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The Ghost of Bertrand Russell
Stalks Cheney-Rumsteld Pentagon

by Jeffrey Steinberg

The United States nuclear weapons policy known asthe“neg-  cial Gen. Leonid Ivashov was correct, in early 2002, in de-
ative security assurance” aimed at stopping the proliferatiomouncing the new utopian “mini-nuke” scheme as a form of

of nuclear weapons and encouraging all nations not currently Malthusian warfare. Such madness has not been seen sin
possessing nuclear weapons to sign the Non-Proliferatiohord Bertrand Russell, at the close of World War Il, called
Treaty (NPT) and other treaties, was publicly promulgateda  forthe U.S.A. to use its monopoly on nuclear weapons to pre-
guarter-century ago. On June 12, 1978, Secretary of Statmptively attack the Soviet Union and establish an Anglo-
Cyrus Vance addressed the United Nations Security Council ~ American-run world government.

and delivered a pledge from the U.S. government that

America would never use nuclear weapons against a nortNukesin the New World Order’

nuclear power, except under the unique circumstances of that The corpse of the Soviet empire had not yet been interred
country joining with one of the nuclear powers in an attack  when the Russellite idea of pre-emptive nuclear war began to
onthe U.S.A. orits allies. be revived. According to Canadian arms control activist Dr.

In 1995, Secretary of State Warren Christopher reaffirmed Fred Knelman, the March 1990 Joint Chiefs of Staff “Military
Washington’s commitment to the negative security assurNet Assessment” focused on “increasingly capable Third
ance, and on April 11, 1995, the other four permanent mem-  World threats” of developing weapons of mass destruction
bers of the UN Security Council (China, Russia, Great Britain (WMD), and demanded that the United States retain and mod-
and France), all nuclear powers, ratified a Security Council ernize a wide range of nuclear weapons.
resolution embracing the same principle. Immediately after Operation Desert Storm, Secretary of

Buton Feb. 22,2002, John Bolton, the seniorarms control ~ the Air Force Donald Rice told Congress that the United
and disarmament official at the State Department, and a leatates must “deter emerging regional nuclear capabilities.”
ing neo-conservative hawk, repudiated the negative security In response, then-Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney issued
assurance as “an unrealistic view of the international situatop-secret “Nuclear Weapons Employment Policy” (NU-
tion,” in the aftermath of Sept. 11. Bolton’s announcement  WEP), formally tasking military planning for the use of nu-
that the Bush Administration was abandoning a 24-year U.clear weapons against Third World nations thought to be ca-
policy thathad been endorsed by all of the UN Security Coun- pable of developing WMDs. In April 1991, Los Alamos
cil Permanent Five, was no isolated act of utopian hubris omNational Laboratory issued the first written proposal for the
his part. A month earlier, the Administration had provided development of a new generation of mini-nukes, for possible
the Congress with its Nuclear Posture Review, which hadise against the Third World.
openly discussed the use of nuclear weapons against seven According to aretired senior military source familiar with
countries—Russia, China, Iraq, Iran, North Korea, Libya, andhese events, nuclear weapons designers and strategists at
Syria—only two of which provably had nuclear weapons. America’s leading government laboratories, fearing serious

Anin-depthreview b¥EIRhas turned up chillingevidence “peace dividend” budget cuts in the wake of the collapse of
that a group of utopian war planners, who now hold critical ~ the Soviet Union, began aggressively promoting the need for
posts in the Pentagon civilian bureaucracy and in the Office a§uch a new generation of mini-nukes, to provide a credible
the Vice President, have been promoting a new U.S. imperial deterrentto Third World states, developing biological, chemi-
doctrine of offensive nuclear war against Third World targetscal, and nuclear WMDs. The United States could never use
foradozenyears, and are now well on the way to putting their ~ strategic nuclear weapons against Third World targets, their
mad scheme into practice. As bad as the Dr. Strangelove Colafgument went. Therefore, it needed to invest research and
War doctrine of Mutually Assured Destruction (MAD) was, development dollars in the new generation of nuclear weap-
these utopians are now promoting a doctrine of “Unilateralons that could credibly be used against Third World “rogue
Assured Destruction,” to literally terrorize the world intosub-  state” targets.

mitting to a new, mini-nuke-armed Pax Americana. In the Summer of 1991, a team of Los Alamos nuclear
Russian Academician and former Defense Minister offi-  weapons scientists delivered a briefing to the Defense Science
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Board, provocatively titled “Potential Uses for Low-Yield
Nuclear Weaponsinthe New World Order.” Gen. LeeButler,
who headed the Strategic Air Command (soon to be rein-
vented as the Strategic Command, StratCom), created a De-
terrent Study Group, which reported its recommendations to
SAC in Autumn of 1991. The panel was chaired by former
Air Force Secretary Thomas Reed, and co-chaired by Col.
Michael Wheeler. While Reed and Wheel er weretheprincipal
authorsof the study, acuriouslist of advisorswere tapped for
their input, among them: John Deutch, future Deputy Defense
Secretary and CIA Director; Fred Iklg, former Deputy De-
fense Secretary, co-chair of the Wohlstetter Commission, and
suspected member of the* X Committee” of Isragli spieswho
ran Jonathan Pollard; current National Security Advisor Con-
doleezzaRice; and future CIA Director R. James Wool sey.
The Reed Report recommended that U.S. nuclear weap-
ons be retargeted at “every reasonable adversary around the
globe,” and called for the creation of nuclear-armed strike
forces to counter “nuclear weapons states [that] are likely to
emerge.” It alsorecommended “fi rst use” of nuclear weapons,
where U.S. forces faced conventional “impending annihila-
tion ... at remote places around the globe,” according to
William M. Arkinand Robert S. Norris, whowrote ascathing
critique of the Reed Reportinthe April 1992 issue of Bulletin
of the Atomic Scientisf¢ Tiny Nukesfor Mini-Minds").
Perhapsthe most explicit statement to appear in the Reed
Report promoting anew generati on of exotic nuclear weapons
wasthefollowing: “ Thetechnology isnow in handto devel op
power projection weapons and very low yield nuclear weap-
onsin earth penetrators with precision guidance.”
Simultaneous to the Reed Report, two Los Alamos nu-
clear weapons scientistswho had participated inthe July 1991
Defense Science Board briefing, Thomas Dowler and Joseph
Howard, published a provocative piece in the Autumn 1991
issueof Strategic Reviewitled “ Countering the Threat of the
Well-Armed Tyrant: A Modest Proposal for Smaller Nuclear
Weapons.” They argued, “The existing U.S. nuclear arsena
had no deterrent effect on Saddam and is unlikely to deter
a future tyrant.” They argued for “the development of new
nuclear weapons of very low yields, with destructive power
proportional to the risks we will face in the new world envi-
ronment,” and they specifically called for the development
and deployment of “micro-nukes’ (with explosiveyield of 10
tons), “mini-nukes’ (100 tons), and “tiny-nukes’ (1 kiloton).
Dowler and Howard concluded: “Wedoubt that any Presi-
dent would authorize the use of the nuclear weapons in our
present arsena against Third World nations. It is precisely
this doubt that leads us to argue for the development of sub-
kiloton weapons.”

‘Bush 41’ RebuffstheMadmen

At this time, the U.S. Air Force launced “Project
PLYWD” (“Precision Low-Yield Weapons Design,” pro-
nounced “ Project Plywood”) to investigate“ acredible option
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The famous one-
world Malthusian
“pacifist” Bertrand
Russell’'s public
demands for pre-
emptive nuclear
attacks on the
Soviet Union, from
1946-50, are
echoing in the halls
of the Pentagon
now.

to counter the employment of nuclear weapons by Third
World nations.” PLYWD was the outgrowth of a Dec. 17,
1991 briefing by lab scientists and nuclear plannersto ajoint
session of the Defense Science Board and the Defense Policy
Board, on “potential NSNF (non-strategic nuclear forces)
weapons conceptsfor the 21st Century,” according to a Janu-
ary 1993 Bulletin of the Atomic Scientisexposé by Arkin
(“Nuclear Junkies: Those Lovable Little Bombs').

In January 1992 testimony before the Congress, Reed let
it al hang out: “It is not difficult to entertain a nightmarish
vision, inwhichafuture Saddam Hussein threatens American
forces abroad, U.S. alies or friends, and perhaps even the
U.S. itself, with nuclear, biological, or chemical weapons,”
herailed. “If that wereto happen, U.S. nuclear weapons may
well bearesourcefor seeking to deter execution of thethreat.”
Reed then launched into a direct attack on the negative secu-
rity assurance of 1978, telling the Congress, “We are not
comfortablewith the. . . suggestion that anation can engage
in any level of chemical or biological aggression and still be
shielded by an American non-nuclear pledge.”

Defense Secretary Cheney had opened the first-use Pan-
dora’s Box with his Nuclear Weapons Employment Policy
secret mandate, right after Desert Storm. But it appears that
President George H.W. Bush was not swayed. On Sept. 27,
1991, Bush declared that the U.S. would eliminate al of its
ground-based tactical nuclear weapons. In his January 1992
State of the Union message, he announced plansto reducethe
entire U.S. arsenal of non-strategic nuclear weapons. And on
Oct. 2, 1992, Bush the Elder approved a moratorium on nu-
clear weapons testing, a serious blow to those advocating
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Stockpile Stewardship Conference Planning Meeting Minules
10 January 2003
Pentagon, Room 30312

0930-1200
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weaasns  Ambassador Lintan Brooks [NWE member and Acting Admiristrator, NNSA) and General Peter Pace
[NWC memba- and Yice Chairman, Jount Chiefs of Staff) replicd to e roma, cipressing her support fer e
comiarence anc offedng comments on bs expecled conlent. The scepe of ke canferenae then svolved to inclhade
aceil pral lopics associgled with the ruclear deterren: in a post-Muclear Posiure Review enwronmert. The
Stocsplle Stawardship Canference will be used to presenl the resu ts of the work of four panels to the AWC, and
athers as appropriate. arc to estabhsh recommendations for 1e way-ahead. Altheugh: the conferance wil
LONSI e 1S5ues related 19 nuclear tesing. 1t is nat the policy of the Administration 1o retum to nuclear twesting

ACTIOM: The E: tive C

bers agreed Lo revise the draft purpose stalement.

Furpgse. In concedt with the NPR, evaluate Mo esuos of maintning cankdence in ke nuclear delarrent; evaluate the
(1SME T pur rorreant assessment process and ways (o reducd those nEKE and the coeranl and plannsd infrasiruclure
capacty and sapabilly.

Fs

“he organization of the conference was discussed.  Mr. Aldridge, the NWC Chairman, will chair the confarence
and Admeal Elg (STRATCOM) will nast it. The preparatory work will ba perdarrred by four panels  An Execuhve
Commitee (ExCom}, chaized by Or. Dale Kla n, will provide oversigl, assure that the work of the panels -3 in
alignment throughcut the process, integrate the find.ng of the wnels, and plan e conference.  To assure
angnment ¢l the panels, it was agreed that ine ExCom would moel several bmas during Lhe process to rev.ew the
progress of the parels. It was agreed that the ‘our panel chairs wll be part of the £xCom. The members are.

measure, which was passed and signed
into law by President Clinton, defined
low-yield nukes as having ayield of five
kilotonsor less. All the micro-, mini- and
tiny-nukes envisioned by Dowler and
Howard were, in effect, placed in the
deep freeze.

Or were they? In his prescient Janu-
ary 1993 Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists
piece, “Nuclear Junkies,” Arkin had
warned, “The programs are far from
dead. Support for [mini-nukes] has
spread like a virus, infecting the nuclear
|aboratories, the Air Force and the Navy,
Strategic Command (formerly SAC), the
Defense Nuclear Agency, and the Cen-
tral and European Commands. ... Nu-
clear enthusiasts publicly describe con-
tinued nuclear testing and research as a
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way for the labs to maintain ‘nuclear
competence’ and to prevent technologi-
cal surprisein the future—with the side-
benefit of improving weapons safety.
They say they have no hidden agenda.

The recently leaked announcement of a Jan. 10 meeting in the Pentagon which aimed to
begin a period of operational studies and trials of mini-nuclear weapons for use against

“rogue states.”

the devel opment of anew generation of mini-nukes, “bunker
busters,” and other exotic nuclear weapons that would all
require live-fire testing.

Bush’ sstancewas at oddswith the Pentagon and weapons
lab utopians, who continued to peddl e the idea of integrating
offensive nuclear weapons into the new post-Cold War doc-
trine of pre-emptive imperia wars. After several false starts
and behind-the-scenes policy brawls, Cheney and hisutopian
aides got in the final word—after Bush lost his 1992 re-elec-
tion campaign. The January 1993 “Defense Strategy for the
1990s,” in only slightly Aesopian language, peddied theidea
of offensive nukesagainst Third World targets. The principal
author of the “ Defense Strategy” was |. Lewis Libby, then a
deputy to Assistant Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz, and
currently chief of staff and chief national security advisor to
Vice President Cheney. Libby is also notorious as the long-
timeattorney for Isragli-Russian Mafiya” Godfather” and Ar-
iel Sharon-booster, Marc Rich.

Laying Low But Moving Ahead

Shortly after Bill Clinton entered the WhiteHouse, Repre-
sentatives John Spratt (D-S.C.) and Elizabeth Furse (D-Ore.)
introduced an attachment to the FY 1994 defense authoriza-
tion bill, prohibiting U.S. weapons labs from conducting any
research and devel opment onlow-yield nuclear weapons. The

68 Nationd

... But behind the traditional ‘safety’
advocates hide a new, post-Gulf War
constituent—nuclear zesalots intent on
developing a new generation of small
nuclear weapons designed for waging
wars in the Third World.”

Indeed, buried deep within the vast Pentagon bureau-
cracy, at least one mini-nuke program was carried al theway
through, from research and devel opment to field deployment,
during the Clinton era. Greg Mello, director of the Los
Alamos Study Group, penned a most revealing article in the
June 1, 1997 Washington Post, under theheadline, “ TheBirth
of aNew Bomb—sShades of Dr. Strangelove: Will WeLearn
to Lovethe B61-117

According to Mello, in October 1993, Harold Smith, As-
sistant to the Secretary of Defensefor Atomic Energy, sought
approval to develop an aternative to the B53 high-yield nu-
clear bomb, which wasthe principal “ bunker buster” weapon
in the U.S. arsenal. The B53 was aso the heaviest payload
nuke in use, weighing 8,900 pounds, and only deployable
from the B-52 bombers.

Under the guise of “weapons modernization,” Smith was
pushing the development of the first mini-nuke, the B61-
Mod 11.

By November 1993, despite Spratt-Furce, the Nuclear
Weapons Command Standing Safety Committee had ap-
proved the B61-11 proposal. On Feb. 6, 1995, Deputy Secre-
tary of Defense John Deutch, a veteran of the Reed Panel
advisory board, signed off ontheplan. The project wasplaced
on afast track: On April 18, 1995, the Department of Energy
made a classified request to six Congressmen to get funding
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for the B61-11. The money was flowing by July 1995. On
Nov. 15, 1995 Smith pressed for the weapons|absto acceler-
atethe R& D timetable, sothefirst B61-11 could be delivered
to the military before the end of 1996.

The new nuclear weapon that replaced the B53 weighed
1,200 pounds, and could carry anuclear payload ranging from
300 tons to 340 kilotons.

Even before the first B61-11 was delivered, Smith was
threatening its use. He told a group of Pentagon correspon-
dentsin Spring 1996 that the United States would soon have
anuclear bunker-buster that could destroy an alleged under-
ground Libyan chemical weapons plant at Tarhunah, 40 miles
southeast of the capital, Tripoli, which the United States con-
sidered aseriousthreat. OnMay 7, 1996, Defense Department
spokesman K en Bacon scrambled to repudiate Smith’ sthreat,
telling reporters at aregular Pentagon briefing, “ Thereisno
consideration of using nuclear weapons, and any implication
we would use nuclear weapons against this plant pre-emp-
tively isjust wrong.”

Don’t Forget | srael

Asreported in the preceding article, the current Bush Ad-
ministation, top-heavy with mini-nuke proponents from the
“Bush 41" Pentagon, has put theissue of pre-emptive nuclear
war back onthefront burner. The LosAngeles Timesreported
on Jan. 25, 2003, in an article by Paul Richter, “ Asthe Penta-
gon continuesahighly visiblebuild-up of troopsand weapons
inthe Persian Gulf, itisalso quietly preparing for the possible
use of nuclear weapons in a war against Irag. . . . Military
officialshave been focusing their planning on the use of tacti-
cal nuclear armsin retaliation for a strike by the Iragis with
chemical or biological weapons, or to pre-empt one.” Richter
reported that one plan under considerationwouldinclude*the
possible use of so-called bunker-buster nuclear weapons
against deep buried military targets.”

A senior retired U.S. military intelligence official, close
to the Bush White House, told EIR that President Bush has
not signed off on these nuclear weapons schemes, and that,
beyond the B61-11, no other mini-nukes presently exist in
the U.S. arsenal. Furthermore, he emphasized that even the
untested B61-11 isamost dubious proposition, with amajor-
ity of nuclear experts contending that the idea that such bun-
ker-busters would have limited radioactive spread, was pure
nonsense.

Neverthel ess, the utopian gang in the Bush civilian Penta-
gon bureaucracy and the Office of the Vice President have
thrown their weight behind the idea of pre-emptive nuclear
war against Third World “rogue’ targets. This poses one of
the post profound threats to global peace and stability in a
generation. While there are undoubtedly sane voices in the
U.S. military and intelligence establishment who would
counter thisnew generation of Dr. Strangeloves, werethey to
reach for thenuclear button, whocanvouchfor Ariel Sharon’s
nuclear-armed Israel, which plays a perverse game of “mon-
key see, monkey do,” with Washington' swar party?
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Lieberman Again Claims
Bush'’s Iraq Policy

by Scott Thompson

At the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR) meeting in Wash-
ington, where Democratic Party Presidential pre-candidate
Sen. Joseph Lieberman (D-Conn.) was hosted on Feb. 26
before nationwide TV, the Senator began his speech by say-
ing, “ A funny thing happened today on theway to the Council
to deliver this speech on post-war Irag. We learned tonight
that President Bush plans to talk tonight on the very same
subject. Thisis good news.” In the sequel, Lieberman again
claimed credit for a post-9/11 policy coup d’ état against the
President, ashe had at the Feb. 8-9 Wehrkundemilitary policy
meeting in Munich. There, he boasted, “Y ou might therefore
say that, when it comesto Iraq, President Bush isjust enforc-
ing the McCain-Lieberman policy.”

Both on “regime change” and “ post-Saddam Irag,” Lieb-
erman is exaggerating. Presidential candidate Lyndon
LaRouche noted that President Bush's own Feb. 26 speech,
to the American Enterprise Institute (AEI), wasdrafted by “a
committee,” and reflects the views of the neo-cons, “Wolfo-
witz-Perlecabal chicken-hawks,” Christian Zionists, and oth-
ers. Nonetheless, that televised address by the President on
the question of “post-Saddam Irag,” was drafted with amost
verbatim reprises of aFeb. 13 resolution that Senator Lieber-
man had introduced into Congress on the question; a long
open letter that Lieberman had sent the President on the same
subject that day; and Lieberman’s above-referenced remarks
to the CFR. Particularly echoed, was the demand that imple-
mentation of the Isragli-Palestinian peace agreement must
awaitthetoppling of Iragi President Saddam Hussein—which
in reality, will rather trigger a 100 years war, than peace and
security in the Middle East.

‘Bull Moose' Blackmail

What is the strange hold of Lieberman and Sen. John
McCain (R-Ariz.) over the President? The answer isamatter
of publicrecord. Senator McCain has, likehisherotheimperi-
aist President Teddy Roosevelt, raised the threat of bolting
the Republican Party to run on a “Bull Moose” Third Party
ticket in 2004. In 1912, when President TR did this, he threw
the re-election of incumbent Republican President William
Taft to Democrat and Ku Klux Klan promoter, President
Woodrow Wilson.

As McCain sycophant Elizabeth Drew documentsin her
book Citizen McCain (New Y ork: Simon & Schuster, 2002),
all the infrastructure for such a“Bull Moose” option, which
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