Escalating Nuclear threat by, “SOME LITTLE NATION OR SOME FANATIC”
“40 years ago”, should resonate with Divine meaning within the Message believer. 
Brother Branham used a phrase, “now where are we at friends?” 
The following posted news articles (from the BBC) are very sobering. 
40 years has passed (Oct 2002) to position the world in a much more precarious position than it ever was in 1962 during the Cuban Missile Crisis. 

Just in the last year we have seen a multi-national nuclear threat progress with such escalation it is alarming even to the world. Even they know something is about to happen. 
What would the prophet say about today’s “modern events made clear by prophecy”? 

EXPECTATION TUCSON.AZ 61-0205M 
And, Father, as we look this morning and know that it could happen before night, this nation, or world, could be blowed to bits. SOME LITTLE NATION OR SOME FANATIC let one of those missiles loose--and they're all aimed at one another--here it would go. But before it happens, God, the rapture, the trumpet will sound and we'll be summoned into the skies to meet our Lord. What type of people should we be this morning? Happy, lifting up our heads as we see the fig tree budding, and the great signs, and the science saying it's three minutes before midnight. Most any time it could strike. 

LUKE 12:49 
 I am come to send fire on the earth; and what will I, IF IT BE ALREADY KINDLED? 

Saturday, 12 October, 2002, 23:23 GMT 00:23 UK 
Conference shows how close war was 

The Cuban Missile crisis brought the world to the brink of nuclear war 
At a conference in the Cuban capital, Havana, marking the 40th anniversary of the missile crisis, delegates have said that they were much closer to nuclear war than had previously been thought. 
Studying newly declassified documents, Cuban, American and Russian protagonists in the events of 1962 were told that on 27 October a US navy destroyer dropped depth charges off the Cuban coast almost accidentally hit the hull of a Soviet submarine carrying a nuclear warhead. 
The US military "did not have a clue that the submarine had a nuclear weapon on board," Thomas Blanton, director of the National Security Archives said. 
"They exploded right next to the hull," Vadim Orlov, the submarine's signals intelligence officer, said in a written account of the incident. 
At first, submarine crew members considered using the nuclear weapon, thinking that war had erupted, Mr Orlov wrote in his account. But ultimately the craft surfaced. 
Looming war 
Politicians, military figures and academics from Cuba, Russia and the United States are participating in the three-day event. 
Cuban leader Fidel Castro, dressed in a black suit and tie, joined the former US Defence Secretary, Robert McNamara, to discuss what is known in Cuba as the October Crisis. 
The organisers, from George Washington University, say that with the prospect of war against Iraq looming, the diplomacy shown in 1962 could offer lessons to today's leaders. 
Mr McNamara said: "It was the best managed foreign policy crisis of the last 50 years." 
He credited Mr Castro, former US President John F Kennedy and Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev for ensuring the world was saved from nuclear destruction. 
Many of those attending are meeting for the first time - including Mr McNamara, Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister Georgi Konyenko, and senior Cuban generals. 
The missile crisis is widely seen as the closest the world has ever come to nuclear war. 
On the morning of 15 October 1962, a US spy plane spotted Soviet missiles being deployed in Cuba - leading to 13 days of heated exchanges between John F Kennedy and Nikita Khrushchev, with war looking increasingly likely. 
Then, on 28 October, the Soviets agreed to withdraw, as long as the US did not invade Cuba. 

Friday, 18 October, 2002, 11:44 GMT 12:44 UK 
Papers stunned by nuclear 'ploy' 

North Korean admission has shocked many 
North Korea's admission it still has a nuclear weapons programme has caused shock among Asia's press. 
"Behind the facade of flexible diplomacy in dealing with Japan... North Korea persists in its dangerous manoeuvres," says Tokyo's right-leaning Sankei Shimbun. 
The paper says Pyongyang has often instigated "reckless hostile acts" against Japan or South Korea, then turned to its "smile diplomacy" to soften the impact. 
"Surprise concessions" on the return of abducted Japanese nationals do not mean that North Korean leader Kim Jong-il is now an "amicable gentleman", the paper warns. 
Tokyo should get tough on the abductions, and link economic aid to the nuclear issue, it says. 
Brinkmanship 
Professor Masao Okonogi points out in the centrist Manichi Shimbun that "it will now be difficult to differentiate between Iraq and North Korea". 
"Theoretically, the US will now have to apply its pre-emptive strike doctrine to North Korea," he warns. 
The centrist Asahi Shimbun also draws a parallel with Iraq. 
While some believe the North's move is a "diplomatic ploy", the paper says it has given ammunition to Washington hawks. 
"It could lead to more calls from the United States that North Korea poses an even greater threat than Iraq," it says. 
"Pyongyang's big surprise dims prospect of better ties," is another headline in the same paper. 
The article says that while Japan-North Korea normalisation talks will go ahead, "Pyongyang's nuclear ambitions will assume equal priority with the abduction issue". 
While a third article in Asahi Shimbun believes Washington will now try to get its allies to "adjust the speed" of their rapprochement with Pyongyang. 
The threat posed by North Korea's nuclear programme to all its neighbours is stressed by leading business daily Nihon Keizei Shimbun. 
"Pyongyang must scrap its weapons programme immediately, and allow international inspections of its nuclear facilities," the paper says. 
It describes the acknowledgement of "nuclear ambition" amidst apparent efforts to improve Pyongyang's image as "a gambit of diplomatic brinkmanship". 
Clouded sunshine 
Papers in South Korea likewise do not mince words. 
"Crisis brought about by North Korea's nuclear fraud," reads a headline in the country's largest daily, the often nationalistic and anti-North Choson Ilbo. 
The paper says the government's "sunshine policy" towards the North now faces a "serious dilemma". The second-largest daily, Chungang Ilbo, though usually moderate, makes the same point. 
"Betrayed sunshine policy," is the headline of the main editorial. 
It says the North's push for nuclear development as well as pursuing an appeasement strategy "makes us angry". 
"North Korea's nuclear development... is a direct and grave threat to our security," the paper says. 
The widely-read Tong-a Ilbo, despite its usual moderation, calls North Korea's nuclear development "shocking" and a "betrayal", adding that it poses a "clear, existing threat". 

Wednesday, 29 May, 2002, 01:02 GMT 02:02 UK 
Analysis: South Asia's nuclear brinksmanship 
By Dr Shaun Gregory Reader in international security, University of Bradford 

With more than a million troops poised along the Line of Control in Jammu and Kashmir, India and Pakistan stand on the brink of a war which could quickly escalate into a nuclear conflict. 
The first is to exert maximum pressure on Pakistan's President Pervez Musharraf to crack down on Kashmiri militants, in the process aligning India's war against Kashmiri insurgency with the wider US-led "war on terrorism". 
The second aim is to challenge in a decisive way Pakistan's deterrence calculations. 
Since the Kargil crisis of 1999 in which more than 1,000 troops, including many Pakistani regulars, crossed into Indian-controlled Jammu and Kashmir, India has argued that Pakistan has been willing to escalate low-level military operations across the Line of Control, confident that its nuclear weapons will deter India from a substantial military response. 
It is in part in order to disabuse Pakistan of this belief that India is now in the final stages of building up conventional forces for the "decisive victory" of which Indian Prime Minister Vajpayee recently spoke. 
This is also the main reason why it is going to be extremely difficult for India to turn away from its present course. 
Going to war 
General Musharraf's defiant rhetoric in his national broadcast on 27 May appears to rule out substantive concessions to India and, notwithstanding British, EU and US diplomatic missions to the region, the situation is spiralling towards war. 
The progress of Indian military preparations, the timing of international diplomatic efforts, and the likelihood of snows in Jammu and Kashmir from late September point to a narrowing window of military opportunity for India in the summer. 
If a conventional conflict on anything other than a very small scale takes place, there are a number of entirely plausible pathways that could lead to nuclear war. 
India has declared a no first-use nuclear policy, has conventional military superiority, and strategic space for retreat in the event Pakistan made territorial gains into India. 
Pakistan has none of these luxuries and indeed has been quite open in articulating a nuclear first-use strategy intended to address its conventional weakness. 
Most commentators expect that if nuclear weapons are used, it is Pakistan which will first cross the nuclear Rubicon. 
Catalysts 
In February of this year, General Khalid Kidwai, Chief of Pakistan's Strategic Plans Division tasked with the control of nuclear weapons, outlined four scenarios which would imperil the nation and could therefore lead to the use of nuclear weapons by Pakistan: 
· India conquering a large part of Pakistan's territory (including Azad (free) Kashmir) 
· India destroying a large part of Pakistan's armed forces 
· India pushing Pakistan into political destabilisation 
· India strangling Pakistan economically. 
It is entirely possible that a major military move by India across the Line of Control could quickly lead to the first three of these scenarios, any one of which could trigger nuclear war. 
Even allowing that Pakistan, in the final analysis, would not use nuclear weapons as a deliberate instrument of policy, there are still at least three other routes to nuclear war - in descending order of probability - which arise because the systems to assure the safety, security and control of nuclear weapons in the context of an ongoing conflict are not yet fully in place. 
The first is that the control of one or more nuclear weapons may be delegated to a regional commander whose forces then become subject to conventional attack or to misperception. 
Such a commander, under time pressure and fearing the loss of his nuclear weapons, may decide to use them without high-level authority rather than risk them being captured or destroyed. 
It is worth noting that there are reliable reports of both India and Pakistan training for conventional air strikes and commando raids against the nuclear weapons sites of the other. 
The second is that nuclear weapons may fall into the hands of one or a group of unstable military (or conceivably non-military) personnel who may use the weapon(s) for motives of religious fervour or as a result of psychological, drug, or other problems. 
The third is that nuclear weapons may be dropped or launched by accident as a result of technical or human error. 
It is impossible to quantify these risks, but past evidence within and outside the region suggests all scenarios are entirely possible. 
Constant communication 
This does not mean that nuclear war is consequently inevitable. 
It is often overlooked that India and Pakistan have a track record of managing potentially nuclear crises - Brasstacks in 1986-7; Zarb-i-Momin in 1990 and Kargil in 1999 - and that they have in place a number of arms control measures to stabilise nuclear competition. 
Both sides have also been able to learn from the Cold War experience, and have highly disciplined and well-trained military personnel in nuclear weapons roles. 
Moreover, considerable bilateral dialogue at many levels continues behind the scenes even at the height of rhetorical hostility. 
Much has been made of the absence of a "hotline" allowing General Musharraf and Prime Minister Vajpayee to communicate directly. 
In fact, bilateral communications of this kind are readily available and were indeed used during the 1999 Kargil crisis when Mr Vajpayee spoke with Narwaz Sharif, then Pakistan's leader. 
That said, the present crisis is undoubtedly the most serious the two nations have faced since the 1971 war and even with major international diplomatic input it will still be extremely difficult to find a face-saving formula to allow the protagonists to disengage. 
If war does break out, the possibility of nuclear escalation puts millions of lives at risk and perhaps even the existence of the states themselves. 
That dreadful prospect may yet be enough to forestall a war and persuade Indian and Pakistan to find better ways to tackle their differences - much as the United States and Soviet Union were forced to do in the aftermath of the 1962 Cuban missile crisis. 

Tuesday, 10 September, 2002, 21:26 GMT 22:26 UK 
Iraq's bid for nuclear technology 
By Paul Adam BBC defence correspondent 

Left to its own devices, Iraq could take many years to acquire a nuclear bomb. Years of work and a wealth of human expertise are all very well, but without fissile material and an array of sophisticated equipment, they don't make a bomb. 
According to the International Institute for Strategic Affairs, Iraq "may have completed the necessary preparations to build a nuclear weapon", but simply lacks the highly enriched uranium (HEU) needed to do it. 
"Iraq could produce a nuclear weapon on fairly short notice if it was somehow able to acquire sufficient nuclear material from a foreign source," notes the IISS report published on Monday, "but there is no evidence that Iraq has done so." 
That may be so, but some experts warn that it's perhaps only a matter of time before Iraq succeeds. 
Previous warnings 
In 1996, former CIA director John Deutch, told a Senate subcommittee that "Iraq would seize any opportunity to buy nuclear weapons materials or a complete weapon". 
Experts point to a long history of Iraqi efforts to acquire technology, including an intercepted attempt to smuggle small electronic triggers, or krytrons, from the United States in the late 1980s. 
Following the collapse of the Soviet Union, which prompted fears of a much less regulated nuclear environment, Iraq expanded its procurement network in an attempt to exploit new opportunities. 
In 1995, UN weapons inspectors discovered that Iraq had successfully acquired sophisticated guidance and control components for proscribed ballistic missiles. UNSCOM fished thirty gyroscopes - from eliminated Russian ballistic missiles - from the Tigris river, after they were apparently dumped there by Iraqi officials involved in the covert acquisition. 
If US officials are to be believed, Iraqi efforts to obtain nuclear components continue to this day. 
On Sunday, US Vice President, Dick Cheney, said America had intercepted a shipment of aluminium tubes designed for a centrifuge to enrich uranium for nuclear weapons. 
"What we have seen recently is that Saddam Hussein now is trying through his illicit procurement network to acquire the equipment he needs to be able to enrich uranium," Mr Cheney said. 
Experts say the shipment does not necessarily prove anything. 
"It's disturbing," says John Wolfstahl, deputy director of the Non-Proliferation Project, at the Carnegie Endowment, "but by no means a smoking gun." 
"It's a weak indicator," says David Albright, president of the Washington-based Institute for Science and International Security. "A lot of people disagree with Cheney." 
Regular offers 
When it comes to efforts to acquire fissile material, there's little hard evidence. But in the words of an expert with first hand knowledge of UN inspections, "this was always our biggest worry". 
"The Iraqis said they were being approached all the time with offers of plutonium and highly-enriched uranium," says Mr Albright, who was in Baghdad in 1996. 
He says Iraqi officials were much too suspicious to accept unsolicited offers of this kind, but he has little doubt that they were trying to obtain fissile material. 
"There's stuff being smuggled all the time," he adds. "Getting it into Iraq would be pretty straightforward." 

Turkish police seize smuggled uranium 
By Tabitha Morgan 
Istanbul Sept 30, 2002 

“Turkish police say they have seized 100 grams of weapons grade uranium, 
which had been smuggled into the country from Eastern Europe. 
At first officers announced gave the quantity as 15 kilograms (34.5 pounds) 
but later explained that this included the weight of a lead container. 
Two men have been arrested for questioning in the south of the country, 
close to the Syrian border. 
According to the Turkish state news agency, the uranium was being 
transported in a taxi, concealed beneath the seats. 
The taxi was intercepted near the south-west town of Sanliurfa, after police 
received a tip-off. 
Smuggling route 
It is not yet clear where the uranium, estimated to be worth $5m on the 
black market, was being taken, but it is unlikely there would have been a 
market for it within Turkey. 
The Turkish media have been speculating that the alleged smugglers, both 
Turks, may have planned to take the weapons grade material through Syria and 
on into Iraq. 
The seizure is the biggest of its kind in recent years. 
Since the collapse of the Soviet bloc, Turkey has been a transit route for 
smuggled nuclear materials, many of which have found their way onto the 
black market in Istanbul. 
Last year two men were arrested in the city after trying to sell a kilo of 
uranium wrapped in newspaper to undercover police agents.” 

Weapons-Grade Uranium Seized 
by Amelia Gentleman in Moscow and Ewen MacAskill 
Published on Wednesday, July 25, 2001 in the Guardian of London 

“Police officers in Georgia said yesterday that four men had been arrested trying to sell a large quantity of enriched uranium, raising the fear that it may have been destined for a terrorist group or country classified by the US as a rogue state. 
Although there has been an increased number of cases of smuggling nuclear material since the collapse of the Soviet Union, it is rare for uranium of this quality and quantity of to appear on the black market. 
The men were arrested by local anti-terrorist police last Wednesday morning in a hotel room in the Black Sea port of Batumi, apparently finalizing plans for selling the weapons-grade uranium. 
About 1.7kg of what is believed to be uranium-235 stood inside a large glass jar, wrapped in a plastic bag, on the hotel room floor. It is believed to have been heading for Turkey, which is often used as a transit point. The final destination is not known. 
The US says that the countries seeking uranium on the black market include North Korea and Iran. Iraq is not thought to be among the buyers in this instance, since it knows how to enrich uranium. 
There is no independent confirmation of the US claim that North Korea and Iraq have a nuclear capability.” 

The US and Britain accuse Baghdad of developing chemical, biological and nuclear weapons in defiance of UN resolutions passed during the 1991 Gulf crisis. 

A lot of uranium was smuggled in the mid-90s and there has been another surge in the past two years: 


July 2001 
French police find five grams of enriched uranium in the possession of a French swindler in Paris. A man is arrested in Germany for allegedly stealing contaminated plutonium 
January-March 2001 
20 cases of illegal trafficking in radioactive materials, with thefts in Germany, Romania, South Africa and Mexico. 
April 2000 
Detectives in Colombia seize £1m-worth of enriched uranium from an animal feed salesman. 920 grams of enriched uranium found in Georgia 
July 1995-April 2000 
13 seizures in western Europe and 41 along southern routes through Turkey, the Caucasus, Central Asia and Middle East. 
May 1991-June 1995 
53 seizures in western Europe and 11 along the southern routes. 
1994 
Colombian arrested in Frankfurt traveling from Moscow with plutonium in his suitcase. Turned out to be a sting by German intelligence. 

It is compelling to view current events through the eyes of the prophet. For more concerning the "40 years" we find ourselves in, please read a message quote study at: 

www.messagequotes.8m.net 
click on "quote books" 
scroll down to the study: 
"Now, where are we at friends?" 
click to open 
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