controlled in its
parabolic trajectory against a target in its highest
altitude that travels maybe as much as 45 degrees in
the opposite direction of an enemy missile at a speed
of mach 17,6 (approximately 13,000 miles per hour or
22,000 km/h) towards an American multi-million
people city.

If we assume that the United States would be willing
to sacrifice a substantial portion of their satellites due
to the Nuclear EMP effect, in exchange for saving a big
US city. A nuclear anti-nuclear missile would have to
detonate as close to the enemy nuclear missile as 550
yards (500 meters) in order to stop it in its deadly
trajectory. Fortunately, the American Anti-Nuclear
missile CE-II Exo (Exo Atmospheric Kill Vehicle) has
only a kinetic effect.
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The Americans themselves said that they had
technical difficulties with the intended missile shield
in Europe.

Interestingly, Putin has not mentioned anything about
that US anti-nuclear weapons missiles in the future
from Poland could shoot down their targets over the
Baltic countries or over Russia to intercept a
hypotethic Iranian missile with its aim London. For
example, from Romania or Bulgaria, you would have
to shoot down an Iranian ballistic missile with its aim
London over central Sweden or Norway. If the nuclear
weapons missile cross the Barents Sea with its aim
New York it has to be shot down approximately over
Greenland. Whether the target is London or New
York, the nuclear missile has to big circle navigate over
parts of Russia.

It is probably so that the US missile base must be
located in the Czech Republic or southern Poland, and
that the US Exo Atmospheric Kill Vehicle then
intercepts an Iranian nuclear missile with its goal New
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York over Greenland. Unless the nuclear missile
crosses the North Sea with its target London, which in
this case allows the downing of the nuclear missile
over the Baltics or Russia.

The power of two more or less frontally colliding
missiles partially level each others out. Plutonium
exposed to friction and heat becomes strongly
radioactive and radioactive material may contaminate
large areas on our soil, if and when the Iranian missile
is shot down in its trajectory on its way to London.
That is if the plutonium does not burn up in the
atmosphere.

Any trajectory missiles are detected at an early stage
with e.g. satellites with IR-sensors for them to be able
to intercept enemy missiles in time.

An American AN/TPY-2 ground radar is also in
operation at Kürecik since 2012 in eastern Turkey, and
it is an early missile warning radar station with a range
of up to 620 miles (1,000 km). AN/TPY-2 is usually
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combined with THAAD, which has to shoot down its
target "close to its belt". THAAD is a tactical army
system that is developed to shoot down short and
medium-range ballistic missiles in the descending
phase. But THAAD will not be able to shoot down
intercontinental nuclear missiles. An AN/TPY-2 radar
with its 620 miles range can not detect objects any
further away than the southern Caspian Sea.

A Space-based IR sensor is required. The sensors for
an interceptor launched from Poland that are to be
used against nuclear targets traveling over the
Greenland area must have outstanding features, since
they do not even know which US city is the target.
Speeding up to the nuclear missile at an angle of about
30 degrees from behind will not be easy to achieve. A
mid-course radar is supposed to be located near the
American missile base in southern Poland or in the
Czech Republic. The interceptor must be programmed
before starting. You must first know what altitude the
nuclear missile is flying at and at what speed and at
what stage it is in its trajectory and in exactly what
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direction it is flying, so that the Anti-Nuclear missile
knows where to intercept it.

The Americans have less than 6 minutes of warning
and preparation time if the American missile base is
located in southern Poland while the Iranian is located
near the Caspian Sea in the north of Iran. The Iranian
nuclear missile must big circle navigate. Then the
missile must be shot down somewhere over
Greenland's east coast or over the north Arctic Ocean.

The systems used for the European Missile Shield
must be the Ground-Based Midcourse Defense (GMD)
with an Interceptor (GBI) called CE-II, as well as a landbased version of SM-3. The SM-3 is very small for an
ABM, about 3,300 pounds (1,500 kg). But an
interception of an Iranian missile with the SM-3 will
not happen over the north Arctic Ocean, it completely
falls outside of the missile's performance capability.
But with a CE-II you can shoot down an Iranian missile
that has a trajectory over northern Europe, and shoot
them down over the Baltics or Russia.
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The CE-II can also intercept by flying over the nuclear
missile and ”push” it away from its path from behind.
You can read the following online (Wikipedia): "On
April 30, 2014, the Government Accountability Office
issued a report stating that the system may not be
operational any time soon because "its development
was flawed". It says the GBI missile is "capable of
intercepting a simple threat in a limited way." "

With ”In a limited way”, they are likely to mean that
the angle can not be too big to be able to hit the target
either from the rear or from the front. The CE-II
interceptor requires assistance from ground radar and
space-based sensors against more complex and
sophisticated targets. The CE-II interceptor has an
Exo-Atmospheric Kill Vehicle (EKV).

If the Russians try to wipe out the American ground
facilities in Europe with cruise missiles, I do not see
how they could manage without knowing in advance
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when the Iranians send their nuclear weapons missiles
against the United States or London.

Russia and China jointly agreed in March 2013 that
they should coordinate their reaction to the United
States plans to expand their missile defense in the
Asia-Pacific region. The statement follows the United
State’s declaration on March 16 of 2013 by Defense
Minister Chuck Hagel, to abolish the construction of
the fourth phase of the Missile Defense Shield in
Europe in favor of a missile defense shield in Alaska,
which would provide the Americans with coverage to
resist a North Korean nuclear attack. One of the
reasons the Americans intended to scrap phase 4, in
other words the intercontinental missile shield in
Europe, are the technical difficulties.
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Homework:

What signals do you figure that Obama was sending to
Greenland, the Baltic states, Sweden and Norway as
he gave a green light to building a missile shield that
would effectively shoot down missiles over selected
countries, considering that radioactive material would
spread over wide areas, to spare London from a
nuclear blast?

Or do you think the whole attempt was to keep our
countries in the dark about nuclear stuff spreading
over selected countries in case the US were to shoot
down a nuclear missile?

Note; it is impossible to beforehand determine exactly
where to shoot down a missile. The interception point
depends on not controllable circumstances. So to say
that ”we would shoot it down over the Baltic Sea” is
not a valid argument because they do not know in
advance exactly where a missile is going to be shot
down.
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Lesson seventeen; SVR and
FSB:s extraordinary authority
Noone in the highest Russian summit in the Security
Council, the President, the Prime Minister, the FSB or
the SVR takes any responsibility for the murder of
Alexander Litvinenko, a Russian defector and former
officer of the Russian FSB secret service. Non of them
takes the responsibility for the death of the Russian
journalist Anna Politkovskaya. I'm going to sort this
out here and now. I previously thought that Putin was
directly involved in the murder of Anna Politkovskaya
on October 7, 2006, but then I read that she was
murdered on Putin's birthday. 364 versus 1 that this
was no coincidence. Putin would not kill Anna herself
on his own birthday. It's kind of an unofficial holiday
when many Russians celebrate Putin. I can only
assume this event is celebrated by many disturbed
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war veterans in the streets. I think it was one of them
who in the spur of the moment wanted to give Putin
a birthday present. Or it may have been planned, but
it was not planned by Putin in that case. It is therefore
quite possible that Putin does not lie when he says
that he had nothing to do with Anna's murder.

Presumably, Putin believes in what he himself says
when he sort of establishes [at the time when George
W Bush was president. Author’s note] that he is; "The
only democrat among the leaders of the world". But
he is not. Putin cannot be blamed for every evil deed
that happens in the world, but he owns the war in
Ukraine. The problem is that Russia is free for some,
but like a prison for others. It can be associated with
life-threatening danger to express yourself in the
"wrong" manner in Russia, as the situation is in so
many other countries. The quote: "I disagree with
what you say, but I am prepared to die for your right
to say it" cannot be translated to the political life in
Russia. Consequently, Russia is not a democracy.
Perhaps Russia is quarter-democratic, but Thomas
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Jefferson once said; "Freedom of expression cannot
be limited, only lost."

That one or some of the highest-ranking members of
the Russian Security Council have been involved in the
death of the former KGB agent Alexander Litvinenko
on November 23, 2006 in London must be considered
as evident. Why? Because polonium 210 is only
produced on an industrial basis in one state in the
whole world, namely in Russia. Russia produce only
100 grams of polonium 210 in the world on an annual
basis. Polonium 210 costs 2,000,000 American dollars
per gram (0.03527396 oz). Most murderers couldn’t
afford it, however, a state can. Polonium 210 is an
industrial product, which is used in microscopic
quantities, among other things when manufacturing
plastic cups for water containers and the like. Apart
from states with nuclear power plants, no one can
come across polonium 210 in the quantities used for
the murder of Litvinenko, if he doesn’t have control
over the Russian enrichment of Uranium. I assume
that the Russians have control over these 100
extremely valuable grams produced per year.
158

And in addition, that person must have prior
knowledge of the properties of the alpha-radiating
polonium, such as that it is difficult to trace in a human
body, that it is toxic only when swallowed or absorbed
via wounds, and that it has a very short half-life in
these contexts. It suggests that someone has asked
scientists, or has been informed by a scientist,
someone who has ambitions within Russia's borders.
It has been claimed from the Russians that one of the
Russian oligarchs (read Boris Berezovsky, now living in
London) has bought polonium 210 from Russia with
the obscure purpose of killing Litvinenko.
Interestingly, Litvinenko himself on his deathbed,
pointed out Putin as his killer, and not Berezovsky who
knew Litvinenko personally.

Boris Berezovsky can be acquitted by English
authorities. The English know what business and
productions Boris has got in England. Is polonium 210
included in any of Berezovsky's companies products,
and if so, how many decigrams, centigrams or even
milligrams does he buy per year? I am sure that no
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radioactive material is allowed to be brought into the
United Kingdom without permission, and Berezovsky
has got far too much to lose to jeopardize his
citizenship in England by letting some obscure person
smuggle it in on his behalf. But it's just a sidetrack in
the form of a conspiracy theory that Berezovsky is
guilty. The only thing that distinguishes that "theory"
from an ordinary conspiracy theory is that "the
theory" comes from the top of the Russian Security
Council (I have put the word theory within quotation
marks here, because the Russians know that they are
the ones who are guilty).

Putin may not be behind the death of Litvinenko
personally, but he knows who murdered him, so high
up in the hierarchy must the killer be. This makes Putin
a Machiavellian liar. It is noteworthy that both the
murder of Anna Politkovskaya and the assassination
of Alexander Litvinenko took place within less than 2
months, shortly after SVR and FSB received extended
authorities, i.e. the right to kill in the service of the
state.
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The conclusion is that Putin must abolish the law
about the right for SVR and FSB to liquidate people,
who are considered a threat to Russia's internal
security within or outside the borders of the Russian
Federation, if Putin wants to be a democrat as he says
he is. Because if Putin knew nothing of the murder
plans during the time of Litvinenko's death, he has no
control over the security organs. He has their loyalty,
but he has no control over what they do. And that is
entirely due to the new law from 2006, which really
came into existence primarily for counteracting
against the Chechen rebels first of all.

If you do not have control over the security organs,
you do not control the country. Russia is a ship that
sails wind for wave on the stormy waters of
patriotism, and they are about to crash against the
rocks. Not because they are patriotic, but because
they are undemocratic and violent. I remember when
Putin said, "The weak gets beaten". It was after the
failed hostage rescue in a school in Beslan in
September 2004. I have pinpointed that day as the day
when Putin changed his attitude from democratic
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thinking, to nomenclature, machiavellism and elite
thinking, probably. One must not forget that it was the
relatively good Boris Yeltsin who appointed Putin as
Prime Minister in 1999. [This chapter was written by
me in 2007, the year before the war in Georgia.
Author’s Note.]

If Putin does not revise the Russian law about SVR and
FSB having the right to liquidate what they call
terrorists and other people, then some coldhammered future statesman in Sweden may
introduce a similar law. It is not difficult to imagine, on
the above grounds, that weaker Swedish politicians
who are less of statesmen, sit as in a fox trap and lets
themselves be extorted, but without descending from
their powerful positions because of a trivial thing like
that. They constitute about 85 percent of the entire
government, with the exception of Carl Bildt, who on
the other hand lacks domestic as well as foreign
support. He is the self-important Swede who is
married to that Italian woman. Or as a high up ranking
American said about C.B.; "He is a medium sized dog
with a big dog attitude". I am convinced that he is
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perceived like so because he represents a small state
with a weak military defense that cannot back up his
big mouth. I think that Carl Bildt has plenty of
statesman characteristics, just a little bit less than
Göran Persson’s. Jan Björklund certainly has a certain
poise, but lacks important statesman characteristics
just like all other pseudo-statesmen in the bourgeoise
Alliance. The Alliance as a whole was and is a veritable
disaster for Sweden.

Homework:

Is there even a faint possibility that the murder of
Alexander Litvinenko was not Russian state
organized? If yes, please motivate your standpoint.

Do you see a pattern with the poisoned Russian
double agent Sergei Skripal in 2018? Or am I being a
slight bit paranoid? Note, I speak ironically.
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1. Lesson eighteen; Who owns
the Internet?
I'm not going to hold anyone on the stretch bench, the
answer to the headline's question is the US. We know
that the United States can continue with its
surveillance of non-American organizations and
citizens online without any repercussions.

We don’t have to start a war to outmaneuver the
Anglo-American axis dominance. It is sufficient
enough to do two things.

i.

Follow God's will or a moral guideline.
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ii.

Build a parallel Internet more free from
surveillance.

It is of course no small thing to build an Internet from
scratch with all its individual components and
networks. But I believe that, together with most
northern European countries, we can do that. France,
Italy and Spain are also possible collaborators. It
depends on what they can participate with. Noone
here in Europe should prevent cooperation, between
individual American/British academics and the Nordic
countries in this project, but unfortunately Britain is
too much intertwined with and favored by the United
States to be considered as a trustworthy national
cooperation partner. I believe that they as a state
would rather counteract us than contribute to the
realization of the project. This is certain because the
United Kingdom and the Commonwealth countries
are excluded from the surveillance that the United
States has placed on all other countries including
Germany and Sweden.
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As for the facts about the US surveillance of the EU,
the so-called PRISM surveillance program, we do not
know much about it. You can read the following on
Wikipedia;

On June 19, 2013, U.S. President Barack Obama,
during a visit to Germany, stated that the NSA’s data
gathering practices constitute “a circumscribed,
narrow system directed at us being able to protect our
people”.

Wikipedia does not provide any clues about what and
whom the US has been spying on, despite an
exhaustive and long, obviously government
authorized Wikipedia page – PRISM surveillance
program. The government apparently considered it
better to forestall than to be caught.

It is known that the German BND (foreign espionage)
has used the American spyware XKeyscore (XKS) for
analyzing but not collecting data since 2007, and
German BfV (domestic intelligence) has used a test
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version since 2012. So the Germans secret service
must have been aware of the until July 2013 secret
tools for the US surveillance program. However, they
did not say that they approved of the American
surveillance of the European Parliament or Angela
Merkel and the disclosure of their e-mail.

In May 2015, however, it appeared that much were
indicating that the German BND helped the American
NSA to committ industrial espionage against
European industrial companies. It is therefore close at
hand to think that the Americans have been able to
monitor mainland Europeans, not so much because
the Americans have had technological solutions, but
because of the Europeans' own cooperation with the
NSA. The Americans have played European countries
on the continent against each other.

We may not even need to build our own internet to
stop the Prism surveillance section 702 program. It
may be sufficient to divest European intelligence
organizations from cooperating with the NSA, through
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exposing of the Americans’ methods. But we would
still probably benefit by taking technical precautions.

On the 2 of December 2013, the European
Commission criticized what it calls ”US large-scale
espionage against citizens, businesses and leaders" in
Europe. Danish Telenor and Vice Chairman of the
Norwegian Storting's (the government) Control and
Constitutional Committee, Michael Tetzschner, is
upset by FRA's (Swedish government organization
equivalent to the NSA) surveillance of our neighboring
countries.

I would be very surprised if the rest of the world do
not do the same kind of work as FRA, and half of the
world's security services work with FRA, including
Denmark’s and Norway’s security services. A large
part of Russia's communication with the outside world
takes place via Swedish cables. But I do not think that
FRA spies on the Storting, there are still no revealing
Edward Snowden documents, which speak for
Swedish espionage of that kind against friendly
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nations and especially not Nordic neighboring
countries. We are simply better than that. As we say
in Sweden when we hope for something bad not to
happen; Pepper, pepper, knock on wood.

Homework:

Axel Oxenstierna, the Swedish Royal advisor to the
very successful 17:th century warrior king Gustav II
Adolf, is said to once have made a remark to his son.
”Dost thou not known, my son, with how little wisdom
the world is governed.”

Do you think the Germans are completely bonkers
who helps the NSA spy on businesses in other
European countries, or do you think they are just
surprisingly stupid? The Germans are the last to be
invited to an US turkey dinner! It’s just mindboggling
and tiering. Can you explain how the Germans cannot
see how they are working against their own interest?
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2. Lesson nineteen; Cyber
espionage
Target Sweden

Ever since the Bush era the National Security Agency
(NSA) collects, saves and sometimes reads/listens to
selected conversations of millions of French and
Spanish and probably also millions of Germans,
Swedes and others. Merkel incidentally turned sour
when she subsequently in late October 2013 realized
that she was probably herself wire-tapped by the NSA.
The NSA wired the German head of state Angela
Merkel's phones and 33 other world leaders, at least
according to the whistleblower Edward Snowden's
leaked information. The wire-tapping has not been
denied by the NSA or the White House. The NSA says
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they are wire-tapping people to avoid future terrorist
acts. Is Merkel a terrorist sympathizer then?

In any case, you can be sure that everything Angela
Merkel has said have also been listened in to by
someone high up in the US government apparatus,
unlike most of the other "noise". The question is
whether they even consider themselves to be
competitive without the NSA's controversial methods
any longer.

It seems probable that the Americans will let go of the
wire-tapping of the western world's leaders and the
European parliament through the NSA’s "section 702
program" whose aim is foreign individuals on our side
of the Atlantic Ocean and most likely also on the other
side of the Pacific Ocean. But as for the other
European citizens, I do not think we will see any
penitence from the Americans. The section 702
program differ from section 215 program which is
aimed at citizens' metadata. What they are interested
in with section 215 program is not primarily what is
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said, instead it is oriented to whatever networks exist,
i.e. information about who is calling who, when and
how often, according to a Swedish security expert.
Section 702 is probably much more thorough. It is
usually not as easy to spy on your own people in a
democracy from a legal perspective.

Target Germany

An employee of the German intelligence service BND
is reported to have spied on behalf of the United
States. The man is said to have handed over secret
documents to the Americans. These are documents
that concerns, among other things, the German
political committee that investigates the US
intelligence service NSA's activities in Germany. The
31-year-old employee at the BND intelligence service
is said to have collected 218 documents on an USB
stick over a period of two years. The United States
reportedly has paid him a trivial sum of about 28,000
US dollars in total. The suspected spy scandal was
rolled up after suspicions that the man stood in
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contact with the Russian security service. He was
arrested somewhere in the area around Munich and
in the subsequent interrogation of him he has
admitted that he had sold information to the US.

According to the Süddeutsche Zeitung, the German
Foreign Ministry invited the US Ambassador to ask
him to help unravel what has happened. The suspect
is suspected of handing the documents to the US,
from the "NSA committee" in the German Bundestag.
The committee's task is to examine the extent of
NSA's operations in Germany, and it was appointed
after Edward Snowden's leaked information. Thus
data from the committee who is set to examine the
US intelligence service may have leaked to the United
States. Moreover, the German Chancellor Angela
Merkel's mobile phone has, as believed, been wiretapped. Source; SR; Ekot, July 5, 2014

In July 2014, the German government requested that
the highest representative of the US intelligence
service (CIA) in Berlin was to leave the country, and
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this was the last thing I have heard about the
controversy.

In the book "The Great Spy Scandal" or ”Pullach
intern”, which was first published in 1971 in Germany
and 1972 in Sweden, written by the two Der Spiegel
journalists Hermann Zolling and Heinz Höhne who
were leading experts in intelligence services operating
in West and East Germany at the time, it appears that
the phenomenon of American political espionage and
industrial espionage against (west) Germany has been
going on since long before the IT age.

There are only four designated countries that the NSA
are not allowed to wire-tap according to secret legal
documents from 2010, which Edward Snowden
leaked in June 2014. According to the documents, the
intelligence agency NSA has had much greater
freedom to collect information than previously
known, the Washington Post writes. Only the UK,
Canada, Australia and New Zealand are exempted
from wire-tapping. Among the leaked documents,
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there is also a list of 193 countries in the world whose
governments can be of interest to the NSA, and that is
almost all the countries of the world. The World Bank,
the International Monetary Fund, and the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) may also
be wire-tapped.

The special US court whose task it is to monitor the
NSA has determined that it is permissible for the NSA
to wire-tap all telecommunications traffic that goes to
and from interesting spy targets in other countries.
But what is more is that according to the Washington
Post, the NSA also collects all the communication
concerning these interesting spy targets. This means
that a much larger group of people are included in the
circuit that can be wire-tapped, the Washington Post
reports. It fits.

What is app?

But the NSA cannot be allowed to spy indiscriminately
on individuals. First, the individual must himself
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approve the terms of use for various apps, which
people sometimes have to do in order for the phone
to work as it is intended, since the installation of the
app is essential for the mobile's function. So in
practice it is mandatory to let yourself be spied on.

NSA can easily find out where you have been, when
you have been there, which route you have taken and
they also know what people you have text messaged
or talked with and how you look, provided that you
have taken pictures that end up in the cloud
connected to your mobile phone and computer.

Had it not been up to the user himself to approve the
espionage against him/her then everyone could have
spied on anyone, especially the United States, and the
United States could not have done anything about it
without losing face. It would have become "Bellum
omnium contra omnes" = everyone's war against
everyone. Now, the US publicly can push countries to
prosecute or extradite cybercriminals for espionage,
instead of the United States just sitting silent and idle.
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All apps may not be used for NSA purposes and their
terms of use are not written by the NSA or even by US
lawyers.

The Posse Comitatus Act prohibits the US military
from collecting information about US citizens, and the
NSA is too part of the armed forces under the United
States Department of Defense.

The above is just a hypothesis but it is highly
reasonable and logically derived, because we know
that the NSA is engaged in espionage against us, the
question is just how and under what forms. There is
where we can start to unravel.

I do not know, and I do not think there is anyone in
Europe who knows, since it is not explicitly stated
anywhere in the terms of use when downloading an
app, that one can be spied on by the NSA when
approving certain apps. Maybe the UK government
and secret intelligence know. But I read in June 2014
that the NSA is focusing on - probably shared - pictures
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now. Probably they will now focus on already
suspected persons, their appearance and clothing and
the surroundings where they have been or are,
personal associations, photo associations, timing of
moving activity and camera activity, and modes of
transport e.g. train, bus, car or motorcycle. The NSA
keeps track on where some of the suspects resides via
their mobile phones' GPS apps, like Family Locator, an
app among many that requires access to your
personal photos and sensitive data when you install it.
Trains run in unique patterns on railroad rails and the
stations are located with long intervals at given
locations. Cars run in a pattern that often means the
straightest route without predictable intermediate
stops on straight roads. Buses run in predetermined
patterns and stops regularly at the same recurring
places on straight roads. Motorcycles can drive and
park on some streets, where cars or buses cannot
drive or park, and arrive faster than other traffic in
rush hour traffic.

This is against individuals who are already stuck in the
NSA's claws through suspicious emails and text
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messages. But there is a feeling of dissatisfaction for
us ordinary Swenson's that the NSA can take part of
personal pictures and information about us,
regardless of whether our images will be inspected by
experts at the NSA or not. It is enough that someone
else has access to personal images of our family
members, our most intimate and most valuable.

The NSA has problems with many concerned
Europeans and other world citizens outside the US
being reluctant to installing or updating apps that
require access to personal information and images on
their cellphone. Therefore their policy have been to
attract customers with a generous free storage space
in the cloud. For my part, I have resigned. I download
all the apps I get proposed to me now, even those that
require access to sensitive data, otherwise there is a
risk that I will have problems with the cellphone. Or its
full function as an Android obviously gets reduced.
They can have access to my entire private life, because
they probably already have it anyway!
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In August 2015, we probably saw the effects of the US
government's more or less openly promised
”tightening” of the section 702 program, with the
upgrade to Windows 10 to make life miserable also for
PC owners with Windows operating systems. Actually,
it is Microsoft that collects the information, but
because of the amount of information it is stored only
temporarily. This does not mean that they cannot
store interesting information for longer times. Nor
does it mean that Microsoft does not disclose
information to US authorities when they require
access to sensitive information about citizens and
businesses in Europe, apart from citizens and
businesses in the UK of course. Everything you type on
the keyboard are uploaded, including passwords,
credit card numbers, content in encrypted emails,
medical records, police investigations, defense
secrets, etc. The dice are loaded to our disadvantage.
This also means that the United States whenever they
wish can get to key people, hijack their savings and,
above all, steal their identity. Those who use mobile
broadband will also see their monthly transmission
capacity eaten up continuously when Microsoft is
spying on them and uploades large amounts of your
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data. Even if you have deactivated the voice control,
everything is immediately loaded into an activated
microphone up to a number of servers.

Tape over your webcam with masking tape and turn
off your microphone on your computer, that's my
advise! Because so bad has it become. Orwell's 1984
is here for everyone except for big brother USA, UK,
Canada, Australia and New Zealand. You get
indignant. But I can comfort myself with that in the
long run, it will be the United States that loses on the
wire-tapping. But the question is whether our era's
civilization is coming to an end, since there is no other
nation that can take on themselves America's former
central role for God and/or humanity.

Homework:

What are you doing to protect yourself from NSA’s,
China’s and Russia’s cyber espionage? Make a
multipoint list or start making plans.
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3. Lesson twenty: Implications
for the US economy
Edward Snowden's disclosure about how US
intelligence (NSA) spies on millions of people's
telecommunications and data communications has
led to problems for US technology companies. The
simplest explanation is that customers are reacting to
the surveillance from the NSA, which collects what we
call Metadata, i.e. ingelligence about what contacts
people have on the Internet, or on the phone.

In Europe, the NSA's espionage is much more up close
and personal. Snowden's data has shown that large US
technology companies, such as Microsoft, Google,
Facebook, Yahoo, have more or less been forced, with
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reference to the law, to let the NSA into their systems
in the intelligence agency's search for terrorists.

Since it is now known that millions of people who are
not suspected of anything also are monitored by the
NSA, some of them have reacted with anger towards
technology companies. When they cannot guarantee
privacy, the customers turn to someone else, or build
their own systems which they think are safer. The New
York Times has spoken to an expert who believes that
the business losses of major technology companies
can reach $ 35 billion in a few years. Other analysts
guess $ 180 billion in potential loss.

Technology companies wants to know what the
president and the congress will do to regulate and
limit the monitoring of their customers. One of
Microsoft's managers told the New York Times that
business customers in particular wants to know, more
than ever, how their information is stored, used and
secured. Right now, technology companies cannot
provide any answers to that. They are waiting for the
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politicians to speak up and they are frustrated about
not having received it already. They don't know how
to get answers, it’s like sucking blood from a stone.

In March 21, 2014, President Obama met a number of
technology company representatives in a two-hour
meeting. They have had several meetings before that
in which they talked about monitoring and integrity.

The technology companies are also concerned that
the responsibility for storing that big amounts of data
would be transferred to them, from the NSA. The
technology companies do not want that, but it was an
idea that Obama favored. He referred the questions
to the Congress.

In the meantime, new disclosures are coming up
almost every week about the NSA's surveillance.
Bush's and Obama's motives for NSA's deep wire
tapping goes like this;
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if the NSA had the right to overlook foreign individuals
and organizations, we would have been able to
prevent nineeleven.

And they claim that they have been able to prevent
terrorist attacks after nineeleven thanks to the
survaillance program. The claim is probably not as
true as that nineeleven could not be prevented due to
territorial pissing. They didn’t manage to prevent the
Boston bombers or the gay nightclub shooter in
Orlando Florida, Omar Mateen, from committing their
deeds even though their deeds came after nineeleven.

If there had been no waterproof bulkheads between
the CIA, the FBI, the DIA and the NSA and if the
organizational culture had not been so sluggish in
government agencies such as the CIA and the FBI, then
nineeleven perhaps could have been prevented. In
the summer of 2001, the CIA in vain repeatedly
warned President George W. Bush and other White
House officials that an al-Qaeda attack was imminent.
A few special agents at the CIA's Alec station tried to
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warn the FBI headquarters that the malicious terrorist
al-Mihdhar was in the US, but a CIA manager ordered
the agents to be silent. One of the agents stated, "It
was a classic example of when analysts owns
information," he said. “Operators share information.
Some analysts tended to think of information as; never
you mind." Source; SR; Ekot, March 2014

Anyway, these are old but very alive news. We’ll
probably have to wait and see if there comes a new
Edward Snowden in the future, that would stir up the
hornets nest. We have VPN services today, but I don’t
trust the bulk of the VPN providers, like Surfshark or
NordVPN. What we can know is that the US security
organizations will continue and try to get to European
industrial companies’ knowhow with the sitting and
all the future US presidents’ blessings. It’s like a
culture of forced weddings.
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Homework:

What solutions do you think are available to us
Europeans regarding how to force the current
American president to a sufficient level speak up to
our satisfaction about storing of data and the
surveillance programs? I can tell you one thing. The
closer to a second presidential terms end limit, the
more the probability goes up. But at the same time
the promise will proportionally be worth less, closer
to a presidential terms end limit. But overall the
probability is very small for a thorough US account on
how the NSAs information is stored, used and
secured. Please let me know if you have any ideas!
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Lesson Twentyone: Liberal
decadence; Putin
At the end of June and the beginning of July 2015,
Putin put in a higher gear and was accusing the West
again for depraved liberal decadence. Putin claims
that he and Russia maintain a kind of moral
conservatism, that contrasts with the western
countries’ depraved lifestyles with gay rainbow
parades and all that nonsense. But this moral
conservatism is obligatory for the individual in Russia.
It is not possible to talk about Russian freedom
anymore.

Interestingly, Russia, after 2011, according to Russian
academy member Vadim Pokrovsky, head of the
Federal Center for the Fight against AIDS in Russia, has
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withdrawn all state funds for HIV/AIDS prevention in
the country. This resulted in that the number of HIVinfected Russians increased by ten percent in just one
year, and the increase continued. 90,000 new infected
people were discovered in 2014 and Pokrovsky said
there would be one million HIV-infected Russians by
the end of 2015. The medical specialist Pokrovsky
expected the actual number to be much higher,
perhaps as much as seven times higher. In 2014 alone,
190,000 Russians died of AIDS or AIDS-related
diseases. Almost half of those infected with HIV in
Russia are drug addicts, but those who catch HIV
increasingly acquire it through heterosexual contacts.
3 percent of all Russian men are infected.

Vladimir Putin thus believes that the West is
depraved. But at least classic Americans and Swedes
believe that we have got a free will, of which we are
meant to use. We have the God-given right to choose
God or to reject Him, man as well as woman. One
cannot force anyone to choose heaven, it does not
lead to the heavenly kingdom either for the coercer
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nor for the coerced! That is if you believe in God, as I
do.

Therefore, it is we who are right, who let every man
and woman decide for themselves how to live their
lives, without reprisals from a hypothetic state church
or from the politicians. Freedom of agency is so
important to God, because God wants you to seek him
up of your own free will.

If it then would turn out that we are the same scrap of
iron as the Russians, then we at least are only coercive
to a much lesser degree, and we are supported by God
unlike Putin's Russia. Those who are the least wicked
are also those who are commissioned by God to lead
the free world. Traditionally, the Americans have been
the only ones who have been able to do so. Therefore,
Putin's new-Roman ambitions will fail, for he does not
have God on his side.

Putin's Russia is more like a corrupt kleptocratic
central African country with a consolidated and stable
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post-colonial rule than it is like America. And I have
been so keen on that the United States does not
deviate from the straight path, because then it would
be all over for everybody. And it appears like it is going
to be over soon.

Homework:

It is time to confess color. What do you think of the
following statement:

”One cannot force anyone to choose heaven, it does
not lead to the heavenly kingdom either for the
coercer nor for the coerced.”

You might think the above sentence to be unrelated
to strategy. But it is not unrelated at all. The manner
in which we answer this question says everything
about everything. Your answer reveals more about
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your implied strategy and also tactics than anything
else you can say or do. If I know that you are the kind
of person who disagree about this statement I also
know that I can beat you. You wouldn’t know what hit
you if you were a foreign statesman and I would
decide that my country should attack your country or
your country's interests! Smack.., you are dead!
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Lesson twentytwo;
Fundamental idea from the
Finnish National Defence
University
Lt. Col. Jyri Raitasalo, military professor of war studies
at the Finnish National Defence University, posted an
article in the net-media ”The National Interest” in the
beginning of January 2019, where he asserted that
hypersonic missiles are not a game changer or so
decisive as most professionals think they are. I think
that Raitasalo has made a correct conclusion. The
overall idea is his, but I am going to explain why he is
right here.
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I suppose that hypersonic missiles cannot manouver
as much in its trajectory as regular missiles can in the
same distance traveled. That means that the enemy’s
hypersonic missile will actually be easier to shoot
down if the opponent is allowed a sufficient time
window to prepare his reaction in time. Surely
hypersonic missiles cannot fly faster than the speed of
light, so detection of the missiles won't be the biggest
problem.

This means that the biggest advantages the Russians
will get with hypersonic missiles, if we set aside the
fact that they can use nuclear warheads when and if
they want a nuclear war, are that in a duel between,
let's for simplicity’s sake say two opposing ships, the
Russians have a chance to strike its target maybe even
before their opponent's missiles can lock on its target
by itself. Be aware of that we then are talking about
supersonic missiles rather than hypersonic missiles.
The other thing is that the Russians can fire more
salvos in a quicker pace than the Americans can, if the
Russians see that the first salvos missed its target. And
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that gives a higher probability for the Russians to win
a duel.

This said, there are several other factors that affects
the outcome of a duel. Radar capability and efficiency
for instance. Or stealth ability. Not to mention ECMability. Chaff/Windows. There are other counter
measures. But also the quality of the crew and quality
of equipment and missiles. Wind and weather and
time of year (season). Whether or not the system is
semi-automatic and always manned with personnel
and has an authorized senior officer always on deck.
Training and qualifications of the crew and the
officers. The manner and time in wich a decision is
taken and the orders are given to the personnel, i.e.
fighting techniques and rules of order. Rules of
engagement. And the last things I come to think of are
luck and/or misfortune.

I haven’t even accounted for systems integration
between different platforms and arenas and/or UAVs.
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Homework:

Am I being realistic if I assert that the biggest threat
from the supersonic missiles will not be nuclear?

If not, how do you think a war scenario will play out
when the Russians sends away a missile with a nuclear
warhead against an American war ship or group of
ships?

If you think the only option available for the US is to
retaliate with a nuclear strike of their own, do you not
think that the Russians could foresee that?

If yes or no, do you think the Russians are suicidal?

If yes, do you consider yourself to be suicidal?
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Lesson twentythree; Nordic
defense cooperation
In a joint article on Friday, April 10, 2015, the Defense
Ministers of Sweden, Finland, Norway and Denmark +
Iceland's Foreign Minister presented their plans for
increased military cooperation between the
countries. In the declaration, the ministers declared
the deepened cooperation with the statement; "we
must relate to Russia's actions, not to Kremlin's
rhetoric".

We believe that Russia has shown that it is "ready to
use military means to achieve its goals, even when it
violates international principles of international law".
The Russian Foreign Ministry responded in a
communiqué two days later that what worries
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Moscow most is that Sweden and Finland tend to
increasingly approach NATO. The Foreign Ministry in
Moscow also accused the Nordic countries of having
embarked on an anti-Russian course. Russian Foreign
Ministry also claims that the public in the Nordic
countries have been subjected to an aggressive,
implied anti-Russian, propaganda recently.

But NATO's highest political leadership welcomes a
deepened Nordic defense cooperation. Independent
Russian military expert Alexander Golts says
Moscow's worst fears are being realized, but Russia
will not respond with military means. I'd rather hear it
from the NATO Secretary General, but Ok.

Four points in the deepened cooperation:

• More common exercises.
• Joint industrial cooperation also in defense context.
• Joint exchange of intelligence information.
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• Joint processing of cyber material.

What can halt a Nordic defense cooperation is if
Iceland is not given space and assistance to build up
its own defense. We witnessed it happening in August
2015. Russia decided to stop imports of, among other
things, Icelandic fish. The trade conflict with Russia
has sparked a debate in Iceland. Several important
Icelandic politicians, even ministers, have questioned
whether their small export-dependent country can
actually afford to continue supporting the other
western countries’ sanctions policy against Russia.

The fishery accounts for around 35 percent (2017) of
all exports from Iceland, and Russia is the second
largest market for Icelandic fish products. Therefore,
the entire Icelandic economy was hit hard on August
13, 2015, when Russia decided to stop importing food
from Iceland. Russia aimed their punishment at
Iceland for standing with EU:s sanctions against Russia
even though Iceland is not an EU member.
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EU sanctions against Russia include financing of
Russian banks controlled by the state, an arms
embargo and restrictions on exports to the Russian
energy sector.

Ukraine, Albania, Montenegro and Liechtenstein have
also ended up on Russia's black list for similar reasons
as Iceland. Russia's black list is Russia's response to EU
sanctions policy.

A government source in Reykjavik states that
preliminary figures indicate that the Russian import
stop will cost Iceland 3 percent of the country's total
exports and 1.5 percent of their GDP. Russia has so far
bought almost half of all mackerel exported from
Iceland.

Instead, when that market is closed, Iceland is trying
to get the EU to reduce its 18 percent tariff on
Icelandic mackerel. The tariff originated as an effect of
the "mackerel war" where Iceland has had difficulty in
accepting the EU:s and Norway’s mackerel quotas in
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the North Atlantic. As Iceland receives this kind of
blow because they support the EU trade sanctions
against Russia, it is only natural that Iceland ask for
flexibility and for the EU to reduce these tariffs.

"When it comes to these [Russian] sanctions, there is
probably no other country in Europe that is hit as hard
as Iceland. We as an organization try not to end up in
the middle of an international dispute, but we must
somehow minimize the effects of this.” Quote;
Kolbeinn Arnason head of the Icelandic fisheries
industry organization SFS. Source; SR; Ekot

For the Nordic countries to be able to stand united as
a force to defend ourselves in a world that increasingly
exhibits economic, political and military irregular
competitive conditions, it is necessary that we
coordinate regulations and permits for sea traffic
regarding foreign warships through the Danish
Storebælt and the Swedish-Danish Öresund straights.
The term "airdraft" in the picture is the maximum
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height a vessel can have to be able to pass through the
bridges’ arcades.

Homework:

Consider the idea to coordinate and/or limit foreign
Naval passage through the Danish and Swedish straits.

Will it solve any safety problems for our two countries
or any countries in the Baltic Sea? Up to date, Russian
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and Chinese Naval ships have repeatedly passed
through either one or the other strait.

If no, how do you figure?

If yes, how would it affect the relations between the
former two historically often with each other
belligerent nations of Sweden and Denmark? Danes
and Swedes have fundamental differences in
mentality. Danes are continental whilst Swedes are
not. Sweden have more similarities with the classic
America than they have similarities with Denmark.

203

Lesson twentyfour; Russian
warships with Kalibr missiles
in the West Atlantic
In January 2019, Bill Gertz, senior editor of the
Washington Free Beacon, writes that ”Russia is
deploying long-range, precision cruise missiles to the
western Atlantic that American defense officials say
will allow Moscow to target Washington and other
East Coast cities with conventional or nuclear attacks.
Moscow is adding Kalibr land attack cruise missiles to
both warships and missile submarines that Moscow
plans to use in Atlantic patrols near the United States,
sorties that were once routine during the Cold War.”
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Putin is just exploiting an opportunity. By cornering
the Americans like the Americans have cornered
China he is forcing the US to;

1. Either respond with violence against Russia’s
Naval ships, and that would leave the US
open to a Chinese violent response in the
South China Sea.
2. Or the US can shrug off the Russian behavior
and win the South China Sea dispute, if Xi
Jinping stays reasonable, which is far from
certain. But then the Russians would have
moved forward their positions in the West
Atlantic Ocean permanently.

What does the US rather want, I think is the million
dollar question. Freedom of navigation in the South
China Sea, or owning their ”own” waters and thereby
securing their safety? I might add that securing your
”own” waters only means marginalized higher
security for American bases and cities on the east
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coast. But it does limit Russian ability to commit sneak
attacks against the US.

Now I will advise you.

a. Make efforts to shadow the Russian
submarines 24/7.
b. Then double the stakes by deploying
submarines in the Barents Sea.
c. Norway has long since requested an
increased US presence in the Barents Sea.
Exploit it!

Homework:

Is there a German thumbprint on this venture
spearheaded by the Russians? The Trump
administration has cornered Germany and its allied
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partner the Netherlands pretty hard these passed
days in the beginning of 2019.

To me it looks like the Germans’ thumb-mark,
although I would say that the thumbprint is to small at
this moment to justify a reproach. But I would also say
that jumping to conclusions is not really jumping to
conclusions, it’s merely making them a suspect. But to
openly accuse the Germans at this point wouldn’t be
the right rapprochement.

This is the lesson for today; Every time you get
suspicious, keep the thought in the back of your head
and never stop contemplating it, never stop
comparing it with new information, until you can
confirm it or until it has been falsified, even if it will
take years of fact searching and cognitive thinking.
Your level of perseverance determines if you will
become a good intelligence person or not.
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Lesson twentyfive; The Baltic
states
In 1989, Estonia had a population of 1,565,000, of
which 30,3 percent were ethnic Russians. In 2007,
Estonia had a population of 1,342,000, of which 25.6
percent were ethnic Russians. This means that
130,100 ethnic Russians emigrated out of a
population of 474,200 Russians (1989) and that
92,900 Estonians emigrated out of a population of
1,090,700 (1989) between 1989-2007. So the
population decline was happening mostly at the
guests' expense (the Russians) even though they did
not have any reason to be there from the beginning.
However, most of them were forcefully relocated
from Russia to the Baltic states during the Soviet era,
and they have no fault of their own or their
descendants, for living there. There is no one living
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that can be held accountable, for the country’s
demographics and that the ethnic Russian population
lives where they live now.

Of course, the ethnic Russian population can be held
accountable for their behavior. The Estonians are
forced to make the best of the situation. Until a
number of years ago, it went well, but in 2007 there
was an uprising during the bronze soldier crisis when
Estonian authorities wanted to move a bronze statue
of a Russian WWII soldier from the center of Tallin to
a peripheral cemetery in the capital.

The statue is a symbol of Russian supremacy that has
stood since the Soviet era. The Estonians had every
right to move the statue, and Russia acted beyond
their rights when they more than likely targeted the
country in an IT attack. Estonia is so IT-integrated that
the country is sometimes called E-stonia. Russia,
simultaneously, started a large-scale repair work
project on the railway at the Russian side of Narva.
Look up Narva in your Atlas, it’s a geographically and
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historically important city! This effectively stopped all
rail transports, which very negatively affected
Estonia’s economy, as Estonia is a transit country for
goods.

Estonia requested help from NATO, and NATO sent
professional military IT-technicians to help Estonia
defend itself against and recover from these IT
attacks. It is this kind of Russian behavior that makes
me oppose that Swedes associate with Russians by
entering into business contracts with Russia, and so it
is understood that if you do business with Russian
companies, you are doing business with the Russian
mafia, and in the long run, you are jumping into bed
with the FSB (KGB's heir).

At least if you don’t do as IKEA and banish taking and
giving of bribes at both high and low levels in Russia
and everywhere else. But look at how it’s going for
IKEA in Russia. Should honest Swedish companies in
Russia be forced to kneel before the Tsar while
Russian companies in Sweden should thrive and be
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allowed to criminalize society? As long as these
Swedish companies are not special steel
manufacturers or high tech companies of course,
because then it is certainly advantageous for Putin
that Swedish companies establish themselves in
Russia. Can they blame us for avoiding such a situation
when they run such a cannon boat diplomacy as they
do, put in their own words?

By wanting, intending to, planning and budgeting for,
and being able to defend Gotland, we help the Baltic
states best. Sweden has helped to thwart Russia's
Baltic "energy blockade", by placing a power cable
between Nybro in Småland to Lithuania, as part of the
European Union’s energy policy. At the same time, we
could not back up the work with any credible defense,
and Russian interferences were common.

The Russian Prosecutor General was to investigate
"whether it was legal by the Soviet Union to recognize
the Baltic States". This was reported in Dagens
Nyheter on June 30, 2015. The Russian Prosecutor
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General has previously stated that it was against the
law that Crimea was handed over to Ukraine in 1954.
Not surprisingly he also claimed that this does not
have any legal consequences. Yevgeny Fjodorov and
Anton Romanov from Putin's party "United Russia"
have demanded an investigation. The parliament
members argued that the decision harmed Russia's
sovereignty and led to the dismembering of the Soviet
Union. The two believe that the recognition of the
Baltic States was treason and harmed Russia's
sovereignty with the explanation that it were nonconstitutional coups that led to the emergence of the
Baltic states.

Since when can a state claim that its own laws have
priority before the laws of another state and that at
the expense of the other state? Now I understand why
the official Russian protests against Finland regarding
the Finnish courts being biased for Finnish parents to
divorce children among Finnish-Russian couples
happened. This way the Kremlin has in good time
acquired an alibi for its own court decisions, which
means that Russia can make laws in other countries
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and maybe even annex them, as they will claim that
Finland does against Russia.

According to information from a Swedish resident in
the Baltics, a destabilization campaign, which he
believes has been initiated by Russia, between
Norway and Lithuania, was in progress from July 2015.
The campaign was about a discussion about forcibly
disposed children with Lithuanian parents in Norway.
The campaign had been going on for more than 1½
months and was even at ambassador level. This very
much probates the alibi theory I describe above.
Russia plans to legitimize its security policy for its own
people and for the world. At the same time, it reveals
Russia's expansion plans in northern Europe and
Scandinavia in all its nakedness, either on the political
level alt. on the military level, or both.

The Baltic states also try to profit politically. They
declared in early November 2015 that they were going
to seek financial compensation from Russia for the
socio-economic damage they were suffering during
213

the Soviet occupation in 1940-1991.
categorically rejected this thought.

Russia

Homework:

There are so many good questions that turns up when
you read this, that I don’t know where to start unravel.
Contemplate the information and ask your own
questions! Part of being an intelligence person is
about being able to hold information to yourself, not
to become a Big shot, but because you cannot find
listeners to your all-wise conclusions. At least that is
what you think if you are an intelligence person like
me. Remember, you are in training, that means that
you are not required to scrutinize sources.
Concentrate on causality and cohesion!
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1) Lesson twentysix; To be or
NATO be
Since 2014, a threatening Russian rhetoric combined
with an aggressive behavior on the military air and sea
arena has been displayed towards both Sweden and
Finland, mainly regarding our approach to NATO.
Russia threatens us, not because we could seek
membership in NATO, but because we are
approaching NATO. This is both good and bad news.

The good news is that Putin knows that Russia cannot
reasonably attack Sweden unprovoked and that there
is room for us to slip into and acclimatize in NATO in
the future without formally joining.
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The bad news is that it gets more difficult to formally
join NATO. Unfortunately, Russia's rhetoric is toxic,
everybody are fascists and Russia is entitled to
expansive self-defense. This means that they have
stopped every form of dialogue. It means more
polarization that can lead to war. Everything is
depending on Russia now.

The question as I see it is not if Sweden and Finland
should join NATO. The question is; how strong military
forces each country must have, in order to have the
freedom of choice both to stand outside NATO alt. to
join NATO.

If we should be non-aligned or full-fledged NATO
members also boil down to; Can NATO, i.e. the US,
deploy forces via the Atlantic puddle or via the air and
deploy mechanized troops before the one week
military resistance is over and Gotland and/or
northern Norrland and Scania in the south are taken.
At a superficial glance, the most important thing
seems to be to get help with air forces.
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But it is not enough having a significant airforce to
beat the Russians in northern Norrland, because the
enemy has mobile air defense systems. Therefore, the
most important thing for us is that we have our own
air defense systems in Norrland and preferably landbased cruise missiles with supportive types of UAS and
that we can meet the enemy on the ground.

The answer to whether the United States can deploy
forces in time I guess depends on their willingness to
sacrifice soldiers and tax money for us, and it also
depends on what kind of military branch and weapon
systems we can expect them to help us with, and in
which part(s) of Sweden the war is raging.

Air force reinforcements could in principle arrive here
before the week is over. But then we may not have
any remaining relevant airbases given that we have
probably been combated. Then we are faced with "fait
accompli" regarding Gotland's air defense. American
air forces need 2-4 days before they can reach
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Norway. Marine forces need 8-14 days, and green
forces need 1-2 months before they can reach a
Swedish or Norwegian port.

What could possibly make a difference on the island
of Gotland is, above all, target-measuring ability for
cruise missiles. That probably requires compatibility in
certain areas, because information must be able to be
linked and used by a platform with cruise missiles
which is located e.g. in Skagerack.

In Norrland, our airbases will probably also be
combated. But possibly the railway connection
between the Norwegian Trondheim, where the
United States has pre-stocked materiel in different
mountain rooms, and Swedish Luleå is intact or can be
repaired quickly.

The Port of Gothenburg can be used, but Russia can
threaten to mine it. Whether they make real of the
threat or not, noone will dare to use the harbor before
it is mine-searched.
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If the Finnish army lasts for just over 3 weeks, a heavy
American mechanized brigade with equipment and
personnel will be able to deploy, in addition to the
combat vehicles that may be pre-stored in a total of 8
mountain rooms in the Trøndelagsregion, in Norway
with transport flights and from there to Norrland
and/or Finland via the railway. But there is no reason
to assume that the railway remains intact all the way,
though all the way may not be needed.

One can ask whether the Swedish influence in the
world decreases if we join NATO where the enemy
always is called Russia, China or the militant Islamism.
But what do the politicians really mean by "nonalignment", do they mean that we should be solitary
and alignment free (read; completely alone in the
world), or do they mean that we should safeguard our
freedom to choose our alliance partners as we see fit?

From the beginning our neutrality policy was called;
"Alliance in peace, aimed at neutrality in war" when
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the declaration was first formulated by Olof Palme
and the Social Democrats in the early 1970s. The
Swedish Social Democrats largely adhere to this
declaration today. The declaration is easy to read and
it can be interpreted in only two ways. Olof Palme
wasn’t a cowardly man but the way the world sees this
declaration reads either ”cowardice” or ”I am a
traitor”. The problem for us is that the next war can
very well be confined to ourselves and a well-known
provocator, so that we are the ones standing with our
pants down.

One can look at our non-alignment today as if we want
to keep our freedom to act as we see fit, or in other
words to make decisions after our conscience. Praxis
is that we choose alliance partners and not only for
our own gain. Given the unilateral declaration of
solidarity proclamated by our former so called right
wing government, it is a matter of being free to
choose our own alliance partners. But the declaration
of solidarity was not popular, at least not in Finland,
and this is because we cannot back up our former
governments great fine words militarily.
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There is no doubt that as long as the Baltic countries
can count on American help, Sweden can count on an
American interest in using our territory. Ironically, this
means that Russia too has an interest in using our
territory. From that presumption, it becomes a race
for Swedish territory. Traditionally, this has been the
strongest argument for Swedish neutrality policy. But
then we need to be able to control our own territory,
and we can hardly do that at present date.

The Americans can unload on the Swedish west coast,
including at Landvetter Airport, and transport the
materiel on land to the north, east and south. The
notion that the Americans may wish to win a minor
stalemate in the Baltic Sea can be the main reason
why the island of Öland actually would turn out to be
a very strategic island for both the US and Russia. The
Americans therefore need many allies in Sweden.
They need large sections of the population and
defense organisation to be NATO friends.
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The Balkans and Camp Bondsteel have become
extremely important for the US northern European
strategy. It is no secret that NATO has been on a
charm offensive against several countries in the
Balkans in 2016.

The Russians need Visby Airport on northern Gotland,
which is favoured by Gotland being an island. Visby is
the largest resort on Gotland and is located on the
island's west coast.

Each country has unique conditions in unique times.
Sweden and Finland have been warned in disguised
terms to join NATO. Our situation can be likened to a
trust exercise where a person closes his eyes, crosses
his arms and falls back towards a person who is
supposed to catch him in his fall. Will the US catch us
in our fall backwards, or will we hit the ground without
any possibility of cushioning our fall?

On the other hand, Sweden participates in the
recurring international joint ventures Baltops,
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Northern Coasts and the Archtic Challenge Excercise,
where participants from several countries in Europe
and the US participate. We are already participating in
the RFP (Reserve Forces Pool) within the framework
of NATO Response Forces. Archtic Challenge Excercise
is led rotated by Sweden, Finland and Norway. Baltops
is led by the United States for best interoperability of
the exercise.

Homework:

Do you think that Sweden and Finland should seek to
be invited to the NATO Membership Action Plan and
join the NATO alliance simultaneously in the near
future? Please motivate your standpoint.

Will the US catch us in our, albeit somewhat cussioned
fall to be honest, you think?
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2) Lesson twentyseven; To be
or NATO be
Off course, the United States does not want to betray
the baltic people, but it may be that they realize that
it will be impossible to defend the Baltic countries if
one does not add big resources to Norway and Poland.
One can also choose to defend the Baltic countries
already in the Baltics, by deploying long-range air
defense systems and mechanized ”verbands”
(German word for troops) in the Baltic states. Either
the Americans do not see this possibility as realistic,
or they abstain from it for political reasons e.g.
because they do not want to rock the hornets nest. It
might be that they have been duped or maybe they
have missed the whole idea of their own fault. In any
case, the Americans have not yet deployed any air
defense systems in the Baltic countries yet.
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Germany can, in a strategic twilight dusk, deny the
Americans access or transit to Poland. In that case, a
scenario with a "fire gate" dividing Sweden into two
halves is a probable solution. Chief Engineer Helge
Löfstedt expressed this about the presumption of our
cooperation in the journal Försvarsutbildaren nr 3
2014;

"The problem is mostly about how Sweden should
avoid ending up in a situation where the help takes
humiliating forms which leads to Swedish wishes being
neglected in conjunction with the development of the
conflict."

What is good in the defense committee report "Road
choices in a globalized world" (Vägval i en globaliserad
värld) is that the defense committee proposes an
expanded and deepened defense cooperation with
the Baltic countries. But when they express
themselves like this, they are only half right;
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“The future is becoming increasingly difficult to
predict. It is not possible to imagine that a military
conflict in our immediate area would only affect one
specific country. A military attack exclusively against
Sweden remains unlikely for the foreseeable future.
However, crises and incidents, which also include
military means of power, can emerge in our region,
and in the long term military threats can never be
ruled out.”

This statement has since been revised, but it still says
basically the same thing so to not create turbulence in
society.

It is a false axiom that Russia would not have the will
or the ability to attack Sweden singularily. In the
Georgia War of 2008, a singular Georgia with farreaching plans to join the NATO organization stood
against a Russian attacker, and the Russian attack was
planned according to Putin's own statement several
years afterwards. The attack was a signal to the US
that; "We can strangle your supply line of materiel and
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isolate the US forces in Afghanistan right here, so
don't even think about expanding NATO membership
to Georgia at our expense." They couldn’t, but that is
another story.

There is a threat against a singular Sweden, if our
politicians say we will join NATO, just as there was a
threat against Georgia in 2008. It must also seem very
attractive to the Kremlin to secure its northern flank
at a reasonable cost in a European full scale war.

The question is whether Kremlin really believes it
would be easier to secure its northern flank than it
would be to win in east Europe. If I am allowed to
answer in the Kremlin's place; It could be if, with
"victory", you are considering gains from the political
and military neglect by the victim countries, as well as
the result of the implementation of hybrid warfare
combined with classic Russian extortion and threat
rhetoric against the Scandinavian countries.

227

In eastern Europe, classic blackmailing and threat
rhetoric doesn’t work as well as it do in northern
Europe, in peacetime. Putin can annex a little bit at a
time in eastern Europe. Or Putin can take a big chew
in Scandinavia, as Hitler did.

If democracy can prevail and the people is allowed to
decide on NATO membership, the decision is given a
legitimacy which Putin will find hard to dismiss. If our
Defense Minister Peter Hultqvist and the Government
(2019) are to decide, they will put Sweden in
unnecessary danger. Which do you think is the most
dangerous of the following three alternatives:

1) To apply for membership in NATO
after an invitation to the Membership
Action Plan.
2) Almost unnoticed bit by bit slipping
into NATO without us applying for
membership for that matter.
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3) To be non-aligned or only in alliance
with Finland and build a strong Swedish
defense on our own.

Following option 1) requires that Sweden get militarily
involved in the outside world and make binding
commitments of military assistance to, among other
countries, the Baltic states.

Following option 2) is a natural consequence of
Sweden caring about its small neighboring countries
and brothers in e.g. the Baltics. We are prepared to
help the Baltic countries, even though we do not know
how to do just that in the event of a Russian invasion
of the Baltic countries, and that we are prepared to
help gets us involved in international exercises and
treaties dominated by the United States.

Following option 3) is a risky business because we
don't know what is going on inside Putin's head. But
we know that we then cannot count on help from the
US, who is NATO's foremost guarantor. We can, of
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course, be freeloaders just by realizing that the US and
NATO almost certainly need to use Swedish territory
as a build-up area for a recapturing of the Baltic
States. But such thinking creates contempt among the
NATO member countries, rightly so, and that may
cause them to do whatever they feel like in and with
Sweden. So, paradoxically, we lose influence and selfdetermination in the event of a war in our
neighborhood if we would choose to follow option 3.

I believe that a Swedish NATO membership should be
debated. But the decision should be left in the hands
of the people through a general referendum, and not
be left in the hands of the politicians who are not
competent in anything that has to do with our
defense, except for the gender issue and the ”value
ground” that is. A popular referendum is an extra
safety net for Sweden as a state, because it will not be
as easy for Putin to militarily attack selected parts of
Sweden if the decision on NATO membership is
decided by vote of the Swedish people.
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Homework:

Considering that we need to join the NATO
organization simultaneously with Finland, as we
already discussed a little in Lesson twentysix, how do
you look at our dilemma? What road would you have
embarked on if you had the above mentioned three
options?

Is there an additional option?

Please motivate your conclusions.
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3) Lesson twentyeight; To be
or NATO be
I do not think that an attack against Sweden will be of
a military nature, but the attack will come in the form
of a prolonged cyber operation and/or through an
economic conspiracy against us. The only thing that
can discourage the Russians from committing a cyber
attack on Sweden is if we have an ability to attack
Russia with the same means.

Georgia's president Mikhail Saakashvili believed that
NATO would intervene if Russia attacked Georgia
militarily. But Georgia is more isolated localized
geographically because there are only two access
roads by land from the Nato country Turkey. Plus, the
airport at Georgia's capital Tbilisi is isolated. In
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addition, Turkey has a long history of turncoat policy
regardless of the consequences for northern NATO
countries and others, and it is the Turks who controls
the straits of the Dardanelles and the Bosphorus into
the Black Sea. A NATO intervention was hardly
possible.

Georgia 2008 was the famous "litmus test". It will of
course be more of a risk-taking for Russia to attack
Sweden before we can join NATO than it was to attack
the isolated Georgia. But players come in plenty.
Professor Rolf Tamnes, Norwegian historian and
professor at the Department of Defense Studies
(Institutt for forsvarsstudier – IFS), emphasizes that
Russia does not trust Swedish non-alignment, since
the extensive cuts in the Swedish defense force is
considered as an incentive to seek external help, for
example from NATO and the United States.

Apparently, it is not clear abroad what Swedish "nonalignment" stands for. In my opinion, it stands for
freedom to choose alliance partners according to our
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own preferences. We should make this clear to the
world, even if the outside world then will reject us
even more, because uncertainties benefit us even
less. We are sitting in the fox trap regardless.

How may Russia evaluate their geo-economic field
and balance it with the geomilitary field?

1) Russia prefer to look at it as if the outside
world is dependent on what they have to
offer in the form of Russian gas and oil, but I
believe that they realize that Germany may
make themselves independent from the geostrategic Gazprom and thus Russia. They
must keep the Germans happy.
2) It is almost a required condition that Russia is
able to simultaneously attack the entire
Baltics and parts of Scandinavia not to
mention Iceland, if they intend to be able to
count on free passage through Öresund,
Kattegat and Skagerack, and they must be
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able to keep their main trading countries, e.g.
the Netherlands and France.
3) This in turn requires that the United States
first, nearly lose its superpower status. We
therefore have no interest whatsoever in the
United States losing its superpower status.

But I think that Sweden as a state must grant access
to our territory for US troops on Swedish soil if we are
to join NATO. It is not enough to receive a Naval ship
visit from time to time, which we could also do as a
non-aligned country in peacetime. I am not
particularly happy to let 5,000 American hungry
hearts invade a Swedish small town or one of our
Baltic Sea islands in peacetime. Maybe we can do as
Norway and let the US stock up materiel in Swedish
bunker rooms?
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Homework:

The US may have bases in Sweden as a requirement
for a Swedish membership. Above all, an air defense
base on one of our Baltic Sea islands and access to our
airbases and ports. Otherwise the US will never have
the time window to intervene in Scandinavia and even
less in the Baltic countries, before Russia has
swallowed parts of us. If the United States cannot
intervene in time on our latitudes and longitudes,
then it makes no sense for us to join NATO and we will
probably then be denied membership.

But there is also the possibility to accomodate
American service members families and thus
unburden some pressure on our communities and our
society as a whole. Let them contribute to our society
and at the same time make it possible for them to use
public services such as hospitals and schools at the
same low cost as for Swedes. The schools should even
be free of charge. I have absolutely no problems with
Americans as a people.
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Do you agree or not agree? Please motivate your
position.
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4) Lesson twentynine; To be
or NATO be
Putin visited Finland in June-July 2016 in conjunction
with Russia's up to date biggest readiness control
exercise, which was carried out on August 25-31,
2016. It was an informal visit, and according to Russia,
they didn’t sign any agreements. Sauli Niinistö and
Putin discussed "the relations between Finland and
Russia and the situation in Europe". Before that Putin
and the Finnish president Sauli Niinistö met as
recently as March 2016 in Moscow.

Nato held a summit in the first week of July 2016,
where it was agreed to deploy four reinforced
battalions in the Baltic countries and in Poland, which
Russia naturally opposed.
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At a previous meeting in Finland the Moderate
(Moderaterna = alleged right wing political party in
Sweden) Karin Enström, Vice Chairman of the Swedish
Parliament's Foreign Affairs Committee, criticized
Niinistö for meeting with Putin. Niinistö replied that
Sweden does not keep up with what is happening in
the world and that, e.g. The United States has an
active dialogue with Russia. But you have to
understand that Finland is cornered by Russia and that
it was no coincidence that Putin took a trip over the
border in conjunction with the Russian mass
mobilization. What were discussed there can
determine Sweden's fate.

The country that wants to annex the Baltics and is
located in the east, gain a huge advantage, if they
undisturbed under false pretences that no Natoland is
going to be affected, first can seize the large Swedish
island of Gotland in the middle of the Baltic Sea. If they
seize Gotland they can create a total A2AD (Anti
Access/Area Denial) over large parts of Scandinavia
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and the whole of the Baltic Sea with advanced long
range air defense systems.

I think that Russia will try to find cracks in the SwedishFinnish relations. They hope that one country will not
apply for NATO membership without the other
country also doing so, and that there will therefore be
no membership for any of the countries. In one way,
the True Finns (political right wing party in Finland) are
dangerous which have worked to strip the Swedishspeaking part of the Finnish people of their civil rights.
It may come back to haunt them. I believe that Finland
is more dependent on hooking on a Swedish
membership than Sweden is dependent on hooking
on a Finnish membership. Finland, with NATO's eyes,
can probably be more easily sacrificed than Sweden.
It can put Finland in a difficult situation if Sweden joins
the NATO organization without a co-signing together
with Finland. It’s what happened when Sweden joined
the EU. The Finns haven’t forgotten.
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In the above diagram you can see who the weakest
link in the chain is. It's Germany. For my part, although
Sweden is not a member of NATO, I am prepared to
help defend a NATO nation in the Nordic region, if it is
small, like the Baltic States or Iceland. But promises of
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military aid without first showing that you are really
prepared to follow up on it are not worth much. So I
am ready, if I were an authorized statesman, to let our
Visby-class corvettes and our submarines, from time
to time patrol the waters of the Baltic States in
peacetime. I have already made a Baltic ex officer
assurances and thus I cannot back down.

I am also ready to support Finland in different ways.
But it doesn’t matter what I say, or even what our
defense minister Peter Hultqvist says, if we do not
have a plan for how the help should be executed in
peacetime and in wartime or if we don’t have the
means to help in any decisive way. We are not alone
in not having a plan. NATO lacks or lacked a
functioning plan since the United States doesn’t have
any land-based persevering deterrent like mediumrange ballistic missile systems with versatile types of
war heads, like the Russian Iskander-M, which is
deployed in Kaliningrad. The United States has phased
out most of its tactical nuclear arsenal and the one
that is available is not land-based, it is air and sea
based.
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This is the fourth and last lesson concerning Sweden,
Finland and NATO. I hope I haven’t left the Finns with
a grudge towards this patriotic Swede. I am prepared
to help the Finns with whatever help we can allow
ourselves to give to them, even officers and fighting
units in Swedish uniform. A hypothetic war in the
twentytwenties will be much more qualitatively
materiel focused than in the Russo-Finnish winterwar
in 1939-1940, and I am afraid that we are not going to
be willing to supply the advanced materiel the Finns
are going to need without also controlling its
contributive forms. That means that wherever there is
advanced Swedish equipment, it is going to be
operated by Swedish personnel under Swedish
command. At least if I have anything to say about it.

But first we need a solid plan and binding agreements.
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Homework:

Can Sweden and Finland prevent that Russia could
find cracks in our Swedish-Finnish relations? If so,
how?

Please motivate your answer!
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Lesson thirty; The Kola
peninsula
Despite its large land mass and the fact that Russia has
ports in all four directions, the number of ports are
relatively small. The usefulness of the Russian ports
are also often limited due to both climatic conditions
and the long transport distances.

In the north, only the larger ports in Murmansk and
Arkhangelsk have international status, and of these,
only Murmansk on the Kola Peninsula in the furthest
north can handle regular traffic all year round. At the
Arkhangelsk area in the bay south of the Kola
Peninsula, a thick, impenetrable ice is formed in the
winter.
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A statistical assumption is that the Russian revenue
for the ports in the Baltic Sea and the Black Sea is four
times as large as that for the ports of Murmansk and
Arkhangelsk in the Barents Sea.

The above was written by FOI associates Tomas
Malmlöf & Johan Tejpar in their FOI publication ”Ett
skepp kommer lastat” published in 2013.

Military in Kola

The following information is from 2015 and it gives a
picture of the importance Russia attribute to the
Barents region. These are bases planned and/or
existing in 2015:
The Alakurtti airbase with the Marine
bombardiers.
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The newly deployed 80:th independent
motorised rifle infantry brigade, one of
Russias two Arctic brigades at Alakurtti.
The other newly deployed brigade, the
Arctic 200:th independent mechanized
infantry brigade, is located in Pechenga,
former finnish Petsamo, and it is
adjacent to Norway.
13 Airbases and 10 air defense radar
stations have been constructed or were
to be constructed on Russia’s Arctic
coast, according to Polish Institute of
International Affairs (PISM).
They also have an Air defense division,
a coastal missile defense and a missile
regiment. At least they were supposed
to be built in the Kola peninsula in 2015.

A deployed S-500 Triumph in Kola can cover the
Swedish airbase Kallax in Luleå, if the S-500 is
deployed near the Finnish border. But it is not
optimal, to try to shoot down cargo-airplanes
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approaching Kallax, with the S-500 deployed in Russia.
If you fly under a certain altitude while coming in to
land at Kallax the Russian radarbeam is going to fail to
detect you because your flying in radar shadow. We
are talking about altitudes under 9,000 m, so it is not
realistic to think that an S-500 can do the job since the
cargo-airplane under any circumstances will come in
to land under an altitude of 9,000 m, thus under the
radar horizon. Both the 400 km range variant of the S400 and the 600 km range S-500 are optimized for
interception of ballistic missiles, not shooting down
airplanes, for these reasons. There are other S-400
variants with shorter range for shooting down enemy
aircrafts. Air defense missile systems are used or
should best be used for defensive purposes. It’s not an
offensive weapon.

Not even the exit and the entrance to the Baltic Sea
through the Danish Great Belt and the Swedish-Danish
Öresund or even the Kiel canal plays any absolute role
if Russia are developing the infrastructure in the
Murmansk region, with its ports, its navy and its
Airports.
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NATO can lock in Russia in the Baltic region, if Russia
tries something fatal in the Baltic region, leading to
issues. Has the Murmansk railway to Severomorsk
been kept in condition? Has the Port of Severomorsk
been developed? Has the airport in Murmansk been
developed? And so on.

The actions speak for themselves, according to the
Polish Institute of International Affairs (PISM), 16
deep-water ports will be built on Russia's Arctic coast.

Of course reality is that NATO is probably not going to
blockade Russia in the Baltic region, because to many
NATO countries are dependent on Russian energy.
The Netherlands with its port in Rotterdam is a
European energy hub. What remains are sanctions,
but how effective would that be? Thus, there would
only be one solution if Russia attack the Baltic states war.
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Sources:
Polish Institute of International Affairs (PISM), 2015.
The FOI publication ”Ett skepp kommer lastat”,
published in 2013. Cited with permission.

Homework:

What do you think? Do you think the biggest
implications with a bypass of the Baltic region will be
military and economically coercive in the Barents
and/or in the Baltic region, or do you think the
implications will be just economical? Explain your
conclusions please.
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Lesson thirtyone; War in
Europe – Ukraine Vs. whom
It is said by a singular Western source that the Russian
annexation of the Ukrainian Crimean Peninsula and
the illegal warfare in Donbass is about Russia not
wanting to see Exxon and Shell extract gas deposits in
Western Ukraine, as Russia would then lose its main
source of income, to sell gas to the EU, particularly to
Germany.

It is telling that Russia attacked Ukraine by annexing
Crimea even before the Olympic Games of 2014 in
Russian Sotji had ended. It is also interesting that
Euromaidan was initiated just before the winter
Olympics in Sotji started. I am a man not prone to
belive in coincidences that happens for no apparent
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reason. Also, Viktor Yanukovych was in Putin's pocket.
What does all this tell us?

For one, Russia absolutely must have had a plan for
invading Crimea. They have a plan for invading every
country in their neighborhood. All Putin has to do is to
say that word, and the ball is rolling. This was a turf
war.

On the other hand, the Kremlin has been claiming all
along that the US had their hands in the jelly jar,
referring to Euromaidan who just so happens was
initiated right before the Olympics in Sotji. As I said, I
am a man not prone to Believe in apparent
coincidences and obvious fairytales. Exxon wanted to
steal away Russian gas supplies to various European
countries by exploiting Ukrainian gas reserves. Exxon
and Obama wanted to transform Ukraine into a
modern western democracy. So goodbye Russian gas
supplies to the West and goodbye Russian import of
vital components, like those for the Russian nuclear
deterrent capacity and Russia’s helicopter fleet,
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components from the former Soviet republic Ukraine,
sold to Russia. And goodbye Russian supplies of coal
from Ukraine. Putin wasn’t going to sit idle and wait
for that to happen. Did I mention that most factories,
including those of the above mentioned, in Ukraine
are located in the Eastern half of Ukraine?

But the annexation of Crimea explicitly violates the
Budapest Declaration. Crimea is not part of Russia. In
1991, there was a referendum where they voted to
belong to Ukraine, and in 1994 Russia signed the
Budapest Declaration, an agreement to respect
Ukraine's borders forever.

In March 2014, Crimea declared itself independent
from Ukraine and applied to join Russia. The Russian
military mobilized on the Russian side of the border.
60,000 Russian soldiers were summoned at the
eastern border of Ukraine at the time and 20,000
more in the Crimea. Ukraine's parliament decided to
mobilize 40,000 reservists in response to Crimea
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saying that it would take over the Ukrainian military
bases.

When all the voices had been counted after the
following referendum in Crimea, 97 percent had voted
for that the peninsula should break free from Ukraine
and join Russia. The voting populus in the election
were said to be more than 80 percent. The number of
ethnic Russians in the Crimea was 60 percent of the
population in 2014. 25 percent were Ukrainians and
12 percent were Crimean Tatars, smaller ethnicities
not mentioned. The Crimean Tatars are generally
Russian-hostile since the days of Stalin's deportations.

If all who did not vote were Ukrainians and Tatars and
all Ukrainians and Tatars who voted, voted for Crimea
to separate from Ukraine, and all ethnic Russians also
voted for a separation, the election result would be
correct with a few percent error margin. Neither
Ukraine, the EU nor the United States recognized the
election result. The Crimean management
immediately started a nationalization of Ukrainian
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property by taking over banks, companies, the railway
and an energy company. The EU introduced travel
bans and frozen accounts abroad for some Russian
and Crimean leaders.

The distinctive feature of this war is Russian
disinformation and even more disinformation. It is not
easy for a citizen to see passed the Russian
disinformation, unless you happen to live in Ukraine.
To disinform means to distort, hide or completely
concoct information in order to mislead and influence
a target group in a certain direction. Disinformation
creates what is called "the fog of war". But one can
look at a map and compare it with the news flow and
ascertain that the battles have been most intense
around the relatively large airports in Donetsk and
Luhansk, which are now totally bombarded. Almost 20
percent of the Ukrainian cities are located in the
Donbass. In addition, the separatists have a corridor
to Russia in the east.
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Russia's main disinformation campaign is still ongoing.
Russia claims that they have the right to create buffer
zones in sovereign non-aligned states against NATO
according to the self-defense principle. Russia has no
such right! On the other hand, small states have the
right to choose their allies and friends as much as
Russia takes that right, without having to be attacked.

Tsar Putin paints a picture of unrest and oppression
that now affects ethnic Russians outside of Russia. The
fact that the picture is partly and sometimes entirely
created by the Russian secret services and/or Russian
media can take its time to unravel and not everyone
can connect Moscow's claim with what later emerges.
On 27-28 February of 2014, key buildings and airports
in the Crimea were occupied, while at the same time
Ukrainian military installations were blocked or
occupied. Putin vigorously denied that Russia was
invading Crimea. The so-called "Small green men"
who occupied Crimea lacked identification features. It
was just "local self-defense forces," Putin was saying.
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"Russia have no plans to enter eastern Ukraine."
Russian Defense Minister Sergei Shoigu said in March
2014 to the US Secretary of Defense, while info
pointed to that Russian soldiers had stormed three
Ukrainian warships, according to the news agency
AP's photographers at place in the port of Sevastopol.
"Russian soldiers along the border with Ukraine are
only there for military exercises and should not cross
the border," said Shoigu. Defense Minister Chuck
Hagel had an almost one hour long phone call with his
Russian counterpart where Hagel demanded an
explanation why Russia placed forces along the
borders with eastern and southern Ukraine. The
source is a spokesperson for the US Defense Minister.

Only when the annexation was completed did
President Putin confirm that the soldiers in Crimea
were Russian soldiers. Interestingly in this context, the
medal these soldiers were then to receive, where the
embossing on the back shows the dates of the
operation as February 20 to March 18. February 20
was the day before Yanukovych fled Ukraine and only
on February 26 did the small green men appear in
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Crimea. Speaking of the annexation, one of the
Russian state media for foreigners, "Russia's Voice",
had a newslet on March 4, 2014; "Russia does not
intend to seize Crimea". What has made Ukraine's
situation worse is the country's dependence on
Russian gas and that they have therefore had to stand
with their cap in their hands before Putin when they
have made gas deals during the war. Source; Joakim
von Braun

Putin has not given up on the idea of seizing the
strategically important Ukrainian port and airport in
the city of Odessa. While the city of Mariupol is a first
step to creating a land road to the occupied Crimean
Peninsula in the Black Sea, Odessa is needed to create
a longer land connection to Transnistria where Russia
has a military base. Transnistria can only be reached
through Ukraine or Moldova. They are looking to
create a Mare Nostrum (Our Sea) and must eventually
conquer the entire coast of Ukraine along the Black
Sea.
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Since Russia has launched a war on Ukraine, Russia's
only opportunity to reach, supply and support
Transnistria is to fly in via Romanian airspace to
Moldova's largest airport at Chisinau in the inland. But
Russia cannot supply Transnistria with new
ammunition and modern weapons via the airport
because Moldova inspects every incoming airplane.
Therefore, Russia will sooner or later want to attack
Odessa to create a direct land connection to
Transnistria and deprive Ukraine of its main port,
which will further weaken Ukraine's economy. In the
year of 2014, Russian agents repeatedly infiltrated
Odessa from Transnistria and placed bombs in offices
and business locations of the pro-ukrainian civil
society’s organizations. Source; Euromaidan Press

Euromaidan

Euromaidan was a popular manifestation of
discontent that took place on the Independence
Square in Kiev against the regime for more than 100
days in 2013-2014, ultimately against the President of
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Ukraine. Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych
sneaked away from Euromaidans’ grip on February 21
after the police shooting with deadly outcome, and
then appeared in the Russian city of Rostov at Don,
where he held a press conference and claimed that he
was Ukraine's legitimate president and that the
opposition had carried out a coup d'état. Those of the
parliamentarians in Yanukovych's own Party who had
not fled the country loaded with cash, gold and
antiques, voted to dethrone Yanukovych in the
Ukrainian Parliament (Rada) who dismissed
Yanukovych with an 82% majority. By fleeing he had
also renounced his presidency. The Russian-friendly
Yanukovych was displaced by his people, because he
chose a Russian oriented politics and shunned the EU.
He was notorious for imprisoning high oppositionists
such as Yulia Tymoshenko, the former president of
Ukraine, and part of her entourage too. The reason?
Yulia made a bad gas energy deal with Russia, the
same Russia which Yanukovych himself favored.
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Homework:

This lesson is only about the beginning and the end
goal for Russia in this war. I have one simple question
for you; Do you, or do you not put the blame on Russia
for the war in eastern Ukraine i.e. in Donbass? Do you,
or do you not put the blame on Russia for the Russian
annexation of Crimea? Please do not motivate your
standpoint to me! A simple yes or no would do.

Sources:
Euromaidan Press
Joakim von Braun
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Lesson thirtytwo; Mirror
Imaging
Russia argues that NATOs Kosovo mission in the 1990s
was identical to Russia's takeover of the Crimea. But
the Kosovo mission was only implemented after
lasting discussions which involved the entire NATO
which dealt with a far reaching and long-lasting crisis
that caused the UN Security Council to perceive the
Kosovo conflict as a threat to international peace and
security.

In the Crimea, however, there was no previous crisis,
there were no attempts to discuss the situation with
the Ukrainian government and the UN was not
involved, and finally no attempt was made to mediate.
In Kosovo, international efforts were made to find a
262

solution over a period of 3,000 days. In the Crimea,
Russia annexed parts of Ukraine's territory in less than
30 days.

Russia has tried to justify its illegal and illegitimate
annexation partly by referring to the referendum that
took place in the Crimea. But the referendum was
incompatible with Ukrainian law and was held under
an illegal occupation force, without freedom of
expression or media access for the opposition, and
without credible international monitoring of the
election.

Russia claims that the Ukrainian government is
illegitimate. Ukrainian President Poroshenko was
elected with a clear majority in an election that the
OSCE election organization characterized;

”clear resolve of the authorities to hold what was a
genuine election largely in line with international
commitments and with a respect for fundamental
freedoms.”
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The only areas in which serious restrictions were
reported were in areas that were controlled by the
pro-russian separatists who undertook; "Increasing
attempts to derail the process." Official Russian
administrators continue to claim that the Ukrainian
parliament and government are dominated by Nazis
and fascists. But in the parliamentary elections, the
parties that Russia claimed to be facsist got far less
than 5 percent of the votes required for these parties
to take their seats in Parliament. The voters in Ukraine
voted for unity and moderation, not separatism or
extremism, and the composition of parliamentarians
reflects it.

In short, the Ukrainian President and Parliament are
legitimate while the separatists' actions were not.

Source; North Atlantic Treaty Organization
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Homework:

Is there any possibility that Russia can soak this up?
Can you think of a credible pro-russian
counterargument if you are pro-russian? Don’t waste
my time with pseudo arguments!

Can you add any credible arguments against Russia if
you are pro-ukrainian?
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1. Lesson thirtythree: China;
Nine Dash Line
There is only a slim possibility for the Americans, but
still a possibility, to fuel conflicts on several fronts so
that they would not have to face China alone. Here’s
what the CIA's former public site LIGNET expressed on
July 17, 2013:

Why the Indian Ocean Could Be the Next Theater of
War
While China has loudly trumpeted its new aircraft
carrier and its developing “blue water” navy, India has
quietly embarked on its own naval modernization
program, with a new aircraft carrier on order from
Russia and a new nuclear submarine now undergoing
sea trials. Both China and India have their eyes on the
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Indian Ocean and on guarding the oil tankers that
traverse it. The recent advances in the navies of both
nations set up the potential for a clash there.

And here’s what the CIA expressed on LIGNET
september 24, 2013:

China, Russia Compete for Influence Over Central
Asia
China and Russia are engaged in an intense rivalry for
hegemonic control over Central Asia, a rivalry that
could jeopardize the close friendship that has
developed between them over the past two decades.
What will China's unquenchable thirst for energy and
Russia's desire to revive the glory of its former empire
mean for the future of the region?
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Image; www.southchinasea.org

The United States has no desire that the Spratly
Islands and the Paracel Islands in the South China Sea
should explode in their face. Some of the Spratly
Islands are controlled by Vietnam, others by the
Philippines and some islands by Taiwan and some by
China. The islands are hard to reach but the
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surroundings are believed to contain raw material
resources. Due to the seemingly unresolvable
disputes, there have been no serious explorations of
deposits in the areas, so the estimation of commodity
resources is largely extrapolated from mineral
deposits in neighboring areas.

China has built a runway on one of the Spratly Islands
called Mischief Island 200 nautical miles (that’s 370
km or 230 miles) 10 flight minutes in mach 1 (which is
the approximate speed for sound waves) i.e. 1,224
km/h, from the Philippine Islands. Conflicts (i.e.,
Chinese hijacking) regarding the ownership of the
islands are undesirable. China claims virtually the
whole of the South China Sea and commits violations
of other countries’ legal rights to an economic zone
under the UNCLOS Convention on the Law of the Sea.
China calls their self-imposed demarcation lines for
the nine-dash line.

On the largest island, known as Woody Island in the
States, in the disputed Paracel archipelago south of
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China, it is believed that China has deployed surfaceto-air missiles. In 2012 China established a military
garrison, as well as the city of Sansha, on the island to
administer the entire South China Sea. In 2015, China
temporarily deployed fighter jets on Woody Island.
Many countries claim ownership of several of the
Paracel Islands in the archipelago, countries such as
Taiwan, Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and
Brunei. Woody Island is located about 300 km (186
miles) southeast of the giant island of Hainan in
southern China.

China wants to conduct bilateral negotiations, but
many of China's neighboring countries argue that
China's strength and size are giving the country an
unfair advantage. ASEAN (Association of SouthEast
Asean Nations) cannot even resolve the dispute. The
US says they do not choose side in territorial disputes,
but they have frequently sent military ships and flights
near the disputed islands and they call it "Freedom of
navigation" operations. In addition to these islands,
there are dozens of rocky reefs, atolls and sandbanks,
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such as Scarborough shoal, mostly uninhabited. These
data were current in July 2016.

Already President Obama declared in his State of the
Union speech on February 12, 2013, that he (America)
intended to pursue a Pacific Trade Agreement. With
these few words in an one-hour speach he declared
his intentions:

”To boost American exports. Support American jobs.
And level the plane-field in the growing markets of
Asia. We intend to complete negotiations on a
transpacific partnership. And tonight I’m announcing
that we will launch talks on a comprehensive
transatlantic trade and investment partnership with
the European Union. Because trade that is fair and free
across the Atlantic, supports millions of good paying
American jobs.”

What did he mean by "And level the plane-field in the
growing markets of Asia"? It can only be interpreted
in one way; an Obamish economic War declaration
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against China, by financially tying other east Asian
countries to the United States, North Korea excluded.
It should have been a piece of cake but Trump is less
skillful and kid-gloved than most people.

Was it China that started the contentions? In 2012,
China initiated formal talks in an economic union with
a number of countries in East Asia and other places,
including Australia, New Zealand, India, Japan and
South Korea. The rounds of negotiations have
succeeded each other and are known as RCEP
(Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership). The
discussions have been going on for a long time, but
God knows if they have reached an agreement as late
as in November, 2018.
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Homework:

What do You think Obama meant by "And level the
plane-field in the growing markets of Asia"? Was it an
unfriendly perhaps even hostile sentence?

And if it was hostile, was it a legitimate sentence?
Please motivate your conclusions! Before answering
the question, I want you to make an effort to justify
your conclusions by searching for background
material about the conflict so that you get training in
fact finding and screening of information. Don't come
back to me with a foggy response, because you are
biased and think this and that, only trying to prove
what you already presuppose.

Fact searching means being able to walk a few miles
in your opponent's moccasins, i.e. you need to search
for information and screen information not only on
the home team’s site but on all possible sites. It is not
the same as being unbiased because nobody really is,
but If you always assume that your home team is right
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and that you therefore do not need to listen to the
other side, you might as well skip doing this
homework altogether. Be generally critical when
seeking out information.
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2. Lesson thirtyfour: China;
Japan and South Korea
We know with certainty which the other east Asian
countries that the United States wants to connect to
their nation are.

”Overshadowed by China and India, a group of smaller
Asian economies has committed to rapid economic
integration and cooperation. The six largest
economies among them – Indonesia, Thailand,
Malaysia, Singapore, Philippines and Vietnam – have
diverse population sizes, incomes and cultural
affinities but share a common desire to prosper as
independent and open countries. Together, they are
on their way to becoming a powerful new economic
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bloc.” LIGNET (CIAs former public page) August 29,
2013

In the above citation from LIGNET, Japan and South
Korea are omitted in the American-preferred union
against China. It may be because of Japan's and
Korea's early nineteenth century history dominated
by Japanese supremacy in a time when hundreds of
thousands of Korean women and girls were taken as
sex slaves to Japanese soldiers while Korean men
were force recruited to the Imperial Army.

The mentioned countries in the quote - Indonesia,
Thailand, Malaysia, Singapore, the Philippines and
Vietnam - encircle China in the South China Sea, and
by including the to a large extent Muslim Malaysia, the
US covers the important Malacca Strait geostrategically. Islam is the state religion of Malaysia,
about half of the population are Muslims. The malays
are defined according to paragraph 160 of the
Malaysian Constitution as Muslims. A piece of the
puzzle is added, but it may raise more questions than
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answers, at least what concerns the US plans for Japan
and South Korea. It has been interesting to follow the
development. We can begin by citing the CIA LIGNET
from October 15, 2013:

Why Japan Lost Faith in America's Security
Guarantee
Secretary of State John Kerry and Defense Secretary
Chuck Hagel recently held important talks with their
counterparts in Tokyo to revise the U.S.-Japan Defense
Cooperation Guidelines. But rather than bringing the
United States and Japan closer together, the talks
revealed a growing divide between them, as Japan
appears to have lost its trust in the U.S. security
guarantee over North Korea's triumphant emergence
as a nuclear missile power. LIGNET

The questions we need to answer are;

a. Why do they or did they want to revise the
U.S.-Japan Defense Cooperation Guidelines?
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b. Why is there a growing gap between Japan
and the US?
c. And why have the Japanese lost their
confidence in the US security guarantee
(nuclear umbrella)?

Question b. above has already been answered in
previous lessons, it happened because of US fears of a
possible Chinese-Russian-Japanese axis. Perhaps this
is also why the Japanese have lost their confidence in
the US security guarantee?

December 8, 2013: South Korea expanded its air
defense zone so that it partially overlaps an expansive
air defense zone that China had declared just before
South Korea's expansion of their air defense zone. The
area includes two islands in the south east China Sea,
and an underwater reef that China also claims. The
new zone was effectuated from December 15th, 2013.
South Korea conferred with the United States before
the country decided to expand their Air Defense Zone,
according to the Washington State Department.
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According to the Korean Defense Ministry, the
decision "will not violate the sovereignty of
neighboring countries". Now we at least know what
role South Korea playes in the equation under LIGNET
on August 29, 2013 mentioned before. The statement
by the Korean Defense Ministry carries the Americans'
thumbprint, and the parties - quite rightly and
technically correct - makes no secret of the fact that
South Korea conferred with its US advisers.

December 26, 2013: Perhaps we have the explanation
for the US prudent behavior in the neighborhood of
the East China Sea. Japan's Prime Minister Shinzo Abe
raises anger from neighboring countries. This because
he made a visit to a controversial memorial on
December 26, honoring his country's fallen soldiers of
the second world war. Abe later explained that he
visited Yasukuni in Tokyo to pray at the memorial. He
said that the intention wasn’t to provoke anger in
China and Korea, and he said that Japan is working for
peace these days. Abe also again mentioned that he
felt "deep repentance" over Japan's past. But there
were angry comments and condemnations coming
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from the regime in Beijing. South Korea also
condemned the visit. Abe's visit to Yasukuni was the
first from a seated prime minister since the year 2006.

In Washington, the government expressed
disappointment because of Abe’s visit to Yasukuni
since Abe should have known it would increase
tensions with neighboring countries. [Washington
said "neighboring countries" but what they really
meant is that they were disappointed that Abe had
done something to increase the tension between
Japan and South Korea, since it counteracts US
interests to unite the region economically under US
supervision against China.]

In 2015, the Japanese military budget amounted to 42
billion US Dollars, up 3.5 percent since 2014. The
military budget has been on the rise since 2012 and
pending. Overall, this means that Japan is developing
a military capacity to carry out limited offensive
undertakings, in terms of the ability to recapture an
occupied island/archipelago, within the framework of
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a defensive military operation with an emphasis on
qualified air and naval forces. Source; Johan Elg,
Swedish National Defense College

Japan has three (3) ongoing border conflicts. These
concern three islands as well as an island group with
Russia, the island of Takeshima with South Korea and
the Senkaku Islands with China. Japan only controls
the Senkaku Islands.

Why are Japan and China arguing about some small
uninhabited islands off the coast of China? I can only
imagine three reasonable explanations:

A) It is believed that the waters around the
islands hide oil deposits. But no oil or gas has
yet been found.
B) China feels threatened because Japan
possibly may develop and deploy nonballistic cruise missiles or ballistic missiles on
the islands, so that Japan can strike China's
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mainland faster than they can from Okinawa
or any other of the Riukiu Islands.
C) China wants to circumscribe Taiwan by
building an airbase and a missile base on the
islands and Japan oppose it because they
want to prevent China from strengthening its
position in the region.

LIGNET reported on July 3, 2013 that China was on a
charm offensive at an ASEAN meeting. Certainly it was
a causality based on Obama's State of the Union
speech from February 12, 2013, when he gave his
“And level the plane-field in the growing markets of
Asia” speach. This speach in turn was a causality based
on the RCEP rounds, but above all it was based on
China's industrial espionage. Fool me once - shame on
you. Fool me twice - shame on me; The Chinese
proverb that President Bush could not get it right in a
television speach. Obviously, Obama would have had
no problem getting it right. Obama played hardball
when he delivered his speach on February 12, 2013.
But already Hillary Clinton threw the glove too early at
China when she wrote in November 2011; "When the
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war in Iraq ends and the US withdraws from
Afghanistan, the United States faces a turning point in
the US Pacific Ocean."

Hillary Clinton revealed the US plans which could be
interpreted as the United States doing as they please
and that no morality is necessary to apply to any
emerging situation for the US to take the right to
intervene in any part of the world. We are not yet
there, but we are heading there. For the time being,
there is always someone holding the rudder, if not
America then someone else, and someone else is not
better.

Sources;

CIAs LIGNET; and Johan Elg at the Swedish National
Defense College
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Homework:

What do you make out of this information? Is Trump
just following a charted course demarcated by Obama
and Hillary Clinton?

Do Japan and South Korea play any important geostrategic role you think? I am not asking if they play
any important geo-political role, because obviously
they do.
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3. Lesson thirtyfive: China;
Monetary warfare
China's GDP per capita is estimated at $ 16,600 (2017).
It's just a 106th place in the world. The Chinese has yet
to make an effort to start producing quality goods the
way the Japanese did in just a couple of years at the
end of the 1970s. In the long run, it should be
inevitable for a giant country like China to start
manufacturing quality goods in order for them to
survive and continue to grow and be able to build up
their fleet, army and air force, as well as their space
technology if they are to have a chance to be able to
measure up qualitatively with the US.

More and more westerners realize that buying
Chinese junk goods does not pay off. The junk goods
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often doesn’t work even when it has just left the
factory band. The Chinese knows this, which is why
they allow and even use as regulator that China's
factories produce pirated copies of branded goods.
Pirate copies that unscrupulous western buyers buy
and sell cheaper than the market price or at dumped
prices. One example is the Danish store chain Netto,
which used to sell electronic junk in Sweden. But in
order for the Chinese to avoid an economic
dependence on the West, in the future, they must
make an effort to make merchandise with quality.

But first, they want to crack the almighty dollar by
distorting competition in absurdity because of
currency differences and encumber the Americans
with dept over their ears and by pushing up the
repayment of US loan from China to insurmountable
levels. US owes China $ 1,200,000,000,000 ($ 1.2
trillion). So much has China invested, mostly in US
almost interest-free government bonds which,
however, have to be repaid according to the terms.
The alternative to repaying is that the United States
declare themselves in state bankruptcy or turn their
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own financial rules upside down by simply refusing to
pay. Not much thought is needed to realize that this
would cause an economic and military turbulence
without any match in the world.

$ 1.2 trillion is equivalent to 19 percent of US foreign
debt (2017), and China still has a surplus to invest.
Though they may never succeed in breaking the US
economy. It is the United States that decides how
many treasury bills, notes and bonds they want to give
out and therefore the Chinese have been forced to
revise their strategy between 2011-2018, which
shows that China's economy is in a dependence to the
US. But with US tax policy, the US government's
budget get strained when they don’t issue any bonds.
US GDP (2013) was $ 16.72 trillion. The Americans
now know that Beijing was trying to push up the US
loan ceiling to unsustainable levels and punch a hole
in the US economic bubble as they did in 2018 by
selling, selling, selling. It's just that the Chinese risk
their own finances in the process. But better to do
what you can to turn the winds of fortune than to do
nothing at all.
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But the low-valued Yuan and the fact that China
extracts 98 percent of the world's rare elements (rare
earth metals), and their low quality on technology or,
in other words, the low production costs together
with industrial espionage are what the Chinese
believe are the best Chinese weapons yet. The
Chinese work ethic is also one of their best weapons.
In August 2015, the Chinese currency was first
devalued by 1.9 percent and the following day by 1.5
percent and the following day by another 1.6 percent.
Devaluation was an attempt to pump up their own
economy. You get US $ 0.15 for a Chinese Yuan at
present time. You get US $ 0.0091 for a Japanese Yen,
but Japan is expensive for westerners still, and the
prices of their goods are high. If it is possible to set an
exchange rate artificially, is a philosophical question.
Actually, the Yuan should be valued as half the Dollar
and quality goods should flow from China, one might
think.

It was debated a few years ago in the United States of
America if they should print a trillion ($
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1,000,000,000,000) platinum coin to use to pay off its
foreign debt to China. I do not know how serious the
debate was, but it would be a dishonest act, although
it is legal in the US to print a platinum coin with this
denomination whilst it is not legal with silver coins,
gold coins or banknotes. CNN correctly mentions that
such a coin will not contribute to inflation in America
because it will never come into circulation. Suppose
the Americans could force such a coin on the Chinese
with the threat of otherwise unilaterally writing off
their own debt to China. What then would the Chinese
be able to use the coin for, and what would it be
worth? The collector value of a single trillion dollar
coin issued by the US government would surely make
a realistic value of an estimated $ 100 million for a
wealthy patriotic American collector who wants to
help his country not appearing to be crooks. But the
Chinese will not be able to buy even a larger company
for the coin, its value being at most just $ 100,000,000
regardless of what denomination is printed on the
coin.
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Homework:

What do you think could happen if the United States
coined a trillion dollar coin and tried to force it on
China as if it was money paid back? You can choose to
answer what you think it would bring to the United
States, or to China, or to the world, or to your country.
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4. Lesson thirtysix: China;
Rare Earth Elements
Although China extracts 98 percent of the world's rare
earth elements, like Neodymium, which in small
amounts together with some Boratoms to keep
everything in place are used to "dope" magnetic iron
so that they become stronger (Neodymium magnets)
and other elements that have recently been used in
high-tech contexts, it’s difficult for them to use the ore
as an economic weapon.

There are also much China is dependent on which
comes from the surrounding world, like agricultural
products and fuel oil, as well as copper and other
metals. China alone stands for 2/5 of the worlds
consumption of coal, aluminum, zinc and copper.
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Therefore, the Chinese are doing mining and oil
business with countries that Europe and America
consider too dubious to do business with, African
countries with a horribly low level on human rights,
that China benefits from. China is a relatively
resonable trading partner for western countries. As of
2015, the only mining company of its kind in the
United States – Molycorp – which used to capitalize
rare earth elements, filed for bankruptcy due to
unfavorable Chinese competition.

The problem is that REE (rare earth elements) is so
difficult to extract from the soil. In May 2012,
Japanese researchers discovered an estimated 6.8
million tons of rare earth metals near the island of
Minami-Tori-Shima, which can supply Japan's current
industrial consumption for over 200 years.

Another recently developed source of rare earths is
discarded electronics and other scrap that have
components of REE. Progress in recycling of
electronics has made the extraction of REE from junk
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possible and recycling stations have recovered
hundreds of thousand tons of REE from electronic
junk. In France, two factories have been built that will
recycle 200 tons of REE per year from end-of-life
fluorescent lamps, magnets and batteries.

China has no real market advantage despite their
introducing of restrictive export quotas from 2010 and
also their stopping of production, and despite their
extraction of REE in China linked to the Chinese state.
In March 2012, the United States, the EU and Japan
confronted China in the WTO. China claimed that the
export quotas were maintained for the sake of the
environment. (Well, sometime would be the first.)
Chinese export restrictions failed in 2012 since prices
on REE fell in response to the opening of other
production sites. [In January 2015, China lifted all
export quotas of REE, but export licenses will still be
required. It is unclear if they thought they were the
only ones who had raw materials in sufficient
quantities, but the Chinese had miscalculated the
power of the free market and for the moment being
they have already used up their advantage.
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In 2013, Rand Corporation published a report that
stated that the US economy is "critically dependent"
on 14 different raw materials produced in countries
with weak regimes and that China has a marketcontrolling position on 11 of these raw materials.
China has introduced production monitoring, export
restraints, closing of mines and restructuring of
production within China's own borders. In the same
year, the United States' Energy Department
announced that they had created a new institute with
an annual budget of $ 120 million called the Critical
Materials Institute. The aim is to avoid the
consequences of scarcity of raw materials, which
threaten to put obstacles in the way of transition to
alternative energy forms. Five so-called rare earth
metals (neodymium, europium, terbium, dysprosium
and yttrium) are listed on the institute's website as
such critical raw materials. Two non REE raw materials
are also included in this category. Calculations showed
that there would be an imbalance of about thirty
percent between supply and demand already in 2016.
This primarily affects electricity production by wind
and solar power. A major problem is that there is no
294

acceptable alternative to oil for propulsion of vehicles
and aircraft. There is no other substance with that
much energy content per transported unit than oil
products and which does not cost astronomical sums
to produce with now known technology. Without
transport, we would return to the stoneage. Every
country needs to look out for its supply of crude oil to
meet both civil society's need for fuel in peacetime
and sustain its military in the event of conflict. Source:
KKrVA, Ingolf Kiesow

Source; KKrVA, Ingolf Kiesow

Homework:

Will REE become a big issue in the future you think?
Short term or long term?
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5. Lesson thirtyseven: China;
Options
What, then, does the future have in its womb? China
is the world's second largest economy. China, which is
a hybrid system, partly communist and partly supercapitalist, has now replaced the United States as Asia's
largest trading partner. CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 20182019 estimated that China's defense budget in 2016
was 1.9 percent of GDP. But China does not publish
open documents describing the country's military
doctrine or strategy. However, China is said to not
make any major secret of which new systems and
platforms are produced. I can imagine that China will
continue its economic growth, develop its prosperity
and raise the standard of living for more and more
Chinese citizens. We can then end up in a situation
where;
296

A) The western powers and China will end up in
a conflict and with armed forces will fight for
trade routes and commodity assets and the
oil from the Arab world and Africa. In that
case, colonialism will increase in one way or
another and the Arab world and Africa will
lose. At present time, this scenario is unlikely
as long as China is dependent on shipping of
oil, metals and agricultural products through
the Malacca Strait, which is one of China’s
weak spots, for its raw materials and
resource consuming industry and its vehicles
and food for its demanding population. China
hardly controls its own backyard, the South
China Sea. China's military fleet cannot
match US Navy before the next 20-30 years.
China has only got one or two aircraft
carriers, but they have a strong but largely
outdated submarine weapon including 7
nuclear weapon submarines (2012).
B) The western powers will do everything to
sweeten the financial bids to the Africans for
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Africa's raw materials, and do everything to
convince them that they should let our side
make investments in different countries and
that they should sell their metals, oil and REE
to our side. China would do the same. In this
scenario, the Africans will gain greater
influence. Depending on how the scenario
develops, it may be to our advantage alt. to
our disadvantage that China has invested in
agricultural production in Africa.
C) The western powers and China eventually
end up in a cold war with reasonably civilized
competitive conditions where Africa and the
Arab world does not get too much influence.

Choose which alternative you prefer and then act
accordingly. There is nothing that excludes B from
following on C following on A, or any other
combination of these three options. I am not mixing
Russia into the compote so it won’t be so complicated,
but it is probable that China and Russia will enter into
a deeper unholy alliance, because it was like that
already. China has electronic technology and Russia
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has commodity resources and natural resources, it is
the perfect "reasoning marriage" to use General
Major Karlis Neretnieks words. Fortunately, western
and Chinese immorality are on different levels, so that
the Chinese do business with morally corrupt
countries in Africa while the West condemns it, if we
can. At the same time, western powers are doing
business with morally corrupt Arab countries and also
arming these countries to the teeth in the process. But
what options for war are then available to China if
alternative A becomes dominant? There are two
options that I see, and both require a strong Chinese
fleet and control over the South China Sea;

1. China builds or invests in, from east to west,
the port of Tanjung Priok in Jakarta
Indonesia, and Port Klang, Penang and
Tanjung Pelepas in the Malacca Strait in
Malaysia. The sea route then goes on to the
Indian Ocean to Hambantota on the island of
Sri Lanka off India's south coast. In
Hambantota there is a port which China has
bought. China needs, in order to be able to
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threaten the western world, to control the
well-trafficked Malacca Strait between the
island state of Sumatra northwest Australia
and the peninsula Malaysia, where 40
percent of world trade, and 80 percent of
China's oil imports go through. But also 100
percent of Japan's and 90 percent of South
Korea's oil imports go through the Malacca
Strait. China can if they control the
mentioned seas and straits, and have bases
in Pakistan and Africa, colonize selected
African countries and exert harmful influence
on its east Asian neighbors, on African
commodity nations, on the Middle East and
Europe and the US. If necessary, they can
attack European interests via the Djibouti
strait between the Gulf of Aden and the Red
Sea at the Horn of Africa and further through
the Suez Canal, but they must then be able to
dispose of Djibouti with the exclusive right
among the Great Powers. In short, the
Malacca Strait is the key to world domination
and it is the United States that still has the
upper hand. Commodities worth 1 billion
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dollars passes the Strait of Hormuz at the
Persian Gulf every day. 85 percent of that oil
goes to Asia, 8 percent goes to Europe and 7
percent goes to the US and others. It is
because of the strategic Malacca Strait, the
Sunda Strait and the Lombok Strait that the
United States has an expeditionary troop of
1,250 Marine soldiers in the small town of
Darwin in the Northern Territory of Australia.
The United States has long had a Marine
Corps in Darwin, which was supposed to be
greatly strengthened according to a decision
by Obama. Probably if the Chinese attack
Europe in an Attila style women conquer
campaign, it is first initiated by cruise missile
attacks from would-be civilian or military
Naval ships against military targets, and then
follows a landing up through GreeceBulgaria-Romania and on rails through
Greece-Serbia-Hungary into Central Europe.
2. In this option, China still has to secure the
Malacca Strait and keep Australia and New
Zealand at bay alt. invading or destroying
port cities, keeping their shipping routes to
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the Middle East and Africa open while
keeping the Americans 3rd fleet in California,
Washington and Hawaii and the smaller 7th
fleet in Apra Harbor Guam and in Yokosuka
Japan away from uploading in the Pacific sea.
China surprise attacks and strikes the US
expeditionary Marine Corps in Australia and
the bulk of the US fleet in the Pacific Ocean,
the US base in Djibouti at the Horn of Africa,
the marine base of the small island of Diego
Garcia in the Indian Ocean and the 5:th fleet
in the Persian Gulf, leaving the opportunities
open for China to control selected parts of
Africa and the Persian Gulf, while giving
Europe an opportunity to stay out of the war
by delimiting the Chinese influence in the
raw material producing countries in Africa,
but above all leaving the oil countries in
North Africa free so that they can sell or
exchange oil for weapons with the
Europeans. This scenario is less likely due to
the US nuclear super power status.
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China was demanding a 35-year lease with Greece for
the port of Piraeus, if they were to help the Greeks by
buying government bonds. The port has now been
incorporated under Chinese trustee. The port of
Piraeus is well protected in the Greek archipelago in
very close proximity to the capital Athens. So you
know what awaits you, Greeks! The Chinese must
control the strategically important western gateway
to the Mediterranean. And perhaps they make a mark
on Italy's foot or at least take Sicily and Malta and
knock out the fleet base in the Taranto Gulf on Italy's
boot hills in a first step and then disembark in the
coastal areas of Slovenia, or disembark in Slovenia's
capital Trieste in the Gulf of Trieste in the northern
Adriatic Sea east of Italy. All available European ports
will be used. Then follows a deployment up to Central
Europe through Austria. They will certainly try to
discourage the United States from intervening, and
they may even be able to buy the United States by a
delimitation of China’s own influence in the oilproducing countries of Africa. The Chinese must
initially strike France's and Britain's strategic
submarines already in port if possible. The Chinese
also need to bridge the logistically gigantic distances if
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they want to control the western gateway to the
Mediterranean. They are trying to solve this problem
through recent investments in Spain and Portugal
(2017). It is possible to achieve, but the Chinesecontrolled ports i.e. the logistics nodes then become
opportune targets. Therefore, the whole scenario is a
gamble. Thus, we can expect a Chinese surprise attack
and deployment of anti-ship missile systems and air
defense systems on the British base in Gibraltar to
take control of the Gibraltar strait.

China will not attack Europe by road with green forces
on any route in the next decade. India and Pakistan
stand in the way of the Chinese, so they cannot with
an army forcefully access Europe on the south land
route. But in order to afford to attack Europe by land,
China first needs normal trade relations with India and
Pakistan. Therefore, the Chinese are planning new
routes to link Beijing with Pakistan and India via
Kazakhstan to the north. The Kremlin is either trying
to counter this or not.
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The ideal way for the Chinese to deploy directly to
Europe is via Kazakhstan-Uzbekistan-Turkmenistan
and then Iran and Turkey. Should they take the
possible route north through Kazakhstan and Russia
or west of the Caspian Sea via Iran, then Russia must
allow the Chinese to pass by either Volgograd, or
directly through the oil installations in the Caucasus in
a situation where the oil in the Caucasus will be
hijacked by the Chinese. If the Chinese circumvent
Russia, then they must finally cross a narrow strait
called the Bosphorus in Istanbul Turkey before
reaching Europe, which is far from ideal whether it is
intended to be via the three bridges or via ferries or
both bridges and ferries. The train tunnel requires
control of the energy network, it is not that easy as
just loading on combat vehicles on a train trailer. But
China's ability to invade parts of Europe in an Attila
style women conquer campaign can shift to China's
favor if China controls the Malacca Strait and
preferably the Balabac Strait, the Makassar Strait, the
Mindoro Strait, the Lombok Strait and the Sunda
Strait, all of them located North-West of Australia.
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In particular, China already has access to the port of
Hambantota in Sri Lanka off India's southeast coast
and have built military bases in Gwadar in Pakistan
and they have a base in Djibouti on the Horn of Africa.
They have also built a military runway on a Kambodian
island and they have invested in a Kambodian Naval
base in the Gulf of Thailand, according to publically
released images from American imaging satellites in
2020. That’s not even within the arbitrary Chinese
Nine-dash line. China may be able to project enough
military and economic power in the Gulf of Thailand
to put pressure on Thailand to let the Chinese dig a
canal through the narrow country which will make
sure that Chinese merchant ships in the future can
pass between the Gulf of Thailand and the Bengal Bay
to reach the Indian Ocean without even having to pass
the Malacca Strait. Another known project is that
China has built a railway from Djibouti to Addis Ababa
in central Ethiopia. The railway line may have, or is of
logistical advantage The railway line may make a
logistical advantage for China now or in the future.
A brand new railway will be built between Budapest
in Hungary and Belgrade in Serbia, which connects to
306

an already existing railroad between Belgrade and the
port city of Piraeus near Athens in Greece, a port
which the Chinese already run under their own
control. However, the Chinese must invade Gibraltar
in a surprise attack first, and deploy air defense
systems and anti-ship missiles there, before they can
attempt an invasion of Europe's inland from the
Mediterranean, which would be fairly easy given that
the British normally lack qualified and relevant
military systems in Gibraltar. An attack in advance on
Gibraltar becomes the trigger that reveals that a
major war has started. Therefore, one should be
vigilant when Chinese aircraft carriers and other
warships visit mainly Spanish and Portuguese ports,
especially in combination with supposedly civilian
Chinese ships.
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The train tunnel under the strait of Bosphorus I do not
believe much in initially in an invasion scenario. The
Chinese do not know anything about the capacity of
bridges or ferries yet. The whole endeavor would be a
blind operation with a gigantic and long logistics chain
that would be very vulnerable. But if they succeed in
establishing the new Chinese silk road project "Silk
Road Economic Belt" in the future, then maybe they
can succeed with an invasion scenario by land.
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Homework:

How do you figure the Turks will react when they learn
about this coming Chinese venture? Will they go along
with it in order not to pay the ultimate price in women
losses and losses of Turkish lives?

Surely the Iranians would not voluntarily let the
Chinese transit through their country?

Do the Chinese first have to make the country of
Afghanistan their private brothel as once the Mongols
did before them in history, in order for the Chinese to
gain possession of a build up area and a grain
storehouse before they embark on the further
invasion of Europe?

Please motivate your opinion.

309

6. Lesson thirtyeight: China;
the Silk Road
New or modernized and expanded Chinese railway
line in the picture below. Will it be difficult because of
mountainous areas to connect this railway line to the
already existing railway that extends south of the
Caspian Sea from east to west through Iran and into
central Turkey and Ankara and beyond to Istanbul?
There is nothing that suggest it. The oil from Baku
must reach further, otherwise it would make no sense
to build a railway line from Baku to Turkey. But the oil
does not come by railway trains. There are existing oil
pipelines from Baku to Istanbul via Georgia, and from
Baku to Turkey's southeast coastal area via Georgia.
Russia is present in Syria's western coastal area south
of Turkey, with a naval base in Tartous with the S-400
and S-300 air defense systems deployed, and an
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airbase protected by air defense systems in Latakia
located about 100 km north of Tartous. Given these
oil pipes running through Turkey and the railway line
that looks like it stops indefinitely on the map below,
who knows where it will be drawn next.

There are reportedly also 40,000 Russian citizens in
Syria of which most probably are tourists in the
unharmed Tartous or Latakia or the rather untouched
central Aleppo, whose presence should not be
extenuated when Russia implements its major
strategy plans and tries to obstruct others. Russia is
now (2018) caught up in the game. China wants to
expand the oil pipelines to Turkey's southeastern
coastal area, Russia probably does not want this as
long as China also aspires to expand the "Silk Road
Economic Belt" by land towards Europe, because this
threatens Russia's southern front.

Russia is thus dependent on the turncoat state of
Turkey and that Beijing does not have Turkey in their
pocket, and they have, among other things, therefore,
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had negotiations with Turkey about initiating a sale of
the S-400 Triumph air defense system to the country.
Turkey has already made an advance payment and is
hoping for delivery by 2019. The issue is discussed
according to what Kremlin adviser Vladimir Kozhin
told the Russian news agency TASS in September
2017. The Russian leadership is often forced to
concentrate resources, preparations and efforts to
Russia’s southern and eastern borders. Many times it
is of a military and economic nature. These playfields
are primarily much more important for Russia's
security than the Baltic issue is. Much of their strategy
in the northwest is a luxury they can sometimes
engage in.
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Azerbaijan, Georgia and Turkey thus put an 826 km
long railway on their territories (reported in
November 2017). The question is whether the Chinese
want or intend to resolve the issue of how to pass over
or under the 300 km (186 miles) long stretch of the
Caspian Sea. Traveling 300 km across the Caspian Sea
from Turkmenistan to the oil-rich Baku by ship is a
realistic solution. They also probably see a solution
with an existing railway line south of the Caspian Sea
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in Iran. I don't think Russia is happy about these plans
because the influence over the oil-rich Baku is slipping
over to China's court. The Russian interest will
probably be shifted to the south and towards China in
the near future. But in St. Petersburg and in
Kaliningrad, Russia's plans will continue as usual. It is
cunningly done by the Chinese to make Azerbaijan,
Georgia and Turkey invest in China's evil schemes for
Europe. But this railway is just one of all the railways,
roads and fairways, which together make up the
modern Chinese Silk Road Economic Belt project. Bit
by bit and under obscurity, they are single-mindedly
building on this logistical venture’s partly civilian
project and partly military project. The silk road is the
largest logistic project of all time, which requires a
well-developed infrastructure, project planning and
investments in transit countries.

The problem with the silk road project is not primarily
that there are no good roads. It is laying down oil and
gas pipelines, the creation and maintenance of
infrastructure such as gas stations, service stations,
power stations, drinking water, animal husbandry,
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agricultural production, food processing and irrigation
projects in the silk road transit countries that the
challenge consists in. It requires even more fuel and
resources of fresh water. Creating opportunities for
this can easily be a geo-political gamble. It will be
difficult to provide maintenance support for entire
armies. Deserts must be crossed and power plants
require fuel, nuclear power plants require water,
personnel require drinking water. Perhaps one has to
bypass some of the railways with a regular road where
the transported vehicles move on their own machine.
But they can also lay down water pipes to the steam
generator in nuclear power plants. Not even on a
multi-track railway, can you transport as many
combat vehicles as needed in a short time. Towing
vehicles, drinking water, fuel, tires, service personnel,
spare parts and rolling mechanical service stations for
trucks will require a large part of the space in the
trains. Iran doesn’t lack oil but they have a quality on
their oil that is not suitable for making diesel from,
which means that diesel is rationed and reserved for
Iranian truck drivers.
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Locomotives probably require relatively flat ground if
they are to be able to pull long and heavy trains fully
loaded with tanks and fuel. That being said, the
world's highest railway line is Chinese and crosses the
Kunlun Shan 3,000-5,000 meters above sea level. It is
called the Qingzang railway. It is conceivable that a
railway line, if it is not stretched over or through
mountains, runs from Inner Mongolia (belonging to
China) to Gansu to the Uighur land Xinjiang, into
Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan and further
via southern Iran along the coast of the Persian Gulf
and further northwest through Iraq and Syria and
southern Turkey. In a war, southern Turkey becomes
the most vulnerable stretch, requiring control of the
eastern Mediterranean. From Beijing to Istanbul, the
train route is >14,000 km of country road which I
describe above. But the Chinese may have to punch at
least one hole in the Chinese wall, which is actually
several walls from different eras and which are on the
UNESCO World Heritage List.
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The Chinese are planning infrastructure investments
for a railroad, a country road and oil pipelines
between the port city of Gwadar in southwestern
Pakistan and Kashgar in western China, or are already
building them. It sounds quite logical. What then
follows causally is that China completes the port of
Gwadar for their Naval forces and merchant ships in
southern Pakistan at the Arabian Sea, and a military
airport. If they get permission from Pakistan.
According to the Financial Times web release in May
2011, Pakistan's Defense Minister has requested from
China to build a Chinese military base for Gwadar's
port. In Uganda and actually the whole region around
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the Victoria Lake 1 200 km southwest of Djibouti there
are giant oil reserves. It does not have to be said that
the great powers are fighting hard for these oil
deposits, which are estimated to exceed the total oil
reserves of the OPEC countries put together.

It has been established that the total raw material
resources under the Caspian Sea is almost twice as
large as all commodity assets in the whole of the
United States. Kurdistan has the so-called Taq taq field
and has increased its production of oil more than one
hundred times from 2,000 barrels of oil a day since
new discoveries were discovered in the 00's. On the
border between Kazakhstan and Russia, there are
huge reserves in the Karachaganak field, 42 trillion
cubic feet of natural gas as well as liquid natural gas
and crude oil. In Turkmenistan, there are gas assets of
no less than seven hundred trillion calculated cubic
feet in the ground, the fourth largest deposit in the
world. In addition, gold mines in Uzbekistan and
Kyrgyzstan are part of the Tian Shan belt. These are
the second largest gold deposits in the world after the
Witwatersrand mountain in South-Africa. Both
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Beryllium, Dysprosium and other Rare Earth Element
metals have been found in Kazakhstan. These are
important in the manufacture of mobile phones,
laptops and rechargeable batteries, as well as
Uranium and Plutonium which are necessary for
nuclear energy.

In eastern Ukraine towards the border with Russia in
the Donetsk basin, where there is a state of war, there
are coal resources with up to about ten billion tons.
U.S. Geological Service states that there are 1.4 billion
barrels of oil and 2.4 trillion cubic feet of natural gas
in addition to considerable amounts of liquid natural
gas. Also the fertile black topsoil of Ukraine and
southern Russia is sought after. A non-governmental
organization has concluded that land worth nearly $ 1
billion in Ukraine alone is being dug up and sold
annually. Crop failure and war in Ukraine affect both
the price of technology products, crops and oil.

An expanded and existing railway line between ChinaGermany will soon reach Paris. Major investments in
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those transcontinental rail lines have opened for
freight routes along the more than 11,000 km long
international Iuxinous railway, which runs from China
to Duisburg in Germany. 800 m long trains have begun
to transport millions of laptops, shoes, clothing and
other consumer goods in one direction, and
electronics, car parts and medical equipment in the
other on a journey that takes 16 days. Significantly
faster than the sea route from Chinese ports in the
Pacific. Source: The Silk Roads; by Peter Frankopan

Sources:
The Silk Roads; by Peter Frankopan
SR;Ekot

Homework:

We know that the US facilitates the economic
development of the Central Asian former Sovjet
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republic “Stan-countries”. But it can be for more than
one reason. Why do you think the US do this? I mean,
they've already left Afghanistan.

Justify your answer please.
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7. Lesson thirtynine: China;
Military bases
We have touched this topic in previous lessons.

China was leading negotiations with the small state of
Djibouti at the Horn of Africa, about building a Chinese
military base there. The base officially opened in 2017.
There is an American Navy Regiment in Camp
Lemonnier in the small country that is no larger than
200 km x 150 km (124 miles x 93 miles). Djibouti is also
where the Americans base the bulk of their armed
drones, UCAVs that operate over the alQaida-infested
Yemen, or they used to at least. Camp Lemonnier is a
center for about 6 drone and surveillance bases that
extend straight from west to east and symbolically
splits northern Africa from southern Africa. Due to its
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strategic location, Camp Lemonnier serves as a hub
for aircraft carriers and aviation operations in the Gulf
region. There are about 4,000 American soldiers in
Djibouti. Djibouti serves as a base for a number of
foreign powers, e.g. for the French fleet and the
Foreign Legion. In 2015 Japan built, their first foreign
military base since wwii, in Djibouti.

Chinese bases in Gwadar and Djibouti is an
opportunity for China to gain military influence over
the oil commerce in the Persian Gulf. and thus an
economic influence over the US and Europe. It's an
effective and fearful way, a potential game changer. I
mean, the Chinese don’t even have to pass through
the Red Sea with their merchant ships to reach their
homeland from the Persian Gulf or from African
trading partners.

China's President Xi Jinping visited Pakistan in April
2015. Several formal visits between China and
Pakistan have taken place in recent years. During his
visit, it was expected that Xi Jinping was to announce
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extensive
Chinese
strategic
infrastructure
investments in Pakistan. The planned Chinese
investment in Pakistan is expected to reach 46 billion
dollars. The main purpose of the investments was to
create what is known as the Chinese-Pakistani
economic corridor. It will become a network of roads,
railways and oil pipelines between the two countries.
The corridor stretch about 483 km (300 miles), from
western China into Pakistan.

Today, most of China's trade and oil imports run
through the Malacca Strait, and Beijing fears that, in
the event of a conflict, the US fleet can easily carry out
a blockade at the "chokepoints" of the Malacca Strait,
the Sunda Strait and the Lombok Strait, thereby giving
a hard blow to China's economy. One could
accomplish this remote blockade with 16 smaller
military vessels, plus support and rotations, someone
has figured out. In reality, a remote blockade requires
relatively extensive efforts to search ships and take
care of the seized vessels, etc. But practices and
regulations are well established by the Royal Navy in
the past.
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The investments in Pakistan are a key part of an
overall Chinese strategy to increase China's influence
around Asia. The United States, and perhaps
especially India, regards the Chinese investments with
great skepticism. The planned Chinese investment in
Pakistan is significantly higher than the US investment
in the country. Closer links between China and
Pakistan are also not welcomed by the strategic
antagonist India. But in Pakistan, they speak very
positive about it. The impoverished country is in great
need of investments for its deficient infrastructure.
The Government in Islamabad is hoping that the
Chinese projects can help turn Pakistan into a regional
economic center. The port city of Gwadar is located
near the Strait of Hormuz between the Gulf of Oman
and the Persian Gulf. But not as near as the three
American air bases in Qatar and UAE in the Persian
Gulf lies to the Strait of Hormuz. Two of the
mentioned US airbases are even located right next to
the Strait of Hormuz in the UAE.
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In Burma east of India, the Chinese operate the
Kyaukpyu port. According to the IDSA - Institute for
Defense Studies and Analysis, the Chinese are building
a 982 km (610 miles) long oil pipeline from the port to
Kunming, the capital of Yunnan Province in southern
China. A motorway will be built along this pipeline to
connect the port with China and railways will be linked
together. The pipeline shortens the distance by 1,200
km (745 miles) bypassing the normal vessel route
through the Malacca Strait, for at least a regional part
of China's oil demand.

Bangladesh in the depths of the Bengali Gulf at east
India, and China signed several co-operation
agreements and economic agreements, in March and
June 2010, including the construction of a nuclear
reactor to meet the energy challenges. China also sells
modern military equipment to Bangladesh, instead of
the second-hand weapons and the outdated
technology that the western powers provided them.
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On the large island of Sri Lanka off India's southeast
coast, in July 2011, the first part of the Hambantota
port was built by the Chinese company Harbor
Engineering Company with a Chinese 425 million
dollar loan, according to PortCall's Asia. Hambantota
is just one of four ports built or upgraded. China
played a major role both militarily as it provided the
Sri Lankan government forces with military
equipment that became crucial to defeat the Tamil
Tigers' uprising on the island. And China also played a
major role politically as they supported international
organizations to counter persistent allegations of
government's human rights violations. The small state
of Sri Lanka sides with Pakistan.

The dispute between India and Pakistan has prompted
Pakistanis to support the Chinese in order to in return
gain military support from China. A strengthened
Pakistan can force India to take a defensive stance in
the event of a war with China over territorial claims,
because if Pakistan is allied with China, India will be in
a difficult seat with two enemies and thousands of
miles of militarized border. According to an article in
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Reuters electronic edition in January 2012, China was
an important supplier of technology and equipment to
Pakistan. In the 1980s and 1990s, China provided
Pakistan with knowledge so that Pakistan could
develop nuclear weapons, and the Chinese also
provided the Pakistanis with short-range ballistic
missiles in 1992. The Chinese also built a facility to
produce this type of weapon near the town of
Rawalpindi. In 2004, the Chinese helped Pakistan
build two nuclear reactors in the Punjab province, and
more recently, China has planned to build two more
reactors at the same construction site.

Neither the Indian nor the Pakistani side have
attempted to resolve the issue politically. Instead,
India has in April 2012 developed and launched its first
long-range ballistic nuclear weaponry that can reach
targets at a distance of 5,000 km including targets
anywhere in Chinese territory. This makes India a
member of a very selective club of countries which
owns intercontinental ballistic missiles, along with the
US, Russia, China, UK and France.
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China builds or invests in, from east to west, the port
of Tanjung Priok in Jakarta Indonesia, and Port Klang,
Penang and Tanjung Pelepas in the Malacca Strait in
Malaysia. These are at present date not military Naval
ports.

The Chinese have also built a military runway on a
Kambodian island and they have invested in a
Kambodian Naval base in the Gulf of Thailand.

And last, China has its first military base in Central
Asia, more precisely at the strategic location of the
Wakhan corridore close to the border of China,
Afghanistan and Tajikistan in the Tajik territory.

Sources; Raimundo Oliveira, Social and Political
Scientist, and SR; Ekot on April 20, 2015. Modified by
the author.
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Homework:

Why do you think China would need a Naval base in
Djibouti for? Please explain your thoughts.
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Lesson forty; Middle East gas
pipelines
Both Russia and the United States are primarily active
in Syria due to planned gas pipelines, and due to oil
and gas discovered by the Israelis. The picture below
shows two proposed gas pipelines and a yellow circle
that marks oil discoveries, which are expected to
surpass the total oil reserves in Saudi-Arabia. The
supposed oil field lies at the Golan Heights occupied
by Israel on the border with Syria.
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The gas pipeline between Qatar (see picture above)
and Turkey further into Europe was a proposal from
Qatar in 2009 to connect a gas pipeline to the existing
"Nabucco pipeline", which runs between Iran-Turkey
and Baku-Turkey up to the borders of Europe, to
supply Turkey and Europe with gas. One intended
route was to be stretched through Saudi-ArabiaJordan-Syria and another route through Saudi ArabiaKuwait-Iraq. Syria opposed the proposal from Qatar
on the grounds that Syria wanted to "defend its
Russian allies, Europe's leading natural gas supplier".
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The Russian preferred gas pipeline (see illustration)
whose route would run between Iran-Iraq-SyriaLebanon and into the Mediterranean may have been
more likely to get enforced. But if the Kremlin have a
choice, it will not come about either. It is very
interesting that Lebanon seemingly is to be one of the
transit countries for the gas from Iran. That country
could easily be circumvented and thus you could have
avoided added troubles.

The oil and gas discoveries at the Golan Heights (see
yellow ring in the picture above) have been awarded
by Netanyahu's government and is intended to be
exploited by a company called Genie Oil and Gas. The
oil discovery, which was discovered in 2015, is located
within a 246 square kilometer area at the southern
Golan Heights. Genie Oil and Gas has heavy names
such as former defense minister Dick Cheney, British
banker Jacob Rothschild, ex. CIA chief James Woolsey
and media mogul Rupert Murdoch, in its Strategic
Advisory Board, a board chaired by the founder of the
company, the oil magnate Howard Jonas. Howard
Jonas himself sits on ten billion barrels of oil in the US
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and forty billion barrels of oil in Israel. In addition,
there are huge gas deposits in the waters outside
Israel at 1,500 meters depth which are expected to be
exploited starting in 2019 to supply Israel with gas for
40 years to come.

The Brexit election took place in June 2016 at a time
when Barrack Obama was still president and before
the US presidential election that year. It was defacto
Obama who paved the way for Brexit, not David
Cameron, Theresa May or Donald Trump! David
Cameron was at the end of his political career, and
Theresa May was about to replace Cameron as Prime
Minister at the time of the Brexit election. Obama did
what he did just because of the oil at the Golan
Heights and in Uganda because he felt that the US
could only bring one country in Europe, their foremost
allied, Britain, aboard the lifeboat. It was Obama's
farewell gift to mainland Europe. "You can manage
best you can!" He didn’t say that, but that’s what he
meant. Trump just got the issue landing in his lap by
the unscrupulous Obama, but was quick to "go along
with it", without any moral concerns whatsoever. The
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United States and Britain have kept the rest of Europe
in the dark.

I don't think Israel as a state has been involved in the
plot even though they have been involved in the deal.
Although a British Jew, Jacob Rothschild, is on the
board and is a financier for Genie Oil and Gas, this
does not mean that all of Israel are involved in this
plot, it would be dishonest to claim such a thing. Israel
knows they must follow God's will to survive as a
nation in their small part of the world. They can't do
anything about it anyway, they have to struggle to
survive as a state themselves.

I suspect this Anglo-Saxon strategy makes America no
longer a God state. "America takes care of their own!"
And this is not in Israel's interest. Rather, much of
Israel is an involuntary passenger in an imbecill drunk
drivers vehicle. All Israel as passengers can do are to
make the driver aware of the dangers that appears
during their journey and try to lead the driver along
the safest road for both drivers and passengers as well
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as other road users. There are of course many
voluntary passengers including Netanyahu in this
unsafe, crazy and stupid ride. But we don’t know if
Trump’s politics are for the worst yet, sometimes the
most unpredictable persons can be right. We only
know that the ride is unpredictable and unsafe. But if
other players are predictable the outcome can still be
for the best or it can at least be tolerable.

Homework:

Do you think that Israel as a common state knows that
the drunken driver is slamming into innocent
pedestrians on his ride?

If yes, what do you think it will induce for Israel’s
safety as a state?
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Lesson fortyone; Britain’s
crimes against todays german
men
At the end of wwii the British got a hold on some
German archives that weren’t destroyed by the
Germans themselves. Many German archives were
lost, but not all of them. The Hitler archives were not
lost. The British know what Hitler said since the
Germans were keen on documenting everything the
Führer said within the inner circle, and the Britts have
been portioning out selected information over many
decades following on the German defeat in wwii. They
are certainly running out of material that they want to
make official. Every bad thing Hitler ever said is out
there on the Internet and in British made
documentories.
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The thing is that all German researchers, historians
and academics are excluded from ever taking part in
studying these now British owned archives. The British
racist dismissing of the Germans is meant to supress
German men for ever and ever in order to being able
to continue to keep the British psychological
advantage and higher moral ground over German
men.

It is a fact that all people have both favorable sides
and bad sides, and so did also Hitler have. I don’t know
what the British are going to do with the rest of their
German archives. But I bet that what is left are going
to be classified material forever and ever. I bet that if
the British released what has not already been
revealed will make Hitler look like a saint since
everything bad he ever said are already official.

But the British don’t stop there. They sell aerial
bombcarpet photographs to the Germans for
astronomical charges, photos taken from the British
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airplanes that dropped the bombs on Germany in the
first place. A million pounds per photo. The Germans
need these photos in order to find undetonated
bombs in the ground so that they can defuse those
bombs.

Homework:

Oh Britain, we know what crimes you are committing.
Do anyone think that the Britts will ever release what
is left in the British confiscated German archives?
Anyone?

339

Lesson fortytwo; A war aginst
Iran – in the Nordic countries?
There are layers in the intelligence communities with
different realities, if you’re a high enough ranking
intelligence officer you will understand that.

Russia's foreign minister, Sergei Lavrov, has accused
NATO, and Europe more broadly, of stoking tensions
on the continent, as he called on leaders in February
2020 to ”abandon the phantom of the Russian
threat”. Really, ”phantom”? Let me tell you what he is
really thinking and why he cannot get the US to play
along. Kreml is prepared to sacrifice Iran in exchange
for the control over the Nordic countries. That is why
Putin has been talking with Israel with a silk tongue
lately and released a female Israeli prisoner from a
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Russian prison as a sign of good will. The US is trying
to provoke a war with Iran. But the Iranians aren’t
taking the bait lately. So the Americans are glancing
on the possibility to get some of the Kurds or perhaps
the Syrian rebels to provoke the Turks into a war with
Syria by them killing some of Turkey’s military
personnel at the border between Syria and Turkey in
a false flag operation. Turkish president Erdogan has
been very firm in his approach on Turkey’s stand
should Syria engage the Turkish forces resulting in just
one casualty. It will mean war. And Turkey is a NATO
country. Erdogan has been firm but stupid. If Turkey is
attacked in any way by any of the players in the region,
then Turkey can release Article 5 in the NATO chart.
And then the US would step in and gain access into
Iranian interests in Syria and from there on it is not a
long way to the war, that the US has sought with Iran,
for control over the oil in the Persian Gulf.

We did not have to wait long for the Russian reaction,
because we experienced that Russia either on its own
or through the dictator Assad, in northwestern Syria
attacked Turkish posts from Syria by air at the end of
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February 2020, resulting in 22 dead Turkish soldiers.
Suitably enough, Russia has an air base in Latakia very
close to the Idlib province. Turkish forces have been in
conflict with Syrian forces, as a result of the airstrikes.
Motion pictures from within Idlib show mushroom
clouds after new bombings and shootings between
the belligerents. According to the UN, schools,
hospitals and temporary refugee camps have been in
the firing line. Putin has deceived Erdogan over the
phone. Better to forestall than to be forestalled.
Erdogan responded by opening the corridor for
refugees between Turkey and Europe. I don't think
Erdogan is well informed! He probably thinks that the
Western world is behind the attacks. Or he's really
irrational, which wouldn't surprise me. The Bashaws
down there tend to be labile and unreliable.

The point is that the US is going to need all the NATO
countries, also Norway and Denmark, to cooperate
with the US and NATO. That’s why Norway and
Denmark can relax for the time being. The US is going
to defend them, or at least they are prepared to deter
Russia from attacking Norway and Denmark. Only,
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Norway’s and Denmark’s security guarrantee can all
go away in a decade or so. Noone knows. The only
thing we can know for certain is that Trump is
unreliable and that a Russian attack on Sweden
and/or Finland will result in forwarded Russian power
positions in Scandinavia. Looks like Trump has the
upper hand. Maybe he is smarter than I thought? Or
maybe he has just got more power than I thought.

Of course all this means that Norway and Denmark
have been marched into another war for the US sake.
Just not a war on their own soil. This have both
upsides and downsides for our Scandinavian
neighbors. For us Swedes it means bad news.

Putin and Trump are closing in on each other without
so many words. It’s the way the big guys like to
communicate, with military exercises using fleets and
brigades and such. This kind of communication has its
upsides and downsides, but it can be combined with
making other projects a reality in different places of
the world in order to convey a meaning. One
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downside to that is that you have only so much
resources. In August of 2019, Russia held a big Naval
drill very close to the Norwegian coast. But there is
also the possibility to pull back troops, in order to
convey a message, and that is what Trump was doing
in late 2019, as he was defending his back-stabbing on
the Kurds in Syria and Tweeting about the coming US
withdrawal. But the US war with Iran is still coming.

If not Russia should collapse beforehand Putin sure
looks forward to a future Russian salvation like a WWII
Alliance with the Americans and the British. It is
possibe to imagine a defensive war coming sometime
in the future for the Scandinavian countries on the
one side, and the would be assailants the US, Britain
and if they all get their wish also Russia on the other
side which is a necessity for such a war scenario. There
could also be a blockade or some sort of sanctions
against us. And with a war and/or sanctions against us
I especially mean us Swedes. We would find ourselves
in Israel’s position in 1967 and 1973. And you know
what, I think we would win.
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Trump’s motive? Economical gain for his country,
Reality politics, recent resentments against Trump
from high ranking officials in the Swedish armed
forces, personal issues with us Swedes, you pick one
or all! But the main motive in such a scenario would
be that the US administration wants to grease up the
Middle East by removing Russian incentives to
counteract the US when they engage in yet another
war in the region, this time likely against Iran. There is
also a direct link between this and Trump's visit to
India in February 2020.

“John Bolton is absolutely a hawk,” Trump told NBC in
June 2019. “If it was up to him, he’d take on the whole
world at one time, OK? But that doesn’t matter
because I want both sides.”

These two separate scenarios are surely a way to get
both sides for ”businessman” Donald.

Let me just say that the US own WTI oil, which is of a
quality that is currently the only kind of oil quality you
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can make gasoline from, will suffice for maybe 5+
more years. Do the calculations and don’t be fooled
by commentaries by various players, like that the oil
fields in Texas are as big as the state of Alabama. Do
the counting on the official numbers!

It is in this context you should consider the ”save our
ASAP Rocky” statements from Trump. ASAP Rocky is
an American rapper that happened to get himself into
a fight in Sweden and ended up in a Swedish court in
the summer of 2019.

And it is in this context we should read that POTUS
now wants to buy Greenland from Denmark or lease
placement of BMD assets and runways from the
country. Sounds to me like POTUS wants to go hunting
with aircrafts for Admiral von Dönitz submarines in
the Denmark Strait again. Of course it is only a plus
that Russian endeavours to make it to the Atlantic
with nuclear submarines in a war scenario where
Russia is an assailant might be foiled. Or is this the
main purpose? Noone would be happier than me if it
346

is, but this shopping spree from the POTUS coincides
with other suspicious stuff happening. But there is
also a longer term aspect with Trump wanting to buy
Greenland, natural resources. America has tried this
before. And the timing is impeccable.

It is also in this concept you should read that Angela
Merkel visited Iceland in August 2019. It is not just
random happenings, almost everything that happens
on the top levels have a causality.

Russias motive is that Kremlin is in a race to make
something happen so that they will not implode as a
state, again.

Homework:

What message do you think that Russia wanted to
convey to the US administration with their big Naval
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drill very close to the Norwegian coast in August
2019? The Russian Northern Fleet group of warships
sailed north for live-shootings in the Norwegian Sea
near the Arctic Circle. The main objective of the
Russian air force group was an exercise to hunt down
submarines.

Would you answer:
a) It was not a message to the US, it was a
message to Norway and maybe also Finland
and Sweden.
b) It was a message to Trump that he should
keep out of Russia’s influence sphere wich
Putin intends to expand by working his
”beanbag” Norway.
c) It was additionally an attempted message, or
part of a message, to Trump that ”please,
come to your senses and work together with
us, let us have the Baltic states and/or
selected parts of Scandinavia while you can
do what you wish with Iran possibly. Help us
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contain Germany while
Scandinavia together”.

we

fuck

up

Sources; SR;Ekot and Kim Iversen on Youtube for the
part about Syria and Turkey
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Lesson fortythree; Strategic
submarines
Each one of the 14 US SSBN Strategic Missile Ohioclass nuclear submarines has 24 SLBM Surface
Launched Ballistic Missiles of the type called Lockheed
Trident II with stellar and inertial guidance (inertial
navigation).

Each missile has eight MIRVs (multiple independently
targetable reentry vehicles) that can be assigned
unique targets with either 475 kilotons alt. 100
kilotons combat charges. Trident II D-5 has a range of
up to 11,300 km (7,000 miles) according to a British
Wikipedia page, and the corresponding US Wikipedia
page rounds up the number to 12,000 km (7,450
miles) but claims it has a longer reach than that.
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The exact range, mentioned on the US Wikipedia
page, is a secret. Elsewhere it is mentioned that
Trident II D-5 can hit targets at 7,400 km (4,600 miles)
distance. There is a big difference between 11,300 km
and 7,400 km, and the divergence is probably due to
the fact that the two types of nuclear warheads weigh
differently depending on their charge.

As it is almost 7,400 km from New York to Moscow for
a Jet aircraft, and let us say that a ballistic missile fly
7,500 km from New York to Moscow, the shorter
weapon range or 7,400 km, means that an Ohio-class
submarine based in New York which is out for a month
of service at sea will spend approximately 2.5 hours of
these thirty days to sneak under the surface at ~46
km/h to reach the outer water where their nuclear
weapons with the greatest total charge can reach
target Moscow. And perhaps a more moderate speed
will be used in the other direction towards the US
coast, but I don’t mix that into the numbers here.
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This means that maybe 1.5 percent of the second
strike ability of the United States could be omitted
already there. Another 25 percent of the US strategic
submarine fleet at any given moment will be in port
for service work and repair that cannot be completed
onboard the submarine at sea and/or outside the
dock.

In addition, the crews must be allowed to spend time
with their families in port and the submarines must be
buffered with food regardless of whether their
submarine is in need of service and maintenance in
port or not. Although there are at least two sets of
crews, and a submarine can often be out to sea many
times longer if the submarine is buffered from surface
ships.

To all this must be added that the submarines' nuclear
weapons must be maintained at regular intervals,
perhaps every five years, and this is not done on board
the submarine.
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Overall it reduces the second strike capacity by 35
percent or more in the worst case. Alternatively, the
detonation blasts from a multiple early nuclear missile
launch from a given submarine is reduced, close to the
home coast, with up to ~80 percent if half of the
missiles have 475-kiloton warheads with shorter
range for the nuclear missile, but remain un-fired
because of their shorter range, and the remaining half
are only 100 kiloton charges that can be fired from the
waters directly from the New York coast.

If this ratio applies to as little as 1.5 percent + 25
percent of the United States second strike capability,
at least 71,000 kilotons of TNT can be removed from
the equation, at least in the immediate phase for a
time period of up to just over five hours. For Russia
the calculations might be similar or even more
discouraging.

These Ohio-class Trident II nuclear submarines make
up the US strategic second strike capability with a
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total of 50 percent of the US strategic nuclear
capacity.

There are also 4 Ohio-class SSGN Cruise Missile
nuclear submarines capable of carrying 154
Tomahawk Block III or Block IV cruise missiles. The
Tomahawk Block IV missile is an all-weather surfaceand submarine-launched precision strike stand-off
weapon.

Designed for long range precision strike missions
against high quality and heavily defended targets, the
Tomahawk has a maximum range of 1,600 km (1,000
miles). It travels at subsonic speed - 890 km/h (550
miles per hour).

The US surface combat fleet phased out TLAM-A, the
nuclear warhead version of Tomahawk, a number of
years ago. So the US surface combat fleet is not any
longer armed with nuclear weapons, just like the
British surface combat fleet isn’t. Today, all of the
Tomahawks the surface combat fleet have are
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conventional missiles, either in the form of a single
combat part (TLAM-C, TLAM-E) or with submunition
parts (TLAM-D).

It is simply not true that one strategic submarine can
annihilate a not so small country as sometimes
mentioned in the debate. But a few of them could. In
this link you can see for yourself the effect of a nuclear
weapon, which you can give various size charges, in an
attack on any city or city in any country:

http://nuclearsecrecy.com/nukemap/

The numbers in this text is partly an approximation.
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Lesson fortyfour; Iran Vs.
Israel
Russia has sold or is selling S-300 air defense systems
to Iran.

Iran has at least five bases on the Strait of Hormuz.
The bases are located at Bandar Abbas, Bandar
Lengeh, Sirik, Kish Island and Abu Musa, the latter two
being islands.

The Americans have several air bases near or in the
Strait of Hormuz in the Persian Gulf. The bases are
called Isa Airbase (Bahrain), Al Udeid (Qatar) and Al
Minhad and Al Dhafra (UAE).
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In addition, the Americans have a naval base in
Bahrain, and one on Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean,
and a base in Djibouti on the Horn of Africa. They also
have a large base with combat personnel on the
British island of Ascension 2,500 km west of Africa
halfway to Brazil in South America.

According to Russian President Vladimir Putin, the
sale of the S-300 air defense system will stabilize the
situation in the Middle East. But more likely it will do
just the opposite, destabilizing the situation in the
Middle East. Israel felt an urge to take action against
Iranian nuclear facilities in the near future before Iran
had deployed air defense systems. The Iranian news
organization Tasnim reported on July 19, 2016 that
Iran had obtained the first S-300 PMU-2 air defense
systems which Russia sold to them.

If Israel does not strike while they can, if Iran becomes
a nuclear weapons country with operational nuclear
weapons with sufficient range and accuracy, then
because of the Iranian mullahs' unpredictability, it
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could turn into a disaster for Israel, or at least develop
into a cold war between Israel and Iran on equal turns.
The Iranians have not been late in involving other
stakeholders in the conflict, such as Hezbollah in
Lebanon, which risks tipping over the balance of
power to Israel's disadvantage and strengthen Iran's
position in the region. That would probably lead to a
new Arab war against Israel. It could also mean that
more states in the region would try to develop nuclear
weapons.

Nor is there anything to guarantee that Russia will not
sell the nuclear weapons carrier missiles to Iran, once
Iran has received and deployed its air defense
systems. Russian Defense Minister Sergei Lavrov
emphasizes that the weapons are defensive and pose
no threat to neighboring countries, including Israel.
Israeli intelligence minister Yuval Steinitz made a
statement; "Instead of demanding that Iran cease its
terrorist acts in the Middle East and the world, it now
allows the country to acquire advanced weapons that
will only lead to increased aggression."
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Iran also supplies crude oil to Russia in exchange for
grain and building materials. In this way, we are
already being affected in our part of the world as
Russia exports its surplus of oil to strengthen its
economy. The so-called P5 + 1 group, consisting of the
United States, Britain, France, Russia, China and
Germany, reached an agreement in July 2015 on Iran's
nuclear program, which meant that Russia and Iran
stood as winners. President Putin said in a statement
on the Kremlin's website that the world could take a
relieved breath. In Israel, the sentiments were of
another kind. The country's Prime Minister Netanyahu
did not mince words and called the agreement a big
mistake of historical proportions. The sanctions
against Iran were supposed to be lifted. The
agreement meant that;

A) Iran would scale down its nuclear program
while opening the doors for UN inspectors to
all its nuclear facilities, including military
ones.
B) The arms embargo against Iran was stated to
remain for five years.
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C) In addition, according to the IAEA, a roadmap
had been signed to investigate Iran's
previous nuclear activities.
D) But even if a contract was in the clear, it
would take months before it could take
effect. The US Congress and Iran's parliament
would now approve the agreement.
E) The West's sanctions against Iran, which
isolated the country financially, could be
lifted and several billion dollars of Iran's
frozen assets thawed thereafter.

Whether or not the sanctions under Obama really
were lifted is an assessment question for anyone to
figure out for himself.

Source; Euromaidan Press, April 2015; SR; Ekot, July
2015
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Homework:

Do you think that Hezbollah with Iran’s help can tip
the balance in the Middle East? And if they do, will
there be another “Yom Kippur”? If you don’t know
what Yom Kippur is I suggest that you read up about
it. But I can tell you that it was the Arab war against
the Israelis in October 1973 and it is also a Jewish
Holiday, which they named the war after since the
Arabs attacked Israel on the last day of the yearly
Jewish fasting. The Jews were taken by surprise back
then in the year of 1973.
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Lesson fortyfive; Australian
bushfires 2019-2020
I suspect organized arsonists, like we had in
Västergötland and Småland in Sweden in 2018. Even
though it was just as hot in the whole of Sweden that
year, the many separated fires started only in those
two regions. In Småland it was even concentrated
around one community. By looking at the satellite
image below one can easily conclude that the fires in
Australia all originates from populated places. It’s
suspicious that all these fires starts almost all at once,
and as it seems, all in Australia and not the other parts
of the pacific area.

I think we can be pretty sure what group of people
started our fires here in Sweden. In Australia however
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it is not so easy to single out one group of arsonists.
There are two groups. There is a country called China
which can stand behind such atrocities of organized
arson over the whole of Australia simultaneously. But
nowhere else in the pacific area? I’d be inclined to
think that the radical muslims in Australian
communities are not so organized to be able to pull
off such a stunt in the short amount of time they had
to start all the existing fires. Not by themselves
anyway, and not without the Australian government
knowing about it. The little dots of fire in the albeit
manipulated and colored satellite image below
indicates many arsonists.

The thing is that Australia, or at least certain
individuals in Australia, in the late 2019 put in a higher
gear in both politics and media, as they have become
tougher against Beijing. That’s what it seems like
anyway. In november 2019, Australian 60 minutes,
made two tough reportages of which both had the
prong aimed at Beijing China.
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WORLD EXCLUSIVE: CHINESE SPY SPILLS SECRET TO
EXPOSE COMMUNIST ESPIONAGE, was about a
former Chinese spy that wanted to defect to Australia.
His only weapon was the truth. He said in the
interview that he knew that the only possible way to
receive an Australian citizenship was to cooperate
truthfully with the Australian authorities. He also
knew that he was going to die should he be
compromized by the Chinese in Australia or if he was
sent back to China with his family. The producer’s
name was Grace Tobin.

Only days before that reportage the Australian 60
minutes did an important reportage, INVESTIGATION:
WHY IS CHINA ON THE MOVE IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC.
It was a reportage that was a real threat to China’s
interests and plans for the whole region of both the
South China Sea and several strategic islands in the
Pacific Ocean. The reportage was much about the
allegations of corruption against the president of the
Solomon Islands involving the Chinese, who was
accused by Daniel Sudaini, the premier of Malaita.
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Malaita is one of Solomon Islands’ largest and most
populous provinces.

They talk in Australia about what China calls ”The Blue
Economic Passage” which is supposed to go through
the island of Kiribati down to Antarctica passed the
Eastern waters of Australia. The Australians believe
the name is just a cover story for a comprehensive
plan to dominate the region. In the Solomon Island
there is a gold mine now signed over to China. And in
Bouganville in Papua New Guinea there is a gigantic
gold/copper mine that Beijing is really interested in.
But in Papua Guinea they are still open for other
offers.

Now, about the fires in 2019-2020. They are not yet
(mid January 2020) the largest fires in Australian
history, but they are the most devastating and closer
to urban populations than ever before. Bushfires in
Australia can occur all year-round, though the severity
and the "bushfire season" varies by region. That is why
these fires are so suspicious since they occure all over
365

populated Australia at almost one and the same
instance, as seen in the image below. They are taking
place in 6 territories simultaneously. Only in the fires
of 2006-2007 did something similar happen, then in
five territories. Of course it could happen that all over
the continent there were thousands of thunder clouds
at once since lightning normally is the number one
incendiary for bushfires. Were there?

My conclusion

I suspect that Beijing now is feeling safe enough to
”cut Australia loose and sink it”. But they may have
acted just a little bit premature out of anger towards
the Australian journalists and politicians. What we do
know is that bushfires at this scale is by far the
cheapest and simplest way to brake the Australian
economy. We also know that there is a power struggle
going on between China and the US in and around the
South China Sea and that the US as well as China have
high stakes in the Persian Gulf right now and the US
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needs Australia as a dairy supplier to the US Navy, now
more than ever since the US is losing more and more
markets in the region with China’s growing influence.
Yes I said dairy supplier. The US Navy and the US
Marines march on their stomach, and they can be
stopped if they cannot. The US needs access to the
harbor in Darwin, as I have discussed in a previous
lesson.
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Lesson fortysix; On the tracks
of the Covid-19 virus
The United States was in about the same situation as
northern Europe in mid-March 2020. We northern
Europeans are probably possibly better than the
United States on infection tracing and we have a
better social capital (political science term for citizens'
level of trust in authorities and other institutions). If
we suspect that we have acquired the infection
ourselves we seek contact with the right authority
instead of taking protection in a bunker with an
automatic weapon in our lap should someone intrude
on our bunker. There is nothing wrong with weapons,
it is American users of weapons that are failing in their
heads. That is not how we Swedes would act if we had
access to small firearms. In addition, at the time it cost
more than a 1,000 US dollars to test for Covid-19 in
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some states. It probably reduced the number of
confirmed cases.

The figures for Covid-19's spread probably had little to
do with how many were ill at the beginning of the
pandemic, and more to do with how many infected
people were intercepted.

Trump declared the British coronavirus more
sympathetic to the United States because Britons
were allowed to travel to and from the United States
without restrictions for the next 30 days despite
having as many infected per capita as did for example
Sweden have. The number of known infections in the
US was at the time over 1,200 and the numbers
increased rapidly, but relatively few Americans had
been tested so the number of cases was probably
larger. We can only hope that the British travelers
were all exemplary infection-free. It is also fortunate
that no homeless person has yet been affected
because they lack the money to consult a doctor, so
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fortunately it is a class issue and only the middle class
and the rich are affected in the United States.

”In an extra televised speech to the nation, President
Donald Trump announced that all travel from Europe
would be stopped. The exception was travel from the
United Kingdom and American citizens who had
undergone careful examination. The United States
imposed similar travel restrictions on China when the
virus began to spread there, something the EU did not
do, and Trump now blames the corona outbreak in the
United States on European travelers.” Quote SR; Ekot
on 12/3 2020

The United Kingdom otherwise had almost exactly as
many infected as Sweden per capita. No, this is not
about the risk of infection, it is politically and
economically motivated.

It looks like Covid-19 is a seasonal and weathersensitive virus. It should come as no surprise. If you
look at the climate zones, you can see how the virus
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in mid-March 2020, in the big perspective, stayed
within a certain zone. Interestingly enough, Spain did
at first not have a Covid-19 outbreak to the extent that
they had in Italy. The tourists in Spain are mainly
northern European. Italy receives many tourists from
China and Northern Europe and America. Australia
has many Chinese citizens but they only had about
200 cases of Covid-19 infected in mid-March.

I would also like to say that the government in Sweden
was right not to force the schools to close. We have
passed the time when we could have stopped the
virus from spreading in our society. Forcing the
schools to close would only have created a panicked
situation and the hoarding of toilet paper and other
life necessities. The only good thing that could have
come from forcing the schools to close is that we
could have gained a few weeks of activity, so that we
or others could have had time to produce and
manufacture a vaccine on a large scale. But making a
vaccine takes time. Distributing it and organizing the
vaccination also takes time.
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We could see early whose population panicked and
hoarded the most toilet paper. From the Swedish
supermarkets, during the first half of the year, only
toilet paper was hoarded, and some shelves with
canned jars were empty. I have seen live videos from
the USA where all the shelves in the entire
supermarket were completely empty.

We could have closed our borders but we have no
border controls. But if we were to close our borders,
we should do so by being selective with who we let
into our country based on where the travelers
recently came from, so that we damaged our
economy as little as possible.

China caused its own panicked situation by enforcing
drastic and draconian measures such as nailing down
doors and windows in building complexes with, it is
said, the people still inside them without the tennants
having any exit route from the building.
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If new measures are to be introduced, care should be
taken to base these measures on virological facts,
mathematics and algorithms now that we have a
better grasp of the situation.

Israel had extremely low death tolls, around a total of
100 total until mid-April 2020. This is because the
Israeli government from early on used Mossad as a
torpedo to vacuum the global market for respirators
and other medical equipment for its own population.

What I would like to say to the world regarding Covid19, is that what your politicians should do is take
responsibility and saying:
”We can not lock down large companies in our country
in the coming months, it will hurt the economy too
much. There is even a risk that civilization as we know
it will stagnate permanently. We can not expect our
doctors and nurses to have to decide who is allowed to
live and who is to die, but we should not take any
responsibility, about which group of people must risk
death and who will be allowed to live? If we do not soil
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our hands with blood, then we can not be said to be
statesmen.”
And:
”Isolate the elderly and the people at risk, not the
average worker.”

Which general would you prefer to put your life in the
hands of as a soldier, the general who saves everyone
and no one, or the general who orders military
doctors to save those who have a chance to survive?

According to Trump, we Swedes, he claims,
internationally or in the world are known as ”the
herd”. It stems from something that was discussed in
the United States recently - herd immunity. Herd
immunity is when a sufficient group of people in a
society have had the virus and recovered from it so
that society gets an immunity as a group.
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It is the rest of the world that is ”the herd”, we go our
own way. But if he means that we are a nation, then
he is right.

I'm not a social Darwinist, I'm a realist. If there was any
other method that could really protect the people at
risk without damaging the economy too much, I would
advocate it. But no matter how we handle the
situation, Covid-19 will spread in Sweden, just as it will
spread in the rest of the world all the way into nursing
homes and into the healthcare system, and has
already done so. Few or no countries have succeeded
in artificially stopping the spread of infection for any
pandemic. The only thing one can hope for with
restrictions on freedom of movement is to slow down
the spread of infection, but at a high cost to the
economy.

Reasonably, the only benefit of trying to postpone the
spread of the epidemic in a country is that we then
have time to prepare and have time to take action. We
have three research teams that works around the
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clock to produce a vaccine. But we have failed to
prepare healthcare for the effects of the epidemic.

The biggest risk to the economy are the oil-producing
countries. They are sensitive to extreme economic
downturns in the world. It could be that many of the
oil-producing countries lack sufficient robustness in
the economic system and that the oil taps are
permanently shut off due to unprofitability so that oil
traffic stops abruptly. Thus we should act proactively
for Sweden and the Nordic countries.

State epidemiologist Anders Tegnell and his decision
on how to handle the epidemic in Sweden has mostly
been for the better. He has acted as a statesman and
reasoned logically and rationally. I have got the
impression that a majority of the Swedish people still
have confidence in the way Tegnell has handled the
matter. I have also got the impression that the
Swedish people are well aware of what they should do
to prevent the spread of infection and that they also
have a high level of awareness about what measures
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have been taken by the Swedish Public Health Agency.
And I believe that there is a great incentive for
personal initiatives and personal responsibility among
the Swedish people.

It doesn’t pay to argue that Sweden’s death toll was
higher than the outside world's because we document
deaths more accurately than the outside world does.
It may be true, but it will not stop those who are
malicious towards Sweden from throwing back
selected information and claim that Sweden certainly
has a higher death rate per capita of the Covid-19
virus. The devil lies in the details!

How should one then respond to the outside world’s
criticism? By proclaiming that Sweden intends to wait
and see how the spread of infection has peaked in
Sweden by comparing our data with the outside
world. A contagion curve over time is comparable to
the contagion curves of the outside world. It doesn’t
matter how you have handled the spread of infection,
the curves will be comparable when this is over, not
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before. What makes a difference is the extent to
which countries’ healthcare workers have had access
to face masks and other protective clothing and
protective equipment as well as alcohol gel. One more
thing comes into play. How different countries have
handled their epidemic in different stages. And the
social capital of a country plays a big role for what rate
the infection spreads in. We can look at Somalis in
Sweden. We can see it in our suburbs. These people
largely lack social capital. ”Social capital” is a political
science term that means; The degree to which citizens
have confidence in the authorities and vice versa.

It is telling, however, that in the most recent Swedish
peak to date, 4 November 2020, Sweden had turned
the death curve to a low 4 deaths of 4,497 infected.
By comparison, when Israel peaked again on
September 30, they had 37 dead out of 9,078 infected.
But then many of our oldest Swedes have sadly
already died of Covid-19.
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I understand why in the first half of the pandemic,
people outside the group who had been traveling in
risk countries and healthcare staff were not tested. It
is perhaps mainly in China and Italy that test kits are
manufactured, and these countries frequently tested
their own population. But they had no overproduction
on test kits and used that method excessively for their
own part. We simply could not get enough test kits.

The number of deaths does not have a strong
correlation with the number of infections. I wish that
when this pandemic is over, people who suspect that
they have had Covid-19 will continue to test
themselves, even if it turns out that these people have
not had the virus, but that they have had a completely
different virus.

What do we gain from such a voluntary test then?
1) First, we get a better picture of who is immune to
a later epidemic, and the negative effects on
society's functions will then be less, as will as the
risk of rapid spread of infection will be less.
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2) Secondly, we may find out how accurate the
infection statistics are. Could it be that the
infection came to Sweden earlier than we think? In
February, we only tested Italian and Austrian
travelers. But outside that group, the infection may
have spread in the country already in December or
January.

On April 17, 2020, Trump went on the air along with
the entire professional infection control corps, and
Mike Pence also participated. Trump said at the press
conference that the United States would test millions
of Americans for immunity to Covid-19. On April 18,
an Israeli stock-conservative online media that I follow
to keep up with the situation in the Middle East and
Israel in particular, issued a statement saying that
Mossad had helped Israel with the transport of a
million protective masks and thousands of respirators
to Israel. At the Swedish Public Health Agency, they
said, the day after Trump’s statement, that Sweden
”currently has no plans to test people for immunity”.
It’s a nicer way to say ”we made a mistake”.
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Some time before these statements, Trump went out
to the media and said that ”I have control over when
we will open the economy.” I also understand why
Trump was so careful to point out that ”frankly, I think
one dead is too many” several times. He wanted to
distance himself from Sweden's alleged herd
mentality and our alleged strategy with ”herd
immunity”.

Sweden violates human rights when they sacrifice the
elderly, international law researcher Katinka Svanberg
wrote in a debate article in Göteborgsposten on 23
April 2020. Katinka believes that Sweden should
introduce binding restrictions in the wake of the
Covid-19 epidemic.
Firstly, it has not been established that binding
restrictions in the long run will save more people.
Secondly, no one in the government has said that
Sweden strives to achieve ”herd immunity”. Sweden is
not ”an experiment with herd immunity”.
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The UN Convention on Economic, Social and Cultural
Rights states that everyone has the right to health and
that the state must prevent epidemics: ”prevent, treat
and combat all epidemic diseases and create
conditions that ensure all medical and hospital care in
the event of illness.”
Sure, but pretty much the whole world was fighting
for the same few resources right then. Sweden does
not stand out here, not in terms of prevention and
treatment. We do the rest.

”EU:s fundamental rights include a general ban on
discrimination. The elderly must not be discriminated
against and must be treated with dignity.” Says
international law researcher Katinka.
Here I agree with Katinka. But Sweden has no
”intentious ending of elderly life”. In Sweden during
the Covid-19 epidemic, priority is given to care, ie.
respirators, to those who have a chance to survive. It
could be a 20-year-old who is considered not to have
a chance to recover and therefore is not allowed to
occupy one of the few and precious oxygen breathing
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assistive devices. But most of the time, unfortunately,
these are really old people. It is not intentional to
prioritize away many elderly people, it is intentional
to prioritize those who can be saved first and
foremost.

Katinka writes ”In March, Australia and Sweden had
the same number of covid 19 cases, about 5000. After
the Australian government shut down society, the
infection curve fell from 400 cases per day to about 20
per day, which means that restrictions can be lifted
before so that a British vaccine may be available in the
autumn of 2020.”
Katinka points here to a figure of 5,000 patients in
Covid-19 in Australia in March. But that is not true
because it was 500 when Australia peaked at the end
of the same month. And it was not until the end of
April that the numbers dropped to ~20 ill per day in
Australia. Sweden had 280 patients at the end of
March. In a different climate, albeit we peaked later.
In addition, Sweden certainly has binding restrictions,
it is just that we have not implemented a special
monetary fine or other penalties for violating the
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prohibition rules in Sweden. Sweden still has a high
”social capital”, which political scientists call the trust
between government and the population. At least as
far as Anders Tegnell and the Swedish Public Health
Agency and Sweden's citizens are concerned.

”But the right to life is not worth much if a pandemic
rages freely,” writes Katinka.
It's not like that.

”The right to protection against pandemics is part of
the concept of human security which is part of a state’s
duty to protect its population in urgent humanitarian
emergencies… If the state fails to protect its
population, it should receive help and advice from
international experts, like WHO, or otherwise face
international sanctions.”
Sweden reserves the right to act on its own initiative
to reduce the spread of Covid-19 and other epidemics
within Sweden's borders.
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Finally, Katinka writes that she is worried about her
84-year-old father, who is ”from the time when
”folkhemmet” (state induced workers union) was
built”.
I dare say that Katinka has her loyalty elsewhere than
to Sweden, but if her father was involved in building
the Swedish folk home, he deserves the best possible
care. But it almost would not matter in which country
he lives, he would at the time have problems getting
respiratory breathing assistance.

In a political video channel on Youtube by Kim Iversen
from the end of April 2020, it is stated with good cause
that most people are infected at home or in other
closed spaces, and that outdoor living does not give
the same spread of infection. This shows that Sweden
has not chosen the wrong path if it is true. It may not
show that we have chosen a better path than the
outside world in terms of the spread of infection
because it would have happened in any case, but our
path has been less harmful to society as a whole. My
conviction is that, just as I concluded in this spread of
infection, Anders Tegnell and the National Institute of
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Public Health had these factors in mind when we
began to diverge from the outside world on how we
should handle the spread of the Covid-19 virus in
Sweden.

What is the difference between public transport in
Germany and Sweden? Does Germany have public
transport? Of course they have. But they do not have
many buses, they have rail traffic, and it is probably
the buses that are the worst villains. Each passenger
touches the same places on the same poles in the bus
to hold on to something when the bus starts to move
even before people have had time to find a seat. And
if you have to stand up during the bus trip, you have
to grab the same poles as everybody else. Unlike
Germany, Sweden has a lot of public transport by bus,
and we were affected almost twice as much as the
Germans in terms of the number of infections per
capita. That is at least part of the explanation to
Sweden’s high infection rate.
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Sweden’s refusal to let Chinese owners into our ports
has probably relieved Sweden's strategically difficult
situation. Russia may, or may not, want to see a
Chinese sphere of influence in the Baltic Sea, the Gulf
of Bothnia or on the West Coast as welcome. The
more we oppose Chinese interests in Sweden, the
more it affects Russia. But they probably do not want
us to know it, nor how it affects them. But that does
not mean we can sit back and relax. China has
reportedly recently set up a military base with the
greatest possible obscurity at the strategic location of
the Wakhan corridore close to the border of China,
Afghanistan and Tajikistan in the Tajik territory. I do
not think this is welcome in the Kremlin.

The Kremlin had hoped to see that Trump won the
election in the autumn of 2020 and went all in with
Russia to attack Sweden economically and (by Russia)
later militarily. This would of course be an extreme
situation and we are not there today. Trump has even
wished Kim Young-Un well, and the man has
threatened the United States with nuclear weapons.
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But Sweden's anti-Trump sentiment Trump cannot
swallow.

I understood from SR;Ekot that there was something
called TINA in the financial world in the USA since the
autumn of 2019. Tina stands for; There Is No
Alternative.

Huawei sent threatening letters to the Danish Prime
Minister:
”In Denmark, it is now reported that the Chinese tech
giant Huawei in threatening terms in letters to two
different prime ministers has tried to influence the
country's government.
It is the newspaper Berlingske that has read several
letters from Huawei Denmark to both the former
Prime Minister Lars Løkke Rasmussen and the current
Mette Frederiksen.
In the letters, the company writes, among other
things, that it wishes to be involved in the expansion
of the Danish telecommunications network of the
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future and that the media coverage of the company
contains errors that it wants to clarify.
But in one of the letters, the company writes that if
Huawei were to have problems in Denmark, it would
seriously affect other Chinese companies' willingness
to invest in the country, something that can be
interpreted as a threat.
The letter was written in March 2019 at the same time
as the large Danish telecommunications company TDC
was in negotiations about who would be awarded a
contract for the 5G expansion in Denmark. In the same
month, TDC switched from Huawei to Swedish Ericsson
as a supplier of a new 5G network in Denmark. A
decision prompted by a debate over Huawei's
relations with the Chinese government.
In an email to Berlingske, Huawei denies that the
company had in any way tried to threaten the Danish
government.
David Rasmusson, Denmark correspondent ”
SR; Ekot on Thursday 14 May
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Of course, it depends on what you put in the concept
of what a threat is. The real reason why China is
bullying Sweden and refusing to sell face masks and
other medical equipment such as respirators in these
Covid-19 times, or selling defective equipment, is that
they want to get rid of competitors to Huawei
regarding 5G systems, and we do not allow it. The
methods they use are communist authoritarian and
should discourage all normal people from doing
business with China in the future. They can do nothing
against us from a military perspective, which would
not automatically lead to immediate or imminent
economic collapse for their regime, e.g. if they were
to use nuclear weapons or explicitly threaten us with
nuclear weapons.

We did not know until the autumn of 2020 if there
would be a second wave of Corona. Nobody knew. We
did not damage our economy that much, that is true,
but then the big EU countries wanted to deprive us of
our money just because we were smarter than them.
That was solely the Germans’ idea. Our not-too-smart
prime minister thought he was helping Sweden by
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answering the EU that all EU countries affected less
severely than Italy and Spain should pay for the
failures of these two countries. And I who thought
that it was Sweden that was a failure? Note, traces of
irony may appear in that comment. The Germans in
particular should pay, I think that was the idea of our
Prime Minister. I'm not saying anything bad about
Italy or Spain, but I will take the opportunity to speak
up against Germany.

A statistical comparison:

Sweden, 10 million inhabitants
Infected June 24, first peak 1,698
Infected November 4, second peak 4,497

Deaths Sweden April 15, first peak 115 dead
Deaths Sweden October 26, second peak 12 dead

391

Germany, 83 million inhabitants
Infected March 28, first peak 6,294
Infected November 7, second peak 23,399

Deaths Germany April 16, first peak 315 dead
Deaths Germany November 6, second peak 166 dead

Israel, 9 million inhabitants
Infected April 1, first peak 120
Infected September 30, second peak 9,078

Deaths Israel April 15, first peak 13 dead
Deaths Israel October 8, second peak 47 dead

Iceland, 365 thousand inhabitants
Infected April 1, first peak 99
Infected October 8, second peak 106
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Deaths Iceland April 1, first peak 2 dead
Deaths Iceland November 7, second peak 2 dead

Australia, 30 million inhabitants
Infected March 28, first peak 458
Infected July 30, second peak 721

Deaths Australia April 7, first peak 6 dead
Deaths Australia September 4, second peak 59 dead

United States, 328 million inhabitants
Infected April 24, first peak 36,741
Infected July 16, second peak 75,687
Infected November 6, third peak 132,797

Deaths US April 15, first peak 2,752 dead
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Deaths US June 25, second peak 2,466 dead
Deaths US November 4, third peak 1,616 dead

We can clearly see on paper that Sweden had its first
peak in the death toll more than two months before
we had our first peak in the number of infected. So we
tested far from enough at this time and consequently
we counted the spread of infection according to what
the death toll looked like, more or less a guess work.
We are also more rigorous in what constitutes a death
in Covid-19. During the autumn spread of infection in
Sweden, justifiably few people die from the virus,
despite four times as many infections as during the
spring spread of infection. Germany, Israel and Iceland
have all succeeded better in protecting their
inhabitants than Sweden has done. But our situation
with a lack of equipment and test kits was probably
worse than all these countries, at least as far as
Germany and Israel are concerned.

Even if Sweden had closed down to the same extent
as e.g. Germany did, we would not have relieved the
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health care system. There were many more who
became infected and fell ill in Sweden than we had
medical equipment for, and probably that would have
been the case even if we had shut down our entire
country. I'm mainly thinking of respirators. What we
could have done, however, is to compete better for
the little healthcare equipment that were available on
the global market during the pandemic. This applies
not only to respirators but also surgical masks, alcohol
gel and body protection. If we had managed to do
that, we could have saved more people. But
unfortunately, the anti-Swedish incentives in the
world are very tangible. People with positions of
power in large parts of the world are largely trying to
not only ignore our attempts to buy medical
equipment but also actively oppose us by stabbing us
in the back when they can about how we handled
Covid-19. Even Germany does so, which is strange
because we Swedes have done a lot of good for
Germany. Not even Norway, Denmark and Finland
miss a chance to strike a blow under our belts. But we
will emerge victorious from this.
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I believe that the number of deaths for some countries
and some states in the United States, such as my own
country, Sweden, is high because they, our politicians,
never planned for an epidemic even though we have
already had several Corona virus outbreaks in the
2000s. We had Sars, the Bird Flu and the Swine Flu.
One of them is not a Coronavirus, but it does not
matter to my argument. We must not learn that our
leaders neglected to prepare for a new pandemic and
in some cases even scrapped the stocks of medical
equipment.

But the Chinese do not like the United States, Britain
and Sweden because our governments have high
principles against the totalitarian regime in China. For
Sweden, we can take the example of Sweden's
support for the Chinese-Swedish publisher Gui
Minhai, who published controversial books in Beijing's
eyes, before the Chinese regime captured him in
Thailand. So we were not allowed to buy the
necessary medical equipment from China when we
needed it the most, neither as a state nor when Löven
delegated the purchasing assignment after he had
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noticed that the state of Sweden was not allowed to
buy any functional medical equipment at all from the
communist state of China. Our nurses often had to
work with Covid-19 patients without a mask or
protective clothing or with defective equipment that
was not even made for virus protection. That is the
real reason why Sweden had such a high death toll.

It is difficult to use the number of deaths in Covid-19
as a marker of how effective a state is, because China
selectively decided which countries to help with the
surplus equipment it had available or could produce.
The fact that different countries had different
conditions at the start of the pandemic also affected
the outcome. Germany, for example, had a much
more robust healthcare system and more existing
equipment than many other countries, including
Sweden. Sweden had no contingency stocks at all.
Sweden can do better than that.

The number of patients in Italy was very high at an
early stage. Italy is one of the leading manufacturers
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of test kits, alongside China. So they could test more
and faster. Sweden could not test to the same extent.
We had no test kits. We do not really know what the
spread of infection looked like in Sweden. But we
know how many dead we got, and there were many,
especially in nursing homes. The Italians knew what
the spread of infection looked like in their country, but
they did not know who died of what because they did
not have the same control over the cause of death as
we Swedes had. It will thus be difficult to compare the
spread of infection then.

Beijing was behind the fragmentation of the Western
world in the wake of the Coronavirus, fear and
confusion, by being selective with whom they helped.
They exploited schisms between countries or at least
did not oppose the development of schisms. It almost
seems as if Beijing had prepared for the next
pandemic that came from China, not by trying to
prevent the spread of infection, but by planning to
broadcast terror propaganda with e.g. film clips from
inside China of people standing upright on the street
one moment and collapsing dead the next. The
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horrors portrayed in various YouTube videos were
partly genuine, but nowhere in Europe or the United
States have there been reports of people standing up
one moment and collapsing dead the next.

It was probably so that Stefan Löven and his
government reacted to China’s hostile actions, when
our government by legislation excluded Huawei from
supplying telecom networks to Sweden’s 5G
networks, and they are also being phased out of the
4G networks, as China is a security risk. To Say ”China's
hostile actions” is another way of saying that they are
unreliable. The long-standing collaboration between
Swedish Space Corporation (SSC) and China will also
soon end. In September 2020, the state-owned space
company announced that it will not enter into new
business contracts with Chinese customers. Existing
contracts will not be extended either.
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Sources:
https://sverigesradio.se/sida/artikel.aspx?programid
=83&artikel=7426844
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=E2EiyUDRNaI
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9w58SYc7JYY
https://www.google.com/search?client=opera&q=co
vid+sverige+statistik&sourceid=opera&ie=UTF8&oe=UTF-8
https://www.svt.se/nyheter/vetenskap/klart-idagkinesisk-5g-forbjuds-i-sverige
https://www.aftonbladet.se/nyheter/a/Al2Wv3/sven
sk-kinesiskt-rymdsamarbete-avslutas
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Lesson fortyseven; Trump’s
old strategy
This bromance between the Israelis and the Arabs
lately prior to the US presidential election in 2020,
that Trump lost, was all to superficial from the Arab
side. In the last months of Trump’s presidency the
Saudis seemed to flip-flop. But why? Because there
was going to be a war under Trump, aginst Iran, it was
definitely decided in Washington D.C. a couple of
years ago or so. Proof? I have no decisive proof,
except for that the CIA Factbook unintentionally
reveals that the US is going to run out of oil on its own
territory at some point in time in this decade. But
think of it this way:
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The only reason why Saudi-Arabia ever reached out to
Israel was because of Washington’s elaborate plans to
push Iran into making a limited attack on American
forces in the Persian Gulf or elsewhere, so that the US
gets an excuse to start the war. That is why the US,
already under Obama’s administration, had to
withdraw from Afghanistan in such a hurry, to free
troops for the coming war against Iran. It is also why
the US at one time started showing interest in Iraq
again and wanted to increase its troops there. The
Saudis knew that under Trump they had to tolerate
the Israelis and they welcomed Israel’s contribution in
the coming war against the Saudis’ arch enemy Iran.
To the Saudis, Iran is a bigger threat than Israel. And
they are. When it looked like if the not so Israel
friendly Joe Biden was going to be president in January
2021, the Saudis turned on Israel, with some
uncertainty. I supposed that the Gulf states would
probably follow suit now that the Arabs are hoping for
a war led by Biden against Iran. But I was wrong. It was
only the scenery that changed, not the coming war
itself.
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It was important even for the Trump administration,
that Biden wouldnt get bogged down in domestic
bickering about him being a warmonger, which is why
there were news reports (deliberate leaks) coming out
from the white house in November 2020 about Trump
wanting a war against Iran. Israel cannot be shut out
of the deal by the Saudis, because they will not
succeed then. Whether the Saudis realized this or not
was another question. The Saudis had in late 2020
opened up for civilian Israeli air traffick over SaudiArabia, but they wanted to stop this after Trump lost
the US presidential election when it looked like if
Trump was defeated for sure. World Israel News
quoted;
Quote; ”In recent weeks, Saudi Arabia has allowed a
precedent-setting move for Israeli planes to use its
airspace on their way to the UAE and Bahrain, and in
recent months there has also been harsh criticism of
the Palestinians by senior Saudi officials.” End quote
World Israel News, November 23, 2020.

The Saudis’ foreign minister denied, according to
another article in the web-based WIN, that Netanyahu
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participated in a meeting that happened in November
2020. ”No such meeting occurred. The only officials
present were American [Pompeo] and Saudi [the Saudi
crown prince]” he tweeted.

But if the US is going to provoke a war, when will this
war take place? I even know the answer to that. It’ll
be within a four year period, if they can succeed with
their shady sceme. The aircraft carrier ship dubbed
USS Nimitz is patrolling the waters of the Persian Gulf
since late November 2020. Since 2012 Nimitz is the
oldest serving carrier in the US Navy. Due to the big
stakes of America’s future, with severe oil shortage, it
is possible that the Trump administration are
prepared to sacrifice USS Nimitz if it means that the
Iranians, conveniently enough to the American
administration, will start the war by attacking USS
Nimitz. This is not very controversial, it is something
they have to consider for and in any possible future
war. They have done it before, in the Tonkin bay, but
with smaller ships. A World Israel News quote:
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”US promised UAE it would not greenlight Israeli
sovereignty until 2024” Quote from a WIN headline
September 13, 2020.
The article states among other things, quote;
”The 2024 time frame lines up with the four-year
window within which Israel is obligated to negotiate
with the Palestinians under the Trump
administration’s Mideast peace plan.”
That is their time-plan. Peace means war, war means
peace.

But there was an obstacle and the name of the
country is Qatar. Qatar had been put under a covert
commercial and political blockade by land sea and air
since January 2017 by Saudi-Arabia, UAE, Bahrain and
Egypt (from the first month of never-started-any-wars
and nominated-to-the-Nobel-peace-prize Trump
administration), till January 5 2021 (from the first
month of the lets-go-back-to-the-nuclear-deal Biden
administration) Why? Qatar had too much relations
with Iran due to the two countries shared gas field in
the Persian Gulf. The US initially supported the
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blockade, since the Trump administration wanted to
push Iran into the corner and force them to make a
limited military attack on American forces. Qatar
stood in the way, albeit there is an US Airbase in
Qatar. Qatar’s answer to the blockade was to
strengthen ties with Russia, Turkey and China. Still not
convinced?

Quote WIN December 22, 2020: ”He [senior Trump
Advisor Jared Kushner] also said he expects Morocco
to join an investment fund created by Israel, the U.S.
and the UAE for investing in projects in the Middle
East.
“There are several countries in the region that have
approached us for projects”, he said. He added that
the Democrats have signaled that the incoming Biden
administration will continue to advance these business
developments.” End quote.

I let the quotes speak for themselves. Note that the
Biden administration at first seemed to have halted
the war plans from the former Trump administration.
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It looked like if secret war preparations were being
made public, and this makes it possible for people like
me to find confirmatory information. I wasn’t in the
dark before, but the fog of war was thick.

Under the new Biden administration, American
bombers flew into Syria at dawn on the 26th of
february 2021, and the target was an Iranian-backed
Shiite militia group in Syria, a group that almost two
weeks ago counterproductively, as usual, carried out
a rocket attack on an US base in Iraq. The Biden
administration were greatful. Because right after or
the following day, the Biden administration slaps
some of the minions of the Saudi Crown Prince and
lets the Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman himself
off the hook for the gruel killing of the journalist Jamal
Khashoggi.

”The relationship with Saudi Arabia is larger than an
individual”, says Foreign Minister Tony Blinken.
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So it was business as usual! I knew that Biden wasn’t
a freshman, so it is no use being surprised. But at least
the Biden administration intends to make sure that
such gruel murders don’t happen again.

”The United States will not tolerate threats or attacks
from Saudi Arabia outside its borders against activists,
dissidents or journalists,” Tony Blinken said a couple
of hours after the air raid. Convenient.

If I had any doubts before I didn’t have them any
longer. There is going to be a war. If there is going to
be a war, please God let the US win, because there are
no good exit options from a third world war for us
Nordic people! At least they have a sober and
intelligent chauffeur now. It is important that we
Swedes remain pragmatic. Never have a small country
known so much but being able to do so little. Hence
the little prayer here.
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Sources:
https://worldisraelnews.com/report-us-promiseduae-it-would-not-greenlight-sovereignty-until-2024/
https://worldisraelnews.com/netanyahu-held-secretweekend-meeting-with-saudi-prince-pompeoreports-say/
https://worldisraelnews.com/report-no-peace-withsaudi-arabia-until-king-salman-is-gone/
https://worldisraelnews.com/saudi-foreign-ministerdenies-meeting-with-israelis-happened/
https://worldisraelnews.com/saudi-prince-blastsisrael-for-imprisoning-palestinians-in-concentrationcamps/
https://worldisraelnews.com/more-peace-dealsmay-still-be-in-the-works-before-trumps-term-endssenior-official-says/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eyVTPcy6r0A
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/amerikanskaflygbombningar-mot-iranstodd-milis-i-syrien
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https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/usa-infor-sanktionermot-saudier-efter-khashoggi-rapport
See also:
https://english.alarabiya.net/en/News/gulf/2020/11/
28/Abu-Dhabi-granting-nationals-2-billion-in-homesland-loan-forgiveness
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Lesson fortyeight; The alliance
Finland-Denmark
What started out as a Russian and later an American
slander campaign against Sweden in forums like
Quora online, has developed into a Nordic enmity
against Sweden. Well it has always been there, but it
has accentuated.

What would it mean for us Swedes if Finland and
Denmark entered into an alliance against Sweden? To
answer that question, we must first take a look at
Finland's strategic situation. Finland no longer has
access to any port at the Barents Sea, as it had before
the Second World War. They can not count on using
any Russian port to supply their people. They will thus
have to ally with at least Denmark among our Nordic
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neighbors, to ensure free passage through the
Öresund straight or the Danish Great Belt. They
become dependent on Denmark controlling Skåne
and Blekinge with Karlskrona Naval Base. Otherwise,
they will be forced unsustainably much into the hands
of Russia. But the Finns probably also feel compelled
to invade northern Norrland for access to the Swedish
railway to the Norwegian port of Narvik, so as not to
end up completely in the hands of the Danes. That is
where Norway comes into the picture. They must
keep the Norwegians happy. How do they go about
doing that? By offering Norway financial gain. How?
The ore fields in Kiruna, energy, joint venture. To fully
make Sweden a slave state, they certainly would want
to make Gothenburg a Norwegian city, which will
control the import of oil and goods into Sweden.

What they cannot circumvent is that we can 'breathe
under water'. But it is, after all, a fact that our
potential enemies hopes are quite vain.
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Some thoughts
What Finland is trying to do is to scuttle or berrew
Sweden. It can be debated how much help Finland
received from Sweden in Finland’s previous war
against Russia in wwii. Was it too little? Was it a lot?
One can argue for both. But what we did not do was
to help Russia attack and occupy Finland or take
advantage of their vulnerable situation! That much we
can agree on, whoever we ask. Our help to Finland
may even have tipped over the scale to the Soviet
failure. It is not at all unlikely. Albeit you can argue
that we did everything we did for Finland in self
interest. But then one can argue that the United
States fought in World War II and in the Korean War
in self interest. However, this does not change the fact
that Europe and South Korea were beneficiaries of the
American aid. It is almost always the case that help in
war is conditional in one way or another. The least
negative thing you can say about Finland is that they
are ungrateful. You can not be more objective than
this.
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Lesson fortynine; Biden’s new
strategy
It seems that Biden will follow in Trump's footsteps
and continue to oust Sweden. Biden has thus made an
active choice. They can no longer excuse themselves
for not having any control over their wicked fellow
countrymen. Biden can no longer pretend to be
ignorant or pretend that he can do nothing about
what is happening. Biden did not want to share with
us. Biden, on the other hand, wants to share with the
UK, Canada, Australia, New Zealand and Israel. Shared
power is double power. It is an active choice that
Biden and his predecessors have made. In March
2021, Biden invited 40 world leaders to a summit, and
he included the prime ministers of Denmark and
Norway, but not Sweden's prime minister. The
summit topics were officially about climate change
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and measures to rectify it, and Covid 19. In reality, the
summit was about energy and alliances, ”who is in and
who is out”. But then the participants are also
required to be able to read between the lines. Saying
things straight in plain words is far too hazardous for
a world leader.

Stefan Löfven's press secretary announced in the
newspaper Expressen, that questions about the
invitation list are referred to the US administration
and that it is still too early to say whether Sweden will
”conspire with” neighboring countries before the
meeting. Quote; fPlus, March 28, 2021

Conspiring with means teaching our less initiated
neighboring states.

In fact, I'm extremely relieved to no longer have to
worry about helping the giant babies in the United
States presidential administration. Biden, the old 60's
racist, is hoping for an American Saudi Arabia where
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the Americans have full control over their women. He
will get a Brazil.

The stranding of the Panama-registered Japanese ship
Evergreen Ever Given in the Suez Canal on March 23,
2021 led to delays. Ever Given is a long-term leased
container-ship to the Taiwanese shipping company
Evergreen Marine, and at the time of the accident the
ship had an Indian crew. The ship is 400 meters long
and that makes it one of the world's largest ships. The
oil from the Persian Gulf, the oil that goes to the East
Coast of the United States, passes through the Suez
Canal. It would take about 1+ months extra time to
round South Africa and it is not certain that the
tankers and container vessels have fuel tanks with fuel
that is enough for a month extra travel time without
refueling fuel oil somewhere in West Africa. Ever
Given was stuck in the Suez Canal for barely a week,
until March 29, 2021.

But what does Biden's announced withdrawal of e.g.
at least three Patriot batteries, and more or less
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permanently stationed aircraft carriers, from the
Persian Gulf mean?

The aircraft carrier called Nimitz, which is also the first
aircraft carrier in the Nimitz class, was on assignment
for almost a full year without rotation or leave for the
staff, and without any ship maintenance that could
not be accomplished on board, until very recently
when Nimitz was called home. Nimitz is expected to
retire soon, and it is very costly to dismantle and scrap
the nuclear reactor on board. Scrapping Nimitz will
cost billions of dollars. If you have to risk one of the
aircraft carriers, in the Persian Gulf, when provoking
Iran, it is the Nimitz. The aircraft carrier Nimitz has
been in active service since 1975 when Gerald Ford
was president.

Does Biden's announcement mean that

1. the oil infrastructure is now built and ready in
Uganda and the region surrounding Lake Victoria, and
that the expected oil is now flowing, that it is flowing
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to the United States and that the oil has been proven
to be gasoline oil of West Texas Intermediate
comparable quality?

Or does Biden's announcement mean that

2. Iran is not taking the bait of war, time to rethink.

If so, what role will Israel and Syria play in the new
game? Will the Iranians dare to expand their influence
in Syria? Will they take the new bait and will the future
war take place in Syria? What role will Russia then
play, given the Russian bases on the Syrian coast at the
Mediterranean in Latakia and Tartous. What role will
Turkey play?

What does this mean for us here in Sweden?

A. Does it mean that the Biden administration will use
the UK, France and Germany to ease sanctions on
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Russia, so that Russia will cooperate in Syria. For
example
by
closing
its
eyes
to
Gazprom's/Nordstream's gas pipeline in the Baltic
Sea. A kind of barter.

Or does it mean that

B. the Biden administration is open to the possibility
of shifting the event horizon northwards, thereby
shifting the US pivotal from roughly the Indian Ocean
towards the northern parts of Russia, by focusing on
Syria and Israel rather than the Persian Gulf, thereby
hitting two birds with one stone, while at the same
time being able to assure its allies in NATO support
and/or protection?

Given China’s ambitions in the Persian Gulf, what are
the short-term and long-term risks of this? In the short
term, this probably means no major military risks for
the United States, which would not be to the United
States fortune, as China lacks an expeditionary fleet
and army and only has two aircraft carriers. Albeit,
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they can use these two aircraft carriers more
efficiently because they can be more ruthless to the
crews long-term. But the necessity of overhauls of
aircraft carriers and a dependence on bases and
friendly ports are still major factors.

In the long run, China will strengthen its economic oil
situation in the Persian Gulf if the United States
partially withdraws militarily. But maybe China would
have succeeded with that anyway. They have so far.
Practically every state in the Persian Gulf, including
Saudi-Arabia, do more business with China than they
do with the US. Perhaps China will also strengthen its
position militarily if it is allowed to build air bases in
Iran. But then they will probably have to invest in large
scale infrastructure projects and production of
aeronautical components in Iran. So the solution of
partially withdrawing from the Persian Gulf is not
optimal, and Biden would not have gone so far if he
had had an alternative. But Iran, through its Foreign
Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif, actually made an
agreement with China already in March-April 2021,
through China’s Foreign Minister Wang Yi. As usual,
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Mohammad Javad Zarif taunted the Americans during
the photo shoot of the two dignitaries.

So timely then that Iran's air force is like a garment of
sackcloth and ashes, from the time of the Shah.
According to the New York Times, the parties decided
on a Chinese investment of 400 billion US Dollars in
Iran over a period of 25 years. However, it can become
problematic because the deal was apparently settled
in US Dollars and not in Chinese Yuan.

China also recently signed a multi-billion dollar
agreement with Saudi Arabia. But it is probably just a
manifestation of economic opportunism, on the part
of Saudi Arabia.

For the United States, it is important to first and
foremost involve the four Arab countries below and
win them over on their side, while Israel is guaranteed
to stay safe. Before Trump, people thought this would
be an impossibility. But the Arabs think like Trump and
understood him, and they connected with the former
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president. The four countries that first Trump and now
Biden are trying to get onboard the ship are;
1. Syria (but Syria might as well be stepped on)
2. Jordan
3. Saudi Arabia
4. Iraq
The rest of the Persian Gulf countries they hope will
follow suit. If there is no war against Iran, all the
better. Only as long as the Iranians fall in line.

If there's going to be a war, it's not Joe Biden's fault,
it's Donald Trump who put his foot in his mouth fault.
His for the public covert war-mongering against Iran
has led to the situation Biden is in now. Trump did not
step on with woolen socks exactly, so the Iranians
could hear the war thunder approaching and they also
understand in general terms why Trump sought war
with them. However, they probably do not
understand that the United States is doing well
without Iranian oil, they do not understand the bigger
picture very well. The Iranians conclude that Iranian
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oil means war, they mistakenly believe that the United
States is out to steal their oil and that is all there is to
it.

Associated Press, Dec. 8, 2020:

”As the Pentagon pulls troops out of the Middle East
in the coming weeks, under orders from President
Donald Trump, U.S. military leaders are working to
find other ways to deter potential attacks by Iran and
its proxies and to counter arguments that America is
abandoning the region./…/
The Pentagon announced last month that the U.S.
will reduce troop levels in Iraq and Afghanistan by
mid-January, asserting that the decision fulfills
Trump’s pledge to bring forces home from America’s
long wars. Under the accelerated pullout, the U.S. will
cut the number of troops in Afghanistan from more
than 4,500 to 2,500, and in Iraq from about 3,000 to
2,500.”
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Why pull out from Iraq and Afghanistan if they want a
war? Because it is not optimal to wage a war against
neighboring Iran from inside of Afghanistan. And they
need to build up much larger forces in Iraq than they
already have in Iraq. This takes time and is revealing
and risky. It is much more optimal for the US to deploy
their forces from the Mediterranean area, if and only
if they can get Russia to go along with it.

It is not thankful to be the 46th president of the
United States and take office after Trump. Biden has
basically no choice. It seems like it's time for a new US
war president. Or what do you think?

US Secretary of State Antony Blinken, said in June
2021 that ”it remains unclear whether Iran will comply
with nuclear deal”.

“We’re not even at the stage of returning to
compliance for compliance,” Blinken said. “We don’t
know if that’s actually going to happen. We’ve been
engaged in indirect conversations, as you know, for
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the last couple of months, and it remains unclear
whether Iran is willing and prepared to do what it
needs to do to come back into compliance. So we’re
still testing that proposition.”

Wow, they are not even at the stage of returning to
compliance for compliance. That is like saying; ”We
haven’t yet been in contact with a Kennel to make our
dog understand who’s the boss.” Remember POTUS
George W. Bush’s talk of weapons of mass destruction
prior to the Gulf War? Anyone?

But this time it is probable that there are attempts to
make weapons of mass destruction. Iran is trying to
produce sufficiently enriched Uranium for use in
missile warheads, and they have developed long
range missiles.

By reading the article in The Algemeiner by Benjamin
Kerstein, one can ascertain that the course to war is
straight and the ’Fog of war’ is thick. War against Iran
via the Mediterranean and Syria et.c. in the first place,
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the Persian Gulf in the second. Israel has a crisis of
confidence in the United States, but Biden, Blinken
and the United States are trying to make Israel
understand that the course is fixed and that only the
methods have changed back to the pre-Trump era
methods.

Also, it is very interesting how one after another
Iranian Naval vessels in the Persian Gulf catches fire
and gets disabled or sinks, as reported by Israeli media
in an error-prone manner. The latest reported and
most noteworthy incident is from June 2nd 2021
when Iran’s largest Naval ship dubbed Kharg caught
fire and sunk. However could a Naval ship sink from a
fire onboard if there is no hole in its hull? Why would
you even report it as if a fire caused the ship to sink?
They are not idiots the Israelis you know. They ended
one news report with the words;
”…One thing remains clear. Sailing in the region can be
very hazardous.., for the wrong ship!”
The narrator emphasizing the words ”for the wrong
ship”. They were also asiduous in pointing out the
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Iranians involvement in previous hostile mine
operations in the Persian Gulf. So the Iranians are just
reaping what they sowed. But it almost feels like if the
Israeli media are hiding the true scope of this string of
disasters, and Israels involvement in making it
happen.

Sources:
Quote; fPlus March 28, 2021
World Israel News, March 30, 2021
The Algemeiner, June 2021
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hACQ1yGTXs&t=1411s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2YaTSFh_LIE&t
=9s
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Lesson fifty; Merkel visiting
the White House for the last
time
On Thursday, July 15, 2021, a US president received
German Chancellor Angela Merkel for the last time in
the White House and, not surprisingly, the meeting
was partly about the Nordstream II gas pipeline
between Russia and Germany.
"We have reached different conclusions about what
the project entails,” German Chancellor Angela
Merkel said after the meeting.
Joe Biden nevertheless pointed out that they agree
upon that Russia will not be allowed to use the gas
pipeline as a way of exerting pressure on neighboring
countries.
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Source; Sveriges radio

Oh, how sweet. Biden and Merkel sitting in a tree, K-IS-S-I-N-G. What does their statements mean then? I
can tell you what it does not imply. This does not
mean that the project will end, and it does not mean
that Biden has not given the Nordstream II project its
blessing.

”… What the project entails.” What does it tell us?
Probably that the project will be realized and one
should not discuss the realization of the project, but
only what the project entails for the two concerned,
Germany and the US.

And ”Russia will not be allowed to use the gas pipeline
as a means of exerting pressure on neighboring
countries.” Does that mean that the project will be
realized then?
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This means that Merkel passes to Biden, who passes
back to Merkel who scooooores!!!! The course is fixed
and the war against Iran will continue to be pursued.
Syria is the country where Boots on the Ground will
take place. Kremlin is kept happy so that Russia will
not use its air base in Latakia and its naval base in
Tartous to attack US forces during the vulnerable and
delicate initial phase, or otherwise will not disrupt the
process and thereby spoiling the US opening move. As
an icing on the cake, Russia can, with mild
coerciveness, put pressure on Assad not to intervene
against the Americans when they arrive.

Sure enough, a treaty over the gas pipeline is close,
according to a Sveriges radio article July 20, 2021. But
to be honest, one of the reasons for this Merkel-Biden
agreement can also have something to do with
growing and overt neo-nazi movements in Germany
making Germany destined for Hell. But it is not the
only or the main reason from Biden’s perspective.
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The German-American companionship that began
with some sort of ’declarations of love’ between
George W. Bush and Angela Merkel some day when
Merkel was in the United States beforehand, is also
possibly the reason why Russia more or less
simultaneously with Merkel’s US visit threatened the
Taliban, i.e. Afghanistan, with a beating. Sveriges
radio commented on this in July 14, 2021, saying,
quote;

”Russia warns the Taliban of threatening the security
of its allies in Central Asia. The announcement comes
after a delegation visited Moscow last week. The
Russian Foreign Ministry also calls on the Taliban to
start negotiations to create a transitional government
before it is too late.” End quote.

Four days later there was another quote;

”The Taliban's advance in Afghanistan could leave
room for China while the United States withdraws
from the region. During the week, China offered to
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take on the role as a new mediator in Afghanistan.”
End quotes; Sveriges radio

This Merkel visit to the United States and what they
talked about there is possibly also the reason why
Russia simultaneously with the visit, leaked
information that Putin was plotting to get Donald
Trump elected through what is known as the
Russiagate. Listen to the choice of words in the
presentation of the leaked Russian information from
the Kremlin to the newspaper The Guardian;

"Putin had a plot to put Trump in the White House."

Does that mean Putin is on his way out? Or is it the
journalists’ own interpretations of the information
they received, that Putin himself (but apparently not
the Kremlin) plotted to get Donald Trump elected?

Deutsche Welle published a video in which George W.
Bush was interviewed after Merkel’s visit to the
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former president. The video has the title; ’She did
what’s best for Germany’ - George W. Bush on Angela
Merkel's legacy.

Probably she did. But how it rained in Germany! Is she
not a Christian? You’d think that she would make a
conclusion from this coincidence, as a Christian.
Apparently she is not a very good Christian.

With regard to the heavy rainfall and flooding in
Germany in mid July 2021. It should be interesting to
see how well the Germans will be able to negotiate
with Ukraine over the purchase of grains, crops and
potatoes considering the Germans’ well known
ambitions to enforce the Nordstream II pipeline in the
Baltic Sea. That might not end too well my German
friends. Well, there is always Poland. Nordstream II is
extremely unfavorable to the Ukrainians because the
Russians can bypass gas that otherwise would have
run through Ukrainian gas pipelines to above all
Germany. To do like the Germans do and cut Ukraine
out of any strategic leverage as a nation, leaves
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Ukraine in a seriously dangerous position. Now
Germany might reap what they sowed.

Added note:

[Simultaneously with Merkel's visit to the United
States, the western and south-western parts of
Germany were drowned in up to three-meter-high
rivers of rain, killing hundreds of people. It happens to
be the worst in the industrialized Ruhr area around
the river Rhine, where rainfall always gathers to. This
will probably affect us Swedes economically in the
short run and many, many other nations too. Roger’s
note]

Sources:
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/merkel-i-vita-husetfor-sista-gangen
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jxwxpTe3rOk
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https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/avtal-nara-om-nordstream-2
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/ryssland-varnartalibanerna
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/kina-kan-utnyttjatalibanernas-frammarsch
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8vx64l5_eno
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/stigande-dodsstalefter-oversvamningarna-183-bekraftat-omkomna
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/stora-ekonomiskaeffekter-av-oversvamningarna
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Lesson 51; Hanoi 2.0 - the total
withdrawal
Already Hillary Clinton threw the glove too early at
China when she wrote in November 2011; ”When the
war in Iraq ends and the US withdraws from
Afghanistan, the United States faces a turning point in
the US Pacific Ocean.” Hillary Clinton revealed the US
plans which could be interpreted as the United States
doing as they please and that no morality is necessary
to apply to any emerging situation for the US to take
the right to intervene in any part of the world.

Trump was the president who almost completed the
withdrawal from Afghanistan. Obama was the
president who started the withdrawal. What we see is
not the result of left-right politics, what we see is the
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result of an ”America first” policy, which almost all
politicians in the United States agree on. Everyone
knew that they would withdraw. But if they had taken
their time with a sequential withdrawal, it would not
have been any better, as far as I can see. Because then
the soldiers who remained would have been
slaughtered, or at least the risk of that happening
would be significant. I mostly object to that the United
States and Biden did not warn their allies about the
withdrawal. The reason was probably that they did
not want to alert the Taliban about the American
withdrawal. The US administration had to choose
between pulling off the patch quick or slow. I always
pull off my patches quickly because it’s milder that
way.

The withdrawal came now, because Biden is aiming
for a war against Iran via mainly Syria and on Syrian
soil first, as also Trump had set his mind on. Trump
certainly reduced the troops in Afghanistan from
15,000 to an absolute minimum of 2,500 men. There
was only one last remnant of American troops left to
bring home for Biden. Plus, the US militarily allied
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(what a joke) countries’ military forces briefly
remained in the country. Several of the allied
countries were completely unprepared for the sudden
withdrawal by the United States. But American lives
must be secured in their own war against the Taliban.
It is not optimal to attack Iran with ground forces
deployed on Afghan territory.

The United States is not primarily out to ”steal” the
Iranian oil. They are trying to prevent a total Chinese
hegemony in the Persian Gulf, because the United
States needs the oil from the Persian Gulf. China does
more business in the Persian Gulf than any other
country, and even Saudi-Arabia has committed itself
more economically to China than to the United States.
But Saudi-Arabia’s US military technology are not
necessarily compatible with Chinese military
technology. Saudi-Arabia is not likely starting over and
instead buying Chinese military technology. Except for
maybe drones and some other, less advanced
technology then. The United States gets at least a
third of its oil from the Persian Gulf and has probably
always done so. The fracking in Texas was just a staged
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scenery, in the regard that they have a very limited
amount of oil reserves left. Maybe the gasoline oil in
Texas will be sufficient until 2024 if it is to supply the
entire United States.

It did not take long before some hawk in Israel acted
on the US withdrawal from Afghanistan. because a
war against Iran led by the United States, Israel wants
and has wanted ever since Trump’s term as president
and the Netanyahu era. It makes me suspect that
Israel does not have its own strategic nuclear weapons
after all.
“Artificially intelligent Israeli-made drones securing
UAE oil fields” Headline; WIN August 17, 2021
“Bennett to discuss Iranian threat with Biden in
Washington” Headline; WIN August 18, 2021
More puzzle pieces that confirm an impending war
will surely follow.

If there comes another big war in the pacific, I hope
for the US to win. If there comes a war in Syria to
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continue in Iran to counter the Chinese influence in
the Persian Gulf, I am not so certain I want the US to
win.

Sources:
Mimers brunn
World Israel News (WIN)
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Lesson 52; China’s grand slam,
occupy Taiwan and South
Korea
In the online news channel South China Morning Post,
or rather in the likely online disinformation channel
South China Morning Post, a Chinese retired air force
general spoke about that the Chinese aren’t up to
invading Taiwan sometime soon. According to SCMP,
the air force general is ”seen as a hawkish voice in
China”. This so called news flash was from the 4th of
may in 2020. Well, they didn’t invade back then. Not
that they didn’t want to, I am sure of that.

The article doesn’t sneak around the bushes
unnecessarily much, though it does say that it is ”Too
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costly” to ”take back Taiwan by force”, which isn’t
necessarily true. But the article also clearly stated
somewhere in there that;
”His [the chinese air force general] remarks come
amid rising nationalistic sentiment, with calls for
Beijing to take action on the self-ruled island.”

What is unclear, as in a ’fog of war’, is of course that
Qiao Liang [the air force general] says; ”the focus
should be on achieving ‘a good life’ for all Chinese”.
The truth is that the focus for the CCP (Chinese
Communist Party) right now is on achieving absolute
control down to installing cameras in the peoples’
private toilet seats. I have read somewhere that the
surveillance state in China, costs more money to keep
going than the whole of PLA (Peoples Liberation
Army), which includes the naval forces, the air force,
the space force and the strategic forces.

So what do the CCP want? It started out as a simple
territorial dispute. CCP claims that Taiwan is a part of
China and that the name ’Taiwan’ is not the name of
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a state, that the name doesn’t exist even. They call
Taiwan ”the self-ruled island”. Taiwan claims that
China is actually a part of Taiwan for political reasons
dating back to before Mao Tse Tung’s power grab. But
it is actually the Taiwanese being cocky, as they are
David in David and Goliath. Most likely the CCP aim to
possess Taiwan’s and South Korea’s semiconductor
industry. If they can achieve that, they will control at
least three quarters of the semiconductor market
around the world and they would have a great
bargaining chip for the future. Or if they prefer they
could beat the living daylight out of the US and
Europe. In particular, it would mean that they won’t
have to gather military strength in the Indian Ocean
and the Persian Gulf, which isn’t in the cards for the
CCP since they don’t have the reach with Naval forces
right now. It doesn’t even appear as if they are aiming
for that capacity at all. And therein lies the proof of
their strategic goals. They are not going to stop with
just invading Taiwan.

That is why Taiwan and Japan are forging a close
alliance with economic implications as well as political
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implications. Taiwan as a country was like several
other countries in east Asia occupied by Japan in
World War II. But there was little internal resistance
to the occupation. Taiwan probably had the most
collaborators of any Japanese occupied territory in
East Asia at the time. This mirrored the friendly
relationship with Japan.

The gigantic Taiwanese semiconductor manufacturer
TSMC is planning to open up a division in Japan in
2023, to supply SONY with semiconductors. This is a
giveaway which can only lead us to the conclusion that
Japan is not to be duped. They know that Taiwan is so
much more to the Chinese than just an incentive to
retake a lost territory. Albeit, China has continuosly
been sending the message to the US that their butt
hurts, because it suits their agenda.

Japan is reportedly building a military base on the
Japanese island of Ishigaki which is located less than
140 miles from Taiwan. What kind of base remains to
be disclosed, but Japan will deploy both anti-ship
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missiles and air-defense missiles between the end of
2022 and March 2023. There are only three beach
strips in taiwan that the Chinese military force PLA can
do a beach landing at. But they can airdrop airborn
troops and materiel and fly in ’special forces’ with
helicopters.

Japan has no other choice than to play hardball. The
CCP in Beijing seeks to coerce the whole region into
submission and gobble up the whole trade route to
the Persian Gulf, India and Europe.

Japan is reported to remove Taiwan from China map
in defense white paper. (TAIWAN NEWS)
In a warning to China, Japan’s new strategy paper
mentions Taiwan for the first time. (FORBES)
Japan’s depute defense minister says ’Taiwan must be
protected as a democratic country’ (CNN)
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Sources:
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/military/article/
3082825/too-costly-chinese-military-strategistwarns-now-not-timetake?module=perpetual_scroll&pgtype=article&cam
paign=3082825
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CWgObGTYZrY
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Lesson 54; The Nile river
Sunni-Muslim Sudan is the next country together with
Morocco and Oman to be on the Israeli list of charm
offensives, according to the news site United With
Israel from the 13th of October 2021.

Of course it helps that Israel can become a conciliator
between Sudan and Egypt concerning the fresh water
from the Nile and dam projects in Sudan. And why do
Israel want to be friends with Morocco? Two words;
precious Phosphates, needed by the US farmers. And
Oman is strategically located at the inlet to the Persian
gulf. That's it, at least as far as I understand it.

A reiteration: A good two thirds of the world
production of phosphates are mined in China, the
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United States and Morocco/Western Sahara.
Morocco and the, by Morocco occupied Western
Sahara account for 30 percent of the world export
market. US phosphate reserves will last for nearly 30
years for US use only. The United States does not
export phosphate ore. Neither does China. The
world’s phosphate reserves are estimated to be
around 15 billion tons, which is sufficient for the
world’s consumption for 90 years with current
technology, according to the US Geological Survey.
Phosphate production in the world will not come to a
critical low level before the world’s oil reserves peter
out. Thus, phosphate production in Morocco/Western
Sahara is strategically secondary, or should be. But
this did not prevent the US from making a bilateral
trade deal with Morocco in 2006. The European Union
didn’t jump on the train until two years later. And the
early US bilateral trade deal with Morocco is also a
spoiler for us Europeans. Are the US and Israel thus
heading for a war on Iran in order to hog the oil from
the Persian Gulf? Short answer, Yes. Long answer,
don’t forget about Taiwan and the Chinese ambitions.
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Also, UAE and Bahrain have been charmed by the
Israelis already. The US is going to get a severe oil
shortage sometime around 2024. The US wants war,
Israel wants war, not necessarily for the same reason,
short term. There is going to be a war against Iran,
unless Iran complies with their then master the US. Do
you think that it is a coincidence that the Arab states,
Saudi-Arabia, Qatar, Bahrain and UAE suddenly
changed their negative policies into an including
policy on israel? No, the Arabs on the Arabian
peninsula in particular would all too happily see an
American and Israeli war against Iran. Iran isn't just
Israel's worst enemy, it is in practice the Arabs’ worst
enemy too. They feel very threatened by Iran. They
themselves do not want to fight Iran but would
happily fuel the war and support the US use of the
American bases in Qatar, Bahrain and UAE.

Saudi-Arabia knows they are not ready to fight Iran,
and they probably never will be ready for a fight
against Iran. Israel on the other hand is ready for a
war. But I am sceptical about how it could be possible
for the Israelis to strike the bunker systems at Mashad
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in Iran where the strategic nuclear forces will be
located, at least with the Israeli Air Force without help
from the US.

A quote from a seemingly well informed Israeli:
”Indeed, it won't be easy for the IDF. They do have
some bunker-buster technology, but what they need
for the Iranian deep, heavily armored and hardened
bunkers is re-entrant hypervelocity Mach 10+
bunkerbusters. Those are launched from space and
only the US has that capability. The good news is that
these are, due to the extreme speed, horrendously
powerful. Although completely conventional, one
single penetration hit has the equivalent explosive
damage as that from a medium-yield nuclear
weapon.”

Does the US really have such a space weapon? Who
knows, they certainly have become more restricted
with publishing information about their military
technical progress and achievements.
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Source:
United With Israel
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Lesson 55; Why there WILL be
a major war, and why it’s
going to cost a lot of American
blood
Joe Biden, the senile old Satan, the Donald Trump
follow up, thinks he is going to be able to avoid the
coming world war at our expence as a state. Biden is
a good little president, he just wants a LIMITED war.
Oh how Godly isn’t Biden? I’ll tell you how good he is,
not Godly enough to speak about ”God’s chosen
nation”, just as didn’t president Trump. Why is that?
Because they drained out God in their politics, actually
already with Bush the younger. That’s because they
cannot defend what they are doing any longer. They
are just another rouge state today. But not just any
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rouge state, they are the mightiest rouge state,
militarily speaking. Not morally speaking.

Biden recently said the following:

Quote; ”If you take a look at, you know, gas prices and
you take a look at oil prices, that is a consequence of,
thus far, the refusal of Russia or the OPEC nations to
pump more oil. And we’ll see what happens on that
score sooner than later.” End quote.

Biden knows, or has now learned in any case, that you
can not fully switch to the production of an electric
vehicle park in most places in the US, or anywhere in
the world for that matter, which politicians and
statesmen have fantasized about in free fall for a
while now. This is what Biden says now:

Quote; "Well, on the surface, it seems like an irony, but
the truth of the matter is - You've all known, everyone
knows that the idea we're going to be able to move to
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renewable energy over night and not have - from this
moment on, not using oil or not using gas or not using
hydrogen is just not rational.” End quote.

Biden's administration has approved 339 permits per
month to drill for oil on federal land. So it seems to me
that I'm right that America's installed oil resources are
rapidly running out. However, I believe that, since he
only granted a permit for oil drilling far out in the Gulf
of Mexico where oil is still believed to exist, there can
never be a really viable solution. As an example, I can
mention that the experimental oil rig ”Perdido” is
hardly economically profitable. In the chapter ”The
end of all civilizations” i write:

In comparison, the giant American oil rig "Perdido",
which is located 300 km off-shore in the Mexican Gulf,
can pump up maybe 86,000 barrels of oil per day. The
oil rig itself cost 3,000,000,000 dollars to build. That
means a liter price of 4 dollars or 15 dollars per gallon
if the oil rig stands for fifteen years. And that’s not
counting profit margins, salaries for the oil rig’s
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personnel and maintenance or production stop, nor do
I estimate the deconstruction costs. But on the other
hand it is a low estimation of the oil rig’s total lifespan.
Imagine that, 15 dollars per gallon! The numbers
suggest that Perdido is only an experimental platform.
But Perdido is extremely remote.

It is also interesting that he mentions ”Hydrogen” a bit
like in passing in the video.

I would like to take this opportunity to point out that
the United States and China are in a deadlock. The
United States owns the sea routes for warships and
several friendly ports to the oil in the Persian Gulf, but
China has Taiwan and South Korea in its grip and thus
they have more than 75% of the world's
semiconductor industry within reach. Do not think, as
the Americans do or have done, that Taiwan's
strategic status is about the Chinese butt being hurt.
Even the Japanese have understood. Japan realizes its
strategic disadvantage and in November 2021 signed
a contract to allow Taiwan's and the world's largest
455

semiconductor manufacturer, TSMC, to open a branch
in Japan together with SONY Group. Japan currently
imports 64% of its semiconductor components.

China's naval warships simply do not have the range
to reach even the island of Sri Lanka in the southern
part of India. Both China and the United States depend
on friendly ports and fuel oil for warships. The United
States' allied Australia has its grip on the oil in East
Timor, which has historically cost the small island
nation blood before it was even a nation.

The Chinese have a more recent, lousy track record
with unfavorable loans, which as a rule has meant that
poorer nations have bowed under the debt pressure
and been forced to set aside ports to transfer them to
Chinese ownership/control. Awareness of this has
increased among poor nations, but most of them have
already learned the hard way.

A quote; "Up to 90% of the semiconductors applied by
US technological companies - including Apple, Nvidia,
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and Qualcomm - rely on Taiwanese manufacturing."
End quote.

Another quote; ”Today, only 16 percent of the
semiconductors used in China are produced incountry, and only half of these are made by Chinese
firms. China is very dependent on foreign suppliers for
advanced chips.” End quote.

Soon there will be a major war for real. When the
United States goes all out for a war against Iran, China
will devour Taiwan and perhaps South Korea. At the
same time, Russia will devour Ukraine if they do not
understand Blinken's flirtation and the United States'
offer to serve Sweden and perhaps parts of the Nordic
region on a platter. Kremlins do not seem to have
understood that it is quote; "playbook", and Biden has
a soft spot for Ukraine. Biden hardly has a soft spot for
Sweden.

Blinken recently proclaimed regarding Russia and
Ukraine, quote in quote;
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"But, we do know it is playbook."

Playbook means in English.

A book containing a team's plans for a game,
especially in American football.

It may be that the Kremlin has understood Blinken's
"But, we do know it is playbook." nod to Putin.
Otherwise, Putin would not build up with 110,000
troops at the border with Ukraine, he would stack up
the odds in Syria and Iran.

Of course, the American administration knows who I
am. Blinken probably knows that I'm not into sports.
And I certainly do not know American football
terminology. This statement by Blinken is thus all the
more suspicious. Except I looked it up. But judging by
Putin's reaction a little later on in the video where
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Blinken said this, Putin was taken on the bedside by
the US Naval activities in the Black Sea. But Putin
quickly seized the opportunity and condemned the US
"unplanned exercises" in the Black Sea and, as usual,
turned the whole course of events to his favor.
However, I can bet that the US Naval activities in the
Black Sea came only AFTER Putin's troop contractions.
Otherwise, it would be even more suspicious what the
Americans are doing. It's a little strange that the US
Navy and USAF are sending nuclear weapons
platforms to the Black Sea, both navy and B-52s. Why?

But perhaps Putin does not see eye to eye. As far as I
know, there are no nuclear weapons on surface ships
in the US Navy anymore. But maybe Putin meant
submarines?

After watching the video again, I understood that
Putin was referring only to the B-52s and not to the
warships, but at the same time he took the
opportunity to sow the seeds of suspicion by
expressing himself vaguely. All the more reason to
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believe that Putin was taken by the bedside. Check out
the causality is my suggestion, who was there first
with what. What are the Americans' motives for
sending strategic B-52s? Especially as Blinken says,
quote;

"And as we made clear, any escalatorial or aggressive
actions would be of great concern to the United
States". End quote.

The whole thing does not seem to be a deescalation,
but it seems to be an escalation.

Sources:

World Israel News (WIN)
United With israel (UWI)
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Pty1sEAmqZE
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wNNMD1sVoc
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Lesson 56; Extras
Non-Nato member Finland acquring the
F-35 with an extraordinary deal
A clip from the blogg Cornucopia?’s text about the
non-Nato member Finland acquiring the F-35. Quote:

"…The deal is the best any F-35 country has received.
Among other things, Finland will manufacture 100
different types of spare parts for the aircraft, including
being part of the global supply chain for the F-35, i.e.
the export of spare parts. Finland is thus also buying
an export industry. Other spare parts will be stored in
Finland, so they can operate without being dependent
on the USA.” End quote.
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Norway had to pay much more for its F-35 fighters
than Finland. According to the online magazine
Netvisen, the Norwegian parliament is demanding
answers. To no avail I bet. News agency NTB has
calculated that Finland will pay about 70 million euros
for one fighter and Norway about 106 million euros.

How do you people think it sounds? Not so damn good
for Sweden, I think. American and Finnish separate
plans to scuttle Sweden, or? It can be a coincidence,
or it can be a revelation. I will not let myself become
intimidated by it in any case. We’ll see in a short future
anyway. At some point, Biden will have to open his
mouth and start spitting frogs out of his mouth, if he
is to make the entire United States and the Western
world go to war against us. He knows this. We
therefore stand against Russia as usual. We need only
to be able to face Russia militarily, and there is a sea
and several countries between us and Russia, one of
them being Finland. Warfare and beach landings over
the Baltic sea would be a very complex and vulnerable
fighting operation if Kreml cannot be clandestine
enough to be able to invade the island of Gotland,
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without us reaching our island first. The island is
located considerably closer to the rest of Sweden than
it is to Kaliningrad. About three times as close.

Finland will not be able to benefit from its affairs with
the United States. Finland is located where Finland is
located. Finland is actually more dependent on
Sweden than they become dependent on the United
States with this deal. Finland no longer since wwii has
a window to the Barents Sea in the north. If Finland
succeeds in its intentions to get Sweden to be stuck
with ”Black Pete”, the Kremlin will see its chance.
Black Pete is a card game, where the one person who
gets stuck with the Black Pete card lose the card game.

It will be a child's play for Russia to hinder the Finnish
supply route via Sweden and the Baltic Sea, if Finland
succeeds in creating discord between Finland and
Sweden. Clear as Hell that the Kremlin seizes the
opportunity. But the Finns know that. They can
therefore not afford to express their plans openly to
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make us stuck with Black Pete. That weapon, to put it
frankly, is actually ours!!!

If we express ourselves truthfully in public, Finland will
find themselves in a bad position. But I'm actually a
little worried that Biden will succeed in turning our
neighbors against us to such a degree that they do
Biden's military dirty work. It would be Biden's wet
dream. Since Biden may soon take the opportunity to
send Norway, Finland and Denmark to a Ragnarök i.e.
an Armageddon, in the belief that it makes the United
States a "white" country, the fact that he has managed
to deceive some of the "whitest" countries in the
world is just symptomatic of the United States' decline
as a "white" country. Being "white" is not the same
thing as being cunning, whatever Biden thinks. To be
"white" is to be principled, a stand-up nation, to be
moral, to take risks for other innocent people.
Besides, Biden has not actually fooled me yet. So no
matter how he chooses to look at what it means to be
"white", the United States is on its way to becoming a
Brazil now.
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Rygge air base and Sola air base in
Norway
How is it that the Americans have negotiated with the
Norwegians, access to two air bases, one in Norway's
South-East and one in the South-West? The third air
base they have gained access to is Evenes quite far up
in the North, and it is not odd because the US has
always had the strategic focus the North Calotte. But
what causes the strategic and operational change to
also have access to air bases in Rygge and in Sola? Döh
.., my name is Biden and I'm a moron! Or?

No. Biden is not a moron. This, together with the nonNATO country Finland's grand slam with the F-35 deal,
makes me damn suspicious.

The area West of Lyngenfjorden otherwise contains
several of the most important Norwegian defense
facilities and marching areas. There in the North of
Norway you will find the air bases prepared to receive
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NATO aircraft, primarily American, air bases such as
Andöya, Evenes and Bardufoss, the Sörreisa battle
command center and several of the large mountain
stores prepared with equipment for e.g. the U.S. Navy.
The Norwegians also have a new modern command
center in Bodø. These defense facilities are all located
within a limited geographical area in Norway, west
and north of Swedish Kiruna. Source; Wiseman

Our German speaking non-allies
For Germany, Sweden is an "insignificant country".
That is, "we have no right to exist, except as thought
slaves to the German-speaking peoples." I have been
a slave to the post-Nazi and pre-neo-Nazi Germans for
most of my life, but it's definitely in the past now that
I'm being healed physically. Yes, that’s the way it really
is. Germans too, target physically challenged Swedes
and weak people, just like our muslims do, in order to
steal our women and our national resources and our
inventive high tech producing companies, like the
Scania truck manufacturer that the Germans stole
466

with a big help from the EU. The Germans are in very
good company together with our other women
oppressing criminals.

I have a suggestion. Is it possible to determine where
the subconscious is located in the human brain? I
hope of being able to magnetically scan Swedish and
German brains and read out the degree of "clutter" in
the center of the subconscious, and compare German
brains with Swedish brains. I am convinced that in
most German brains, the center of the subconscious
is about to flow over, and when that happens, they
will lose control and thus begin to lose in efficiency, as
so many other nationalities have done before them
throughout history. Imagine the faces of the Germans
when they receive it in black and white from us that
they are nothing but perverted continental post-nazis
and pre-neo-Nazis. Oops! I would love to see that! Not
the neo-Nazism in Germany, but the faces of the
Germans when their dreams of being superior
masters dies for good. Or as the Viking sagas
expressed it about the outsiders when explaining a
dire situation for some of the vikings, quote; ”…But
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they fell in love with their mirror image”. End quote.
Meaning that they were put out of action or being
mentally coerced to join our Swedish forefather’s
fight, through mere cognitive thinking expressed like
this.

How do we extend our info reach, do we
want to extend our info reach?
Our biggest problem is conveying the information that
I, and others in our military headquarter’s strategic
department, have analyzed. It's one thing to be a good
strategist, but it's quite another thing to borrow an ear
from other states. Everyone has a hyped belief about
their own secret service. Except us. In any case, we as
a small state, can hardly limit or be selective about the
information we want to convey to Europe, because
then we will not be trusted in either the small nor the
big picture. In that case, we can not be trusted in the
big picture because we have not provided complete
information, and the small matters becomes just an
annoyance to other European states. Who would you
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most likely trust as a Ukrainian or French or Danish or
any other statesman? Swedish fragmentary
information, or your own secret service? I'm guessing
your own secret service.

But suppose that we convey the full picture to our
neighbouring EU states. Is that something that we
really want to do, considering that we may be the
protagonist in a devious scheme directed at us by the
US in cahoots with Russia? Isn’t it better to keep up
the appearence so that, hopefully, Kreml won’t ever
realise our predicament? Noone in a top position ever
speaks clear, in a way that cannot be interpreted, any
other way than what he really means. Everything are
inuendos and double tongued lingo. They’re hiding
their own perversions as good as they possibly can.

Sources:
https://cornucopia.cornubot.se/2021/12/finlandvalde-f-35-framfor-saab-gripen.html
Wiseman
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Lesson 57;
https://project2049.net
I wonder why Project 2049 Institute has an odd year
like 2049 in the name? You could probably figure out
why they have this year in their organization’s name.
Energy, oil, maritime trade, technology, the Navy,
future wars, Cobalt/Nickel and other Rare earth
minerals used for batteries, military armament,
international politics and alliances certainly play a role
there.

I believe that the US withdrawal of their support for
the Israeli underwater gas pipeline to Cyprus, Greece
and Europe was a trade off to Russia.
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One clue is Turkey's sudden benign approach to
Armenia lately. Russia certainly has something to do
with it. Biden's administration's statement that minor
intrusions by Russia into Ukraine is not really a casus
belli for a US intervention gives us a clue that the
United States wants a war against Iran as soon as
possible, preferably involving a UN intervention, and
they are really not interested in fighting two or more
different adversaries. I am thinking of Iran, Russia and
China.

Sveriges Radio 19 January 2022:
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/toppdiplomateninga-planer-pa-amerikanska-soldater-i-ukraina
• ”But at present there are no plans to send US
ground troops to defend Ukraine.”
• ”We want Ukraine to be able to defend itself, not go
to war with Russia,” the deputy US ambassador to
Sweden told Studio Ett.
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First, it is hardly Ukraine that is waging war against
Russia. Ukraine is defending itself against the
belligerent Russia. Does Biden's administration want
Ukraine not to defend itself if only Russia would limit
its military influence to eastern Ukraine? ”But we do
know it's playbook,” as Blinken said in late 2021.

WIN January 20, 2022:
EastMed pipeline said to be politically “destabilising”
as well as economically and environmentally
unviable.
By David Hellerman, World Israel News
U.S. officials have notified Israel, Greece and Cyprus
that Washington no longer supports a joint gas
pipeline intended to supply Europe with natural gas.
Greek media reports, which broke the story, cited a
U.S. “non-document” or unofficial position paper
which characterized the EastMed pipeline as a
“primary source of tension” and something
“destabilising” the region because of Turkish
opposition.
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The joint pipeline, a $6.8 billion initiative, was
expected to provide Europe with ten percent of its
energy needs, reducing the continent’s dependence on
Russian natural gas.
A widely cited Reuters report quoted a source who
said, “The American side expressed to the Greek side
reservations as to the rationale of the EastMed
pipeline, (and) raised issues of its economic viability
and environmental (issues).”
In 2018, Israel signed an agreement with Italy, Greece,
and Cyprus to lay the mostly underwater gas pipeline.
Running from the Israel’s Leviathan gas field to Italy
via a Cypriot gas field, Crete and the Greek mainland,
the EastMed pipeline planned to traverse 1,900
kilometers (1,242 miles). The project won U.S. support
in 2019.
The pipeline was supposed to be operational in 2025
and eventually carry 10 billion cubic meters of gas to
Europe annually.
Media reports say the initiative has not secured
funding. None of the EastMed partner countries have
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publicly commented on what Washington’s position
means for the pipeline’s future.
Turkey, which doesn’t recognize Cyprus as a nation,
claims the island and its offshore resources for itself,
and opposed the endeavor. On numerous occasions,
the Turkish Navy harassed Israeli and Cypriot vessels
doing exploratory work.
The EastMed project was also competing with a
Russian-Turkish pipeline, the Turkstream, which began
delivering gas to Europe in 2020.
On Tuesday, Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan
told reporters, “If [Israeli gas] would be brought to
Europe, it could only be done through Turkey,”
according to a transcript released by Erdogan’s office.
“Is there any hope for now? We can sit and talk about
the conditions.”
The pipeline also faced the formidable geophysical
challenges of passing through very deep water,
sometimes at depths of 3 kilometers (1.8 miles) in an
area known for seismic activity.
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I had to include the whole WIN article from January 20
above, because it looks like the Biden administration
has struck a deal with Russia. ”We do this for you if
you restrain Turkey in the coming US war, Putin.”
Biden is raking the manege for the coming war. It
doesn’t look like the Israelis are aware of Biden’s plans
in the North involving Russia and war.

It is in the interest of the United States that Turkey be
kept in check during an American war in Syria against
Iran, and Russia's goodwill is absolutely necessary for
that to happen. That is why the course of events
between Russia, Turkey and Armenia is benign in
January of 2022. There you see, if you just want it hard
enough, you can very quickly create peace and
harmony in the world. If you can trust World Israel
News (WIN) from January 19 2022 Israel wants it bad
enough [temporarily].
”…Diplomatic talks are ongoing with Israel, Turkish
President Recep Tayyip Erdogan said in a press
conference late Tuesday, underlining that his Israeli
counterpart Isaac Herzog may visit Turkey soon…”
Quote; WIN
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However, not to mention something important. Biden
warned Russia about Russia invading Ukraine,
according to Sveriges Radio the 20th of January 2022.
”Do I think he’ll test the West, Yes, I think he will! But
I think he will pay a serious and dear price for it.”
Quote; Joe Biden

Biden is trying hard to spare Ukraine from a war.

Sources:
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/toppdiplomateninga-planer-pa-amerikanska-soldater-i-ukraina
World Israel News
https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/biden-varnarryssland-om-ukraina
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Lesson 58; Biden’s second
strategic change
There are signs that the United States is changing
course with its grand strategic plans. The oil
dependent United States' major political actions are
often accurately interpreted in the Middle Eastern
media platform Al Jazeera. The Al Jazeera news are
then reflected in the Israeli news and interpreted in
WIN and UWI and probably other Israeli media. The
Kuwaitis seem to have realized what is going on in the
grand strategic game. An article from February 6, 2022
in World Israel News is the first clear indication.
”Kuwait’s Information Ministry says Gal Gadot’s latest
film shouldn’t be screened in country because she
served in the IDF.” Quote WIN preamble
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Biden has for a long time been increasingly
withdrawing from Israel. The Israeli government
officials are worried (this was the first sign).

It is not in the line of strategic thinking that the Arabs
are failing cognitively. They are at least as good at
strategic thinking and analysis as we are, maybe even
better. It is in the field of operational and especially
tactical areas that they fail cognitively. They also lack
self-control to any great extent. Of course, the
extremist Jihadists are not very knowledgeable. It is
the more moderate Arabs, such as the Al Jazeera
journalists, who can figure out grand strategy. They
have many years of experience in following
international media. Which extremist has that? In
what country do extremists have experience in
following international media at all? These people can
not walk in other people's moccasins at all. Al Jazeera
is also generous with its information sharing and it is
straightforward.
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The reason why Biden has probably altered the US
grand strategy is that the US is dependent on that the
war against Iran becomes one in which the world
community and above all Europe participates, and the
USA is not exactly winning hearts and minds right
now. That is probably slowly being rectified by Biden’s
new strategic moves.

For those who are living on the back of the moon or
are hearing these words at a much later moment in
time I will just invoke the notion of a pending war in
Europe. If you are preoccupied with the Eurovision
festival please use headphones as bullets may be
flying around your head.

If the Biden administration could have deceived the
EU that it was Iran that wanted a war, then they would
still not be able to obstruct China's influence in the
Persian Gulf, the Chinese could continue to buy oil
from the oil producing countries there while the US is
drained of young blood. Alternatively, there would be
a war against China in any case. But it was a limited
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war that Biden was looking for and it would have been
the opposite result in that case. Therefore, Biden
probably sees it as a war against China and the United
States is inevitable. And that war will not be started by
the United States.

But we are not out of the woods yet. Sweden can still
become a singular target for Russia. However, I think
we can revise our previous position to the United
States that Sweden only contributes and fights in its
immediate area in the event of a major war if Biden
have really changed his mind and called off the
impending war against Iran. If so, we can ask what we
can do for the US in the event of a war in the South
China Sea. We can offer Biden our services.

Sources;

World Israel News (WIN), February 6, 2022;
Kuwait bans upcoming movie starring Gal Gadot,
‘former soldier in Zionist occupying army’
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United With Israel (UWI), February 7, 2022;
Biden Should Be Ashamed of His Treatment of the UAE
United With Israel (UWI), February 7, 2022;
Will Biden’s ‘Bad Luck’ with Visits to Israel End in
2022?
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Lesson 59; And so it has begun
So, Ukraine, a state by Kreml and Putin called a pseudo
state, is a part of Russia? If you had your family riding
in a bus in the vicinity, would you violently, with
certainty of collateral damage on your own family
members, attack that family because they were riding
in a bus together with a corrupt bus driver? Or
because there was a known right wing Nazi
connection of one of the forty other passengers riding
in the bus, way in the back of the bus? Is that what you
do with family members in Russia?

Putin is the new Hitler!
That’s it. There is nothing more to say.
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Why did he do it?
Because he could? Yes, partly. But also, maybe,
because his military, his transport aircraft fleet, his
helicopters among other, needs spare parts from the
Ukrainian military industry, former USSR military
industry. And he needs the money, i.e. the women,
that lives in Ukraine for the amusement of Russian
men, since he cannot get to the women in the West.
Whaaat? ”Did you just say what I thought you said?”
Yes I did.

What can Ukraine do?
They can perhaps move their governmental
institutions away from Kiev and to the south and let
the Russian tanks roll deep into Ukraine, but not let
the Russian support vehicles far into their country, by
attacking the support vehicles in big scale ambushes
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with grenade rifles. But I don’t know what the
environements look like in Northern Ukraine.

They can also, under controlled forms, demolish
totally the industry that can be used for Russia’s
nuclear capabilities.

Why did Putin not strike Ukrainian
electricity first?
The infrastructure enables rapid operation in Ukraine.
The road and railway network is well developed in the
country. Russia and Ukraine have the same track
gauge on the railway. As far as the road network is
concerned, there are 103,150 miles of paved roads
and 2,200 miles of unpaved roads. The railway
network covers 13,400 miles, 6,400 miles is electrified
railway. The railway network is mainly well developed
in central and eastern Ukraine and somewhat less
developed in western Ukraine. Roads and railways
goes in all directions. Economic priorities within
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Ukraine are basicly its industry, which is mainly
located in its eastern area.

What can Ukraine expect?
We need to first look at the near time history. In 2014,
Russia launched a ”humanitarian” aid convoy to
eastern Ukraine. Ukraine opposed this but eventually
agreed to let the aid in if it was reloaded into other
vehicles before the border crossing and escorted by
the Red Cross. The inspection of the Russian trucks
showed that many were almost empty except for a
few sacks of flour. Russia chose to drive the convoy
into Ukraine without the assistance of the Red Cross
and in a completely different place than the one
reluctantly approved by Ukraine. This is where the
interesting really begins.

After the aid convoy crossed the border, it set course
for the industrial city of Luhansk in eastern Ukraine,
which Russia identified as in dire need. In for example
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Luhansk, the trucks were unloaded again without
international supervision, but did not return
immediately and definitely not empty. Instead,
extraction of parts for Russia’s war-critical industry
began. During the time the Russian convoy spent in
eastern Ukraine, machinery, parts and products were
loaded from e.g. a factory in Donetsk that
manufactures radar and telecommunications warfare
systems, a factory that manufactures parts for some
of the Russian nuclear missile systems, and the factory
that is the only one in the former Soviet Union, which
manufactures turbine blades for aircraft engines and
engines for helicopters, and other critical components
for some combat aircraft engines.

Don’t know if there is something else the Russians still
needs from Ukraine. They would most likely want to
control the Ukrainian energy sector and their
agricultural sector in order to sell energy and crops to
the West and other countries in the world.
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Is Russia backed by God?
No, no, no, no, no, no, no, not at all! They’re backed
by Satan. It’s Satan’s country now. We wash our
hands.

Russia is like a mad dog that has grabbed your child
and chews on your child’s arm at a distance of ten
yards from you. As soon as you make an attempt to
move towards the mad dog to grab and pull your child
to safety or attack the dog, the crazy dog stops
chewing and stares you in your eyes, still with its jaws
around your child’s arm, clearly threatening to
instantly tear your child in pieces with his jaws if you
continue to move forward. So you stop, and the mad
dog starts chewing on your baby’s arm again, slowly
chewing your baby to death observing all your
movements. Your baby will either be eaten slowly or
torn to death quickly, it’s up to you, even if the
procedure is resumed.
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Will Russia quit after Ukraine
No! As a matter of fact, the big Swedish island of
Gotland in the Baltic Sea is probably next. And then
the Baltic states. And then Finland. And then Northern
Sweden through Finland. And then Scania, the South
end of Sweden. And then parts of Norway and
Denmark. And then Romania and Bulgaria perhaps.
Something like that.

Where is Putin now?
Probably his palace in Gelendzjik near the Kertj strait
between Ukrainian Crimea and Russia is thought to be
like an ”Eagles Nest” by Putin and FSB and GRU in a
situation like this.
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Sources:
Al Jazeera
America Uncensored
Bundesministerium für Wirtschaft und Energie
(BMWi)
China Uncensored
CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2015
CIA WORLD FACTBOOK 2018-2019
CIAs LIGNET; and Johan Elg at the Swedish National
Defense College
Euromaidan Press
fPlus
Ingolf Kiesow
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Joakim von Braun
Kim Iversen
Kolbeinn Arnason head of the Icelandic fisheries
industry organization SFS
Kungliga Krigsvetenskapsakademien (KKrVA)
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
Polish Institute of International Affairs (PISM), 2015.
PolyMatter
Raimundo Oliveira, Social and Political Scientist
Sveriges Radio, Ekot
The Algemeiner
The blog Cornucopia? by Lars Wilderäng
The FOI publication ”Ett skepp kommer lastat”,
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The Silk Roads; by Peter Frankopan
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VisualPolitik
Wiseman
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Youtube
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