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***

Some interpreted the Ukrainian leader’s statement as implying some desire on behalf of his
American patron, seeing as how he functions as its proxy. That’s an inaccurate reading of
what just happened, however.

Russian presidential spokesman Peskov slammed Zelensky on Thursday after the Ukrainian
leader told Australia’s Lowy Institute that the West should launch a so-called “preemptive
strike” against that newly restored world power in order to deter it from using nuclear
weapons. The Kremlin’s stance is that this amounts to an irresponsible demand for World
War III, though Zelensky’s press secretary later walked back his boss’ remarks by claiming
that he was supposedly referring to “preemptive sanctions” only.

Some interpreted the Ukrainian leader’s statement as implying some desire on behalf of his
American patron, seeing as how he functions as its proxy. That’s an inaccurate reading of
what just happened, however, since it ignores his press secretary walking back the remark
in  question.  Furthermore,  the  US  could  convey  its  nuclear  first-strike  intentions  through
established military, intelligence, and/or diplomatic channels instead of resorting to that
former actor doing so while talking to a think tank.

On the topic of Zelensky’s past, it’s actually pretty relevant to understanding what most
likely just happened. As an actor, some might be inclined to think that he was indeed just
reading lines that his American patron passed along to him, but another way of looking at
this is that he decided to improvise exactly as those in his profession are known to do. In
this case, he probably thought that Kiev’s interests would be best served by making a
dramatic demand, or he might have got carried away in the moment.

In any case, there are logical reasons other than the previously mentioned for why he
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almost certainly was acting in a personal capacity unrepresentative of his American patrons.
After all, using the Ukrainian leader to publicly convey this supposed intent on behalf of the
US during his address to a think tank is much more obtuse than simply relying on the earlier
described established channels. The only purpose it could presumably have is to manipulate
the public’s perceptions, but that motive is meaningless.

To explain, the only potential impact it could have had is to provoke large-scale protests in
the West against the Golden Billion’s US-led NATO proxy war on Russia through Ukraine,
though no such developments transpired. In fact, the public didn’t even hear about what he
said  for  the  most  part  unless  they consume censored Russian  media  or  came across
Ukrainian  officials’  so-called  “clarification”  of  his  remarks  on  social  media.  Generally
speaking,  they  didn’t  even  seem  to  care,  which  was  expected.

Observers should also ask themselves why the US would want to inform the public of a
nuclear  first  strike  against  Russia  anyhow  since  all  that  it  could  possibly  do  is  prompt
protests  and possibly  even panic about the apocalypse.  With all  due respect  to those
readers who might have considered this indirect public messaging theory to be credible, it
doesn’t  make  any  sense  from the  perspective  of  America’s  soft  power  and  strategic
interests, hence why that interpretation should be discounted.

There also isn’t any credibility to Zelensky’s irresponsible demand either. He not only isn’t in
a  position  to  influence  America’s  decision-making  in  this  respect,  but  also  wouldn’t  be
informed if such a decision was made in order to maintain operational security considering
the  extremely  high  likelihood  that  the  presidential  administration  is  bugged  and/or
infiltrated by Russian spies (irrespective of these two tactics’ ultimate effectiveness or lack
thereof this far).

The New York Times also just  cited unnamed US intelligence officials  in  their  report  about
their conclusion that Kiev assassinated Darya Dugina to claim that there exist “competing
power centers within the Ukrainian government” between his administration, military, and
security services. This reinforces the argument that Zelensky wouldn’t be informed of the
US’ first strike plans against Russia, let alone ordered to indirectly convey them to the public
while talking to an Australian think tank.

There’s  also  the  “inconvenient”  fact  to  consider  of  Biden fearmongering  about  Russia
supposedly being the first to use nukes in the Ukrainian Conflict and thus allegedly risking
World War III on the same day that Zelensky shared his irresponsible remark. If the US truly
intended for its Ukrainian proxy to initiate a shift in the official narrative from warning about
Russia using nukes first to preconditioning the public for the first strike that America might
be planning, then it follows that Biden would have built upon this.

Instead, the American leader clung to the narrative that’s circulated for the past few weeks,
which is inaccurate in any sense since Russia would only employ tactical nukes in self-
defense  as  an  absolute  last  resort  and  not  against  NATO  unless  it  was  attacked  first.
Regarding the second scenario, this Eurasian Great Power’s global leadership of hypersonic
technology means that its rival’s so-called “missile defense shield” has been neutralized,
which ensures the integrity of Russia’s second-strike capabilities.

Considering these military-strategic dynamics, the US couldn’t get away scot-free with a
first-strike  against  Russia  anyhow,  thus  drastically  decreasing  the  likelihood  that  it  would
ever consider this. Remembering that Zelensky’s staff walked back his irresponsible remark
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shortly after he made it, one can safely assume that their American patron ordered them to
do so in order to dispel any misperceptions that he was speaking on behalf of the US, which
could prompt Russia to overreact.

The reality is therefore the opposite of what some in the public have imagined it to be. Far
from functioning as an American proxy when he made his demand, Zelensky was acting in
his own personal capacity, either by reading prepared remarks that he wrongly expected to
advance his side’s larger interests or improvising on the spot like all actors do after getting
carried away playing his role.  The bottom line is that while his nuclear first strike demand
was irresponsible, it wasn’t credible at all.
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