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How to Stop the Escalation to War 
The Ukrainian conflict is turning into a war between the West on one side and Russia 

and China on the other. Each side is convinced that the other one wants its loss. And 

fear is a bad advisor. Peace can only be preserved if each side recognizes its 

mistakes. This must be a radical change, because today neither Western discourse nor 

Russian actions correspond to reality. 

 

The Russian and Chinese presidents, Vladimir Putin and Xi Jinping. The 

straussians of the State Department, Antony Blinken and Victoria Nuland. 
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No political leader wants a war on his territory. When they do, it is usually out of fear. 

Each side fears the other, rightly or wrongly. Of course, there are always a few elements 

that push for a cataclysm, but they are fanatical and in the minority. 

This is exactly the situation in which we find ourselves. Russia is convinced, rightly or 

wrongly, that the West wants to destroy it, while the West is identically convinced that 

Russia is conducting an imperialist campaign and will eventually destroy its freedoms. In 

the shadows, a very small group, the Straussians, want confrontation. 

This is not to say that World War III is just around the corner. But if no political leader 

radically changes his or her foreign policy, we are walking directly into the unknown and 

must prepare for absolute chaos. 

To clear up misunderstandings, we must listen to the narratives of both sides. 

Moscow believes that the overthrow of democratically elected President Viktor 

Yanukovych was a coup d’état orchestrated by the United States. This is the first point of 

divergence as Washington interprets the events as a "revolution", the "EuroMaidan" or 

"Dignity" revolution. Eight years later, numerous Western testimonies attest to the 

involvement of the US State Department, the CIA and the NED, Poland, Canada and 

finally NATO. 

The people of Crimea and Donbass refused to endorse the new power, which included 

many "integral nationalists", successors of the defeated of the Second World War. 

Crimea, which had already voted in a referendum to become part of the future 

independent Russia when the USSR was dissolved, six months before the rest of the 

Ukrainian Soviet Republic declared its independence, voted again in a referendum. For 

four years, Crimea was claimed by both Russia and Ukraine. Moscow argues that between 

1991 and 1995, it and not Kiev was paying pensions and salaries of officials in Crimea. In 

fact, Crimea was always Russian, even if it was considered part of Ukraine. In the end, it 

was Russian President Boris Yeltsin who, in the midst of a severe economic crisis, decided 

to abandon Crimea to Kiev. However, Crimea then voted for a constitution recognizing its 

autonomy within Ukraine, which Kiev never accepted. The second referendum, in 2014, 

overwhelmingly proclaimed independence. The Crimean Parliament then called for the 

attachment of its state to the Russian Federation, which the latter accepted. To strengthen 

the continuity of its territory, Russia built, without consulting Ukraine, a gigantic bridge 
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linking its metropolis to the Crimean peninsula across the Sea of Azov, effectively 

privatizing this small sea. 

Crimea is home to the port of Sevastopol, which is indispensable to the Russian navy. The 

latter represented nothing in 1990, but became a power again in 2014. 

The West recognized the Soviet referendum in Ukraine in 1990, but not the one in 2014. 

Yet the right of peoples to self-determination does apply to the Crimeans. The West argues 

that many Russian soldiers were present without wearing their uniforms. True, but the 

results of the two referendums in 1990 and 2014 were similar. There is no room for 

suspicion of fraud. 

To show that they did not accept this "annexation", the West collectively imposed 

sanctions on Russia, without authorization from the Security Council. These sanctions 

violate the UN Charter, which gives exclusive authority to the Security Council. 

The Donetsk and Luganks oblasts have also rejected the 2014 coup government. They 

proclaimed their autonomy and posed as resisters to the "Nazis" in Kiev. Equating 

"integral nationalists" with "Nazis" is historically justified, but does not allow non-

Ukrainians to understand what is going on. 

The "integral nationalist" was created in Ukraine by Dmytro Dontsov at the very 

beginning of the 20th century. Initially, Dontsov was a left-wing philosopher, only 

gradually moving to the extreme right. He was a paid agent of the Second Reich during the 

First World War, before participating in the Ukrainian government of Symon Petliura, 

which arose during the Russian Revolution of 1917. He participated in the Paris Peace 

Conference and accepted the Treaty of Versailles. During the inter-war period, he 

exercised a mastery over Ukrainian youth and became a propagandist of fascism, then of 

Nazism. He became violently anti-Semitic, preaching for the massacre of the Jews long 

before this theme was supported by the Nazi authorities, who spoke only of expulsion 

until 1942. During the Second World War, he refused to take over the leadership of the 

Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN), which he entrusted to his disciple Stepan 

Bandera, assisted by Yaroslav Stetsko. Almost all the documents about his activity within 

Nazism have been destroyed. It is not known what he did during the war, except for his 

active participation in the Reinhard Heydrich Institute after the latter’s assassination. The 

newspapers of this anti-Semitic organ gave him a lot of space. At the Liberation, he fled to 

Canada, under the protection of the Anglo-Saxon secret services, and then to the United 

States. At the end of his life, he was still as virulent as ever and had evolved into a form of 
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Viking mysticism, preaching the final confrontation against the "Muscovites. Today, his 

books, especially his Nationalism, are required reading for militiamen, especially those in 

the Azov Regiment. Ukrainian "integral nationalists" massacred at least 3 million of their 

fellow citizens during World War II. 

Washington reads this history differently. For it, the "integral nationalists" certainly 

made mistakes, but they were fighting for their independence against both the German 

Nazis and the Russian Bolsheviks. The CIA was therefore right to host Dmytro Donsov in 

the USA and to employ Stepan Bandera on Radio Free Europe. And even more, to create 

the World Anti-Communist League around the Ukrainian Nazi Prime Minister, Yaroslav 

Stetsko, and the leader of the Chinese anti-communist opposition, Chiang Kai-shek. 

Today, again according to Washington, these facts belong to the past. 

In 2014, with President Petro Poroshenko, the Kiev government cut off all aid to the 

"Muscovites" of Donbass. It stopped paying pensions to its citizens and salaries to their 

civil servants. It banned the Russian language, spoken by half of Ukrainians, and launched 

punitive military operations against these "sub-humans", killing 5,600 and displacing 1.5 

million in 10 months. In the face of these horrors, Germany, France and Russia imposed 

the Minsk agreements. The aim was to bring the Kiev government to its senses and to 

protect the people of the Donbass. 

Noting that the first agreements had not been followed by effect. Russia had the Minsk 2 

agreement endorsed by the Security Council. This was resolution 2202, adopted 

unanimously. During the explanations of vote, the United States developed its 

interpretation of this period. For them, the "resistance" in Donbass were only "separatists" 

supported militarily by Moscow. They therefore specified that the Minsk 2 agreement 

(February 12, 2015) did not replace the Minsk 1 agreements (September 5 and 19, 2014), 

but added to them. They thus demanded that Russia withdraw the troops it had deployed 

without uniform in the Donbass. Germany and France had a joint statement added, co-

signed by Russia, guaranteeing the "binding" implementation of this set of 

"commitments." 

However, shortly afterwards, President Poroshenko declared that he had no intention of 

implementing anything and resumed hostilities, a position that the government of 

President Zelensky has reiterated. In the seven years following resolution 2202, 12,000 

new victims were killed, according to Kiev, or 20,000, according to Moscow. 
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During this period, Moscow did not intervene. President Vladimir Putin not only 

withdrew his troops, but also forbade an oligarch to send mercenaries to support the 

people of Donbass. The latter have been abandoned by the guarantors of the Minsk 

agreements and by the other members of the Security Council. 

In the Russian way of politics, one waits until one is in a position to do something before 

announcing it. So Moscow did not say anything, but prepared for what was to come. 

Suffering from the sanctions it had endured since the annexation of Crimea, it expected the 

West to tighten them when it intervened to implement resolution 2202. So Putin 

approached other sanctioned states, including Iran, to circumvent the sanctions on him and 

prepare to circumvent others. Anyone who regularly visits Russia will have noticed that 

the Putin administration is developing food autarky, including for meat and cheese, which 

his country had previously lacked. Russia has moved closer to China in banking, which we 

have wrongly interpreted as a move against the dollar. In reality, it was a preparation for 

the exclusion of the SWIFT system. 

When President Putin launched his army into Ukraine, he made it clear that he was not 

declaring a "war" to annex Ukraine, but was implementing a "special military operation" 

under Resolution 2202 and his "responsibility to protect" the civilian population of 

Donbass. 

As expected, the West responded with economic sanctions that severely disrupted the 

Russian economy for two months. Then things turned around and these sanctions turned 

out to be profitable for Russia, which had prepared for them for a long time. 

On the ground, the West sent a lot of weapons, then deployed military advisors and some 

special forces. The Russian army, three times smaller in number than the Ukrainian army, 

began to suffer. It has therefore just decreed a partial mobilization to send new troops 

without having to dismantle its national defence system. 

Nato, for its part, has developed a plan to mobilize a core group of states and an 

expanded group of its more distant allies. The idea is to spread the financial effort over as 

many partners as possible until Russia is exhausted. 

Moscow responded by announcing that if the West took a further step, it would use its 

new weapons. 

The Russian and Chinese armies have mastered hypersonic launchers, which the West 

lacks. Moscow and Beijing can destroy any target, anywhere in the world, in a matter of 
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minutes. It is impossible to stop them, and this imbalance will last at least until 2030, 

according to US generals. Russia has already said that it will strike first at the British 

Foreign Office, which it considers to be the head of its enemies, and the Pentagon, which 

it considers to be its armed wing. In the event of an attack, the Russian and Chinese armies 

would first destroy the United States’ strategic communication satellites (CS3). The latter 

would lose in a few hours the possibility of guiding nuclear missiles and therefore of 

retaliating. There is little doubt about the outcome of such a war. 

When Russia talks about using its nuclear weapons to attack, it is not talking about 

strategic atomic bombs like the United States used in Hiroshima and Nagasaki, but about 

tactical weapons to destroy small, specific targets (Whitehall or the Pentagon). President 

Biden’s grandiloquent statements about the risk to the world are therefore null and void. 

Engaging in this confrontation is not impossible. In the United States, the Straussians, a 

very small group of unelected politicians, are determined to bring about the apocalypse. In 

their view, the United States will no longer be able to exercise dominance over the entire 

world, but it can still achieve it over its allies. To do this, they must not hesitate to 

sacrifice some of their own, if their allies suffer even more than they do and if, in this way, 

they remain the first (not the best). 

As in all conflicts, people are afraid and some individuals push them to war. 

Russia has just held four referendums on self-determination and annexation, both in the 

two republics of Donbass and in two oblasts of Novorossia. The view of the G7, whose 

foreign ministers were attending the UN General Assembly in New York, was 

immediately to denounce the referendums as invalid because they were held in a war 

situation, which is a debatable opinion. So they went on to denounce a violation of the 

sovereignty and territorial integrity of Ukraine and the principles of the UN Charter. These 

last points are false. By definition, the right of peoples to self-determination does not 

violate the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the state from which they can, if they 

wish, separate. Moreover, all the members of the G7 (except Japan) have signed the 

Helsinki Final Act, in which they undertake to defend all these principles simultaneously. 

It is particularly odious to note the way in which the G7 interprets the right to self-

determination to its advantage. For example, the United Nations General Assembly has 

condemned the illegal occupation by the United Kingdom of the Chagos Archipelago. It 

ordered that it be returned to Mauritius by October 22, 2019. Not only has this not been 
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done, but one of the Chagos Islands, Diego Garcia, is still illegally leased to the United 

States to house the largest military base in the Indian Ocean. Moreover, France illegally 

transformed its colony of Mayotte into a department in 2009. It held a referendum in 

violation of General Assembly resolutions 3291, 3385 and 31/4, which affirm the unity of 

the Comoros and prohibit referendums in only one of its parts, the state of the Comoros 

and the French colony of Mayotte. It is precisely to avoid decolonization that France has 

organized this referendum, given that it has installed a maritime military base there and 

above all a military interception and intelligence base. 

From a Russian point of view, these referendums, if internationally recognized, would 

put an end to military operations. By refusing them, the West is prolonging the conflict. 

Their intention is to see the rest of Novorossia fall into the hands of Russia. If Odessa 

becomes Russian again, Moscow will have to accept the accession of the adjacent 

Transnistria to the Russian Federation. Transnistria is not Ukrainian, but Moldovan, hence 

its current name of Dniester Moldavian Republic. 

Russia refuses to accept a Moldavian territory that has historical reasons to proclaim 

itself independent. But it did not accept it either with South Ossetia and Abkhazia, which 

also have historical reasons to proclaim themselves independent, but are Georgian. Neither 

Moldova nor Georgia have committed crimes comparable to those of modern Ukraine. 

At the end of this presentation, we see that the blame is shared, but not equally. The West 

recognized the 2014 coup; it tried to stop the ensuing massacre, but ultimately let the full 

nationalists continue it; it armed Ukraine instead of forcing it to comply with the Minsk 1 

and 2 agreements. Russia, for its part, built a bridge that locks the Sea of Azov without 

consultation. Peace will only be preserved if both sides recognize their mistakes. 

Are we able to do this? 

Translation 

Roger Lagassé 
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