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On April 15", Zero Hedge bannered “Doomsday Bunker Sales Soar After Trump’s Military
Strikes”, but this growth in the market for nuclear-proof bunkers is hardly new; it started

during the Obama Administration, in Obama’s second term, specifically after the Russia-
friendly government of Ukraine, next-door to Russia, got taken over in 2014 by a rabidly
anti-Russian government that’s backed by the U.S. government.

This boom in nuclear-bunker sales is only increasing now, as the new U.S. President, Donald
Trump, tries to out-do his predecessor in demonstrating his hostility toward the other
nuclear superpower, Russia, and displaying his determination to overthrow the leader of any
nation (such as Syria and Iran) that is at all friendly toward Russia.

For earlier examples of feature-articles on this booming market for homes that allegedly
would enable buyers to survive the first blast effects, and the most immediate nuclear
contaminations, of a Third World War, see here, and here, and here, and here, and here,
and here, and here, and here, and here, and here.

This surging demand for nuclear bunkers started right after the U.S. government arranged
a coup in Ukraine that replaced the existing Moscow-friendly democratically elected
President by installing a rabidly anti-Russian Prime Minister and national-security appointees
from Ukraine’s two nazi Parties, the Right Sector Party, and the former Social Nationalist
Party of Ukraine (which the CIA renamed “Svoboda” meaning “Freedom” so as to enable it
to be acceptable to the American public). Then, the intensifying U.S. effort to replace the
secular pro-Russian Syrian leader Bashar al-Assad by a sectarian jihadist government that
would be dependent upon the Saudi-Qatari-UAE-Turkish-U.S. alliance, has only intensified
further the demand for these types of «second homes».

Whereas all of the purchasers of these bunkers are being kept secret, the U.S. federal
government provides, free-of-charge, to top officials, nuclear bunkers, so as to allow the
then-dictatorship (continuation of America’s current dictatorship) to function, in order,
supposedly, to serve their country, which they’d already have destroyed (along with
destroying the rest of the world) by their determination to conquer Russia. No one knows
what the reality would actually be in such a post-WW-IIl world, except that there would be
no functioning electrical grid, nights would be totally dark for anyone whose sole reliance is
on the grid, and all rivers and other water-sources would be intensely radioactive from the
fallout, so that groundwater soon would also be unusable — and, of course, the air itself
would also be toxic; so, lifespans would be enormously shortened, and excruciating, not to
say extremely depressing.
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No one has published a computer-model of a U.S.-Russia nuclear war, because doing that
would be unacceptable to the “military-industrial complex” including the U.S. government,
but in 2014 a “limited, regional nuclear war between India and Pakistan” was computer-
modeled and projected to produce global ozone-depletion and “the coldest average surface
temperatures in the last 1000 years”, which “could trigger a global nuclear famine”. But
such a war would be only 50 bombs instead of the 10,000+ that would be used in a WW I
scenario; and, so, everyone who is paying money in order to survive WW Il is simply
wasting money.

But, somehow, there are people who either want a Russia-U.S. war, or else whose
preparations for it are directed at surviving in such a world, instead of at ending the current
grip on political power in the United States, on the part of the people who are working to
bring about this type of (end to the) world. At least the owners of the major U.S. armaments-
firms, such as Raytheon Corporation, would have an explosive financial boost during the
build-up toward that war, but buying bunkers in order to survive it, would seem to be a
dubious follow-up to such an investment-plan. On the other hand, it might appeal to some
thrill-seekers who don’t even feel the need for a good computer-simulation of a post-WW-III
world; maybe they’'ve got money to burn and a craving to experience ‘the ultimate thrill’,
and don’t want unpleasant knowledge to spoil the thrill.

After President Trump threw out his National Security Advisor Michael Flynn and replaced
him with the rabidly anti-Russian H.R. McMaster, and then lobbed 59 cruise missiles against
the Syrian government (which is protected by the Russian government), the cacophony of
press that had been calling for President Trump to be impeached and replaced by his rabidly
anti-Russian Vice President Mike Pence, considerably quieted down; and, so, the Obama-
Trump market for nuclear bunkers seems now to be established on very sound foundations,
for the foreseeable immediate future. And, if anyone in the U.S. federal government has
been planning to prepare the U.S. for a post-WW-III world, that has not been publicly
announced, and no news media have even been inquiring about it — so, nothing can yet be
said about it.

The general message, thus far, is that, after World War Ill, everyone will be on his or her
own, but that the dictators will (supposedly) be in a far better position than will anyone
outside that ruling group. However, if the survivors end up merely envying the dead, it will
be no laughing matter, regardless of how silly those nuclear bunkers are. It would be
nothing funny at all.

On April 17", Scott Humor, the Research Director at the geostrategic site “The Saker,”
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headlined “Trump has lost control over the Pentagon”, and he listed (and linked-to) the
following signs that Trump is following through with his promise to allow the Pentagon to
control U.S. international relations:

March 14", the US National Nuclear Security Administration field tested the
modernized B61-12 gravity nuclear bomb in Nevada.

April 7, Liberty Passion, loaded with US military vehicles, moored at Agaba
Main Port, Jordan

On April 7 the Pentagon US bombed Syria’s main command center in fight
against terrorists

April 10, United States Deploying Forces At Syrian-Jordanian Border

April 11, The US Air Force might start forcing pilots to stay in the service
against their will, according to the chief of the military unit’s Air Mobility
Command.

April 12, President Donald Trump has signed the US approval for Montenegro
to join NATO

April 13, NATO chief Jens Stoltenberg announced the alliance’s increased
deployment in Eastern Europe

On April 13", the Pentagon bombed Afghanistan. The US military has bombed
Afghanistan with its GBU-43/B Massive Ordnance Air Blast Bomb (MOAB)

April 13, the US-led coalition bombed the IS munitions and chemical weapons
depot in Deir ez-Zor killing hundreds of people

April 14, The Arleigh Burke-class, guided-missile destroyer USS Stethem (DDG
63) has been deployed to the South China Sea

April 14, the US sent F-35 jets to Europe

April 14, Washington failed to attend the latest international conference hosted
by Moscow, where 11 nations discussed ways of bringing peace to Afghanistan.
The US branded it a «unilateral Russian attempt to assert influence in the
region».

Aprill4, the US has positioned two destroyers armed with Tomahawk cruise
missiles close enough to the North Korean nuclear test site to act preemptively

On April 16", the US army makes largest deployment of troops to
Somalia since the 90s.

[<IMr. Humor drew attention to an article that had been published in “The Daily Beast” a
year ago, on 8 April 2016, “CALL OF DUTY: The Secret Movement to Draft General James
Mattis for President. Gen. James Mattis doesn’t necessarily want to be president—but that’s
not stopping a group of billionaire donors from hatching a plan to get him there”. Though
none of the alleged “billionaires” were named there, one prominent voice backing Mattis for
the Presidency, in that article, was Bill Kristol, the Rupert Murdoch agent who co-founded
the Project for a New American Century, which was the first influential group pushing the
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“regime-change in Iraq” idea during the late 1990s, and which also advocated for the
foreign policies that George W. Bush, Barack Obama, Hillary Clinton, and Donald Trump,
have since been pursuing, each in his own way. It seems that whomever those “billionaires”
were, they’ve now gotten their wish, with a figurehead Donald Trump as President, and
James Mattis actually running foreign policy. Humor also noted that Mattis wants to boost
the budget of the Pentagon by far more than the 9% that Trump has proposed. Perhaps
Trump knew that even to get a 9% Pentagon increase passed this year would be almost
impossible to achieve. First, the unleashed Pentagon needs to place the military into an
‘emergency’ situation, so as to persuade the public to clamor for a major invasion. That
‘emergency’ might be the immediate goal, toward which the March-April timeline of events
that Humor documented is aiming.

As regards the military comparisons of the personnel and equipment on both sides of a U.S.-
Russia war, the key consideration would actually be not the 7,000 nuclear warheads that
Russia has versus the 6,800 nuclear warheads that the U.S. has, but the chief motivation on
each of the respective sides: conquest on the part of the U.S. aristocracy, defense on the
part of the Russian aristocracy. (Obviously, the U.S. having continued its NATO military
alliance after the Soviet Union’s Warsaw Pact military alliance ended in 1991, indicates
America’s aggressive intent against Russia. That became a hyper-aggressive intent when
NATO absorbed Russia’s former Warsaw Pact allies. NATO even brought in some parts of the
former USSR itself, when in 2004, Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, entered NATO, and in 2014
U.S. President Obama tried to get Ukraine into NATO, and these five countries hadn’t even
been Warsaw Pacters, but had instead been parts of the USSR itself. It was as if Russia had
grabbed not only America’s allies, but some states in the U.S. itself. This constituted
extreme aggression, and shows the U.S. aristocracy’s obsessive intent for global empire —
to include Russia.)

Any limited war between the two powers would become a nuclear war once the side that’s
losing this limited war becomes faced with the choice of either surrendering that limited
territory (now likely Syria) or else going nuclear. On Russia’s side, allowing such military
conquest of an ally would be unacceptable; the war would then expand with the U.S. and its
allies invading Russian territory for Russia’s continuing refusal to accept the U.S.-Saudi and
other allies’ grabbing of Syria (on ‘humanitarian grounds’, of course — as if, for example,
the Sauds aren’t far more brutal than Assad). After the traditional-forces’ invasion of Russia,
Russia’s yielding its sovereignty over its own land has never been part of Russia’s culture: If
Russia were to be invaded by allies of the U.S., then launching all of Russia’s nuclear
weapons against the U.S. and America’s invasion-allies, would be a reasonably expected
result. Here's how it would develop: On America’s side, which (very unlike Russia) has no
record of any foreign invasion against its own mainland (other than the Sauds’ own 9/11
‘false flag’ attacks), the likely response in the event of Russia’s crushing its invaders would
be for the U.S. President to seek to negotiate a face-saving end to that limited war, just as
the American President Richard Nixon did regarding America’s invasion and occupation of
Vietnam.
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However, a reasonable question can be raised as to whether, in such a situation, Russia
would accept anything less than America’s total surrender, much as Franklin Delano
Roosevelt in WW Il was determined to accept nothing less than Germany'’s total surrender,
at the end of that war. If Trump wants to play Hitler, then Putin (acting in accord with
Russian tradition) would probably play both FDR and Stalin, even if it meant the end of the
world. For Russia to be conquered, especially by such intense evil as those invaders would
be representing, would probably be viewed by Russians as being even worse than ending
everything, and this would probably be Putin’s view as well. If America did not simply
capitulate, Putin would probably nuclear-blitz-attack the U.S. and its allies, rather than give
Trump (or Pence) the opportunity to blitz-attack Russia and to sacrifice all of the U.S. side’s
invading troops in Russia so as to ‘win’ the overall war and finally conquer Russia. It would
be like WW I, except with nuclear weapons — and thus an entirely different type of
historical outcome after the war.

Consequently, either the U.S. will cease its designs on Russia, or there will be WW III.
Russia’s sovereignty will never be yielded, especially not to the thuggish gang who have
come to rule the U.S. (both as “Republicans” and as “Democrats”). The bipartisan
neoconservative dream of America’s aristocrats (world-conquest) will never be achieved.
Russia will never accept it. If America’s rulers continue to press it, the result will be even
worse than when the Nazis tried. It’s just an ugly pipe-dream, but any attempt to make it
real would be even uglier. And nobody who buys a ‘nuclear-proof bunker” will get what he or
she thinks is being bought — safety in such a world as that. It won’t exist.

Investigative historian Eric Zuesse is the author, most recently, of They’re Not Even Close:

The Democratic vs. Republican Economic Records, 1910-2010, and of CHRIST'S
VENTRILOQUISTS: The Event that Created Christianity.
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