
Putin’s Russia: Kremlin’s goal No. 1

This time I decided to take a closer analytic look and 
find an answer which becomes more and more import-
ant both in Lithuania and the Western countries when 
speaking about Kremlin’s aggressive actions.

And it’s not important whether we ask what Putin’s and 
Kremlin’s direct goals are, or we merely try to find out 
whether Moscow is eventually planning to stop, and 
where. Though it is tough (and probably impossible) 
to find a single answer, it’s worth analysing taking into 
account historic parallels. Our own actions also depend 
on this answer, although it’s yet hard to tell whether the 
Western world will take on measures to stop Russia. 

To analyse Kremlin’s desires and actions I decided to fo-
cus on a few main aspects. 

First of all - analysing the theory and practice of Russian 
foreign policy. Secondly - reviewing the arsenal of ‘active 
measures’ that are frequently used to weaken and de-
molishing the West. Thirdly - historic parallels in three 
carefully chosen countries: Greece, Czech Republic and 
Germany. All of them, I believe, might become a perfect 
illustration of the threats that KGB posed and are still 
posing to the West. This is why this time it will be a series 
of six related articles on the same topic.

Restoring the empire? 

It is often assumed that Putin’s goal is to restore the em-
pire. People often remember his famous quote back from 
2005 when he called the collapse of the Soviet Union the 
greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the twentieth centu-
ry. But it would be superficial to try to define the whole 
strategy of Putin and Russia based solely on this quote. 
Especially having in mind another famous quote by Pu-
tin which is often ‘overlooked’ by those who are talking 
about Putin’s targets and the current Russia. 

‘He, who is not sorry about the collapse of the Soviet 
Union, has no heart. But he, who wants its restoration 
in its former structure, has no sense’, - these words were 
uttered by the Russian president back in 2010 during 
the public Q&A session on Russian television called ‘In-
terview with Putin. The sequel’. I decided to remember 
this quotation because both Putin and the former repre-
sentatives of USSR secret services tend to consider, plan 
and analyse not only their actions, but their desires as 
well. And they certainly aren’t out of touch with reality 
like it was popular to say in the West at one point af-
ter the aggression in Ukraine. Moreover, this quote per-
fectly illustrates Putin’s belief that there is no chance for 
the restoration of the Soviet Union in any form. So it is 
doubtful if this could be Russia’s goal. Even the aspects 
of Eurasian Economic Union (EEU) (which is often said 
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to be Putin’s personal project) are not the evidence that 
Kremlin is actually trying to restore the former empire. 
Looks like the idea of the post-Soviet integration never 
built any strategic vision because there are now ideas to 
synchronise and eventually combine into one unit the 
EEU and China’s project ‘Silk Road Economic Belt’. 

What is more, although so far it’s just talk, there are an-
nouncements about Syria’s wish to join the EEU, and 
Jordania’s, Mongolia’s and even Zimbabwe’s intentions 
to join the free trade zone with this Russian-dominated 
club. Vietnam has already signed the free trade agree-
ment with the EEU.

Local power - global targets 

So the EEU project, even externally, does not look like 
a tool to restore the empire. On the other hand, Russia 
is not hiding that the goal behind all these efforts (the 
attempt to integrate EEU with Silk Road Economic Belt, 
the enticement for Zimbabwe to join the EEU free trade 
zone) is to create geopolitical confrontation for the West 
with all the possible allies - not only those in the same 
region. However, the EEU itself is merely a tool (and not 
the only one) in this strategic vision of Putin’s Russia. 
Lately, despite all of the aforementioned news about the 
EEU, it’s really tough to name Russia’s main points of 
attention and efforts: Eurasian Union or, say, strength-
ening BRICS group. At least for the BRICS, Russia seems 
to have clearer objectives and strategies. Not to mention 
the fact that this group was created by Russian initia-
tive back in 2006 , not now when the confrontation with 
the West has become extremely tense. And Putin him-
self always saw BRICS as a political organisation rather 
than economic union. It’s not important whether these 
Kremlin’s hopes will come true, but these goals sum up 
Russia’s vision pretty accurately. Lately (especially after 
the aggression in Ukraine) Kremlin’s activism in this 
group has become very eloquent: it was openly said that 
Kremlin might see BRICS as a replacement for the Big 8. 
By the way, international arena has only recently start-
ed to discuss some ‘new’ Russian goals. However, these 
goals and the tools to implement them are not far from 
the famous Primakov Doctrine. The main target of the 
Primakov Doctrine was clearly defined in 1997 by Ari-
el Cohen, senior analyst at ‘The Heritage Foundation’, 
in his analysis called ‘The Primakov Doctrine: Russia’s 
Zero Sum Game with the United States’. It is a strategic 
way to challenge America’s leading role in the global se-
curity system.

It’s not a coincidence that I’m mentioning it all again - I 
believe these arguments illustrate the fact that Kremlin’s 
goals have always been more global than local (like the 
Western world tended to think). Even if it strengthened 
Russia’s power, creating the empire in the post-Soviet 

space would reflect targets that are more local. So even 
if Russia is strengthening its impact on the neighboring 
regions, it is merely a tool to reach the main goal, not the 
goal itself. Russia’s official rhetorics also confirm that 
Kremlin’s dream is related to global domination. There-
fore, although Barack Obama had a reason to call Russia 
a ‘regional power’ that is posing no direct threat to the 
US, it is still important to have in mind global goals when 
trying to understand what Putin is aiming at. Even the 
famous ‘Russian world’ concept, in my belief, was mis-
takenly perceived as the territorial vision of the new em-
pire. Firstly, it should rather be called a tool to reach the 
goal, not the goal itself. Secondly, it’s more a civilization-
al (having fascism features due to the insistent empha-
sis on the alleged uniqueness and exclusivity of Russian 
civilization) rather than the territorial concept. And if we 
choose to interpret it this way, it is obvious that Russia 
tends to firstly consolidate its power, and then dominate 
not only in the neighboring regions or the so-called ‘Rus-
sian world’ (with very vague borders) but worldwide.

What is the planned world order? 

Having in mind Russia’s weak economic power, these 
goals may appear unrealistic. But it is still worth to at 
least listen to what world order Kremlin is aiming at. 
It is also crucial to remember that Putin’s regime is not 
some new formation but a transformation of the USSR (I 
tried to support this thesis in the former articles in this 
series).

Even though the KGB’s plan of the USSR reform has mu-
tated significantly, the current Russian government rep-
resentatives from the former KGB and other USSR secret 
services are not only reaching the same objectives as in 
the Soviet era, but also thinking in the same categories. 
Especially when many of them are second or third gen-
eration representatives from the secret services or mil-
itary structures with a full-fledged KGB mentality. And 
this mentality is based on the ideas of inevitable global 
confrontation between Russia and the West. This is why 
I deeply believe that it is crucial to study the history of 
KGB global activities during the Cold War, and at least 
try to compare it to what is going on now. But let’s start 
with defining Kremlin’s world order. It has been openly 
discussed for quite some time by Russian political scien-
tists and experts of international relations who are often 
presenting and defending government’s point of view. 
The best-know and most influential experts, like Fyodor 
Lukyanov, Alexei Arbatov, Sergey Karaganov and oth-
ers, are basically talking about the same things - at least 
from the beginning of the Ukrainian war. They say this 
war marks the end of the transition period after the Cold 
War, and the necessity to create and establish the new 
world order.
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Even the famous Valday club, which is often considered 
to be a tool for spreading Russian influence and ideas, 
prepared a big report called ‘New rules or a game with-
out rules’, which was first introduced during the tradi-
tional annual Valday meeting in October 2014, and later 
amended and improved taking into account the former 
discussion. All of these and many other analytic publica-
tions by Russian experts have the same bottom line - the 
best system of international relations was the so-called 
‘European Concert’ of the ninetieth century (sometimes 
referred to as Vienna’s international relations system). 
And although all authors talk about some sort of reserva-
tions and acknowledges that it is impossible to return to 
the ninetieth century, it is basically obvious that Russia’s 
main target is such world order. 

Lukyanov formulated it more openly: Russia wants pow-
er balance. And that a ‘rational conversation about the 
power balance and interests would be much more pro-
ductive’ than the so-called win-win policy which was 
constantly proposed to Russia after the collapse of USSR. 
Even the official rhetorics of Russian authorities and 
unofficial suggestions regarding Yalta-2 and Helsinki-2 
(now Russia usually uses the term ‘Helsinki+40’22) re-
flect the same goal to return to the power politics which 
will allow Moscow to strengthen its global influence.

Obstacles: NATO and the EU

However, it is obvious that in the current global pow-
er balance when the Western world remains united into 
two powerful clubs - EU and NATO (that are way ahead 
of Russia in terms of economic and military impact) - 
even the power balance wouldn’t help Russia reach its 
targets. 

This purpose is to dominate at least in Europe. Various 
Russian authors, when speaking about the ‘European 
concert’, always accentuate ‘Russia’s key role’ in this 
international relations system, while Igor Ivanov (the 
former minister of foreign affairs and influential foreign 
policy expert) in his book ‘Russia’s New Diplomacy - Ten 
Years For State’s Foreign Policy’ argues that the basis of 
Russia’s relations with Europe is an active and irreplace-
able Russia’s participation in the ‘European Concert’. 

Therefore, it is obvious that Russian analysts and foreign 
policy experts see EU and NATO as the main obstacles 
for Kremlin’s goals. And in this case destroying them be-
comes the ultimate goal of Putin’s regime. It is enough 
to listen to Sergey Lavrov’s (minister of foreign affair) 
public addresses to make it obvious that Kremlin does 
not see EU it its strategic visions at all - at least not in its 
current form. 

‘US goal in Ukrainian crisis is not to allow us to deepen 

partnership with the EU. Even more - it is to throw this 
perspective off, especially between Russia and Germany. 
Diplomatic and intelligence data only reinforce Moscow’s 
belief that preventing Russian-German rapprochement 
is US’s main task. Active partnership between Russia 
and Germany is crucial to shake the EU. And to have a 
dominating course of protecting the interests of member 
states, not giving it away to marginals who are basically 
following instructions from over the ocean’, - said Lavrov 
on radio stations ‘Sputnik’, ‘Echo Moskvy’ and ‘Govorit 
Moskva’ in April this year. 

Moscow’s long-standing policy to solve all issues bilat-
erally, rather than at the EU level, indicates that Rus-
sia sees EU as the main stumbling block. But Lavrov’s 
quotes already remind of Alexander Dugin’s geopoliti-
cal concepts about Moscow-Berlin’s axis and its signif-
icance.

What is Kremlin actually capable of?

I analysed the theory and practice of Russian foreign 
policy trying to ground the thesis that Kremlin’s main 
goal is to undermine the EU and NATO, and bring the 
world back to the times of international power balance. 
But is Kremlin actually capable of reaching these goals? 
It might seem unrealistic given Russia’s weak econom-
ic, political and military situation compared to EU and 
NATO. But we must remember that today’s Russia is the 
mutation – maybe even more dangerous – of the USSR 
which was called “the evil empire” by Ronald Reagan in 
1983. And the former representatives of KGB and other 
secret services are now a spine of Putin’s regime.

Military threat is not the only one

Soviet Union never jangled the nuclear weapons, at least 
not as openly. And it never threatened to use it first – 
even during the conventional war – as does Putin’s Rus-
sia. But military tools are actually not the most import-
ant ones when speaking about the threat to the EU and 
NATO. 

The current Russia might actually use a chance to de-
stroy NATO with military tools, if such possibility oc-
curs. This is the very reason why I think there is a real 
threat not only to Ukraine where Russia’s aggression still 
hasn’t stopped. Baltic States, I believe, may become Rus-
sia’s target of conventional war. 

Although this topic has been a taboo for a long time, 
US military officers warn that Putin’s final goal is to de-
stroy NATO. These issues were also addressed by Mar-
tin Dempsey (chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff) and 
Ben Hodges (Commanding General of the U.S. Army 
Europe). 
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‘Russia poses a major threat to our national security’, - 
stated Joseph Dunford (who was running for chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff at the time) during the hear-
ings in US Senate. 

The famous Zbigniew Brzezinski warned that Greece’s 
government (that is very friendly towards Russia) could 
paralyse NATO in case of the attacks against Baltic States 
in order to slow down the response from the North At-
lantic Alliance. But all of this is basically the evaluation 
of military threats. And the aim of this analysis is not to 
repeat the arguments for Russian military threat that is 
very real to Europe and US.

Time to count Trojan horses? 

The existence of the EU and NATO is also threatened by 
the so-called ‘active measures’ that KGB used to exploit 
for the same goal during the whole USSR era – to dimin-
ish Western influence and eventually defeating it, hence 
establishing the global domination of communism. Al-
though Kremlin is not creating communism anymore, 
the goal to destroy the West remains the same. And it 
is entrenched very deeply into the minds of former KGB 
officers.

After the Greek parliamentary elections in January this 
year and the formation of the new government it has 
been loudly speculated that this country could become 
Russia’s Trojan horse in the EU. And there have been 
various publications on how Russia is using Greek crisis 
to pursue its objectives. Henry Nau, a former member 
of the US National Security Council during President 
Reagan’s administration, publicly critised Obama for 
not paying enough attention to Russia’s actions during 
Greek crisis, and the threat these actions are posing to 
US’s national interests. 

However, Western analysts are not talking much about 
Russia’s and Putin’s goal and measures to destroy EU 
and NATO. There even is an active Russian campaign 
that supports all anti-European forces in any EU coun-
try, regardless of their political wing. 

Possible danger to NATO is not being clearly stated. An-
alysts draw closer attention to the potential challenges 
for EU and NATO regarding Greece’s pro-Russian for-
eign policy and threats to NATO’s highly classified in-
formation.

Openly declared desires in Russia

What is not discussed too much in the West is openly 
debated in Russia - and for quite some time. Here Krem-
lin’s longstanding desire to destroy the EU and NATO is 
not even disguised, at least by a wide variety of commen-

tators and analysts. 

Such people as Leonid Ivashov (an old comrade of Alex-
ander Dugin who personally challenged NATO in Kosov 
in 1999. He is a former colonel-general of Russian army 
and is now serving as vice president of the Academy of 
Geopolitical Affairs and is a member of Izborsk club 
which was formed based on Dugin’s ideas) talked about 
it already in 2010. However, in recent years, similar dis-
cussions were gaining momentum and involved not only 
some unknown commentators. Even Alekxei Pushkov, 
head of the foreign-affairs committee in the State Duma, 
publicly suggested disbanding NATO in 2014.

By the way, back in the summer of 2001, in his first year 
of presidency, Putin publicly declared that NATO should 
either accept Russia or be released. The former KGB 
lieutenant-colonel then said that he does not see NATO 
as an enemy. 

But when NATO-Russia Council was formed back in 
2002 to involve Russia in the European security archi-
tecture, Putin didn’t even hide the unwillingness to inte-
grate his country into NATO in the future. And some of 
the Eastern European countries openly warned that the 
only thing Moscow really wants is the ability to influence 
and split NATO from within. At the time no one listened 
to these warnings. 

In 2010 even Russian military doctrine had a line saying 
that the biggest threat to Russia is NATO. And since it 
had already been clear that Russia has no desire to join 
NATO, the world should have paid more attention to Pu-
tin’s praises to Zhirinovsky who insisted on disbanding 
NATO in 2012. 

Especially bearing in mind that it’s not a new whim but 
a well though-out and developed strategy since Soviet 
era. It is merely continued by Putin’s regime which is 
based on KGB and USSR power structures. It is import-
ant to note that both the goal and the measures to reach 
it remained the same since KGB times. Therefore, it is 
important to remember how KGB and Russian secret 
services used to reach these targets and to study KGB 
history and publicly available sources – particularly the 
testimonies and other related documents of KGB agents 
who deserted to the West. 

The goals of ‘active measures’

Oleg Kalugin, a former general of KGB foreign intelli-
gence, once called these ‘active measures’ ‘the heart and 
soul of Soviet intelligence’ (there even was a special ser-
vice in KGB First Chief Directorate called ‘A’ which con-
trolled the implementation of these measures). Accord-
ing to Kalugin, Soviet foreign intelligence was based ‘not 
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on collecting intelligence, but on the subversion: active 
steps to weaken the West, drive wedges throughout the 
Western community alliances (particularly NATO), sow 
discord between allies, weaken US in the eyes of Europe, 
Asia, Africa, Latin America, and thus prepare in case the 
war actually commences’. 

These words must be taken into account when speaking 
about the goals of not only the former USSR, but current 
Russia as well. Western expert community is starting 
more discussions on the very same ‘active measures’ and 
how they are used (although still not enough) by Putin’s 
regime to weaken the West. 

February issue of The Economist (a very influential 
weekly journal) had Putin on its cover along with a very 
eloquent heading - ‘Putin’s War on the West’. 

This war is described in details in the article itself. Anne 
Applebaum, a winner of Pulitzer prize, whose opinions 
are respected in the West, elaborated this warning in 
her article in The Spectator called ‘How Vladimir Putin 
is Waging War on the West – and Winning’. However, 
such definition of threats are not being completely un-
derstood by public. 

After all, it’s not some new tactics that Putin has just now 
taken on. The strategy of those ‘active measures’ that 
has been used by Russian secret services for decades is 
somewhat similar to what the Western world later called 
the hybrid war, but much more brutal and covering ev-
erything - from the special disinformation campaigns, 
headhunting Western politics, subversive activities (in-
cluding terrorism) and, finally, military equipment. This 
Kremlin’s war against the West has never stopped (even 
after the end of Cold War), and has now reached an espe-
cially active phase. And it is often said in Russia that the 
World War 3 or 4 is already happening, and it’s Russia 
against the West (especially the United States). 

John Schindler, who is an influential US expert, a former 
professor at US Naval War College and an analyst for the 
US intelligence services, talks about the ‘special war’ and 
predicts that it will become even more tense in 2015. 

‘Moscow is far from ready to start a long-term conven-
tional war against NATO. Also because crude oil prices 
and the decrease in ruble exchange rate will delay the 
long-awaited military modernization program. But Mos-
cow is ready (more than ever) to boil a mash of rigorous 
espionage, subversive activities and terrorism - all the 
ingredients needed for the ‘special war’. 

This is why the West should be especially vigilant because 
Kremlin’s ‘special war’ can cause serious harm. But at the 
same time there are things that NATO is poorly prepared 

to recognize, and even less prepared to overcome or de-
ter such activities’, - Schindler warned in 2014 when he 
vividly described many of the emerging threats. 

Russian agents are already in our backyard 

Apart from the military threat, the mostly discussed 
threat in the West is the aforementioned Kremlin’s cam-
paign to support all anti-European forces in any EU 
state, regardless of their political views. This threat has 
been discussed so many times before that it’s not worth 
repeating it all over again. 

However, funding extremist parties is not the only way 
for Putin’s Russia to destroy EU and the West from the 
inside. 

To reach the same goal Russia has established or fund-
ed a variety of non-governmental organisations in the 
EU and US. Moreover, it is being revealed only now that 
Russian has had serious influence on some of the West-
ern think tanks. And so far, only the Carnegie branch in 
Moscow is being mentioned. 

In the meantime, my own analysis suggests that Rus-
sia has been creating similar influence structures in the 
West for quite a while now. And knowing the phenome-
non of ‘active measures’ there is no doubt that all of these 
structures along with other Russian influence is used for 
the same goals - weakening the West, and eventually de-
stroying their structures. And it would be a mistake to 
see it as a ‘soft power’ that is usually not causing major 
concern to the West. The spread of Russian influence in 
the West must be examined in the context of ‘active mea-
sures’. 

In this context it is crucial to evaluate the so-called ‘in-
formation wars’ carried out by Russia. Although the 
attention is usually drawn to the influence of Russian 
television and the classic measures of information war, 
Lithuania can be a perfect example how even being rath-
er resistant to the effect of Russian information attacks, 
it’s still not capable to ward off the influence of ‘active 
measures’. 

Old habits die hard 

By the way, all of this is also not some new Russia’s strat-
egy. One slight difference is that Soviet KGB used to fund 
and support only left-wing political forces in the West 
while the current Russia supports any political views if 
only they share the same goals. But such practice devel-
oped a very long time ago. 

Various peace movements and other Western derivatives 
that are useful for Kremlin have been supported by KGB, 
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Soviet communist party and the Soviet allies from the 
Warsaw pact countries for many years. The goal, again, 
was the same - to weaken and, if possible, to destroy 
Western structures. 

The only thing that Kremlin could not exploit as effec-
tively during Soviet era was media. But that does not 
mean that KGB refrained from using informational and 
even cultural measures to achieve the very same goals. 

‘We only needed to repeat our disinformation - that US 
is a Zionist state funded by Jewish money and run by a 
carnivorous ‘Elders of Zion’ (the epithet that KGB called 
the US Congress), whose purpose was to convert the rest 
of the world into the Jewish patrimony. 

Though we are living in the age of technologies, we still 
do not have the instrument that could scientifically mea-
sure the results of Andropov’s (head of Soviet KGB - 
M.L.) long-term disinformation operation. 

However, it is reasonable enough to make assumption 
that the distribution of millions of the so-called ‘Proto-
cols of the Elders of Zion’ (that lasted for more than 20 
years) and portraying US as a criminal Zionist surrogate 
has left its trace. Remember the seizure of US embassy 
in Tehran in 1979, the bombing of the US Marine bar-
racks in Beirut in 1983, Word Trade Center bombing in 
New York in 1993, and the terrorist attacks against the 
US embassies in Kenya and Tanzania in 1998. 

September 11, 2001, is yet another horrid confirmation. 
Few noticed that KGB celebrated the 124th birthday of 
its founder Felix Dzerzhinsky on the same day. 

Horrific beheading of The Wall Street Journal reporter 
Daniel Pearl in 2002 is another proof that Andropov’s 
strategy succeeded. 

‘Pearl was killed only because he was an American Jew’, 
- testified Ion Mihai Pacepa, a former head of Romanian 
foreign intelligence, in 2013. He was the highest-rank-
ing security officer from the former Warsaw Pact states. 
Pacepa emigrated to the US during the Cold War. 

Pacepa once wrote a very detailed description on how 
KGB managed to turn Pope Pius XII (who saved lives of 
many Jews) into a nazi supporter in the eyes of the world. 
The central axis of this classic KGB operation turned out 
to be the communist German playwright Rolf Hochhut, 
who wrote a play called ‘The Deputy’ in 1963. 

It gave rise to the whole disinformation campaign which 
eventually reached the point where even some of the 
supporters of Pope Pius XII did not believe Pacepa’s in-

formation about such KGB information until it was prov-
en by historical documents. 

Western hero to destroy the West? 

The story of the former US NSA (National Security Agen-
cy) whistleblower Edward Snowden can be considered 
the modern operation of ‘active measures’ that is equal 
to distribution of ‘The Protocols of the Elders of Zion’ or 
discrediting Pope Pius XII. 

Although there are many people in Western countries 
who praise Snowden and call him a hero, the former 
KGB agents who emigrated to the West have no doubts 
that he works for Russian security services. Schindler, a 
former NSA analyst who presented various arguments to 
prove these allegations, calls Snowden’s story the ‘great-
est active measure in Chekism history’ (representatives 
of USSR and Russian secret services are often called 
chekists - it derives from the name of Dzerzhinsky’s ‘Spe-
cial Commission’ - ‘Chrezvuchainaja Komisija’). 

Schindler claims that ‘the goal of Snowden’s operation 
was to cause maximum damage to the powerful West-
ern intelligence alliance, led by NSA, which protected 
the Western freedom since the World War II’. Even if 
we try to evaluate it in this context, it is an attempt to 
destroy Western alliance and structures. And Snowden’s 
constantly published information serves this exact pur-
pose. 

Schindler says more: ‘As a former NSA counterintelli-
gence officer, I can share some depressing facts - during 
the Cold War NSA electronic intelligence SIGINT was 
teeming with infiltrated Soviet spies. And we’re merely 
talking about the ones we know. [...] Putin’s espionage 
against the West, especially the US, became even more 
aggressive, although it continues the well-tested Chekist 
tactics and techniques’. 

And now let’s remember Kalugin’s testimony where he 
said that ‘the basis of Soviet foreign intelligence was not 
collecting intelligence data, but doing subversive activi-
ties in order to weaken the West’. And let’s try to evalu-
ate Schindler’s words in this context. 

However, Schindler is not focusing on what, I believe, 
is also a very important goal of this operation: to drive 
a wedge between US and its allies in Europe - primarily 
Germany. For perhaps the loudest part of this scandal 
was the alleged NSA’s phone tapping of German Chan-
cellor Angela Merkel. This scandal became the reason for 
the latest US-Germany relation crisis, which is always a 
threat to the future of NATO. 
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However, it turned out in December 2014 that German 
prosecutors did not receive evidence that the documents 
(that caused this scandal) were authentic NSA docu-
ments. In June this year the investigation in Germany 
was cancelled due to the lack of credible evidence, al-
though it was first said that these evidence existed and 
were undeniable. 

It is worth noting that Russian-controlled Snowden’s 
story became not an interception of useful intelligence, 
but merely an operation to destroy trust and relationship 
between ES and NATO partners. This, I believe, is a per-
fect indicator of Kremlin’s major goal - to destroy NATO 
and the EU - no matter what it takes.
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