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Oct. 5—Examination of the feasibility of an act of 
sabotage of the Nord Stream 1 and 2 natural gas 
pipelines off Bornholm Island confirms that a West-
ern authorship is considerably more plausible than 
a Russian one. Nevertheless, stories about a Russian 
false-flag operation continue to circulate in Western 
media. This does not seem credible. However, if the 
Russians were in fact responsible for the destruction 
of Nord Stream 1 and 2, that should give rise to the 
greatest concern in Western capitals.

It has been bandied about, among other things, that 
the Russians had already mined the gas pipelines 
during the construction phase, to be able to then de-
stroy them at any time. Apart from the lack of logic of 
such an event, there are some technical arguments 
against it.

A first counterargument is that explosives age 
chemically. This aging process causes explosives to 
decompose over the years to such an extent that an ex-
plosion is no longer guaranteed.1 But the opposite can 

1. The author experienced this himself in destroying unexploded 
ordnances.

also occur: Stockpiled explosives can explode years 
later due to the slightest environmental changes. In 
planning the destruction of underwater pipelines that 
have a life span of 50 years, this may well be a prob-
lem.

The Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe (OSCE), in its stockpile management projects, 
as they are called, has accumulated much experience 
with stockpiled ammunition, which can explode at the 
slightest incident and is accordingly dangerous to 
handle. In armed forces that are experienced in dealing 
with permanent blast sites, such as the German Armed 
Forces, the Austrian Armed Forces, and the Swiss 
Armed Forces, the maintenance of such blast sites was 
ensured by professional formations, such as the Wall-
meister organization or the Fortress Guard Corps. An 
explosive charge attached to a pipeline already under 
construction would require regular maintenance, in-
cluding replacement of the explosive if necessary. This 
can be complex.

Control and maintenance of pipelines under-
ground is handled by so-called “pig” gauges.2 These 
are autonomous devices that travel back and forth 
inside the pipes and monitor the condition of the pipe 
with various measuring devices. However, the de-
ployment of a so-called pig several hundred kilome-
ters away from where it was inserted is a technical 
challenge that should not be underestimated. But if 
such a maintenance pig inserted an explosive charge 
in the Nord Stream pipelines from the inside, the 
damage pattern would reveal that immediately. How-

2. See Andree Büchner, Harry Hauck, Hans Langenhagen, Jörg 
Voigtlände: Inspektionsmolch für Pipelines, Jahresbericht 1996 
Zentralabteilung Forschungs- und Informationstechnik [Pig 
Gauges for Pipeline Inspection, 1996 Annual Report of the Cen-
tral Research and Information Technology Bureau]. Abridged ver-
sion, online here. See home pages of commercial suppliers in this 
specialty, e.g., Cryotainer online here and ARS Betriebsservice 
here.
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ever, whether a truly independent investigation of the 
sabotage act will ever take place is very much up in 
the air.

Another technical challenge involves the detonation 
of an explosive charge in places as difficult to access as 
underwater pipelines, because the detonators (blasting 
caps) also undergo aging processes, so that they no 

longer function reliably years after they were produced. 
An electrical ignition cable several hundred kilometers 
long would also require regular inspection and mainte-
nance. The idea that a pipeline could be destroyed de-
cades after it was built, from a blast site several hundred 
kilometers away, by hitting a button so to speak, is 
naïve.

https://www.submarinecablemap.com/

Undersea Cables Around Europe
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On-the-Ground Saboteurs
It would be significantly safer to produce the elec-

tricity required to detonate an electric detonator at a 
safe distance from the blasting site with a blasting ma-
chine, for example by means of a hand crank. For this, 
an electric detonator would have to be put into the ex-
plosive at a prepared location beforehand and con-
nected to the blasting machine with a cable. This also 
requires the physical presence of the saboteurs on site.

The variant of remote detonation by a radio trans-
mitter or a cell phone would, of course, also have to be 
considered. However, in the cold water at the bottom of 
the Baltic Sea, the required accumulators and batteries 
discharge quickly. And electromagnetic waves do not 
penetrate deeply enough into the waters. Submariners 
are aware of reachability problems of submerged sub-
marines, and even the long waves used for submarine 
communications do not penetrate to depths of 70 meters 
and more. For this variant, a relay would have had to be 
set up near the scene of the crime before the sabotage 
operation, to ensure the connection between the trigger 
and the detonation site.

All these considerations suggest that the acts of sab-
otage at the two gas pipelines Nord Stream 1 and 2 were 
carried out on site. Given the distance between the 
crime scenes, the same group of persons could conceiv-
ably be responsible for both acts of sabotage. However, 
the shortest connection between the two locations 
crosses a Danish Navy maritime training area. The 
physical presence of a ship, a submarine, or a subma-
rine drone is much easier to ensure from NATO terri-
tory than from the Russian Navy bases in Kaliningrad 
oblast, 300 km away. 

If, however, the Russian Navy did manage to over-
come all these technical and tactical obstacles and to 
approach the scene of the crime undetected, then carry 
out extensive preparatory work there, trigger the deto-
nation, and depart again undetected, this would be quite 
an accomplishment, which should set off alarm bells in 
Western capitals.

Deployment of Submarines and  
Submarine Drones

All these problems can be avoided if one simply 
places a large explosive charge weighing a few hun-
dred kilograms on the pipeline from a submarine or a 

submarine drone. Transporting such a charge unde-
tected through 300 km of NATO-controlled waters, 
however, is not that easy. If the Russians had suc-
ceeded to do that, then virtually every underwater in-
frastructure of NATO countries would be jeopardized, 
including the gas pipeline “Baltic Pipe”3 that just 
opened a few days ago, as well as all underwater com-
munication cables, as well as numerous electricity 
lines.

This would also drastically change the image of 
the allegedly incompetent Russian armed forces, 
which Western sources have amply spread in recent 
months, and would at the same time cast a negative 
light on the naval forces of the NATO countries and 
candidate countries involved. It is possible that 
Seabed Warfare has now arrived in Europe, and the 
question arises as to whether we are on the eve of an 
unprecedented wave of sabotage targeting the under-
sea infrastructure on Europe’s periphery, that cuts the 
continent off from gas and telecommunications. If 
that occurs, in the West’s war against Russia, events 
on the front lines in eastern Ukraine will suddenly be 
irrelevant.

Conclusion
Anyone who objectively examines the feasibility 

of an act of sabotage against the Nord Stream 1 and 2 
gas pipelines off Bornholm must come to acknowl-
edge that Western authorship is considerably more 
plausible than Russian authorship. If, however, the 
U.S.A., Denmark, Poland, and perhaps other NATO 
allies were responsible, Germany in particular would 
have to draw the consequences.

One may now ask what the purpose is of the 
speculation and conspiracy theories circulating in 
Western media in recent days around the sabotage 
of the Nord Stream 1 and 2 gas pipelines. The aim 
may simply be to surround in fog the obvious and 
most plausible version of a U.S. authorship. In the 
future, one would do well to consider Western 
communications with a certain degree of skepti-
cism.

3. See the relevant communication from the European Commission 
here.

https://germany.representation.ec.europa.eu/news/gas-von-norwegen-nach-polen-eu-geforderte-baltic-pipe-eroffnet-2022-09-27_de

