BRITAIN

Carrington counters
support for beams

by Mark Burdman

Hours before the British government began its propaganda
war against American military action in Grenada, the Oct.
24 House of Lords defense debate was, ironically, the scene
of the first-ever endorsement by a British official of the stra-
tegic doctrine enunciated by President Ronald Reagan on
March 23, 1983, for development of directed-energy anti-
ballistic missile systems.

Lord Neil Cameron, Marshal of the Royal Air Force and
former Chief of the Defense Staff from 1977-79, stated: “The
Air Force of this country, I am sure, has the financial re-
sources and imagination to use new technologies. . . . I'm
sure that the Lords will have read President Reagan’s March
23 ‘Star Wars’ speech.” Cameron quoted from those portions
of the President’s March 23 speech outlining how ABM
systems could in the future remove the threat of incoming
nuclear missiles, and concluded: “President Reagan was talk-
ing about lasers and beam weapons. . . . Many distinguished
scientists in this country express great cynicism about the
ability to achieve such systems. Well, I have heard all that
before. In my view, it is not too early to start thinking about
what the achievement of such systems would do for interna-
tional stability.”

Although cautious in content, Cameron’s statement could
be read as an attempt to launch a public discussion about the
beam weapons policy option for the Western Alliance and
for the United Kingdom. In British society, ideas of a deci-
sive strategic nature are generated from the top and are fil-
tered down, and the fact that Cameron, for years a special
air-defense adviser to the monarchy, would issue this state-
ment has great significance.

But the obstacles to supporting a beam weapons strategy
are shown by the fact that not one word of what Cameron
said has appeared in any of the major British dailies. In the
two weeks following Oct. 24, the policy-making momentum
in the Establishment has consolidated in favor of the Foreign
Office and its mentors in the circles of Henry Kissinger’s
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prestigious patron Lord Peter Carrington. The former For-
eign Secretary’s grouping, with its preciously guarded back-
channel ties into the Soviet KGB and with its financial links
to the hardcore pro-Nazi financial circles of continental Eu-
rope, fanatically opposes the content and implications of
President Reagan’s policy speech, and is doing everything in
its power to stop it, including purging or demoting those
“Churchillians” favorable to the beam-weapons perspective
(see EIR, Nov. 8).

Carrington & Co. are determined to open a process of
“dialogue” with their friends in Moscow behind Reagan’s
back. Mrs. Thatcher’s extraordinary Nov. 7 attack against
possible American moves to punish Syria for its terrorist
actions in Lebanon is a clue to how far the Foreign Office is
prepared to go in delivering its assets in the Middle East into
an accommodation with Moscow, and, more generally, shows
how determined these British are to prevent a reinvigoration
of American strategic capabilities around the globe.

Financially, the British government’s monetarist policy
is having a complementary effect of effectively disengaging
Britain from active defense of the West. In the first days of
November, the British Treasury announced £1 billion de-
fense budget cuts, which are anticipated not only to hit at
British capabilities of maintaining and upgrading conven-
tional forces, but to cut significantly into on-budget spending
for R&D in frontier technologies for air-defense systems.

In the view of British supporters of beam weapons, this
is compounded by decisions over the past few years to invest
significant sums in Trident submarines, which are expected
to be obsolete by the time of their deployment in the mid-
1990s. “The problems hinge around this utterly inane deci-
sion to buy the Tridents,” a British military official exclaimed
Nov. 8. “Nine billion pounds for four bloody submarines!
It’s plumb crazy!”

The implications of beam-weapons development and its
technological spin-offs into the civilian economy are also
ideologically resisted by the British interests committed to
the goal of a neo-feudalist “post-industrial society.” In the
U.K., there has grown up a cult-like mystique over the tech-
nologies of computers, progressing toward an Orwellian “In-
formation Age” technocracy. Not surprisingly, those British
architects of the “post-industrial” conception like the Tavis-
tock Institute of London (privately) and British intelligence
scientific adviser Lord Solly Zuckerman (publicly, in The
Spectator magazine of summer 1983) have launched broad-
sides against President Reagan’s new strategy.

The same biases against what one strategist derisively
labeled “American technological optimism” are widely ex-
pressed in London policy think tanks like the International
Institute for Strategic Studies and the Royal Institute for
International Affairs. They have mobilized their American
affiliates against the Reagan policy; if Britain itself resists
developing new technologies, British power in the world is
meaningless unless others are deprived of these technologies
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at the same time.

Who is supporting beams?

There are nonetheless signs that much is stirring in the
United Kingdom on the beam-weapons question. Whatever
utopian fanaticisms may prevail in the Carrington crowd
about a neo-feudalist world empire, certain Establishment
circles are realistic enough to comprehend that if the United
States and the Soviet Union are each committing tens of
billions of dollars in beam weapons research over the next
years, Britain simply cannot be left out of the act.

Hence the Financial Times of London’s science editor
David Fishlock has twice in the past weeks, most recently on
Nov. 2, written detailed features on the technologies of laser-
and directed-energy weapons systems, including technical
fine points that have appeared almost nowhere else in the
internaional press. British Broadcasting Corporation’s widely
viewed “Panorama” show telecast on Sept. 5 a feature on the
debate around “Star Wars.” While leaning toward scare-
mongering about the new American strategic doctrine, the
show nonetheless broke the wall of silence on the beam-
weapons question that had existed up to that point on British
television.

EIR is not privy to secret off-budget allotments being
made by the British for R&D into laser and beam-weapons-
related research, but the laser work being done in laboratories
like Rutherford, with the aid of French technologies, is known
to be some of the best in the-world. In September of this year,
between 200 and 300 U K. laser physicists congregated at
the University of Sussex to receive a special briefing from
University of Birmingham political scientist Neville Brown
“to familiarize British laser physicists with directed-energy
weapons systems.”

British scientific circles are undoubtedly aware that a
workable x-ray laser “pop-up” system developed by the United
States would require British participation, in view of Brit-
ain’s strategic location in the overall context of Western
defense capabilities.

The better traditions of British scientific efforts as applied
to military-defense technologies involve a bias in favor of
“new frontier” thinking about air defense in particular. These
are the traditions that Lord Carrington would prefer to see
purged from British life and which, as typified by the cases
of Churchill-circle scientists R. V. Jones and Frederick Lin-
demann during World War II, met with enormous resistance
at that time from an Establishment prejudiced against new
ideas. But Britain could not have prevailed against the Nazis
without individuals like this; the tenacity of this impulse,
especially under conditions where British survival is itself at
stake, cannot be underestimated as a reserve that could be
tapped under conditions of strategic crisis.

The impulse is exemplified in a famous Aug. 8, 1938,
letter to the Times of London by Churchill’s scientific advisor
Lindemann, which is relevant to the issue of beam defense
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today. It read in part:

It seemed to be taken for granted on all sides that
there is, and can be, no defense against bombing aero-
planes and that we must rely entirely upon counter-
attack and reprisals. . . . If no protective contrivance
can be found and we are reduced to a policy of re-
prisals, the temptation to be ‘quickest on the draw’
will be tremendous. It seems not too much to say that
bombing aeroplanes in the hands of gangster govern-
ments might jeopardize the whole future of our West-
ern civilization. To adopt a defeatist attitude in the
face of such a threat is inexcusable until it has been
definitely shown that all the resources of science and
invention have been exhausted. . . . The whole weight
and influence of government should be thrown into
the scale to endeavor to find such a solution. All decent
men and honorable governments are equally con-
cerned to obtain security against attacks from the air
and to achieve it no effort and no sacrifice is too great.

Adherents to this outlook, while small in number, have
in certain cases—most notably that of Air Vice-Marshal
Stewart Menaul—been vocal in asserting the need for Britain
to embark on an ambitious program around beam-weapons,
in terms both of British research efforts and support for
President Reagan’s March 23 policy. Sources in this circle,
who form a science/defense-policy advisory group with in-
puts into 10 Downing Street, indicate that organizing efforts
to expand support for beam weapons development in the
U.K. will become more concrete in early 1984, as more
preparatory groundwork is laid in relevant scientific, mili-
tary, and strategic circles.

While the policy commitment here is admirable, the
intensity of the Carrington deployment in the U.K. requires
an immediate political counter attack even for the early-
1984 schedule to work. And the rapid worsening of the
strategic situation globally would also dictate something
more resolute, like the kind of actions that Churchill and
his scientific advisers were prepared to take in the portentous
days of 1940 against the Nazi air-power threat.

Such a “Churchillian” action would in tum have im-
portant reverberations in the United States. Physicist Dr.
Edward Teller, one of the key architects of President Rea-
gan’s March 23 speech, noted in his recent speech in Texas
that he was confident that Britain would be the first among
the Western allies to support an American commitment for
a “Manhattan Project” approach to beam weapon devel-
opment should the United States itself resolve on such a
course.

Teller’s statement points to the kind of American-British
back-and-forth that is needed to outflank the dangerous stra-
tegic games of Lord Carrington and to meet the Soviet
strategic threat in a serious way.

EIR November 22, 1983



Oil Price. 1983: Problems and Prospects
The LaRouche-Riemann computer projection of an oil
price drop’s failure to produce a U.S. economic recov-
ery. Adetailed analysis of energy consumption patterns
in the U.S. economy. A unique study of the oil drilling,
pipeline, and production sectors in the U.S. and an
overview of London’s role in manipulating the OPEC
price and the world shift away from long-term contracts.
$250. Order Number 83003.

Anglo-Soviet Designs in the Arabian Peninsula
Analysis of the ongoing collaboration between British
intelligence and the Soviet KGB to end U.S. influence in
the Middle East. Details Britishoperationsvis-a-vis Sau-
di Arabia, Anglo-Soviet plans for Iran, and the growing
links between Israel and the Soviet Union.

$250. Order Number 83002.

Prospects for Instability in the Persian Gulf
This recently updated report triggered the October 1982
complaint by the New Scientist magazine, a British in-
telligence outlet, about the growing influence of EIR in
the Middle East. Includes analysis of threats to the cur-
rent Saudi regime, analysis of the Saudi military forces,
and dossiers on left-wing and pro-Khomeini networks.
$250. Order Number 82014.

Will Moscow Become the Third Rome?: How the KGB
Controls the Peace Movement
The Soviet governmentis collaborating with the Russian
Orthodox Church to sabotage President Reagan’s pro-
posal for the superpowers to develop defensive beam
weapons to end the age of nuclear terror. “Soviet policy
under Yuri Andropov is presently shaped by dominant
influence of the 500-year-old mystical prophecy that the
Czar of Holy Rus shall become the ruler of the Third,
and Final, Roman Empire.” It documents that Soviet
intelligence is running the U.S. nuclear freeze “peace”
movement, and includes an eyewitness report on the
May 24 meeting in Minneapolis of 25 high-level Soviet
intelligence agents and U.S. freeze leaders.

$250. Order Number 83011.

EIR Special Reports

The Strategic Secret Behind the Korean
Airline Massacre
“Reading this report places you in the position of the
privileged person in July 1914 or August 1939, who
could have been competently briefed on the essential
strategic issues which might lead to the outbreak of a
possible world war,” wrote EIR Editor-in-Chief Criton
Zoakos in the introduction to this report. It reveals the
strategic setting of the decision taken by Moscow’s high
command to shoot down a commercial airliner carrying
269 civilians: an act which must be understood as a
threat to launch nuclear war rather than allow President
Reagan to develop strategic defensive energy-beam
weapons.

$250. Order Number 83011

The Coming Reorganization of U.S. Banking:
Who Benefits by Deregulation?
Crisis legislation is already prepared to reorganize U.S.
banking, and put the U.S. domestic credit system in the
hands of a small, privately held bankers’ cartel dominat-
ed by the Swiss-based Bank for International Settle-
ments and Morgan and Citibank interests. By taking full
advantage of crisis conditions, legislation will be forced
through Congress which will allow the Federal Reserve
to control of entire economy.

$250. Order Number 83014

Who Controls America’s Food Supply? National
Security and the Destruction of U.S. Agriculture
U.S. agricultural production is being turned into a politi-
cal policy weapon, controlled by the same financial in-
terests which carried out the world oil crises. This report
documents how a few multinationals control the greatest
proportion of U.S. grain, meat-packing, and fertilizer
production and shipment, and describes how America’s
“last productive entrepreneurs,” the family farmers, are
being forced off the farm by massive indebtedness due
to the Fed's high-interest-rate policy. The report also
describes the real, unfilled demands for increasing world
food production.

$250. Order Number 83020.

ittt T T T T T T =
| EXECUTIVE INTELLIGENCE REVIEW :
: | would like to receive these EIR Special Reports: |
I Order Number(s) Name :
| O Billmefor$ O Enclosedis $ Title i
: Please charge to my (O VISA O Master Charge Company i
i O Diners Club O Carte Blanche i
} Card No. Address :
= Signature Exp. Date City State Zip i
| Telephone( ) i
l area code l
1 Make checks payable to: |
| EIR/Campaigner Publications, Dept. MC-1, 304 West 58th Street, 5th floor, New York, N.Y. 10019 (212) 247-8820 or (800) 223-5594 x 818 i



