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The Cold War, the subsequent détente, the dissolution of the USSR have always left, on
the subject of armaments, what the experts called at the time a "grey area", a grey area
in  which  the  nuclear  wars  become  possible.  Is  that  of  weapons  variously  called:
Nuclear  forces  of  theatre,  tactical  nuclear  forces,  short-range  weapon  systems,
medium-range.  However  you want  to  call  them,  are  the  weapons that  could  allow
targeted and powerful attacks, but sufficiently circumscribed to think of a political use
as well  as military, thus exiting the logic of "mutual Assured destruction" (Mutual
Assured Destruction), which to this day seems to have prevented the use of atomic
weapons after August 1945.

The Euromissile Affair

The power policy conducted by the United States of  America after the victory in the
Second World War, behind the now evident screen of the defense of the values of the
West, involved in fact, just when the process of détente was now initiated, on End of the
seventies of last century, an afterthought about the use of strategic weapons.

The defeat in Vietnam, the diffusion of low-intensity conflicts followed by decolonization,
the opportunities to exploit the imminent crisis of the USSR, of which many symptoms
were  already  clear-all  this  pushed  the  US  to  consider  new  How  to  use  the  nuclear
weapon, just think of the Neutron Bomb (ERW), of which in 1977 it was hypothesized
by  North  American  dislocation  in  Europe.  The  news  on  this  decision  provoked  the
activation of a pacifist movement in Europe, whose wide mobilization in the squares was
directly proportional to its inability to build a political alternative in Europe.

The  subsequent  installation  of  the  first  euromissile  in  Muttlangen,  Germany,  and
Sigonella in Italy, demonstrated the substantial velleitarianism and precariousness of a
conception  of  world  peace  based  on  the  power  logic  typical  of  the  nineteenth  and
twentieth centuries. When in fact, in 1979, it was reported that nuclear missiles of the
RSD-10 Pioneer intermediate radius, known in the West as the SS-20, would be deployed
on the  territory  of  European Russia,  it  was  Germany who cared  to  remain  the  only
possible victim designated Even as the United States and the USSR were discussing arms
limitation (SALT - Strategic Arms Limitation Talks; announcement of the ABM - Anti-
balistic Missiles).

If  at  world  level  the  SALT predicted  the  reduction  of  the  strategic  nuclear  weapons
mutually aimed at the USA and the USSR, they threatened in fact to make of Europe, and
in particular of the German territory, the area of possible use of nuclear ordnance to
medium-short  range,  left  out  of  those  negotiations.  All  this  while  the  USA  had
successfully started not only the development of the so-called cruise  missiles (cruise
missiles), which made for the most part ineffective any theoretical limitation of nuclear
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weapons,  but  also  of  the  already  remembered  neutron  bomb,  as  well  as  theatre
communication  control  systems  (AWACS)  that  made  it  "feasible",  thanks  to  new
electronic technologies, a targeted use of tactical nuclear weapons.

For this reason, it was Germany who asked the US and other Nato allies that, in order
to counter the Soviet SS-20, parallel to the installation of 572 weapon Systems Pershing
II and Cruise, the Euromissiles precisely (then installed in Belgium, Germany, Italy, the
Netherlands and the United Kingdom), an agreement on the nuclear weapons of theatre
was also proposed to the USSR.

In 1983 risk of a World war

What  many  people  still  ignore  today,  however,  is  that  the  start  of  the  European
dislocation of the Euromissiles, in November 1983, was inserted in a context that only
today we know had represented the absolute most dangerous moment for world peace of
the whole second postwar.

An articulated and coherent series of documents that have come to the surface from the
US and USSR archives provide in fact now the certainty that in the year 1983 a risky
military confrontation, spying and prudent misinformation has been played on the edge
of the razor: so it is still difficult to distinguish how the techniques of deception tested
by the Anglo-Saxons in World War II were accompanied or not by actual preparations for
war, as the Soviets believed at the time.

During that year, in fact, the United States, in the muscular form imprinted to their war
apparatus by the presidency of Ronald Reagan,  found themselves at the center of a
series of events that constituted multiple risks of a direct military confrontation:

23/03/83: Reagan announces the  Strategic Defence Initiative  (SDI),  the so-
called Star Shield, then demonstrated a colossal technological hoax, which however
severely  contrasts  the  logic  of  the  treaty  against  anti-missile  missile  Systems
(ABM);
March-April 1983: The largest aero-naval exercise Usa (FleetEx 83-1) Since the end
of the Second World War takes place in the North Pacific near the Soviet Kurili
Islands;
04/04/83: In the context of this ominous demonstration of force, six US military
aircraft fly over the Soviet territory of the Kuril Islands, where the most advanced
Soviet alert and first defence installation is present;
18/04/83: Terrorist attack on the US embassy in Beirut (63 deaths);
01/09/83: The South Korean flight  of  KAL-007  line  in  flight  from Alaska,  for
reasons not yet clarified, is defled from the planned route and flies over the Soviet
territory for a long time, including the Kamchatka Peninsula, which is also full of
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Soviet military installations. Having never responded to requests for identification
by Soviet-alerted fighters, he is shot down, causing 296 civilian casualties.
26/09/83:  Not  even  one  month  later,  the  Air  Surveillance  centre  of  the  USSR
Serpukhov-15,  near  Moscow,  receives  from  the  observation  satellites  signals
indicating the launch by the US of an intercontinental missile,  followed by four
other similar signals , whose origin will never be convincingly explained. Only the
coldness of the Soviet officer on duty prevents the prescribed immediate response
procedure from being execute.
13/10/83:  A  lorry  laden  with  Tritol,  approaching  the  headquarters  of  the  U.S.
mission in Lebanon, exceeds the perimeter of security and explodes (241 deaths).
Simultaneously, another bomb vehicle destroys a French base in Lebanon, causing
the deaths of another 58 soldiers.
25/10/83: The Usa invade the island of Grenada in the Caribbean, to overthrow a
regime considered pro-Soviet.
2-11/11/83: Imposing naval exercise (Autumn Forge), which envisages in its final
phase  (Able  Archer)  The  simulation  of  a  nuclear  attack  against  the  USSR  in
response to the formation of a military government in that country and following
the invasion by Soviet Union of Yugoslavia. This exercise, which in Able Archer
adopted procedures typical of a real nuclear attack, led the Soviets to believe that a
true Western first strike was underway, to the point that the night between 8
and  9  November  1983  (when  Nato  initiated  measures  to  The  use  of  nuclear
weapons) the headquarters of the KGB in Moscow informed all the stations present
in Europe that the US forces in Europe had been put in a condition of maximum
alert and that some units of the Atlantic Alliance had begun the mobilization. The
Kremlin  then  considered  the  Nato  maneuvers  as  an  unequivocal  signal  of  the
beginning of an offensive against the forces of the Warsaw Pact.
20/11/83: The American ABC Network aired in the early evening the documentary
film The Day After, whose plot focused on the effects of a Soviet nuclear attack
against  the  U.S.  territory.  The  film  was  later  re-proposed  in  many  countries,
including Italy.
23/11/83: The first Pershing II  arrives in Germany; on the same day, the Soviet
representatives in Geneva for the negotiations on the regulation of medium-range
nuclear devices (specifically on the INF) abandon the work.
08/12/83: The Soviet delegation leaves discussions on the reduction of Strategic
weapons (START) for the Christmas break, but does not indicate the date of its
return; the same is the case on 15 December with the negotiating committees on
conventional armaments regulation in Europe.

According to some reconstructions, on which doubts are allowed to advance (starting
from the same memories of Ronald Reagan), only at this point the US summit would
have realised how much we had approached a real clash, which would have pushed the
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US president, on 16 January 1984, to declare to the hour secretary of the PCUs, Juri
Andropov, that «1984 is a year of opportunity for Peace» and that relations with the
USSR would be based on the values of «realism, strength and dialogue», citing for the
First time in his mandate the word «compromise» as a goal to be achieved with the
Soviets.

More realistic it seems to us, from the reading in particular of the Soviet documents,
which clearly show the real panic that had spread to the summits of the USSR in front of
the prospect of a military confrontation with the West, that the speech of Reagan came
precisely when it was assured at the highest levels of the U.S. administration that the
succession  of  hard  military  force  tests  during  the  1983  had  placed  the  Soviets  in  a
condition of psychological inferiority ideal to open negotiations: without forget that, in
these  same  months,  we  were  very  sure  of  how  much  the  military  situation  in
Afghanistan and that political one in Poland were putting a strain on the entire Soviet
system.

(1 - to be continued)
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The  first  resounding  changes  in  the  USSR  were  not  delayed  to  arrive,  with  the
perestroijka of Gorbachev.

The Treaty on Intermediate Nuclear Forces (INF)

When the final victory in the Cold War was now obvious, it came in 1987 to the signing,
by Ronald Reagan  and the Soviet  Secretary,  of  the Treaty  called the Intermediate
Range Nuclear Forces Treaty, also known as INF, which It bans two classes of nuclear
missiles: those ground-based ballistic with range between 1000 and 5500 km, and those
of cruise (cruise) with short or intermediate radius, with range between 500 and 1000
km. It led to the undoubted benefit of the complete elimination of almost 2700 missiles,
of which 860 Americans and 1800 Soviets, but did not solve not only the most general
problem of the permanence of nuclear arsenals anyway able to destroy everything It
exists on Earth, but not even the question of the gray area that we were talking about at
the beginning, represented by nuclear weapons that are, let's say, more usable.

As this is true, it has begun to manifest itself for a long time, not only therefore, as it
would appear reading the newspapers of these weeks, following the decision taken by
current President Donald Trump on 20 October.

Few remember in fact, for example, that the United States of Bush Jr. They withdrew
from the treaty  banning the ABMs (Anti-Balistic Missiles)  on  13  December  2001,
thanks to the anti-Islamic Crusade with which in the same days the Afghan campaign
had started, whose unsuccessful results are today, seventeen years later, under the eyes
of the whole world.

It took advantage of the climate of global mobilization against terrorism to pave the way,
already predicted by the Reagan Star Wars, to create a missile missile system that would
theoretically make possible even a nuclear confrontation, in Presumption of being able to
break down in flight as many missiles with nuclear warheads launched by the enemy.

Not only Trump but also Obama

This  was  realised  during  the  Obama  Presidency  with  the  installation  of  the  GMD
(Ground Missile  Defense),  a  network  that  today  would  count  44  interceptors
arranged throughout the territory of the Usa, with a first defensive line constituted by 44
missiles Interceptors, located between Alaska and California: an apparatus destined to
reach 100 stations by 2020.

No less relevant, in 2003, another decision of the Department of Defense (DoD) uses:
The one that gave life to a system called Prompt Global Strike (PGS) whose mission is
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to give the United States the opportunity to strike with conventional weapons targets in
Any point on Earth in less than an hour, with no need to use advanced bases. The system
will  be  able  to  use  all  the  available  weapons  panoply,  from  the  most  classic  ones
(bombers, ballistic and cruise missiles) to the more advanced ones, like the so-called
boost-glide technology that associates a hypersonic thruster, that is, able to reach Even
over  20  times  the  speed  of  the  sound,  to  a  glide  where  the  launch  of  the  chosen
headboard is carried out. These weapons, presented as conventional, however, would be
perfectly associated with nuclear warheads, thus making it impossible for the opponent
to assess whether or not a nuclear attack was unleashed against him.

In 2007, the United States and Russia, well aware of the new lethal armaments race,
proposed to the UN to extend the prohibitions established by the IFNT to the entire
international  community.  But  some  countries,  recently  endowed  with  this  type  of
weapons, were not willing to give it  up-firstly China. Others, mindful of the previous
denials by the nuclear Powers to proceed with further disarms, would not accept this
proposal which, on the military level, would obviously have benefited mainly from the
Usa and Russia.

In this way the possibility of launching a broader process of eliminating nuclear weapons
in the medium range vanished. The gray area remained intact.
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With the rise of Putin and the rapid recovery of a prominent position as the power of
the  intermediate  level  of  Russia,  we  have  begun  in  our  opinion  the  new  phase  of
confrontation that today brings Trump to withdraw from the INF Treaty.

The new confrontation with Russia in Europe

The fact is that this new confrontation mainly has Europe, since the USA has accepted
without particular concern the new role of Russia, for example, in the Syrian question,
perhaps relying on the fact that Russia would have finished To get bogged down there
like  in  a  new  Afghanistan,  which  hasn't  happened.  It  was  certainly  the  Ukrainian
question, of which I dealt extensively elsewhere ((G. Colonna, Ukraine between East and
west, Edilibri, Milan, 2014.)), to push more and more the United States, when they were
still led by the Democratic Obama, assisted Foreign affairs from Mrs. Hillary Clinton,
towards a military strengthening on the borders of Russia. On March 5, 2014, in fact,
Obama announced the start  of  a military collaboration with Ukraine,  justified not so
much by the remain of a situation of low-intensity conflict in the Donbas, still ongoing,
but as retaliation for the fact that Russia had, without Shot wounded, reoccupied the
Crimea,  however  historically  Russian.  On  June  3,  2014,  the  U.S.  President  officially
launched the European reassurance Initiative, asking the U.S. Congress for a billion
dollars to be entered in the U.S. defence budget 2015 between Overseas Contingency
Operations ( OCO). The aim was to finance a series of military measures to strengthen its
own military devices and European allies,  particularly in the east-European countries
bordering on Russia.

In this context, we were already reporting at the time the importance of the decision to
increase the Aegis missile system in the European theatre, through the deployment of
four cruisers equipped with this weapon system, based in Rota in Spain, to which They
added two other aegis launchers, this time based on the ground, each with 24 missiles:
one of them has already been installed in Deveselu in Romania, in 2015; The installation
in Poland of the second, scheduled for 2018, seems to be undergoing considerable delays,
because of the company in charge of the work, according to what they declared senior
U.S.  officials  in  Congress.  The  whole  is  coordinated  by  an  AN/TPY-2  radar  system
located in Turkey.

To these measures, officially motivated by the threat posed by Iran, was followed, in July
2014, by the American accusation to Russia of violating the INF Treaty, identifying this
breach in the deployment of the Russian system R-500.

The Russians, for their part, immediately pointed out that this carrier has a capacity of
less than 500 km, thus remaining below the limits provided for by the Treaty; The same
would also be worth for its later version S-500, which among other things should come
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in line not before 2020. Moscow did not fail to observe that the American systems Aegis,
which has just been said, as well as the subsequent Mark 41 Vertical Launch System, as
well as the extensive use of drones that are actually masked cruise missiles, make these
U.S. accusations of All instrumental.

Finally, in December 2017, Washington's intelligence services reported that the Russian
9m729 missile would violate the INF: The Russians pointed out that it is a short-range
carrier, but that it follows the dictates of the INF, as it is less than 500 KM., whereas,
according to certain western estimates, this vector could reach 3000 nautical miles.

The fact remains, repeatedly highlighted in the official statements and comments of the
Russian press, that Russia is now surrounded by missile systems scattered throughout its
European frontier, a threat therefore very close, to Difference than could ever happen to
the United States. An asymmetry which, on the military level, already poses for itself
Russia in a position of unrecoverable disadvantage, for the fact that the North American
territory is not reachable by missiles with intermediate range.

The role of John R. Bolton

Not  least,  it  should  be  recalled  that  the  complaint  of  the  INF  Treaty  by  the  US  is
accompanied  by  the  withdrawal  from  the  JCPOA  agreement  on  the  long-standing,
thorny and dangerous issue of Iran's possible development of nuclear weapons.

A withdrawal that, like the one from INF, was inspired by the president's new National
Security Advisor, U.S. Ambassador John R. Bolton, in office since last April 2018, well
known for his extreme impatience towards any strategic constraint placed To the United
States of America. Bolton Moreover, as we have already had a way of explaining already a
few years ago ((G. Colonna, Middle East without peace, Edilibri, Milan, 2009, p. 296.)),
is a typical representative of that interventionist orientation in international politics that
prompted him in December 1997, together with other members of the famous "Pnac"
circle, to write a public letter to the then US President in which he stated in clear letters
"Saddam must go".

Member of  important  imperialist  think tanks and pro-Zionists  such as  the American
Enterprise Institute, the Jewish Institute for National Security of America, the Council of
Foreign Relations, Bolton, after serving the Reagan administrations and Bush Sr. With
tasks of  international relevance,  for instance successfully opposing the UN resolution
that equated racism and Zionism, it was, in the Bush administration Jr., first Secretary of
state for arms control and security International, then US representative to the United
Nations.

All  this  makes  it  clear  that  the  changes  to  the  United  States  Presidency  have  never
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changed  the  underlying  orientation  of  American  world  politics.  The  reader  now
understands why we wanted to rebuild, at the risk of being very verbose and boring, the
INF issue from the Seventies: Why a long-time decision maker like John R. Bolton has
lived this whole story, so we can not Superficially think that Trump's decision today is
the result of an easy improvisation. There is behind a long-term vision, developed by the
protagonists themselves.

In the course of these almost forty years, however, have changed at least three things,
elements that in conclusion we believe are important to highlight.

Firstly, all of this makes it possible to use such deadly weapons in Europe, just when,
even  if  Europe  is  no  longer  divided  into  two  parts,  it  is  perhaps  today  even  more
dependent on North Atlantic strategic Choices, since Eastern Europe has been Readily
incorporated  by  the  NATO  system,  while  the  European  Union  is  a  quantitative
négligeable on the politico-military level.  Second point,  the presence of  a  new global
actor, China,  which in recent years, within the framework of an old-fashioned power
policy, has also developed many new generation missiles, mainly destined to operate just
within range prohibited From the INF, which it  is necessary to remember, has never
adhered  to.  Third  Point,  the  situation  in  the Middle  East  where,  compared  to  the
Seventies, the choices made by the mixed Israeli-American ruling class (just the one of
which Bolton is a very representative element) have determined a level of conflict that
makes Of this area the possible detonator of conflicts to which neither the United States,
nor Russia, nor Europe can think of remains for a long time strangers.
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