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Disclaimer: All opinions expressed in this booklet are those of the individual contributors and 
are not necessarily shared by the decommissioners.
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the decommissioners in January 2009 pales into

151 are both

EDO MBM/ITT are a key partner in the develop-
ment of Raytheon’s Paveway guided bomb 
programme. The Paveway bomb was the most 

used air weapon in the 2003 attack on Iraq. 70% 
of all munitions launched in the initial ‘shock and 
awe’ bombing were Paveway bombs. Records 
show EDO MBM have exported parts to the US 
company General Dynamics, that make the bomb 
bodies of the US Paveway bombs on a regular 
basis at least  since 2006. EDO MBM currently 
manufacture hardbacks and ancillaries for the 
new generation of UK Paveway IV guided bombs 
as part of a global assembly line that stretches 
from the US to Sardinia. Since 2003, hundreds of 
thousands of people have been killed as a direct 
result of the military invasions of Afghanistan and 
Iraq. The guided bombs used in these immoral 
and illegal acts of aggression were directly and 
knowingly assisted by EDO MBM’s research and 
development of the Paveway system.

On these facts alone, EDO MBM/ITT are com-
plicit in crimes against humanity and war crimes 
under international law. Any damage done to their 
factory by the decommissioners action in January 
2009 pales into insignifi cance when this is taken 
into account. But EDO MBM’s complicity goes 
further still...

EDO AND ISRAEL

Since 2004 two managing directors of the compa-
ny have confi rmed the company owns the patents 
of two essential components used by the Israeli 
Air Force F16 aircraft called the VER-2.

Open sources and statements by directors of the 
company prove that the Zero Retention Force Arm-
ing Unit and the Ejector Release Unit (ERU) 151 
are both used in the VER-2 bomb rack. In 1990, 
Flight International reported that the Lucas Western 
‘Zero Retention Force Arming Unit’ had ‘already 
been fi tted to Tornados, Israeli F-16s, Australian 
F-111s, USAF F-15Es and USN A-6s and A-7s’. Be-
tween 2003 and 2007 EDO MBM advertised on its 
Brighton website that it was ‘actively manufacturing’ 

the EDO MBM Zero Retention Force Arming Unit.

EDO MBM advertised the VER-2 until 2004 when 
managing director David Jones hastily removed 
it because, as he stated under oath ’we were 
experiencing protests‘ and ‘didn’t want to adver-
tise what we particularly do to outside people who 
were likely to use it against us’.

EDO MBM’s website continues to advertise the 
ERU-151 while directors of the company have 
denied under oath that it has ever been made, 
sold, exported by them or by anyone else. How-
ever during an investigation buy the Informa-
tion Commissioner in 2008 the UK Government 
Department for Business (DBIS) admitted that 
since 2000 the company had applied for arms 
trade export licenses to export the ERU-151 but 
refused to disclose dates, or destinations, claim-
ing this might damage the commercial interests 
of the fi rm. 

In March 2009 both the UK Government and the 
Information Commissioner confi rmed that these 
license applications had been approved. 

In August 2009 the Head of Export Policy Unit at 
the UK government Export Control Organization 
admitted that these licenses had not been found 
in initial 2007 searches of the license documents 
under a Freedom of Information Act request, or 
during a further four week internal review, be-
cause the company had described the ERU-151 
in its applications in an ‘unconventional’ way. 
Despite this the Government claim that this does 
not prove that directors lied in court about the 
ERU-151 because it is possible the licenses were 
never used. The Department of Business claim 
they do not collect information about when mili-
tary export licenses are actually used.

Currently EDO MBM has 55 arms export licenc-
es in force The company may also be describing 
the military items to be exported in an ‘uncon-
ventional’ manner so as to escape the scrutiny 
of arms export controls. The same tactic may be 



widespread throughout the arms industry and the 
thousands of companies that export military com-
ponents every year without any of the scrutiny 
that EDO MBM  have been placed under.

On 21 April 2009 Foreign Offi ce minister David 
Miliband admitted in parliament that UK mili-
tary components had been used by the Israeli 
Air Force in its attacks on Gaza. ‘British made 
components for F16s have been exported to the 
United States where Israel was the ultimate end-
user,’ he said. The next day another FCO minister 
Bill Rammell, Deputy Head of the Counter Pro-
liferation Department stated before the Commit-
tees On Arms Export Control. ‘We believe that 
there is IDF equipment that was used in Opera-
tion Cast Lead, and it almost certainly contained 
British-supplied components’. In respect of F16s, 
helicopters and armoured personnel carriers, 
either on an incorporated or an unincorporated 
basis, there have been no approvals since Leba-
non 2006.’ Under a fi ve year Standard Individual 
Export Licence (SIEL), if the ERU-151 licence 
was approved in 2002, then EDO MBM could 
still have been exporting it directly to Israel up to 

2007. If approved around the time of the Leba-
non war of 2006, then EDO MBM could still have 
been making and exporting it to Israel indirectly, 
via the USA, France or another country, right 
up to the time of the decommissioning action. It 
is very probable that such contracts include the 
regular provision of spares and replacement parts 
for the equipment that EDO MBM have owned 
the sole patent to since 1998.

As of August 2009 the UK government refuses 
to confi rm or deny if they hold any information 
relating to EDO MBM/ITT’s exports to Israel. The 
Government claim international relations with 
allied governments could be damaged by any 
such disclosure, and any disclosure of exports to 
sensitive destinations could lead to the company 
being targeted by ‘pressure groups’ in further 
acts of direct action. The question arises. If there 
is nothing to hide, why do the UK government 
refuse to provide information. All this contingent 
evidence leads us to just one highly probable 
conclusion. EDO MBM are arming Israel.

By the Scintilla Research Project

May Day anti-EDO protest in Brighton
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remand in prison [at time of writing].
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The Buddhist precept (training guideline) of 
non-harm, known as ahimsa within the Ghan-
dian way of life, is seen as enough for a spiri-

tual life by many. Gandhi promoted the principle 
of ahimsa very successfully by applying it to all 
spheres of life, particularly to politics. His non-vio-
lent resistance movement satyagraha had an im-
mense impact on India, impressed public opinion 
in Western countries and infl uenced the leaders of 
civil rights movements such as Martin Luther King.

Ghandi thought ahimsa precludes not only the 
act of infl icting a physical injury, but also mental 
states like evil thoughts and hatred, unkind be-
havior such as harsh words, dishonesty and lying, 
all of which he saw as manifestations of violence 
incompatible with ahimsa.

However the precept of non-harm can be inter-
preted in an individualistic way so one can just 
look after the ethics of ones own personal life. 
This can lead to a tendency for Buddhists to lead 
a conservative and quietist path.
I travelled to India a couple of years ago and 
was impressed by the very dynamic style of Bud-
dhism of the Dalits, the oppressed, who followed 
Dr Ambedkar, an ex-untouchable himself, the fi rst 
Law Minister of India. There are some Buddhist 
academics who say Buddha’s teachings have been 
misunderstood, a fundamental aspect of the Dhar-
ma (teachings) is to bring about social change.

So what is nonviolent direct action (NVDA)?
Nonviolence by itself is passive, but alongside di-
rect action it becomes active, preventing violence. 

This in turn leads to the dilemma that NVDA can 
be done with a hurtful and hateful intention. When 
this happens then the cycle of violence can be 
perpetuated. I personally don’t have a problem 
with damaging property which is designed to kill 
people. Our action at EDO was taken at night so 
nobody would feel threatened or be harmed ac-
cidently by our actions. 
I am inspired by the Ploughshares movement 
which is faith based and takes its inspiration from 
the Old Testament prophesy to ‘beat swords into 
ploughshares’. The ploughshares follow several 
principles in their actions which are key to both 
the effectiveness of the action and the strength of 
their faith based aspect, notably:

- Speaking truth to power – being accountable, 

identifying themselves and explaining their rea-
sons for such extreme action.

- Subverting punishment – Being willing to ac-
cept the consequences of their actions. Trust-
worthy support is indispensable to actions with 
serious consequences. 

Militarism
The brutality,bloodshed,hatred and killing caused 
by warfare between nations is a symptom of a 
sickness within the hearts of those involved.

Maybe we can’t do much about others hearts 
but there are practical aspects of the arms trade 
which can be given attention.

• Arms manufacture consumes vast fi nancial and 
material resources which could be used else-
where in society.
• Large military corporations use blatantly corrupt 
practices to acquire business. BAE are good at this!
• Arms are sold to governments who are known to 
abuse human rights.
• Armed confl ict becomes the only method of con-
fl ict resolution.
• Arms manufacturers have a vested interest in 
wars and have links within governments which pro-
mote ‘Hawkish attitudes in the corridors of power’.
• Wars cause much of the migration and refugee 
problems worldwide.
• We are all brutalised by the glorifi cation of wars, 
violence and guns.
• Militarism opposes equality between the sexes 
because it relies on the degradation of women. 
Rape is used as a weapon and a military tactic.
In our modern society there are many examples 
of the state wanting to control space and in reality 
not being able to do this. This leads to the state 
lashing out due to its loss of infl uence. War at-
tempts to destroy open and shared space.
In  Columbia social activists describe a term 
called ‘social weaving’ which is the act of creating 
invisible threads between people as part of the 
repair of social networks and a counter to the fear 
of state repression. 
Social action against war is effective. In Greece, 
Spain and Italy it has been possible to ward off 
the militaristic aspirations of the state. 
Social space is vital for dialogue which makes 
confl ict resolution possible.
Bob is one of the EDO Decommisioners

Activism as spiritual practice – very brief notes from a beginner
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For the full story of the Loch Goil action, legal arguments and Trident Ploughshares disarma-
ment actions see Angie Zelter, ‘Trident on Trial – the case for people’s disarmament’, published 
by Luath, 2001. ISBN 978-1842820049
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to the logo on his jacket, “You can’t arrest me, I 
work here!”
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THE NIGHT EDO WAS SMASHED
Ornella Saibene

I did it for my brother, who had to fi ght a war that wasn’t his.

I did it for my sister who has been raped again and again.

I did it for the millions who have been dispossessed, the refugees deprived of their homes,

I did it for the widows and the orphans.

I did it for the tortured in their lonely cells.

I did it for the politicians who have not listened 
to the voice of the people.

I did it for some kind of justice.

Ornella is one of the EDO decommissioners
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S U P P O R T  T H E  P R I S O N E R S

One decommissioner is still on remand and could be there until trial:

Please tag donations as ‘prisoner support’. Prisoners are often moved at short 
notice, so check websites below before posting letters.

For more info see www.smashedo.org.uk
decommisioners.wordpress.com








