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World Almost Went to Nuclear War
The Sunday Telegraph of London, on Oct. 16 1988 purported to tell the story of how war 

almost broke out by mistake in November 1983. The story is based on the testimony of the KGB 
defector Oleg Gordievsky, who worked in the KGB’s First Chief Directorate for espionage abroad. 
Gordievsky claims that at the time the ‘First Chief Directorate Head’ Gen. Vladimir Kryuchkov – 
who had just been appointed to head the KGB – called senior KGB officers together in order to 
mobilize them in response to perceived Western war moves.

The moves Kryuchkov was talking about, defected Colonel Oleg Gordievsky said, were part 
of a Nov. 2-11, 1983 NATO exercise, code-named ABLE ARCHER. This was a command post 
drill, to enable the Western Alliance to practice its nuclear release procedures. Gordievsky claimed 
that the Soviets responded to the manœuver by going into an “ill-founded panic”, since they 
believed that “belligerent imperialist circles in the U.S.A. are getting ready for war, and are 
preparing new weapons systems which could render a sudden attack feasible.” As a result of this 
“panic”, Gordievsky claims, on or about Nov. 8-9, the world “really passed through a war danger”.

The article claims that NATO monitors discerned that “something was going badly wrong. 
Instead of the monitoring normally to be expected from across the Iron Curtain, a sharp increase 
was registered in both the volume and the urgency of the Eastern Bloc traffic. The incredible 
seemed to be happening, namely that the Warsaw Pact suspected it might really be facing 
nuclear attack at any moment. Gordievsky was later to explain to the West that this was, in fact, 
far from incredible. The classic Soviet plan for an offensive against the West envisages that 
manœuvers will be used as a combined camouflage screen and spring-board for the real attack. 
The Russians naturally assume that their adversaries would do the same.”

The lesson which Gordievski draws from what he calls the Soviets’ “ill-founded panic” at the 
time, is that the West must develop a policy of responsible detente toward the USSR, responding 
positively to what seem to be genuine concessions from the Soviets, but “meeting Gorbachev 
with straight talk.” He advises: “Never fudge the basic differences between East and West. Above 
all, in the meantime, remain strong on the military and nuclear fronts.”

Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. commented on this article in an exposé of October 28, 1988, 
entitled 1983 World War III threat is a hoax : “The fact is (he said) Moscow was not ready to go 
to nuclear war at that time. The threat was simply carefully orchestrated psychological warfare. 
Apparently, many Western authorities were deceived by that bluff then, and many continue to be 
fooled to the present day.” 

LaRouche establishes his credentials in the same article as follows: “As an outgrowth of 
bipartisan discussions between me and the Reagan administration, beginning the 1980-’81 tran‐
sition period, I was during 1982-’83 closely associated with the National Security Council (NSC) on 
two projects. The first, was my work in defining strategic and economic feasibility of a new policy 



later known as the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). The second, was a back-channel discus‐
sion I conducted on behalf of a tight circle of the U.S.A. intelligence establishment, with Soviet 
channels, over the period from January 1982 through April 1983. From the middle of 1982, until 
April 1983, coordination of my exchanges with Soviet channels was shifted into the National 
Security Council. As part of this association, I returned from an international fact-finding trip of 
June-July 1983, to present my report on current Soviet posture to the NSC. I reported that we 
must expect some key Soviet military incident directed against the United States within about 30 
days, and that this incident, whatever it might be, would be the beginning of a general escalation 
of almost unprecedented Soviet threat postures. My point was, that our nerve was to be tested. It 
should be recalled, that close Andropov associate Marshal Nikolai Ogarkov personally supervised 
the shooting down of a helpless civilian airliner, KAL 007, within less than 30 days of my report to 
the NSC.”

Having participated in the formulation of the Strategic Defense Initiative (dubbed the Star 
Wars Program), LaRouche fails to see the causal relation between the SDI and Ogarkov’s War-
Plan, which – in a book published in 1985 under the aegis of LaRouche – is called a plan for “a 
standing start launch of World War III”, which, according to undersigned, was probably going 
to happen in the timespan of 1985 — ’86. ( “Global Showdown” by the Executive Intelligence 
Review # July 1985, p. 291) Fortunately, this plan was prevented as a result of Gorbachev’s 
rise to power in March 1985. Yet, LaRouche acknowledged the “explosive reaction by Moscow 
of Reagan’s offer of March 23, 1983” (p. 5), the date of the official announcement of the SDI 
program. The event elecited from the adversary a reaction that found its expression in the 
Ogarkov Doctrinal War-Plan, as the American approach had jeopardized the perceived balance 
of power between both nations. The first chapter of Global Showdown carries the title “The 
Soviets Have Already Declared War on the U.S.A.”, which underscores my point of view. 

Joeri Andropov was the supreme head of the USSR from November 1982 until February 
1984. Soon after having assumed command, he initiated a global intelligence operation, 
codenamed RYAN, which stands for RaAetno-Yadernoye Napadenie (Nuclear Missile Attack), so 
tells Vasili Mitrokhin in his book from 1999 that deals with the secret history of the KGB (The 
Sword and The Shield, ch. 13). Its purpose was to collect intelligence on the presumed plans of 
the Reagan administration to launch a nuclear war against the Soviet Union. Evidently, the 
preparations for the not yet diclosed SDI initiative were seen with great suspicion. In the article on 
the 1983 NATO military manœuvres, LaRouche writes: “Moscow’s Andropov-Ogarkov War-Plan for 
world conquest was set into motion at the beginning of 1983.” The beginning of ’83 happens to 
coincide with Ronald Reagan’s public announcement of the SDI. The Russians were aware of the 
preparations for the SDI already before it went public, tells LaRouche, but “leading Democratic 
Party circles had solemnly assured Moscow that the President was efficiently blocked from taking 
such action.” (p. 5) After its public announcement, LaRouche was made public enemy number 
one by the Communists and listed as a “dangerous principled adversary”. (p. 5)

As always, the situation is more complicated, because the SDI, although the most impor-
tant element in the “declaration of war”, as LaRouche calls is, was followed by a number of deve-
lopments that only served to reinforce the belligerent position taken by the USSR.



Let’s start with the liquidation by the KGB secret service of the eminent Soviet scientist 
Vladimir Alexandrov. Why did the Russian leadership wanted to get rid of him? In late March 
1985, just two weeks after the rise to power of Mikhail Gorbachev, he was present at a nuclear 
winter conference in Madrid. Two years earlier – right after the official announcement of the SDI 
program – Alexandrov had started to head a task-force of twenty scientists in order to calculate 
the effects of a ‘nuclear winter’ in an effort to determine what a nuclear war would mean. (see 
note) The results were so unsettling that he wanted to bring his findings to the public attention, 
but this was not appreciated by his superiors and so, during the conference, he was abducted in 
a car and probably murdered. Shortly afterwards, a member of the Spanish secret service, who 
delved into the affair, was brutally beaten to death. (Source: Luis Gonzáles-Mata, who had 
served under Franco as a member of the Spanish Secret Service. In ’85 he was a reporter of 
“Actuel”, a Paris monthly.)

We should note that by then the Russians had 100 megaton bombs, ready for deploy-
ment; 100 megatons equals 80.000 Hiroshima bombs! (source: Andrei Sakharov’s autobio-
graphy) …and work was underway for the monstruous MHD bomb (Magneto Hydro Dynamic). The 
experimental MHD bombs, then, could reach a magnetic power of 5000 tesla, equivalent to 150 
million times the earth magnetic field confined to a very small space. 

There was also very serious work underway in 1983 for the development of a plasma- or 
anti-matter bomb, being studied by Project Antares at Los Alamos with 24 laser guns delivering 
a total of 40,000 joules lasting one-billionth of a second, corresponding to a peak power of 40 
terawatts concentrated on a single spot. The annual combined energy consumption on earth in 
1983 was 12 terawatts! The next generation in the planning stages then was going to deliver up 
to 300,000 joules. The former less powerful generation was called Project Shiva. (“Laser: Light 
of a Million Uses” by Jeff Hecht and Dick Teresi - Dover Publ. # 1998, pp. 182-’84) One plasma 
bomb of 2 kilograms would have had the explosive potential of 5 times the global nuclear 
explosive potential of all parties involved! That was the aim. In the eighties, the Americans were 
more advanced in the development of such a bomb due to their superconductivity knowledge. 
Whether the Americans have managed to device a true plasma bomb has never surfaced. I hope 
they failed. Anyhow, the fear of having an adversary with such a weapon could have provided 
additional impetus for the Russians to start a nuclear war ‘before it was too late’. Ogarkov’s entry 
in the Soviet Military Encyclopedia from 1979 (vol. 2 pp. 555-65) provided the argument that the 
Soviet Union could survive and win a nuclear war, which puts the madness of the launching of 
a nuclear war in 1985 or ’86 into the realm of possibilities. To put things right, Ogarkov did 
not advocate a first strike and did not say that the USSR could ‘count on victory’. Yet, he could 
have nurtured the idea.

Lastly, we should not forget to mention that in early November 1983 the first U.S. cruise 
missiles began to arrive in Europe, along with parliamentary votes in the countries to proceed with 
deployments carrying nuclear charges. This was just one month after the shooting down of a 
badly off-course Korean Airlines plane (KAL flight 007) above the Kamchatka peninsula, with 
amongst its 269 passengers Congressman Larry McDonald – who was starting to become a pain 



in the neck for the U.S. establishment. They knew he was on board. At the time of his death, 
McDonald was considering a run for President of the United States. There is talk that the flight 
computer was tinkered with (in Anchorage), which seems a plausable explanation. Notes of Polit-
buro meetings, released nine years later, reveal that the entire Soviet leadership believed that 
the KAL flight was a “deliberate provocation” and that under the circumstances, the shoot-down 
was entirely justified. I tend to agree. Alleging a “change in the strategic situation” following the 
U.S. deployment of cruise missiles in Western Europe, in December of that year the Soviet Union 
refused to set a date for the resumption of the Strategic Arms Reductions Talks (START). 

Worth mentioning in its relation to START, is the broadcast of “The Day After”. This Ame-
rican television film aired on November 20, 1983. The film showed the devastation by nuclear war, 
though it did not take into account the much more devastating ‘nuclear winter’. It was seen by 
more than 100 million people during its initial broadcast. The Russians saw it as an unjustified 
means to put pressure on them. It was the grain that tilted the balance. 

Even though the SDI was as from the onset an unrealistic program, as was shown after 
having spent thirty billion dollars, the Soviets took it seriously since it would render all their missiles 
impotent. The SDI was silently dismantled in 1993 except for its HAARP (High-frequency Active 
Auroral Research Program) by which they were able to discover, but at a much later date, the 
deep underground facilities for nuclear weaponry of North Korea. SDI shifted the perceived mili-
tary equilibrium and the deterrence by MAD, or Mutually Assured Destruction, which theoretically 
had kept both parties from going to war. Subsequently, Ogarkov spelt the message that “the 
United States is intensively building up its strategic nuclear forces with a view of giving them the 
capability to inflict a disarming nuclear strike”. The picture painted here is that the Orgakov War 
Plan was not just a mad delusion but the reaction of a mad dog in the face of a kicking 
lunatic. The kicking lunatic was of course President Ronald Reagan, although I am willing to con-
cede that in his naivety he was not aware of what was going on, …but his advisors did.

t



Sequel to the Ogarkov War-Plan
Taken from “Discovering Love”, a novel by Rolf A. F. Witzsche
Cygni Communications, North Vancouver, Canada # 2003 (pp. 105, 119)

I was awakened out of a deep sleep by a group of men talking nearby. At first I thought I was 
dreaming. I heard them discussing Marshall Ogarkov’s plan for waging and winning a nuclear 
war against Western Europe (in actual fact it appeared to be a preparation for a first strike on the 
U.S without any warning). What a terrible thing to wake up to! I had been briefed about the 
Ogarkov Plan. The little that I knew was classified information that I barely qualified to have 
access to, but here on the beach, it was talked about right in the open. This was supposed to be 
the darkest secret of the Cold War; Marshal Ogarkov’s war plan based on the long-standing 
principles of Soviet strategic doctrine [of always having the upper hand]. (…)

I puzzled what the result would be had the deep dark secrecy surrounding the Ogarkov Plan 
been revealed publicly in USSR. I felt that the plan would have been canceled instantly by 
people’s innate sense of love, rather than by their fear. I also felt that if Helen’s sensitivity to 
the fundamental universal principles had ruled in the hearts of society in the first place, the 
Ogarkov plan would never have been allowed to go forward in the first place. In fact, it would 
never have been perceived.

The thing that troubled me most about the Ogarkov Plan was the secrecy that was hiding it. I 
hated the fact that this secrecy also covered the West. What did the West have to gain from 
hiding this plan? Several hundred million people were in danger of being murdered, and the 
government knew it, but this awful fact was kept hidden. Why?

The only answer that I could think of was too scary to contemplate. The secrecy that covered 
the Ogarkov Plan made sense only if this plan was itself an integrated part of the western oli-
garchy’s plan for depopulating the world, which they had been talking about for a long time, as 
Helen had mentioned, which I had laughed about as being silly. Under normal circumstances 
the western media that is almost totally owned and controlled by the world’s feudal oligarchy, 
becomes hysterical about Russia’s nuclear threats. But in this case the media reported nothing. 
Marshall Ogarkov’s war plan was only reported in the underground media. This meant that the 
ruling circles were well aware of the Ogarkov Plan, and the plan was covered up and was care-
fully concealed from the public. Evidently this was done in order to advance the West’s own 
imperial purposes.



This made sense to me. I reasoned that if the controllers of the media wanted to hold off a 
public outcry that would prevent the plan from bearing fruit, than their best option was to wrap 
the thing into utter secrecy, precisely as they had done, but for whose benefit? In this case the 
silence seemed to cover a self-evident conspiracy to wipe out large sections of humanity 
in a single orgy of premeditated murder. The almost forgotten imperial doctrine of 
world-depopulation kept coming to mind, the oligarchy’s pet objective that had been 
promoted openly in the 60s and 70s with the goal to cut the world-population back to 
fewer than a billion people. They didn’t say that the depopulation objective was to revive the 
feudal era. This underlying reason had always been carefully wrapped in secrecy. I shuddered 
at the thought considering the arrogance that we are facing. The Ogarkov Objective suddenly 
stood out in a new light, carrying forward the old British imperial objective of the Mal-
thusian Poor Laws era into the sphere of world-depopulation that seemed to be still on 
the books, for which the Soviet’s appear to have lent themselves to play the role of a 
willing pawn.
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Note on the NUCLEAR WINTER : “Nuclear winter revisited with a modern climate 
model and current nuclear arsenals: Still catastrophic consequences” was published in 
the Journal of Geophysical Research in July 2007, using current climate models to 
look at the consequences of a global nuclear war involving most or all of the world’s 
current nuclear arsenals. It found that: “A global average surface cooling of minus 7°C 
to minus 8°C persists for years, and after a decade the cooling is still minus 4°C. 
Considering that the global average cooling at the depth of the last ice age 18,000 
years ago was about minus 5°C, this would be a climate change unprecedented in 
speed and amplitude in the history of the human race. The temperature changes are 
largest over land. (…) Cooling of more than minus 20°C occurs over large areas of 
North America and of more than minus 30°C over much of Eurasia, including all agri-
cultural regions.” The study did not discuss the implications for agriculture in depth, 
but noted that a 1986 study which assumed no food production for a year projected 
that “most of the people on the planet would run out of food and starve to death by 
then” and commented that their own results show that “this period of no food produc-
tion needs to be extended by many years, making the impacts of nuclear winter even 
worse than previously thought.” As for the case involving one third of the then current 
nuclear arsenals, it concluded that the simulation “produced climate responses very 
similar to those of the first case, but with about half the amplitude”, but that “the time 
scale of response was about the same.”


