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Abstrakt 

   Diplomová práce se zaměřuje na vztah technologie a integrace v britském kontextu na 

přelomu 20. a 21. století. V praxi to znamená použití transnacionálního evropského projektu 

jako čočky pro analýzu politické a sociální debaty za účelem sledování vzájemného vztahu 

Británie a Evropy ve formulaci britské identity. Technologie, jež se rozebírá v této diplomové 

práci, je Eurofighter Typhoon, na jehož rozvoji se podílely takové státy jakož jsou to 

Španělsko, Francie a Německo. Autor si klade za cíl přispět do diskusí o formování britské 

identity ve vztahu k Evropě a také k rozvíjející se oblasti kulturních a sociálních dějin technik 

vedenou pracemi, které spojují technologii a spolubudování národních identit. 

Klíčová slova: Technologie, Integrace, Podpůrce EU, Euroskeptik, Británie, Evropa, 

Eurofighter. 

 

 

Abstract 

   This research project will focus on the relationship between technology and integration.  In 

practise, this means taking a transnational European project and using it as a lens in political 

and social discourse to trace how Britain and Europe have been placed regarding each other, 

and the implications this has for British identity. The chosen technology is the Eurofighter 

Typhoon, whose development involved numerous European nations ranging from Spain to 

France and Germany.  The work seeks to contribute into the historiography focusing on 

identity in Britain’s Europhile versus Eurosceptic debate, and the growing field of 

technological history spearheaded by works linking technology and the co-construction of 

national identities.  

Keywords: Technology, Integration, Europhile, Eurosceptic, Britain, Europe, Eurofighter. 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Résume  

   Ce projet de recherche se concentre sur les relations entre technologie et intégration. Dans 

la pratique, cela signifie de prendre appui sur un projet Européen transnational, et de l'utiliser 

comme espace d'analyse du discours politique et social de l'Europe et de la Grande Bretagne 

dans leur positionnement l'une face à l'autre, et de l'implication que cela à sur l'identité 

Britannique. La technologie choisie est l'Eurofighter Typhoon, dont le développement s'est 

fait par de nombreuses nations européennes, de l'Espagne à la France et l'Allemagne. Ce 

travail entend contribuer à l'historiographie des réflexions sur l'identité de l'europhilie en 

Grande Bretagne contre le débat eurosceptique, et les champs universitaires de l'histoire des 

technologies grâce aux travaux joignant la technologie à la co-construction des identités 

nationales. 

 L'introduction donne une vue d'ensemble de la structure et l'historiographie sur 

laquelle se base le mémoire, pour permettre au lecteur de mieux saisir les objectifs et les 

avancés sur le sujet qu'il va y rencontrer. Le premier chapitre divise le projet de recherche 

en cinq points centraux, et analyse le discours politique généré autour de notre projet. Ces 

débats sont sélectionnés dans le Hansard système d'enregistrement utilisé dans le 

Parlement. En résumé, ils montrent comment la nature de l'EU se miroite de la même 

manière entre l’aspect économique et politique ; et permet de saisir les valeurs placées dans 

la technologie, qui à son tour modifie leurs réceptions. Le second chapitre se concentre sur 

les discours publics, et étudie une collection d'articles de journaux pour comprendre combien 

les différents acteurs ont présenté l'identité Britannique différemment dans le discours sur 

l'Eurofighter, et quelle valeurs et significations cela donne au projet. En y ajoutant des 

comparaisons entre des publications expertes et les héritages publics, nous avons suivie 

deux sites web contrastant des programmes d'avions transnationales. Ce chapitre démontre 

un discours de deux sens dans les possédants des avions et les objectifs plus larges. 

 La conclusion résume les résultats de ces chapitres et les met en relation avec la 

problématique centrale de ce travail : comment la Grande Bretagne et l'Europe étaient 

placées en relation l'une avec l'autre, et les relations dynamiques entre l'identité globale et 

locale dans le discours technologique, politique et social. 

Mots clefs : Technologie, Technologie, Intégration, Europhilie, Euroscepticisme, Grande -

Bretagne, Europe, Eurofighter 
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Introduction 

   On April 5th 2012, the Atlantic Sentinel bemoaned a ‘great German backstab’ 

explaining how the ‘sluggish’ German Government had failed in its role as a partner in 

politics and trade. They had put their interests within the European Union (EU) before 

obligations to a technological project partner of thirty years – the United Kingdom – in 

one of the latter’s traditional spheres of influence, India.1 This was not a petty 

disagreement, but one surrounding the rights to India’s largest defence spending spree 

in this century, being worth an estimated $60 billion dollars over thirty years.2 This 

would deliver jobs, political influence and more importantly vindication for a long, 

arduous and often almost fatal story of European co-operation.  

   What followed was a media outcry with publications soon producing investigative 

pieces attacking German foul play, bemoaning French tantrums and demonstrating a 

distaste for all things European and insinuating an outsiders slight toward the UK. The 

government in Britain felt the heat too coming after deep defence cuts and accusations 

of betraying British industry. This failure compounded feelings that the last thirty years 

and many millions of pounds sunk into this potential export was a waste of resources, 

and that complex European projects only ended in disaster.  

   The cause of all this commotion? The Eurofighter Typhoon. With a name that 

suggests achievement, comradeship and integration on a quite clearly European scale, 

it is perhaps ironic that the newest source of fuel for Eurosceptics would be one of 

Europe’s most visible integrative projects in Britain. However, the story of this 

technology reflects a wider, more hesitant attitude towards an idea that has never been 

fully sold to the British people, Europe. The industry of the machines operation, 

defence, had no doubt added to this blow to the nation’s pride, with the whole episode 

compounding a familiar love hate relationship with Europe, particularly its political 

embodiment, the EU.  

   For this is precisely that, just one isolated episode in what has been a tortuous 

journey for Britain’s most advanced fighter aircraft ever. At one point venerated and 

                                                             
1 Abhijit Iyer-Mitra, ‘Eurofighter: The Great German Backstab’ - Accessed December 2015, Atlantic Sentinel 
http://atlanticsentinel.com/2012/04/eurofighter-the-great-german-backstab/      
2 Richard Wachman and Patrick Wintour, ‘Job fears after BAE loses out in £7bn Indian fighter jet deal’ – 
Accessed January 2016, The Guardian http://www.theguardian.com/business/2012/feb/01/fighter-jet-
contract-british-manufacturing  

http://atlanticsentinel.com/2012/04/eurofighter-the-great-german-backstab/
http://www.theguardian.com/business/2012/feb/01/fighter-jet-contract-british-manufacturing
http://www.theguardian.com/business/2012/feb/01/fighter-jet-contract-british-manufacturing
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celebrated, the next attacked and derided. Prior to the Indian Government’s decision, 

media confidence in the Typhoons superiority and quality led it to be lauded as the 

next British money-maker, and a guarantee of British aero industry for years to come.3 

The project, dating back to the 1970’s, can jump from a British triumph, to a great 

example of what Europe can achieve, and then be a European failure. The use of the 

project in political and social discourse can reveal much about integration, by its 

deployment by those involved.  

  This thesis aims to use political and social discussion to discover how actors have 

placed Europe and Britain in relation to each other. The usefulness of technological 

projects in highlighting integrative process has been outlined by Johan Schott and 

Thomas Misa who argue the merits of using such undertakings as lenses into 

underlying processes of change.4 The emergence of technological history is appealing, 

as it often neutralises the heavy nationalist narratives that surround historical 

processes, especially in the case of the formation of Europe.5 By taking, isolating and 

studying one project, we see not just the motives behind building an aircraft, but the 

wider significance applied to it, just as the India debacle demonstrates.6 Is it celebrated 

as a national achievement, a national waste or a symbol of nothing in particular? By 

gauging such discourse, it is possible to piece together a patchwork of concerns 

surrounding the European element of the project from many viewpoints.  

   To measure these representations and uses of the project in British and European 

identity discourse, a range of publications and materials will be used. For the first 

empirical chapter, primary sources will almost exclusively be taken from debates, 

written letters and discussions in Parliament recorded through HANSARD. For the 

second empirical chapter, the media, museums and other barometers of public feeling 

and tools of identity building shall be used. Added to these will be secondary reading 

as well. All together, these offer great potential for a multi-faceted understanding of 

                                                             
3 Nicola Smith, ‘Eurofighter closes in on £7 billion Indian deal’ – Accessed April 2016, Sunday Times 
http://www.thesundaytimes.co.uk/sto/business/Industry/article454797.ece  
4 Johan Schott and Thomas Misa, ‘Inventing Europe: Technology and the Hidden Integration of Europe’, History 
and Technology: An International Journal, Vol. 21, No. 01 (March 2005), p. 01. 
5 Schott and Misa, Inventing Europe, p. 02.  
6 Alexander Badenoch and Andreas Fickers, Materialising Europe: Transnational Infrastructures and the Project 
of Europe (London: Macmillan 2010), p. 05. 

http://www.thesundaytimes.co.uk/sto/business/Industry/article454797.ece
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processes of integration both in success and failure, the value of which is self-

explanatory in today’s ever expanding and ‘ever closer union.’7 

   To conclude this introduction and summarise its assertions, this research project will 

seek to explore how the Eurofighter project has been deployed in Britain’s debate in 

Europe. The central method for achieving this goal will be the use of the Eurofighter as 

a lens in the heart of discourse, assessing how it has been mobilised, used or misused 

at various levels and by a variety of actors to enhance and demean Europe in Britain. 

In practise, this will involve analysing the political discourse in the British Parliament 

during 1984 to 2013 for underlying themes and arguments that were deployed to link 

Britain and Europe together, or assert why they should be separate in discussions 

relating to the Eurofighter Typhoon. Then the project will seek to highlight the social 

aspects of British and European integration and how, if at all, actors tried to harmonise 

Britain and Europe in traditional tools of identity conveyance.  

 

                                                             
7 European Council, ‘Solemn Declaration of the European Union 1983’ – Accessed April 2016, 
http://aei.pitt.edu/1788/  

http://aei.pitt.edu/1788/
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Chapter One: Thesis Methodology 

Research Question(s) 

  The decision to join and carry on with the Eurofighter Typhoon project is a question 

of political ambition as much as a technological undertaking. What this study will focus 

on then is appropriations of the project by actors in relation to the harmonisation of 

Britain and Europe. The representations and language utilised will then be used to 

determine where the lines between the two were drawn in the prolonged process of 

the fighters’ conception and construction. Although there will be some mention of the 

aircrafts capabilities, these form a central point of some arguments, this work is not 

intended to focus on the comparisons of competing international fighter jets. The 

hypothesis driving the thesis is that the European aspect is invoked negatively to 

dissuade integration, whilst successes are British. Placing this in relation to wider 

political debate, Europhiles will treat the aircraft as a triumph and a validation of being 

Europe the future. Eurosceptics will treat it as the opposite, yet another sign that 

Europe cannot be relied upon.  

  To achieve this, the thesis will ask two central questions. The first is related to 

contemporary nation building and looks at how Britain and Europe have been 

positioned in political discourse. What were the justifications behind supporting the 

project and what can this reveal about the political class’ attitudes to the relationship 

with Europe. This can also link to the Schott and Misa arguments regarding the use of 

technology as a forbear of political integration. If the railways are taken as a linking 

infrastructure between nations that facilitated further economic and political integration, 

has or does the Eurofighter project do a similar thing in. The second question focuses 

on a global vs. local identity interchange. This means how does the discourse around 

the project separate British and European notions of identity. Are delays symptomatic 

of Europeans for instance, do British attitudes towards Europe change and who claims 

the Eurofighter. If a politician asserts a great European endeavour, do the press 

support this, do museums represent the European aspect of the plane fondly to the 

public? Not only do these two questions support each other, but they have a very 

logical connection thanks to the interdependence of the political and social worlds. 

Combined they can create a strong research project into technology and 

representations or attitudes toward processes of political integration.  
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Issues, Terminology and Approach 

   The growing popularity of technological history has seen a rapidly progressing 

collection of works undertaking similar investigations into integration, in both a national 

and international capacity. These include the ‘Networking Europe,’ ‘Materialising 

Europe’ and ‘Engineering Europe’ series of publications. All deal with the impacts of 

technology and integration differently, ranging from colonialism to consumerism.8 

There are certain caveats to this success though. Methodology is often uncertain, with 

authors being relied on to create and implement their own research parameters.9 

Badenoch and Fickers quote Richard Munch’s’ point that the version and idea of 

Europe one is trying to reconcile with an identity or meaning is hard to define and 

sometimes needs to be fluid.10 Furthermore, to fully understand the motives of certain 

actors, particularly those in government the kind of sensitive data required may not be 

accessible. Care should be taken to distinguish between works exploring the uses of 

transnational technologies in the shaping of society in 20th century Europe and their 

use as a mirror to reveal the debates and arguments of the actors involved in their 

inception. For this thesis, the Eurofighter project is deployed in regards to the latter.  

   In the thesis, the term Europe is central. However, it holds different meanings for 

various contexts and users. In British political language, Europe refers to the political 

institutions that comprise the EEC and later EU, as well as the nations that form the 

bloc. In this context, Britain is not in Europe and this is how the author deploys the 

term. By consequence this is not just a separate political space, but a cultural and 

social one too. This space houses many different cultures, languages and peoples but 

in regards to the British discourse, the contrast is simply between Britain and Europe. 

Integration is understood as the act of political, economic and social assimilation of 

one smaller national body, in this thesis being Britain, into the wider supranational one, 

the EEC or EU, termed simply as Europe.  

   The thesis also adopts a dual approach in regards to research. It is important to note 

that the political and social spheres are strongly intertwined and that although it is 

possible to use the Eurofighter as a mirror to study one of them individually, it is more 

                                                             
8 Schott and Misa, Inventing Europe, p. 08. 
9 Judith Schueler, Materialising Identity: The Co-Construction of the Gotthard Railway and Swiss National 
Identity (Amsterdam: Aksant 2008), p. 28. 
10 Badenoch and Fickers, Materialising Europe, p. 09. 
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worthwhile to analyse both. This is especially relevant when assessing integration, as 

the political assimilation into the EU also brings a certain acceptance of shared 

European heritage and values asserted by the bloc itself. Not only are there political 

changes to the functions of the nation-state, but also a repositioning of identity from 

being dominate to shared. The use of Hansard sources allows the deployment of the 

Eurofighter project in the debate around Europe’s place in British identity and future to 

be examined at the highest levels of politics. The study of the media and other sources 

allows the reception to these decisions amongst the broader population to be analysed. 

The conflict between the conception of identity at the top of society, and its perception 

amongst the wider population is the best way to uncover its core meaning. When 

values and traditions are perceived to be threatened by elites, the population re-asserts 

itself, in doing so revealing what is important to the nations shared identity. Likewise, 

when something is embraced from the top, this too reveals how the wider nation 

perceives itself. Therefore, it makes for a more complete picture of the technologies 

role in identity discourse by assessing reception to it in both spheres.  

Structure and Sources 

    The thesis will be organised into four segments. The first is the introduction in which 

the theoretical and contextual basis for the research will be explained, providing 

enough detail to place the project in the wider political debates and insight into the 

issues it highlights. Following this will be the second chapter, which addresses the 

positioning of Europe and Britain in political discourse surrounding the project. 

Naturally, such a long and controversial procurement programme like the Eurofighter 

Typhoon has generated much discussion. For this chapter, the primary sources shall 

be taken from the Hansard record of speeches, written questions and debates in the 

British Parliament. This will include both the House of Lords (HoL) and the House of 

Commons (HoC). This keeps the discussion broad. Of all the sources chosen, some 

are named debates specifically about the project, whilst others are concerning related 

topics – such as the Royal Air Force (RAF) or EU – and include passages and 

comments in which the Eurofighter is being used to illustrate a point. This allows for a 

complete picture of the programmes reception and deployment in the discourse 

surrounding Europe and Britain. Due to the longevity of the project and the sheer 

volume of qualifying sources over the four decades of the programme, five central 

points in its timeline have been chosen and broken down into two year windows. These 
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five points are: France leaving the project, first prototypes (both German and British) 

flight, export naming, maiden RAF flight and the India export failure. Therefore, these 

primary sources start in 1984, and end in 2013. Although this means some years are 

excluded, these flashpoints make discussion more intense so are deemed enough for 

this work. A table marking the main themes and their frequency in discourse is also 

included to give an idea of the patterns driving the discussion.  

   The third chapter shall focus on the global vs. local identity dichotomy. This will use 

sources that give a more social and cultural appraisal – in this sense understood to be 

contributing to notions of identity – and will include newspaper articles, museum 

exhibitions and official websites. The former shall be taken primarily from the Daily Mail 

and will look at how the project has been appropriated and presented to the public. 

The use of this tabloid has both theoretical and practical reasoning. The Daily Mail is 

a popular newspaper which to ensure it sells copies must write articles it feels to be 

representative of the publics opinion. Being a largely Eurosceptic publication means it 

is against European integration and so is targeting and trying to capture its target 

audiences anti-Europe feeling. It would be less fruitful to use a Europhile publication 

for this task. Combined with its availability and large number of broad ranging articles 

covering the Eurofighter Typhoon it makes it a nice central news outlet from which to 

compare with others. This will involve identifying what it deems the differences between 

British and European identity to be. This will be added to with cartoons and articles 

from other newspapers like the Daily Express and the Guardian for comparison and 

variety. Two more pieces of comparative history shall follow, the first focusing on the 

differences between an aircraft encyclopaedia and Eurofighter museum display and 

the second a comparison between two collaborative aircraft projects through the 

mediums of their consortium websites. The ability of comparative history to show 

similarities and differences within two or more ‘historical phenomena’ make it useful 

when identifying different identity discourses.11 Finally, there will be a conclusion 

summarising the findings of these two paragraphs and with general reflections on what 

the project means for ‘harmonisation’ between Britain and Europe. 

  

                                                             
11Jürgen Kocka, ‘Comparison and Beyond’, History and Theory, Vol. 42, No.01 (February 2003), p.39. 
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Britain and Europe: Political Debate 

   Following Benedict Andersen’s work Imagined Communities, we can understand a 

nation as a constructed unit, knitting a dispersed population whom otherwise would not 

meet or communicate together into a relatively cohesive whole, ready on occasion to 

obstruct and oppose similar strangers from another imagined unit in the acquisition of 

their goals.12 This is important, as Justin Gibbins explains, a nations ‘sense of self’ 

enables a country to define its interests and political outcomes.13 Understanding how 

Europe has shaped Britain is critical in appreciating why the two ideas need 

harmonising, as one defines the other, and by using the Eurofighter project it becomes 

very possible to trace these divisions in its discourse, revealing barriers to integration.   

   Academics have placed Britain and Europe by analysing the post- Second World 

War political developments between the UK and the Continent. From Winston 

Churchill’s ‘three circles’ to Nigel Farage’s beseeching to ‘take back control’ it becomes 

clear in the historiography that Europe has played an overwhelmingly important part in 

the contemporary discussions both on Britain’s literal foreign politics, and its imagined 

community. These works approach the issue by analysing the positions of pro and anti-

market elites. Originally termed after the 1975 referendum relating to continued 

membership of the then European Economic Community (EEC), these camps have 

matured into the Eurosceptic and Europhiles that led the arguments on the 2016 leave 

or remain EU referendum. This centres on debates both within and outside of 

Parliament around a more solid and interventionist role in Europe post-war followed by 

the uneasy relations and missed opportunities with the EEC post accession in the 

1970’s and now the populist anti-Europe turn and emergence and rapid growth of 

single issue anti-European parties such as the United Kingdom Independence Party 

(UKIP).  

Europe in British Historiography 

   As Oliver Daddow explains, Britain is a nation of ‘reluctant Europeans’ whom for 

generations now have sat on the side-lines of integration, completely rejecting it in the 

summer of 2016 based on the promises of a brighter future going it alone.14 This 

                                                             
12 Benedict Andersen, Imagined Communities, (London: Verso 2006), p. 06. 
13 Justin Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity: Self and Other in International Relations (London: 
Macmillan 2014), p. 04.  
14 Oliver Daddow, ‘Interpreting the Outsider Tradition in European Policy Speeches from Thatcher to Cameron’, 
Journal of Common Market Studies, Vol. 53, No. 01 (January 2015), p. 71.  
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‘outsider tradition’ is a product of many different readings of modern British history, and 

one that permeates into both sides of the European debate with Britain’s position of 

relative exceptionality when compared to other European nations sustained and 

promoted by Eurosceptic and Europhile alike.15  

   The three core readings of history supporting these two camps can be roughly 

divided as follows; the Whig, Anti-Isolation and Revisionist. Whig history is often Anglo 

centric, emphasising institutional continuity, liberty and constitutional inviolability.16 In 

this reading, events like the signing of Magna Carta in 1215, Civil War against Royal 

intrusion on civil liberties and the culminating Glorious Revolution of 1688 create a 

patchwork of a British character infused with a love of freedom and free enterprise.17 

Britishness is evoked by politicians as the result of a longstanding and stable nation to 

defend the political present, as demonstrated by John Major in a The Times article 

from May 1995.18 Against this is the anti-isolation school asserting anti-European 

resistance as a relic of a by-gone age founded in history, and with no place in 

contemporary politics.19 Though it concedes the role of Europe as being often against 

British interests historically it prefers to highlight the continuous examples of missed 

opportunities to overcome the strife and work together to push the public toward 

embracing a role in a European future.  

   Finally, there is the revisionist school, which focuses on the ‘European disconnect’ 

not as a product of identity and nationalist history, but rather a deliberately engineered 

foreign policy pursued by British political elites.20 Pointing to the nature of accession 

into the EEC and the failure to fully embrace  the expanding European project it takes 

these as rational, calculated decisions taken on a cost against benefits analysis not 

the result of elitist anti-Europeanism.21 Clearly this is quite academic in grounding, and 

involves more a revising of the existing schools which were driving the policies it 

analyses, hence the name.  A key point to take from these schools is a lack of a 

European alternative, Britain’s achievements are never placed in a wider European 

                                                             
15 Daddow, Interpreting the Outsider Tradition, p. 72.  
16 Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity, pp. 21-22.  
17 Cary Fontana and Craig Parsons, “‘One Woman’s Prejudice’: Did Margaret Thatcher Cause Britain’s Anti-
Europeanism?”, Journal of Common Market Studies, Vol. 53, No. 01 (January 2015), pp. 91-92.  
18 John Major in Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity, pp. 21-22. 
19 Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity, pp. 21-22. 
20 Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity, pp. 21-22. 
21 Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity, pp. 21-22 
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story. It is no coincidence that where an imagined community sees itself as part of a 

wider European one, its people are more receptive to notions of belonging to the 

supranational body.22 This pattern is comparable between major European nations 

who have reconciled their contemporary state into a European discourse and Britain, 

which has not. This sense of exceptionalism becomes a key cause for the need of 

harmonisation. 

   Exceptionalism is a feature of all nations and remains rampant in the British story. 

British exceptionalism first derived from the concept of ‘splendid isolation’ resting on 

the idea Britain carved out its own place in the sun, occasionally interfering with 

European affairs to protect its position of hegemony, something which would eventually 

lead to the downfall of the Empire. This view was for long periods of time strongly held 

and taught, with Europe being both inferior in regards to politics – the brutality of the 

French Revolution and subsequent weaknesses of the French Republics were held up 

as examples of European barbarism and ineptitude – law, and imperial ambition.23 All 

this would come crashing down due to the destructive scale of the First and Second 

World Wars (WWI and WWII), both of which are attributed to German militarism and 

French weakness. Not only then was Europe the rival, but also the cause of British 

decline.  As Ludlow explains, this notion of isolation was quite bizarre, in the respect 

that when charting British policy, these interventions are incredibly frequent, and the 

Continent remained an important facilitator of trade and modern financial systems.24 

Now, with the torturous process of post-war rebuilding and reliance on American aid, 

followed by the membership of the EEC in 1975 the notion of splendid isolationism is 

seen as outdated and rather fanciful both in a historic and contemporary political 

sense.25  

   British exceptionalism has evolved from ‘splendid isolation’ to ‘limited liability’ and it 

is in this light the politics of  contemporary exceptionalism should be seen.26 Starting, 

just like splendid isolation in the late 19th century it alleges that rather than being a 

natural by-product of the English consciousness, Britain’s European aloofness was 

                                                             
22 Michael Heffernan, The Meaning of Europe: Geography and Geopolitics, (London: Arnold 1998), pp. 02-04. 
23 Piers Ludlow, ‘Us or Them?’, in Malmborg, Mikael and Strath, Bo (Editors), The Meaning of Europe (Oxford: 
Bloomsbury 2002), p. 109. 
24 Ludlow, Us or Them?, pp. 114-115. 
25 Ludlow, Us or Them?, p. 107. 
26 Daddow, Interpreting the Outsider Tradition, p. 72. 
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instigated by calculating decisions, which are reflected by the turn to Europe in the 

1970’s when Britain’s previously exhaustive options for prosperity dried up.27 By 

making conscious decisions even to not interfere, the British Government was taking 

some form of role and so was far from isolated from Europe. 

Post-War Political History 

   History is not an innocent bystander, and is often invoked as a tool to promulgate a 

vision for British and European positions.28 In British eyes, the government has acted 

as a power broker in European affairs, coming into its own, as Lord Castlereagh 

explained back in 1820 – after the dust had settled on post Napoleonic Europe – ‘when 

actual danger menaces the systems of Europe.’29 This continued at a steady pace, 

lasting until the interwar years 1918-1939, at which point European countries began to 

present notions for a Europe held together by a supranational body, facilitated by vast 

infrastructural works. Although this failed, the real importance lies in Britain’s 

governments steadfastly rejecting these notions. Winston Churchill, for example, 

positioned himself and the political elite quite nicely in 1930, claiming ‘we are with 

Europe, but not of it.’30  

   Following WWII the British establishment continued its aloof support of European 

integration back into limited liability once more.31 Winston Churchill laid down his own 

vision of where Europe lay in relation to Britain’s interests, placing United Europe in 

the very last circle, or sphere, of British foreign policy interests.32 Ahead of these come 

the Empire and Commonwealth, followed by the United States and English speaking 

dominions, such as Canada.33 This was driven by the idea WWII had not overly 

damaged Britain’s global role which was not confined to Churchill, even Clement 

Attlee’s Labour government subscribed to the basic principle and Britain continued to 
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look towards Empire whilst Europe looked inward.34 Britain did play an early role in 

Europe but from union to unity was a bridge too far.35  

    By 1956, this ambivalence turned to hostility and sabotage, with the strength of the 

six nation internal customs union alarming the establishment prompting Harold 

Macmillan to remark how it was ‘…giving them [West Germany] on a plate that which 

we fought two wars to prevent,’ with said plate presenting economic dominance over 

Europe, and the UK.36 In response, Macmillan led negotiations to dissuade U.S support 

for the Medina exercise, after which’s’ failure he made direct attempts to undermine 

Konrad Adenaurs Christian Democratic Union (CDU) at home.37  With all these 

rebuffed, the European Free Trade Area was created around the original European 

Economic Community (EEC) six in order to arrest supranational growth, but which 

ironically in turn only sped up the notion of a wider customs union, and left a 

understandably bitter attitude towards Britain. Britain was not only running out of 

bridges, but burning them too, leaving it in a position of weakness when it applied to 

the EEC in the 1960’s, something which caused domestic resentment toward Europe. 

By 1961, the first overtures to join the EEC were made but vetoed by Charles De 

Gaulle, a ‘slight’ taken very personally by establishment elites.38 The second 

application again failed, this time with the spectre of Atlantic interference and currency 

issues overriding the process.39 With Harold Wilson and Charles De Gaulle removed 

from power, efforts to join were reinvigorated and Edward Heath would negotiate and 

sign the Treaty of Accession in 1972.40  

   The accession to Europe was far from simple. Nowhere is the half-hearted reluctance 

of British elites and the media visible in embracing the European road than in the 

existence of the first EEC referendum in 1975. Although Harold Wilson and Labour had 

supported accession, they were reluctant to do it under the terms negotiated by the 

Conservative leader Edward Heath who had won the 1970 General Election. Thus, in 

1971 there began the confusing prospect of a Conservative leader arguing for terms 
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granting a previously Labour party policy against a once pro-active Europhile playing 

party politics with the European issue.41 For Parliament to accept the negotiated terms 

in 1971 it was clear Heath would require Labour votes, and these were courted and 

secured to pass the motion which then prompted Labour to promise to take it to the 

people in 1975.42 

Why Europe? 

   The most popular narrative for the turn to Europe was the disintegration of the first 

two Churchillian circles as viable options for fulfilling national ambitions. The empire 

was disintegrating, and the dominions forging their own paths. The pressures of 

economic decline were starting bite on the domestic stage, and the relative success of 

the EEC led some to see it as an antidote.43 Furthermore, the declining family of 

nations orbiting around Britain significantly reduced its international clout, and so closer 

European co-operation could also give it a strong role in the Cold War and keep it 

useful to the USA.44 There are other explanations in historiography that explores 

Britain’s decision to join the EEC.  Alan Milward asserted that the EEC was in fact a 

method to ensure the continued strength of the nation-sate.45 Essentially, the nation-

state had grown to levels of interference in public life never seen before during WWII 

and only by grouping together could nation-sates ensure their ability to continue to 

maintain this control over their peoples.46 Rather than being the supranational 

progressive evolution of the nation-state, this means that the EU as it is today, a 

political union, is not what Europe was intended to be in form or function. This helps to 

explain why political integration is hard to reconcile for many in European states. The 

‘declinist’ argument is also rebuffed by David Edgerton whom states that rather than 

failing industrially and being a nation reluctant to embrace technology, Britain was in 

fact a ‘warfare’ state, whose desire for cutting edge military technology heavily 

                                                             
41 Piers Ludlow, ‘Safeguarding British Identity or Betraying It? The Role of British Tradition in the Parliamentary 
Debate on EC Membership October 1971’, Journal of Common Market Studies, Vol. 53, No. 01 (January 2015), 
p. 20. 
42 Ludlow, Safeguarding British Identity or Betraying It?, p. 21. 
43 Daddow, Interpreting the Outsider Tradition, p. 77. 
44 Daddow, Interpreting the Outsider Tradition, p. 77. 
45 Alan S. Milward, George Brennan and Federico Romero, The European Rescue of the Nation-State (London: 
Routledge 1992), p. 04. 
46 Milward, The European Rescue of the Nation-State, p. 10.  



14 
 

influenced policy.47 The strength of Britain’s industry and rested on a foundation of 

strong national enthusiasm, which meant the British people and elites would not accept 

it being weakened.48 Rather than being a weakened nation with no other option, this 

would give the EEC accession are clearly different character, one that would fit the 

calculated goals driving Britain’s militant technological policy.49  

   When combined, these facts and theories reveal a significant aspect of Britain’s 

European debate. By hiding the issue of the rights and wrong of accession behind a 

Labour versus Conservative axis the legacy of exceptionalism and the outsider 

tradition was never confronted in political or public discourse.50 Instead and 

understandably, the debate focused on fisheries, farming and food, but the implications 

on identity were only ever alluded to and this central issue was never confronted or 

widely discussed.51 One direct legacy of this are the constant problems pitting Britain 

and Europe as different in values and identity, a process that arises out of the failure 

to confront the result of limited liability. By taking Europe and applying it as a solution 

to a crisis of British identity and public confidence, it transformed it from a political issue 

and made it public debate.52 Further events like the Treaties of Maastricht and Lisbon 

have added a further layer of controversy as not only are the implications of an 

economic union never explored, but it has become a political one too, which is even 

harder to reconcile given Britain’s position. This allows the Eurofighter to act as a lens 

into this controversy within Parliament by analysing how actors have deployed it. The 

conclusions of this analysis can be assessed to see how the discourse around the 

aircraft can elaborate on the attitudes of political elites towards Europe and where it 

can contribute to the wider historiography.  
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Britain and Europe: Social Debate 

   Andersen explains that the nation is not an endless body, at some point it has a 

border. The people within accept a shared identity, which in turn forms them into a 

national community.53 The nature of this identity is constructed by agents and histories 

to fulfil governing agendas.54  For most western nations like Britain, this process has 

been ongoing for centuries in many forms with actors seeking to validate and 

strengthen newly emerging nations and their governments. A key part of this nation 

and identity building is the process of othering. ‘Others’ are used to define what 

attributes allow a person to be inside, and who should be outside a nations border. 

Gibbins explains that the European debate in Britain amongst the political elite and 

wider society is more identity driven than some literature suggests, and is just as 

focused on defining – or in this case redefining considering the supranational changes 

represented by Europe – British identity than deciding what and who is in Europe.55  

Europe as an ‘Other’ 

   With an establishment lacking clarity on the issue of political identities, the 

perceptions of Europe in society come from history. Europe was often in opposition to 

British interests, or as shown by Churchill, at the end of the list of priorities. This 

competition has been utilised to define Britain as an entity apart from Europe. What 

constitutes Europe and Britain are important for understanding pro and anti- European 

discourse. Therefore, the historiography of othering will be analysed to extract what 

these differences are seen to be. 

   The main other for England (and later Britain) was France, being the most powerful 

Catholic state against which protestant England first had to defend, and then assert 

itself.56 ‘Protestant nations were free, independent, tolerant and prosperous whilst 

Catholic nations were sunk in despotism, poverty and prey to power hungry monarchs 

and priests.’57 With every revolution and European war, the idea of a stable and solid 

Britain against a bloody, unstable Europe grew.58 This continued into the 20th century 
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with France the head of the corrupt and untrustworthy European snake.59 Post-war 

French and German co-operation was received poorly in Britain, with the perception of 

near sacrificial efforts made in order to defend one from the other.60 This annoyance 

at French duplicity and arrogance is seen in the disbelief at De Gaulle’s vetoes over 

EEC accession in the 1960’s. Not only did this fulfil the stereotypical expectation that 

France would antagonise Britain but it tarred Europe in the same light. Continental 

rivalry with France and Germany had been utilised to embolden British identity so once 

accession happened, it has proven impossible for sections of the elite and the British 

public to side-line this in the Europe of regions.61  

   European competition bred another central factor defining why Britain is separate to 

the Continent, empire. In regards to the contemporary world, the obvious example of 

this influence would be the symbols which are visible through-out society. On the one 

hand other countries have acted as mediums installing certain attitudes, characteristics 

and behaviours onto Britain.62 In regards to othering empires very nature brought 

conflict with a plethora of opposition, against which Britishness was applied.63 Empire 

was then utilised to embolden this dynamic, painting an image of a superior Britain 

transmitting freedoms and affluence abroad, in comparison to poverty riven Europe.64 

The idea of Britain being a more liberal, rational and principled society against the 

Continental norms of tyranny, superstition and corruption are visible to this day.65  

   This attachment to empire changed as it fell. Where once it was a celebration of 

Protestantism, economic prosperity and the extensions of hard won English freedoms, 

its decline undermined the national confidence it propped up, producing feelings of 

inadequacy and weakness which coincided with recessions in the 1970’s and 1980’s.66 

Amongst elites, the EEC became a way to arrest this decline, both domestically and 

internationally. Joining the EEC was a long-term commitment to a short-term issue 

leaving Britain’s place in the world unresolved. This is because out of the empire 

stepped numerous dominions and far-flung possessions. Of which, the Commonwealth 
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of Nations is the largest – comprising fifty-three states – and most notable in European 

discourse.67 The Commonwealth took centre stage in post-war policy, becoming the 

first circle of British foreign interests retaining great endearment amongst political 

elites. For many Members of Parliament (MP) against Europe, the vote to join the EEC 

was a betrayal of relationships with Commonwealth countries like Australia and New 

Zealand.68  

   The Commonwealth as an ideal has faded over time, but the continuing lure of a 

global, not European outlook in which Britain retains an air of leadership is very 

powerful, with 1992 Maastricht Treaty debates leading Eurosceptics to offer the 

potential of a politically joined Anglosphere as a European alternative.69 Although 

sounding presumptive, Conservative Member of the European Parliament (MEP) 

Daniel Hannan claimed after visits to English-speaking nations that ‘the Anglosphere 

is not fanciful…most English speaking peoples know what they share.’70 Underpinning 

this idea then is that Britain and Europe are culturally and historically fundamentally 

different. Essentially, Britain is more at peace with its past than other European nations, 

Britons do not feel French shame at the events of 1940-1944, German revulsion at the 

Holocaust or Italian disgust with their corrupt political system and in this respect this 

intellectual tradition can be seen as the continuation of the Whig school of history, 

celebrating the achievements of the Anglo-speaking peoples in spite of their European 

neighbours.71 The process of becoming Post-Imperial also had large ramifications for 

British identity, due to leaning on the USA, rather than Europe.72 The government 

‘appointed’ the USA as its superpower successor, and in doing so tried to ensure a 

lasting role for Britain at the top of world politics and economics.73 This process was 

by no means smooth but the dynamic was accepted and utilised by both nations.74 The 

result of this legacy is that Britain has the same struggles as other EU member states 

in accepting their diminished responsibilities in certain roles, but it comes at the 
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expense of not just tradition, but also blood and friendship. This global outlook identity 

has its roots not only in history, but geography too. The British Isles are a collection of 

islands, and the English Channel has been a longstanding symbolic boundary to where 

Britain ends and Europe begins.75 This breeds separate outlooks. Where Europe 

looked inward for prosperity, Britain had to look outwards to the open sea, with the 

result a ‘Cutty Sark vision for Britain – nimble, free and ready to roam the globe in 

pursuits of profits.’76  

   From these overviews, we can see certain themes emerging in the historiography of 

British identity; the incompatibility of European and British values, the differences in 

Britain and Europe’s global position and responsibility, and finally where Britain 

belongs in the first place. Despite being the result of a political decision taken to join 

the EEC, the underlying traditions informing divisions are far deeper. How these 

traditions are utilised evolves over time, yet the core of the matter remains. British 

identity is expressed as separate, not within, and not on par, with being European. How 

this history is utilised within the European debate is summarised by Oliver Daddow as 

both sides ‘not talking about the same past.’77 How identity is orchestrated by 

Eurosceptic and Europhile will be analysed next.  

Identity in the European Debate 

   With the intellectual framework behind identity explored, this section will focus on 

how these traditions are utilised. It is from these arguments that criticism and support 

of the technological project will arise, and therefore makes it essential foundation upon 

which to investigate sources.  

   Pro-European actors position the EU not as a vehicle for limiting Britain’s 

internationalist outlook, but one which can preserve it. With the empire gone and 

Commonwealth evolving out of British control, Europe was seen as an opportunity for 

Britain to retain its identity as a world leader, at the head of a powerful security and 

economic bloc.78 Although integration was slowly replacing pan Anglo-Saxonism in 

Edward Heaths government there was a desire to appease the US, whom utilised the 
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unequal nature of the special relationship to push the British establishment toward 

taking an insider agent role within the emerging European bloc.79 In this sense, EEC 

membership carries the symbolism of crisis, it symbolises the possibility of leadership 

whilst recognising the need to stop the post-Imperial rot, this made Britain joining the 

EEC the only option left and it was painted this way by supporters.80  

   Europe also offered security in the face of the expansionist Soviet Union, whilst many 

pro-marketeers were not overly fond of the special relationship and saw a new 

European bloc as a way of preventing a total US monopoly.81 This continues into pro-

EU dialogue today, with America a hindrance and diluter of Britain’s global influence.82 

Just as in 1975,  Europe is seen to be a security bloc and a historical antithesis, having 

a bloody and destructive past, but which is completely at odds with the contemporary 

temporal reality.83 David Cameron was much derided in 2016 when he suggested a 

vote to leave could lead to another World War starting in Europe, but this idea is 

recycled from the original debate that the EEC/EU was essential to maintaining 

European peace.84 For Europhiles the Commonwealth is something outdated and 

irrelevant in British society which would be sandwiched around Britain’s new European 

outlook if it could be made to fit. The Soviet Union was utilised as a threat to freedoms 

of all kinds, requiring a united Europe to oppose it, alongside the interdependent USA 

which in turn was held up as an example to defeat regionalism in Europe, but no longer 

Britain’s most important ally.85 Not only would challenging the USSR and assisting the 

USA give the European bloc more transnational legitimacy, it allowed pro-marketeers 

to present Europe as a superpower in its own right, which did not overly compromise 

leadership heavy British identity.86 It was a bold step, but one away from outdated 

traditions, products of illusionary views on Britain’s power and status.87 
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   Anti-marketeers asserted the belief that joining the EEC would diminish rather than 

amplify Britain’s global projection.88 Instead, and as Henry Thomas a Labour MP in 

1971 describes, free trade deals in ‘North America, EFTA…and the rest of non-EEC 

Europe and Japan…that is a big enough market for this country.’89 Again, one can 

draw parallels to the contemporary, with vote leave members often asserting Britain 

can replace the single market with free trade deals negotiated on its own, which would 

be better overall.90 Anti-marketeers also recognised that Britain was facing decline, but 

felt joining Europe would sacrifice exceptionality, and as Hugh Gaitskell commented, 

be the end of ‘1000 years of history.’91 The idea that Britain had lost itself was invoked 

constantly in the 2016 referendum debate, nowhere better than the description of June 

23rd as ‘our independence day’ by leading vote leave campaigners.92 Britain then is 

global, and to join the EEC, and participate in the EU is undermine being British itself.  

   This is reflected in discourse regarding former Imperial territories. The emergence of 

them as a viable political alternative is something anti-marketeers and modern 

Eurosceptics have devoted significant time. Despite the victory of marketeers in 1975, 

the Commonwealth retained a powerful nostalgic and political pull of ‘kith and kin’ 

bolstered by intra-European conflicts.93 In 1982 it was crystallised, when a survey of 

the public found the ‘half-hearted support we got from [EEC Countries] in the Falklands’ 

deemed to be an ‘insult especially when compared to our old, true friends in Australia 

and New Zealand.’94 The vision is that Britain is a global player through its unique 

Commonwealth links and populist groups such as UKIP have placed it back into a 

Churchillian three circles model in public discourse, something which it seems is very 

popular, given their electoral success.95 Eurosceptics have also turned to the 

Anglosphere, a collection of nations possessing English speaking peoples, and 
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duplicated British institutions ranging from Australia to Singapore.96 Unlike the EEC/EU 

the Anglosphere would not be a betrayal of British identity, rather it is the natural choice 

for it, a celebration of history and culture shared by all members and one in which 

Britain is the natural leader, as all are offshoots of the mother nation. Rather than 

sacrifice its own morality, Britain should look elsewhere, with the Anglosphere and 

Commonwealths being held up not just as a ‘stronger, richer, more natural and better 

standard bearer’ for western values, but one that would not suffer from the European 

obsession with bureaucracy and the despised European Commission.97 The existence 

of this movement demonstrates the power of history and sense of betrayal of it that 

lingers in the Eurosceptic quarters.  

   Pro-European groups have been moving away from the USA markedly since 2003 

and 2008 whilst anti-marketeers embrace the relationship not just as more beneficial, 

but again, more British.98 Where Europhiles see it as something whose use was limited 

to post-war, Eurosceptics place Britain and America as stalwarts of freedom and 

liberty, with Britain retaining more value than a mere bridge between Europe and the 

USA. Positioning alongside America allows Britain to be at the centre of its three circles 

once more, with interests and responsibilities globally.99 This would not be possible if 

stuck in the EU. At its core, Euroscepticism envisages the EU as a tool for making 

small powers relevant, making membership a test of status.100 This can be seen in 

Nigel Farage’s attack on the European Commission President Herman Van Rompuy 

Belgian origins to which he attributed his loathing of the nation state due to his own 

being a ‘non-country.’101 

   Farage’s speech also alludes to the other central point of political contention arising 

from European and British identity, the issue of sovereignty. Often, the lines between 

autonomy and sovereignty become blurred being placed as at risk due to a constantly 

centralising Brussels.102 For long periods of time, and helped by the rejection of British 

membership in the 1960’s the EEC carried connotations of being in the interest of 
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certain nations ahead of others. Originally this was France, but now is seen to be 

Germany, with Angela Merkel regularly described as the leader of Europe. This means 

Britain is bowing down to Germany by being in the EU, something which is intolerable 

given 20th century history.103 The EU also has a large democratic deficit, and the 

federalist, transnational construction of a political union without consent is held to be 

against British values, standards and morals. According to an anti-EEC 1975 campaign 

leaflet, abroad was ‘bloody’ and susceptible to autocracy, ‘ruled by dictators, defeated 

or occupied’ and more familiar with the notion of abandoning institutions of state.104 

Continental states accepted this, as their shared history with Napoleon, peasantry and 

agriculture makes them more receptive to federalism, Britain on the other hand, in 

possession of the ‘mother of all parliaments’ cannot tolerate and will not stand for the 

curbing’s of liberties.105 Major political parties have placed the preservation of the 

nation state and national sovereignty at the heart of their European discussions, 

making clear the rejection of uniformity and the advancing role of the commission.106  

   To counter these notions, Europhiles have used British identity as a malleable entity, 

to move away from tradition and history and to be more accepting of the perceived new 

and modern forms of government; globalisation, internationalism and 

transnationalism.107 Prime Ministers including Margaret Thatcher, Tony Blair and 

Gordon Brown have declared ‘blood ties’ and for Britain and Europe to be essentially 

the same thing.108 What’s more, Britain’s island nation status has been an incubator of 

European values, often protecting them from stray European states, and in this regard 

make the U.K the embodiment of what Europe could be.109 Plus, if the EEC/EU did 

make moves that would displease the UK, the right to veto could always be exercised, 

and the perception of the death of national sovereignty in modern politics making 

Europe the future created Britain’s past as the radical other in pro-discourse, both in 

1975 and again today.110 
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   During the construction of the Eurofighter, the uses of Europe can be roughly divided 

along two lines originally discussed by Patel and Hirschhausen. The first is the principle 

that writing a European history of technology is writing a history of political and 

economic institutions of Europe and vice versa.111 The representations amongst those 

commenting and appropriating the Eurofighter project in relation to perceived 

institutional Europeanisation of various British industries and sovereign matters will be 

the focus in this regard. The second is the issue of identity that is provoked by coming 

closer to Europe. As already seen this issue has been a hot topic of successive 

governments with early discussions of Europe and integration being met with political 

infighting over the depth of said integration, and by a wider populace feeling more 

attuned to their ‘cousins’ living in Australia, Canada and the other colonies.112 On the 

other hand, British music is one example of a cultural object which has become 

instrumental to a European industry thanks to success of exports from the British-led 

Anglophone world, which creates a paradox in British identity.113 It is this as yet 

unresolved conflict between two ‘imagined communities’ which feeds the discourse on 

representations of the Eurofighter as a social symbol of Britain’s place in the world, 

alongside the definition of what it means to be British.114 
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Technology and Integration 

 When explaining the political and economic integration of Europe in the second half 

of the 20th century there tends to be a rough divide between the actors attributed with 

its success. Political scientists construct a narrative of visionary leaders whom resolved 

after WWII to establish a peaceful political order.115 Like this, but with a marginally 

different perspective is the economic outlook on the integration of Europe. This was 

facilitated through a series of trade deals and follows the rough pattern of the 1951 

Treaty of Paris that formed the original European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC) 

leading into the 1957 Treaty of Rome and being concluded with the 1992 Treaty of 

Maastricht.116 In this sense, political unity is a by-product of economic necessity and is 

thus driven by these economic actors.  

   There is an emerging third narrative. Championed in a 2005 article by Johan Schott 

and Thomas Misa, Inventing Europe: Technology and the Hidden Integration of Europe 

illustrates issues with the current system of explaining European integration, alongside 

suggestions to remedy this. The conception, construction and operation of 

transnational projects offer a physical materialisation of the integration process, and 

so the history of the actors and decisions taken to make these visions a reality can be 

studied. This has obvious relevance to the British and European case and the situating 

of a piece of technology in this broader social, political and cultural analysis allows it to 

make a very important contribution to the study of political integration overall. By 

analysing the linking and de-linking of technologies that have spanned borders, and 

those projects that have required co-operation across borders, the ‘hidden integration 

and ‘hidden fragmentation of Europe becomes apparent, alongside the circulation and 

appropriation of products, systems, identity and knowledge.117 

   Technology generally takes a more ‘bottom up’ approach, or at least sets 

technocrats, engineers and scientists – drivers of transnational projects – alongside 

politicians in the process of linking nations. This way they link nations through physical 

means to make a similar diplomatic integration elementary, as failure to comply would 

often jeopardise an expensive and useful service the general populations of their 

respective nations are enjoying. For example, the Channel Tunnel, once maligned and 
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resisted for a plethora of reasons was fully embraced by the people of Britain, who 

make up 85% of its traffic volume in defiance of the media and politicians who 

bemoaned its impact on the landscape, and role in undermining ‘island nation 

identity.’118 In 1995, Conservative Prime Minister (PM) John Major declared it symbolic 

of ‘Britain’s new role in Europe.’119 These comments came whilst the Conservative 

party were deeply divided over the issue of Europe, yet it demonstrates that where the 

scientists and technocrats allow the people to go, politicians will follow, for going 

against popular public opinion so openly would be bad for domestic politics.120 This 

example shows how technology and transnational projects can drive integration 

through political appropriation. What’s more, this bottom up assessment is perfect for 

the analysis of tradition in discourse. How actors link these movements and projects to 

identity and harmonise the old and the new is not just very possible and quite logical, 

but something far from unique.  

Technology and Identity 

   In regards to identity and nation building, the importance of transnational 

technological projects has been explored by Judith Schueler. Materialising Identity: 

The Co-Construction of the Gotthard Railway and Swiss National Identity details the 

complex story of the construction of a railway line linking Switzerland to Europe through 

a highly symbolic mountain region.121 The author introduces and develops the notion 

behind a single object having multiple meanings per different groups, in this case the 

interplay between Gotthard as a railway and Gotthard as a geographical area.122 

Likewise, this thesis shall use the parliamentary debates and media discourse 

surrounding the Eurofighter to see how various actors applied wider connotations in 

this technological project. 

   Another piece worth mentioning for its relation to the Eurofighter is Engineering 

Europe: Big Technologies and Military Systems in the Making of Twentieth Century 
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Europe by Helmuth Trischler and Hans Weinberger.123 The authors point to the 

increase in scale and number of transnational projects during the Cold War as a 

stimulus of contemporary European integration.124 In particular, the focus is on the 

NATO Early Warning Radar Chain and its meanings and representations amongst a 

variety of actors.125 The clash between European and American industry and 

competition between Supreme Headquarters Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE) and 

NATO Air Defence Ground Environment (NADGE) are useful case studies on the role 

of actors in European integration and technological development.126 Furthermore, the 

Channel Tunnel and Gotthard Railway were infrastructures, whereas the Eurofighter 

is a piece of defence equipment. Trischler and Weinberger’s work demonstrates that 

much like a railway links and standardises across borders, so to can defence 

technologies, encouraging integration like the pooling of resources, cross border 

weapon stockpiling and joint command bodies. These systems generate a rich array 

of symbolic meanings, political ramifications and economic consequences.127 

   These works demonstrate that technology and its representation, can reveal much 

about historical processes in transnational politics. Furthermore, the examples of the 

Channel Tunnel, Hecht and Schueler should emphasise how the Eurofighter Typhoon 

as a technological creation has all the correct attributes to warrant a similar 

investigation. It is large in scale; it requires an international labour force as well as co-

operation between industries that compete. Also, scientists and aviation experts came 

together to design an aircraft to defend the European airspace, rather than a fixed 

national one. Finally, it involves input from the governments and defence industries of 

numerous European nations, alongside important roles from those that would either 

abandon the project or join later. The project can be used to assess the way in which 

British actors linked underlying political traditions into these aims.  

The Eurofighter Typhoon 

   Western European governments spent the 1960’s and 1970’s looking to upgrade 

outdated jet fighter fleets stimulated by the ongoing Cold War arms race. European 

nations were keen to assert themselves alongside their American and Soviet 
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counterparts, and not be seen to be relying too heavily upon the USA for defence. 

Being at the cutting edge of technology was an important factor of international 

pedigree, and the opportunities offered by pooling resources gave them a chance to 

combat the uneven evolution of aeronautical engineering across the globe. One 

proposal was a collaboration by British Aerospace Engineering (BAE) and 

Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohn (MBB) known as the European Collaborative Aircraft 

(ECA).128 These designs were submitted to their own respective governments, and 

Dassault later joined in October 1979, representing French interest. The French 

position rested heavily on having overall control of the project, which shows the 

beginnings of political wrangling.  

   At this point the project very nearly ended all together. With France withdrawing in 

the 1980’s to pursue what would eventually become the Dassault Rafale – the same 

aircraft that would pip the Eurofighter in the Indian defence bid – BAE attempted to 

resurrect West German and Italian interest with the Agile Combat Aircraft (ACA) which 

would become a joint effort between BAE, MBB and Aeritalia. Political concerns still 

existed however as West German actors were keen for political alignment with France, 

due to British relations with America and wider position in the European project.129 The 

government remained fixed on sharing the tab for a new fighter and refused to go 

alone, a decision which is still hotly contested and debated in current discourse, with 

heavy political, economic and identity elements.130  

    By 1985 an agreement was in place between Britain, West Germany, Italy and Spain 

with development costs being taken on by BAE, MBB and Aeritalia becoming the basis 

for the EJ 2000, as it came to be known after 1992. Therefore, the project was backed 

by private companies, but with significant government funding. Furthermore, it would 

be an important part of national defence, giving it heavy political relevance. 

Management of the project was handed over to a specially formed company named 

Eurofighter Jagdflugzeug GMBH established in Munich in 1986.131 With the fall of the 

USSR, the needs of European governments changed. In the early 1990’s the new 
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German government threatened withdrawal but the EJ200 survived, something 

attributed by British actors to British persistence and doggedness. With the lack of Cold 

War this cost cutting exercise morphed into something different, a cutting-edge piece 

of technology celebrating the strength of a united Europe.132 The construction of the 

first prototypes began in 1989 and the 1990’s saw the finalisation of the production 

share for the four founding nations. This was far from smooth, with intergovernmental 

disputes breaking out over the cost/production shares routinely. With steady 

progression, the first combat aircraft were delivered in September 2003. The present 

situation is described on the official Eurofighter Typhoon website:  

‘The battle-proven Eurofighter Typhoon is the world’s most advanced new generation 

swing-role combat aircraft available on the market and is in successful operation in six 

nations: Germany, Italy, Spain, United Kingdom, Austria and the Kingdom of Saudi 

Arabia. The Royal Air Force of Oman is the Eurofighter Typhoon's seventh customer, 

having commissioned 12 Eurofighter Typhoons to enter service in 2017.’133 

   Compared to other multi-national aircraft development programmes, the Eurofighter 

is a mixed success. Prior to the development of the Eurofighter Typhoon, the Panavia 

Tornado was produced from a successful co-operation between Britain, West 

Germany and Italy.  This initiative was launched in 1969 with the creation of the 

Panavia Aircraft GMBH and managed to deliver a versatile and adaptable aircraft by 

1980.134 Not only is the 11 years of development to production far shorter than that of 

the Eurofighter, the cost projections were also met. Furthermore, the jet is still in active 

service, being deployed by numerous air forces during the 2011 Libya intervention. 

This was a positive precedent preceeding the Eurofighter Typhoon.   

   In comparison to the currently in development F-35 – a collaboration aircraft led by 

the United States but including the UK – the Eurofighter has so far been a relative 

success. The former is experiencing massive cost overspends, having been floated by 

the US government on occasion whilst experiencing chronic mechanical and electrical 

problems. Interestingly, the discourse surrounding the F-35 in comparison to the 

Eurofighter at similar points of their development is far less critical. Again, given the 
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costs overspends and failure to meet targets it is tempting to look to the ‘euro’ element 

as a prime reason. However, it is worth also noting that British involvement in the F-35 

is mainly procurement, whereas with the Typhoon it involved development too. Even 

so, given the original parameters to make a technological and military statement about 

capabilities of European governments and militaries, this is not something that would 

be expected to be a surprise.   

   To summarise, the Eurofighter Typhoon is a fourth-generation multirole aircraft, with 

both air to air and ground attack capabilities. This comes from the varied requirements 

of the original partner nations, which lacked a complete consensus on what they 

expected the aircraft to achieve. The compromises this caused within the development 

of the aircraft arguably set it up to fail immediately, as it would allow national actors 

within the transnational framework to attack it for sacrificing things they wanted to 

accommodate something from a partner. Added to this are the monumental costs that 

this political manoeuvring incurred, not to mention delays.135 This was a jet designed 

to counter Warsaw Pact jets and match the United States of America Airforce (USAAF) 

in the 1970’s, yet is now up against fifth generation stealth machines conceived in the 

1990’s.136 These central controversies are important to understand, as they can 

influence discourse.  
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Chapter Two – Nation and Europe in Eurofighter Political Discourse 

   The focus of this chapter shall be the deployment of the Eurofighter Typhoon in 

political discourse across a period of three decades. Starting on the first of January 

1984 and concluding January 2013, the focus of this section shall be the nature of 

reaction to the on-going technological project. By analysing political debates – via 

Hansard – the aim is to better understand how Britain and Europe have been placed 

in relation to each other, and if this has evolved across the thirty years of technological 

collaboration. Discussions of the debate across this timeline have been varied in 

helping to explain how significant the project is in regards to facilitating integration and 

defining contemporary Britain as a nation state.  

   The chapter shall begin with a summary of all debates across this period, including 

the documenting of central themes in the discourse and the frequency of their use in 

parliamentary discussion. Following that will be an analytical breakdown of those 

discussions per each selected event and its two-year window. This will include 

contextual information followed by in-depth analysis of chosen debates to understand 

the prevalence of certain concerns and how these are significant to the wider goal of 

the chapter in regards to understanding technologies effects on Britain and Europe’s 

relationship.  

Focus of Parliamentary Debates and Speeches 

   As would be expected with such a vital and expensive defence project, Eurofighter 

Typhoon has generated a mountain of discussion, both directly and indirectly in 

discourse ranging from European collaboration to institutional integration. A good 

starting point for this analysis would be an overview of these debates in the chosen 

time periods, to identify the fundamental concerns that technological debates had 

elicited in Britain’s political elite. Furthermore, by charting how frequently they are 

discussed it can become clear how the priorities driving the project have evolved over 

such a long period, and whether these have become more Europhile or Eurosceptic. 

To accomplish this, a table has been constructed to illustrate these discussions and 

patterns (see appendix 1).  

   In the period surrounding the uncertainty and eventual withdrawal of France from the 

European Collaborative Aircraft (ECA) the focus of the parliamentary discourse reflects 

the unknown quantities that major technological collaborations still were. In 1984 there 
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were nine named debates devoted to the project. Added to this are a further twenty-

one in 1985 and January 1986.137 This shows the importance of the project as this is 

a total of more than one debate per month. The nature of these speeches and debates 

is diverse: some were simple requests for project updates, whilst others wanted to 

explore industrial concerns that rested on the success or failure of the venture. In fact, 

the sheer number of industrial concerns – twenty-seven speeches – demonstrate a 

significant concern within the political elite for Britain’s defence manufacturing 

industries, and point to a strong conclusion that collaboration is something that could 

aid the continued ability of government to provide defence capabilities. Regarding 

discussions of collaboration, in 1984-1986 there were twenty-seven references made 

regarding this aspect of the project. Six were negative comments in 1985-86, mostly 

encapsulating confusion at choosing European collaboration ahead of the more 

traditional Anglo-American relationship, and the connotations this brings.138 Other 

references made that closely relate to collaboration is the desire amongst elites to 

place Britain, via European partnerships, alongside the USA and USSR, both with 

symbolic and a genuine military interests to act as a deterrent. Of the total speeches, 

issues relating to the Cold War and needs of the armed forces total nineteen.  

   There are some mentions of the cost of the project, totalling nine written and verbal 

comments over the two years, but due to the embryonic stage of the plan the overruns 

that would later afflict it were not yet anticipated. With these categories established, 

the reader can see how the main thrust of debate focused on British industry, alongside 

the various associations made by politicians to the positive aspects of European 

collaboration. The data collected seems to reflect the hidden way that technology aids 

integration, given how the two highest frequency concerns addressed by MPs in the 

1984-86 period relate to these issues.  

   In the 1994-96 segment of source material, a further twenty-four named debates 

were held on the now named Eurofighter 2000. Again, these ranged across topics, with 

most being related to optional service dates, inter-operability and cost analysis. The 

new emphasis on the expense of the project is reflected by the written and verbal 

comments across the two years with eighteen speeches relating to escalating and 

existing payments being the highest of any other category. In tandem with this, the 
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collaborative element of the project remains highly significant, being the second most 

numerous theme to be addressed. However, where before it was overwhelmingly 

positive in nature, during this period, out of the eleven speeches made five remained 

positive while six were negative in nature. Often, the latter were attacking the notion 

that pan-Europeanism was needlessly bureaucratic and expensive, with the 

insinuation being that there were more reliable forms of procurement either in the 

traditional alliance with the USA or by showing more faith in national suppliers. Support 

for the project remained in both the government and large portions of the opposition 

for a variety of practical and symbolic reasons which is reflected in the near parity of 

opposing viewpoints.  

   There are two more significant patterns to be viewed at this point. The first is that the 

emphasis on British industry drops whilst critiques of the export capacity of the final 

product increase. This reflects two things; the growing concern for the cost of the 

project, alongside wider questions of identity regarding Britain’s internationalist 

outlook.139 The second is that with the removal of the USSR as a potential aggressor 

in the early 1990’s, the suitability and demands of the RAF comeback sharper into 

focus, as ministers try to establish what kind of threats the new world order might bring, 

as well as wider foreign policy questions. Where previously during the 1984-86 period 

the mention of these topics was low, being only nine written and verbal references in 

total, here it jumps to nine focused comments on forces needs alone. Added to this is 

the new column addressing the quality of the aircraft, a natural by-product when costs 

are growing, the European element is under critique and the situation internationally is 

changing.  

   The number of named debates continues to be high across the period from 1998 to 

the new millennium, with twenty-three counted, and the focus remaining on tranche 

orders, production knock-ons, cost overruns and partner relations. Likewise, costs and 

remain central to debate around the project, with its suitability and escalating prices 

coming under scrutiny.140 In tandem with this, the needs of the Army and RAF increase 

in importance with the number of written and verbal references reaching twenty-two. 

In regards to the latter these queries often rest on ensuring the RAF is getting what it 
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needs, and not some piece of symbolic machinery, whilst for the former the precedent 

of European collaboration is often touted as helping ease equipment procurement for 

various helicopters and transports that were up for renewal. Through-out the period 

minsters use these elements to score points off each other and Europe by combining 

these concerns with questions addressing the general quality of the aircraft, which also 

jump significantly in frequency. 

   The negativity falling on Europe is best shown in the fact that negative outlooks 

expressed towards the European aspect of collaboration now double the positive ones 

by eight to four. This changing perception is compounded by the naming of the export 

version of the aircraft in September 1998, where it was affixed ‘Typhoon.’ Although 

seemingly innocuous, there was a Hawker Typhoon introduced into service with the 

RAF in 1941which was used on German targets during the WWII.141 The insensitivity 

of the decision, considering Germany was a partner in the Eurofighters production, 

alongside the irony of a ‘euro’ project bearing a reminder to when Europe was burning 

was not lost on MP’s. 

   During the 2003-05 period the concerns of Parliament had continued to evolve with 

the project, with the RAF finally receiving its first aircraft. Debates and questions over 

the project intensified, with forty-nine separate named debates taking place. With the 

first tranche anticipated, rumours around cuts and delays set industrial concerns 

rocketing, with almost thirty separate remarks and answers being recorded. MP’s 

sought assurances jobs would not be lost to European workers. Cost analysis 

continued at a similar level, once again being a political football with party members 

attributing blame for delays and spiralling costs to each other. European collaboration 

was ultimately the loser as the strengthening of the special relationship and growing 

criticism of Maastricht begin to undermine potential long term achievements of the 

project.142 Of the nine written answers, questions or comments made regarding 

European collaboration in relation to the Eurofighter, all nine had negative tones. Once 

again, these reflected a range of grievances which were seemingly symptomatic of 

European collaboration, which are then reflected in debates about European 

institutions and the EU.  
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   The invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan demonstrated the vital role of overwhelming 

air superiority in contemporary military conflicts, and with the plane yet to enter service, 

the needs of the RAF and the questions of the Typhoons suitability as a cold war 

conceived aircraft became more urgent. Also significant is the growing emphasis on 

export potential. Two factors drove this; the fact that there were now aircraft being 

tested, and the overruns that had got it there. Global competition amongst military 

equipment industries, including other European nations becomes a large part of the 

discussion. This desire to exploit foreign markets perhaps ties into the renewed 

element of Atlanticism and placing Britain beyond Europe, which again has parallels 

with questions being asked about Britain and Europe.  

   Finally, during the period 2011-13, the number of named debates drops massively, 

with only three being noted in the period. Mostly, this can be explained by the simple 

fact there were less uncertainties around the project. Tranches had been confirmed, 

the production had been proceeding for over a decade now and the partners were 

approaching the end of their orders. Now, MP’s had more ability to act on hindsight 

and progress, rather than needing reassurances and attempts to understand the 

present thinking of the government. By this point the project was receiving less 

attention in parliament overall, but this does not mean it is no longer a valuable period 

for analysis. In all themes, the frequency of their use in discourse is notably reduced 

apart from in exports. This indicates that the value to the national economy is now most 

important in discourse. Typhoons had also started operational service, being deployed 

in strikes against targets in Libya, which again reduces the amount of speculation 

required over its capability and role.143  

   Another piece of significant context is the election of David Cameron PM at the head 

of a Conservative and Liberal Democrat coalition government in 2010.144 In this political 

climate the collaborative mentions of Typhoon (being seven in total) are more positive 

than negative once again. Often, the unity and strength Europe brings the UK is a 

central theme behind support, making it a positive precedent for shared responsibilities 

in various institutions and fields, whilst providing an example of Europe facing the 
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financial and euro-zone crisis’ with a united front. This operates almost in parallel to 

the apportioning of blame due to failing to secure trade deals. 

      To summarise this opening section of the chapter, the table illustrates certain 

patterns useful when analysing the comments and questions in detail. Although just 

cursory in nature, the advantages of mapping these debates are that it gives a 

collection of central themes with which to analyse in further detail. These can be placed 

into two groups, political and economic factors. The frequency of their deployment in 

relation to the project can also give an idea of what MP’s were prioritising and can give 

reasonable indications of why start it in the first place. In regards to trends, after viewing 

the data it is apparent that through the projects lifetime positive attitudes toward 

European collaboration become less prominent, with the negative aspects taking over, 

until 2011. Also, the frequency of this theme reduces over time, where other concerns 

in relation to industry and price remain firm. This indicates that the value of the project 

was perceived to be its jobs and cost saving potential for the aerospace industry. 

Processes of integration do not seem to have happened very effectively, as rather than 

soften attitudes toward Europe, they hardened in project discourse. This failure of 

technological exchange to subvert state boundaries will be examined in further detail. 

These are significant as they reveal two separate central discourses in these debates, 

that there were political and economic incentives for collaboration. The next aim of this 

chapter shall be to explore this dichotomy in more detail. 

France Leaves the ECA – 1984/86 

   The first section shall focus on the period encompassing French withdrawal from the 

project. During the 1970’s, British defense industries had suffered significant cuts. 

Post-war, both the commercial and military aerospace industry had been in good 

shape.145 The aerospace industry also held high symbolic value being as the chosen 

deliverer of Britain’s nuclear deterrent. The V series bomber fleet not only projected a 

power and capability beyond what Britain could realistically exert, but were also 

designed, built and paid for in Britain. Moving through the 1960’s and into the 1970’s 

the continued research and resource pressures squeezed Britain and the reality of 

superpower relegation was confirmed by falling budgets and a growing gap in 

technology and science. The bomber fleet and its successor TSR2 were scrapped in 
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favour of Trident.146 The fighter fleet was also condensed with the British aerospace 

industry being the loser. As orders were cut, so too were scientists, engineers and 

factory workers, steadily reducing the skill pool of the national industry. The industry 

was kept alive by isolated success, like the revolutionary vertical take-off and landing 

(VTOL) Harrier that had high export potential. 

   This was not isolated to Britain, as America sought monopoly in the industry, all 

European nations suffered, to the point where they either bought ‘off the shelf’ or 

pooled together to build something on par with the USSR and USA. In technology and 

industry as in politics, European nations had more influence if they worked collectively. 

The first such major project was the Panavia Tornado, built by a private consortium 

from West Germany, Italy and the United Kingdom.147 The quality of the product and 

the experience of the Tornado enterprise spoke well for European procurement, so 

when a group of European national air staff identified the need for a new combat 

aircraft in the late 1970’s, including the original Panavia customers, then it seemed 

natural enough to take this course. By the mid 1980’s the pressures of falling Tornado 

production, alongside the acceleration of Soviet arms production and the heavy 

reliance on the Harrier fleet during the Falklands War was making the need for a 

concrete agreement on the ECA more pressing.  

   At this point Europe was by no means a settled question in British politics. However, 

at any other point in the timeline of the project Britain was more European in vision 

with the 1975 referendum still relatively fresh in mind and the Western European Union 

(WEU) still retaining a strong economic character. However, as Ludlow explains, the 

failure to address the more symbolic elements of the vote in that referendum still left 

much scope for identity politics on the subject.148 Such a collaborative venture, in a 

sector traditionally represented as a pillar of the sovereign nation state would act as 

an excellent vehicle for integration on multiple levels. Margaret Thatcher was PM at 

the head of a Conservative government still uneasy about the European question and 

wary of the power struggles and electoral troubles it had brought her predecessor 

Edward Heath. It is with these economic, domestic and international pressures that 
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MP’s were debating the project. Being the earliest chronologically these sources give 

a unique insight into motivations for starting the project.  

Economic Discourse 

   The economic theme of European collaboration rests on the advantages of cost 

savings, maintaining jobs and securing the industrial base. This can be seen in 

numerus examples. The first is a response by the then Secretary of State for 

Procurement, Geoffrey Pattie, in a debate titled the Royal Air Force 1984 to a question 

regarding the high cost of collaborative ventures, and the impact of collaboration on 

the avionics industry. By banding multiple national aircraft orders together, the entire 

‘project appears more attractive and therefore viable.’149 Essentially, even if initial 

outlays are higher, the obligations of the group will act as a form of insurance. Pattie 

goes on to emphasise how the project is a venture being organised by private 

companies, and that the governments contributions are financial in nature and directed 

toward the prototype proposals.150 By doing this, the costs of the British government 

appear mitigated, as it indicates the larger strain of financial burden will fall elsewhere 

once these initial stages are completed. It also down plays the role of government 

universally, which is designed to assuage fears of the ‘bureaucracy at the top of 

programme’ which can make the project ‘slow and more expensive.151 

   Pattie continues to state that the guiding policies in military procurement at the time 

were focused on ‘the best long-term value for the nation’s money’ and that the increase 

in joint procurement projects represent just that, good business propositions.152 

However, the illusion of choice appears to be deceptive. In a debate taken from 

February 14th 1984, Pattie further explains that collaboration allows the government to 

take on procurement opportunities that would ordinarily be too expensive if left to the 

national industry alone.153 Others agree, noting how if a European project did not go 

ahead, then the estimates for a purely national solution to these gaps in defence would 

cost £1 billion, and therefore would not only be unaffordable, but would leave the 

industry without anything to build at all.154 Concerns remained about this system of 
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procurement though, with responses to Pattie asserting that the costs to jobs ratio is 

insufficiently in the interests of UK industry.155 This is echoed by others pointing out 

that not only do costs increase with more partner nations, but the share of the jobs pool 

decreases, unless more money is spent on the final share of products.156 The original 

P110 proposal which had been a British problem to deficits in air defence would have 

provided 55,000 jobs, and the five nation ECA option brought this down to 20,000.157 

There is clear wrangling between members in regards to sacrificing jobs and cutting 

costs, with the main argument being that some employment is better than none. Some 

felt the government was failing in their obligation towards British industry with the ECA 

project, but as Pattie explains that ‘it has never been the Government’s position that 

the level of the defence industrial base has to be maintained regardless of cost’ and 

therefore collaboration is its preferred choice per economies of scale.158 This 

sacrificing of British jobs in favour of co-operation continues the approach of the 

previous Labour administrations cuts in a friendlier form, as more of the unsustainable 

elements of the industry are severed to save the rest, which is facilitated by the needs 

and existence of a European market. It also places Britain as in decline, and Europe 

as the antidote. 

   Accusations that British industry was overlooked in turning to Europe were refuted. 

In fact, the Tornado had enabled British industries to perform well above their potential. 

A similar programme had recently been embarked upon with America, the Harrier GR5, 

valued at £8 billion which had initially been labelled as attempts by the USA to 

appropriate British technology. Rather than deprive British engineering firms of high 

technological capabilities they had been preserved and even enhanced by the United 

States’ willingness to adapt them.159 It is worth noting here that the same enthusiasm 

for inter-governmental approaches shown in regards to Anglo-American ventures is 

lacking in Patties defence of the ECA, which indicates that whilst American 

technological prowess was acceptable and indeed workable, sharing with continental 

neighbours was not.160 
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   Repeated calls from concerned MP’s seek clarity that their constituencies would be 

protected by the EFA. Robert Atkins is the first, asking in January 1984 whether the 

government was aware of the ‘increasing concern of my constituents in the British 

aerospace industry…about this project,’ focusing on the element of ‘industrial 

cooperation that must follow’ the initial joint air staff agreement for a new aircraft.161 

Here, as before the ECA promises life to those communities, and so Atkins is keen for 

it be adopted, but with trepidation regarding the final workshare. These fears continue 

into 1985, with attacks on the government for failing to provide reassurances that could 

be passed to 16,000 BAE workers in Preston that the project would go ahead.162 The 

responses of Pattie to these requests show a conviction that the ECA will provide the 

security the industry needs. Again, collaboration is essential to prosperity. 

   A different perspective on collaboration comes with looking at the state of British 

industry. Kevin McNamara, a Labour MP, notes the concerns of those men and women 

with ‘jobs at Warton, Brough and elsewhere,’ alongside the wider threats to 

accumulated expertise, capital investment and concentrated manpower that would all 

disperse should the government fail to guarantee investment in the sector.163 Britain’s 

capabilities are being sacrificed by excessive free trade, represented by the project 

and so fuels British work share demands. The fear that wider markets are undermining 

Britain’s industry is demonstrated by ‘on the dole’ ex dockworkers in Humberside, who 

have been victims of the governments short-sightedness regarding the seafaring 

industry.164 Collaboration if done incorrectly would only hasten the removal of 

employment from Britain’s hard pressed industrial communities. The desire in 

parliament to use the project as a vehicle to preserve British expertise is demonstrated 

by the Earl of Kinnoul, whose response to the announcement that the involved 

countries will begin feasibility studies focused on the size of the British workshare and 

the intention to use a British engine.165 Lord Trefgarne, the Parliamentary Under 

Secretary of State for the Armed Forces offered assurances that not only is the project 
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going to be vital for British Aerospace, but also that the government are taking 

employment into consideration, and is precisely why the project is seen as so vital.166 

    McNamara is not the only MP concerned at the loss of jobs to the Continent, John 

Wilkinson, this time a Conservative MP places the full employment of production 

facilities in the UK alongside the objective of a five-nation collaboration, insinuating one 

should not be sacrificed for another.167 By this time there is a new Secretary of State 

for Procurement, Adam Butler, whom concedes that ‘British Aerospace factories’ and 

their concerns will come first, indicating that ‘delay beyond a certain point would be 

unacceptable’ and it may even be better to buy American.168 The change in personnel, 

and the tone it brings reflect an awareness of the sensitive nature of losing jobs to 

Europe. Interestingly, the EEC is still the antidote but to failings in domestic policy as 

the resources for purely national technological undertakings have been whittled away. 

This explains the continued support from both the opposition and government for the 

project, but with caveats. For some, the project – and EEC – are a logical business 

move for Britain to exploit. For others, the urgency with which the project should be 

adopted is to keep Britain’s aerospace industry alive, and by demanding high 

workshares and technologies from contracted partners Europe can be exploited in a 

different form. Rather than integration, this is likeable to exploitation. 

   Working with competitors was also difficult to overcome. The government was 

pressed to acknowledge that through-out the contract signing there were fears at all 

levels of industry, from management to the shop floor, that Britain was being 

‘outmanoeuvred by the French.’169 Others agreed, noting how sole British responsibility 

for the RAFs’ needs was preferable to European involvement, as it was not believed 

that French export interests could match Britain’s, especially when the former actually 

had a product – the Mirage 2000 – to sell.170 Indeed, the only condition in which many 

would accept collaboration is if it is between the same nations that were involved in the 

Tornado, which would ensure British commercial needs came first.171 The dangers of 

French involvement were identified as early as 1984, when members of the Lords 
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pressed the need for a fast decision to capitalise upon the export market.172 Failure to 

decide soon would allow for American and French aviation industries to take more 

contracts.173 They also asserted that France had a conflict of interests with regard to 

the ECA due to competing with itself in the markets.174 Consistent delays were 

perceived as a ‘standard tactic’ of the French government as it sought to exploit 

Britain’s absence in the industry for as long as possible.175 Obstructions to British 

involvement in the EEC during the 1960’s and 70’s had left a bad taste in regards to 

Europe, and perceptions of the market as a vehicle for its own goals were heavily 

suspected.176 French ‘feet dragging’ would continue to frustrate right up until a four 

nation agreement was signed.177 Even in recognising the economic benefits of 

collaboration, there was still considerable competition between partners, which 

undermined the integrative element of the project. 

Political Discourse 

   Within the discussions around the politics behind the ECA, there are two distinct 

discourses. The first regards the strengthening of the EEC through co-operation and 

integration. The second is the large American influence across Europe, and where 

Britain should be positioned in relation to it.  

   The period of discussion around the signing of the original partnership agreement in 

1985 shows a significant appetite for greater European collaboration within sections of 

parliament. Baroness Young explains that ‘membership of the European Community 

is central to our foreign policy’ and places the project as central to the future 

‘development of the Community’ and a step towards the completion of internal markets 

as outlined in the Treaty of Rome.178 The ‘possibilities of constructing together a next 

generation European fighter aircraft’ is seen as central to facilitating this process in the 

‘military and industrial fields.’179 Continuing, Young asserts ‘there is so much 

Europeans can do together; and in the process, we shall grow together…we can 

collaborate over the new technologies that will change the lives of all Europe’s 
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inhabitants… We can have more cultural interchange…All these co-operative efforts, 

and the habit of European thinking they engender in each member state, are some of 

the many ways to progress towards the ever-closer union which we want.180 Not only 

does Young place technology and this project as central to the achieving ‘ever closer 

union’ but she is not isolated in her beliefs. McNamara criticised the government in the 

UK for not investing enough into the project, asking how European governments can 

be expected to share ‘secrets with us’ when their investment into the project is nearly 

three times more.181 There was impetus in parliament to further stress the desire in the 

UK ‘to bring about a successful collaborative fighter aircraft programme’ as ‘we in this 

country seek a true partnership.’182 The ECA would allow European partners to 

‘overcome deep suspicions and years of mutual hostility…as a model for increased 

collaboration in Europe.’183 This presents the programme as a standard bearer for a 

future in Europe. 

   Perhaps the strongest indicator of the Europhile attitude toward the programme is 

best seen when responding to challenges from other European nations to its progress. 

Rather than call for a national solution, the notion of dropping the European element 

of the project is never considered. When discussing ‘French intransigence’ and ‘lack 

of interest,’ it is countered by French trade union publications full of diatribe toward ‘the 

British aerospace and European industry.’184 By presenting the case in this manner, it 

is made clear that it is not Britain seeking conflict with European partners.185 The 

project had the potential to remove doubts about Britain’s commitment to Europe. 

Indeed, Britain is not acting chauvinistically or intransigently by the sheer fact it is 

offering to build an aeroplane Europeans would be involved in at all.186 France is not 

the only target, with demands for more pressure ‘at a political level’ be brought to bear 

on West Germany and others calling for the ‘burial of nationalist attitudes’ if ‘Europe is 

ever to mean anything.’187 For some, the political element is so strong that 

reassurances were needed the project would go ahead if France did not join the 
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project.188 Although the project still went ahead despite French withdrawal, the debate 

around the event gives a strong indication that collaboration within the community was 

far from solely on economic grounds.  

   There is one more distinct theme running through political discourse regarding 

collaboration, the desire to be less reliant on the USA for defence, by re-modelling the 

relationship from a dependant to a partner. On the one hand, this ties into attempts to 

make Europe more co-operating and integrated, like above. On the other it is to allow 

Britain to exert a power beyond its size and reassure American allies of Britain’s value. 

The issue of European contributions to defence was always prominent through-out the 

Cold War as it was important within NATO.189 Collaborative projects would allow 

European nations to acquire technology without the help of the United States in a 

manner that was affordable. In turn, these technological projects would facilitate 

greater institutional co-operation, such as the forming of the ‘Eurogroup of Defence 

Ministers’ which aimed to harmonise European views on defence and make common 

defence contributions as effective as possible.190 It was noted that European nations 

made up 80% of NATO aircraft, 85% of tanks and 90% of its manpower, making 

‘transatlantic recriminations’ unfair given the steps taken in Rome by WEU Foreign and 

Defence Ministers to integrate these into a wider force.191 For those whom resented 

the reliance on the USA, the implications of such a large amount of military might being 

combined – and other sectors following – would elevate the WEU and its members to 

the peak of international politics.  

   Without this combining of efforts, there were no illusions amongst Europhiles that it 

would be no longer ‘feasible…with one European competing with another’ and that the 

‘hugely fragmented European defence industry will not be a match for the 

competition…particularly with the likely impact in America of the strategic initiative 

programme.192 The desire to prevent West Germany from doing a deal with American 

aircraft companies to supply their jet fighter  reflect the idea that the EEC could act as 

an enabling construct for the smaller European nations states to save themselves in 

the new world order. The notion of standing up to the USA is well reflected when in 
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welcoming the news of the ECA agreement. Visiting ministers to Washington were 

encouraged to use the deal as an ‘example of western Europe’s determination to play 

an effective part in its own defence’ in the face of ‘reservations expressed by senior 

American Ministers.’193 The satisfaction of the pan-European project is only enhanced 

when the Americans themselves show an interest in 1985 of joining it themselves.194 

   Not all were happy with the apparent willingness to disregard the USA for Europe 

though. For these more Eurosceptic members, the need for collaboration on an 

economics ground was still visible. However, if it was to be done with Europe, it should 

have little political connotations. There was significant sympathy in Parliament for the 

feelings of the USA toward greater European responsibility for defence. The feeling in 

Washington that American politicians were no longer willing to sacrifice their own 

economy for the maintenance of European borders, when Europe would not provide 

ammunition and airfields amongst other things in return was sympathised with.195 

Furthermore, the ‘supercilious and morally shifty attitudes’ exhibited towards America 

are condemned, with exponents of a priggish and morally cosy European attitude 

towards the USA being heavily criticised.196 This is also unfair to Britain which led the 

way defence expenditure league in Europe with consistent calls for better continental 

contributions.197 In doing so, this would allow Britain to position itself as the American 

gateway to the Continent, and retain the Anglo-centric element of national identity.198 

   The special relationship was the strongest anti-European collaboration argument of 

the 1984/86 period. This often centred on European co-operation resulting in very little 

progress.199 The ECA is only an exception to this rule, and there remains many 

overlaps in other military equipment, yet alone in wider economic and political 

interests.200 Sir Phillip Goodhart echoes these sentiments, noting that in the ‘past 20 

years all talk about an European or Anglo-German tank have produced almost 

nothing…by all means have European cooperation in producing military equipment, 

but let it flow naturally if it is going to flow at all.’201 Clearly, Europhile supporters of the 
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programme would also recognise this but the difference in future outlook is clear. 

Where Europhiles see collaboration as a political objective, sceptics see it as 

something that can be useful, but should not be actively pursued in case of over-

reliance on often unreliable structures. The preferred course of action would be the 

American market, where almost inescapably the best equipment for defence forces is 

found.202 Goodhart, when speaking directly about the ‘new European fighter feels…a 

European-wide project will make it a great deal more difficult’ and does not ‘share the 

general feeling that it is undesirable that we in this country…should not buy American 

equipment.’203 Once more, this is presented as a safer and less idealistic course of 

action. 

First Prototype Flight - 1994/96 

   By 1994, the political and economic landscape behind the project was rapidly 

changing. However, the project itself had still barely left the ground, with the first 

accepted pre-production prototype flights occurring early 1994. From the signing of the 

final operational requirements and partnerships contracts in 1985 to now, production 

plans were yet to be agreed, the seriousness of this delay is put into context when the 

in-service date of the aircraft was originally aiming for 1995.  

   There are two large pieces of political context that need addressing beforehand. The 

first is the break-up of the USSR, which removed a large part of the impetus behind 

the need for an air superiority fighter. The only other nation on Earth that had anything 

that would warrant needing a comparable deterrent was the USA, to which Britain and 

Europe were bound through many obligations. Not only was an air superiority fighter 

no longer needed, but governments across Europe were no longer sure what role an 

air force would have. The bloc vs bloc structure of world politics had gone, and western 

governments were reassessing the role their forces might have to play in the new world 

order. The Gulf War and Balkans conflicts demonstrated air forces were necessary but 

it was envisaged ground attack aircraft not fighters would be required. The second is 

the 1992 Maastricht Treaty. This agreement would start to shape the EU into the body 

it is now, moving from economic toward political union. The full implications of the treaty 

were not yet entirely understood or experienced but the wider notion of integration was 

still a strong one in the UK. The Eurofighter 2000 (as it was now known) remained a 
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central part of European integration efforts. The wider questions about how far these 

efforts should go were a hotly debated topic.  

   In regards to the aerospace industry itself, the preservation policies of government 

had made BAE the largest of its kind in Europe. However, to maintain this position it 

needed more products, jobs and export potential. Tornado production had been 

stretched but a crossroads was reached where the government either buys American 

or goes with the EJ200. Worse still for the fighter is that not only had other competitors 

stolen a march on British industry – the Swedish Gripen or French Rafale for instance 

– but the USA whose industry Europe had originally been hoping to rival was now 

working on the F-22, a fifth-generation stealth fighter, which contained far more 

advanced technology than the fourth-generation prototype EJ200.204  

   Domestically the country was led by John Major’s Conservatives, but were 

experiencing turmoil over the Maastricht Treaty, with a significant rebel group making 

noise on the European question. In 1984/86 the issues of industrial decline were 

ongoing, by the mid 1990’s they had truly hit hard.205 The aerospace industry was 

arguably the only successful industry standing which amplified national interest in it, 

not just of the workers but also the national consciousness. If political and economic 

motives both had an important role in 1984/86, the decision to keep it alive despite the 

changing nature of the world is more economic in 1994/96.  

Economic Discourse 

   The strength of the aerospace industry in comparison with others gives the project 

importance in the northern regions of England, but also the wider economic export 

markets of the UK itself. Therefore, both the industry and the jobs it provides are 

heavily discussed. An overview in a debate on Foreign Affairs and Defence reflects the 

healthy feeling in the industry. Stating how collaborative procurement policies have 

‘contributed to making the UK defence industry healthy and internationally 

competitive…last year UK defence companies won export orders worth some £5 

billion, representing 16% of the world market.206 The European market represent an 

opportunity to respond to the changing international situation by reducing capacity in 
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the defence industry, whilst retaining industrial capacity.207 By sharing numerous costs 

with partners, the nation can order equipment whilst ensuring in negotiations there is 

enough to build to sustain industry. The Eurofighter is a ‘good example of that 

approach’ providing an excellent product ‘if we are able…to sort out the remaining 

managerial problems.’208 The idea the economic concerns have overtaken the military 

ones are demonstrated in discussion about Lancashire’s Aerospace Industry, where 

ministers are keen to get on record that the aerospace industry is now so important in 

the county that if orders were cancelled or scaled back ‘the industrial consequences 

would be horrible.’209 

   The collaborative based policy that brought this consolidation was coming under 

scrutiny due to the perceived failings of European partners. The failure by government 

to encourage diversity within the industry makes projects like Eurofighter 2000 no 

longer seemingly optional, as the industry is now so reliant on BAE that cancelling the 

agreements would leave a black-hole.210 This is compounded by spiralling costs, 

delays and workshare disputes starting to characterise the programme. Concerns 

regarding all three are consistent in the discourse. The issue of delays and their impact 

on workers in the north-west is raised in January 1994.211 If delays continue the number 

of total aircraft would likely be cut, and that European partners will become more 

unreliable as uncertainty persists.212 The negative influence from certain partners is 

exemplified by German indecision which needed to be solved soon to ensure the 

existing workshare agreement so potential jobs were not sacrificed for wider goals.213 

This pressure to retain workshare is shown barely a month later, when seeking the 

best conditions for the UK’s industries are central to questions of participation in the 

entire project.214 Although support remained strong, largely on the premise that again, 

some jobs are better than no jobs, the links being made between having partner 

nations and delays give collaboration a negative economic dimension that was lacking 

before.  
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   It does not help the project that in the response given by Jonathan Aitken, now the 

Minister of State for Defence Procurement, it is explained that these delays are 

attributed to the ‘budgetary difficulties of the four partner nations’ with the final aircraft 

alone estimated to be costing around £33 million if delivered.215 Especially when the 

major benefit of the project still being extolled was that it allowed for ‘useful savings 

over purely national programmes…that would otherwise be unaffordable…and offer 

best long term value for money.216 To compound the growing discontent the National 

Audit Office designated the system of procurement in need of detailed study thanks to 

‘expensive management agencies and the multiplicity of production lines.’217 The value 

of collaborative procurement was still being championed in parliament as a method of 

keeping the rising costs of defence equipment down but this is beginning to be weighed 

against the relative cons of the inner politics of working in a group.  

   If certain promises that European collaboration offered in 1984 were starting to be 

undermined by the realities of the Eurofighter project, the aim of competing in the 

export market once the aircraft was finally delivered becomes even more pressing.218 

The growing importance to counter growing economic negatives with a successful 

export story is demonstrated by desires to add the Eurofighter into Britain’s engineering 

export catalogue to be exhibited in trade missions.219 Even more telling is that rather 

than congratulate the news of the prototypes first flight, minsters are looking to sell it 

in order to increase jobs to justify its existence. However, just as the changing political 

landscape somewhat overtook the need for the fighter, the delays caused by the 

changing needs of partners would allow the Swedish JS39 Gripen and French Dassalt 

Rafale to enjoy a longer period in the marketplace.220 Ministers were wary of this, 

seeking reassurances that the estimated impact on the Eurofighters export potential 

would not be too high.221  

   Any guarantees that delays would not harm export potential were superficial at best, 

after all, a fully developed and manufactured product will always be easier to sell than 

                                                             
215 Jonathan Aitken (HC Royal Air Force, 27.01.1994). 
216 Portillo (HC Foreign Affairs and Defence, 16.11.1995). 
217 John Wilkinson (HC Defence, 17.10.1995). 
218 Aitken (HC Royal Air Force, 27.01.1994).  
219 Mans (HC Trade Missions, 13.04.1994). 
220 John Wilkinson (HC Royal Air Force, 27.01.1994). 
221 Wilkinson (HC Royal Air Force, 27.01.1994). 



49 
 

one experiencing delays.222 When combined with the fact British exports had increased 

to a 16% market share when the end of the Cold War had reduced market size by 10%, 

it is logical to continue rather than start again, sacrificing more time.223 By the mid-

nineties, the discourse surrounding the economic aspects of collaboration have 

changed. The project is under scrutiny, and indeed seems to have rabbit holed the 

government. The option to withdraw is possible, but the lack of alternatives coupled 

with opposition criticism about industrial and collaborative programmes means the 

project would remain central to economic interests.  

Political Discourse 

   With the economic aspects of European collaboration beginning to be questioned, it 

would be expected that the experiences within the project might affect the wider 

ambition of European integration. 

 In responses to queries relating to a further incorporation of the UKs procurement 

needs being placed into a European framework, Aitken describes this as ‘a little too 

Europhile for my taste; but we are not all Eurosceptical about procurement issues in 

the MOD, as our championship of the Eurofighter makes clear.’224 The significance of 

a European wide procurement plan would mean Brussels deciding what equipment to 

buy which would lead to heavy integration of European military forces. Part of starting 

the project was to integrate European defence, but the idea that a central body in 

Brussels would be in control of the process now leads Aitkens to ‘thank the heavens’ 

this is not the case.225 The use of the Eurofighter here is as a counterweight, giving 

assurances to those on both sides of the European debate. When asked specifically 

about the progress of defence procurement in June 1994, Aitken notes progress is 

going slow, but work would continue.226 When ‘that any moves towards greater 

European defence procurement will not be at the expense of further erosion of our 

defence industrial base’ Aitkens confirms any defence procurement will be made for 

‘our national security and national interests’ signalling a change of stance since the 

original debates in the 1980’s.227   
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   Furthermore, the placing of British and EU interests against rather than alongside 

each other is not isolated. Some warned that in the initial stages of the project it was 

dangerous to concentrate on institutional issues and resulted in the losing of sight of 

the main goal ‘militarily credible and effective capabilities.’228 In doing so ‘wholly 

European capabilities…would be unnecessary and undesirable’ and that ‘submerging 

our sovereignty and armed forces into supranational constructions’ should go no 

further than the existing NATO framework.229 The implication here is a strong one, 

ambitious politics has made the collaboration harder, fitting into the wider tradition that 

Europe needlessly complicates things. The continued strengthening of the partnership 

with Europe would likely lead to more collaboration, however, any such ventures must 

be limited to tighter economic and political controls with far less bureaucracy.230 The 

experience of Eurofighter seems to have made the realities of collaboration less 

appealing than the theory.  

   Naturally, wider political developments have removed a fair amount of the impetus 

to unite these forces, but there are suggestions difficulty with other European partners 

had an effect. Fractures were beginning to appear between partners within the project. 

Experiences with German ministers and their way of presenting the project had riled 

ministers in parliament. The suggestion the German Government may withdraw from 

the scheme if they did get more production created significant frustration given how 

hard British ministers had lobbied support.231 The perception that Germany was 

seeking to undermine the UK by taking jobs is presented in a Public Accounts debate 

where ‘demands for a higher percentage of the build to be allocated in Germany be 

resisted’ but that the sheer suggestion is ridiculous given that ‘so much of 

the…excellence of the Eurofighter has indeed come from British companies and their 

brilliant research.’232 This is an indicator that rather integration the main interests 

keeping Britain involved were economic. One MP did not react kindly to criticism of 

German Ministers being described as ‘anti-European’ reflecting that he was happy to 

be labelled anti-German when discussing EJ200, not only due to the attacks the project 

was being subjected to in Berlin, but also as British interests had to come first.233 
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Nevertheless, the divisive nature of the topic still led to criticisms of jingoism toward 

detractors.234 

   The American element still played a role in discourse. The option of the American 

market was being explored as an alternative to the Eurofighter 2000 in retaliation to 

German unease but was never taken further as the government retained its firm 

commitment to the project.235 Although seemingly innocuous, the veiled threat was 

received badly in Parliament, being labelled a ‘disgrace’ given the £12 billion already 

spent on the project and implications for the loss of production.236 The objections were 

not purely economic though, any notion that the government would not commit 

wholeheartedly to the project was a ‘slap in the eye for our European partners’ and a 

‘golden opportunity for the United States aerospace industry to sell us, as a loss leader, 

an aircraft…which will be no match for Eurofighter when it comes.’237 The placing of 

European collaboration ahead of American deals reflect the feelings that the USA/UK 

relationship was too one sided, and that Britain should be looking to Europe for its 

future.238 

   Members of the HoL led the counter argument, explaining that ‘our European 

partners talk about European defence, which usually means the future of European 

politics…I am extremely worried about the underling motives of the French…which are 

often used to squeeze the Americans out of any commitment to defence in Europe.’239 

Lords felt it to be ‘madness’ to cut ourselves off from the US, with its technological 

superiority that had been demonstrated in its leading role in the recent Gulf War.240 For 

some in the house though, accepting American ‘domination’ is not an option and that 

a European base for defence technology is essential in this process.241 Apparent 

attempts by US companies to convince certain countries that they could only join NATO 

if they buy American equipment is held up as an example of the severe lengths they 

will go to make money, and European collaboration is critical to the continued survival 

of the defence industry in the UK as a bulwark against such measures.242 Maintenance 
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of the technology base in the UK should be the governments first priority and the USA 

cannot be trusted to respect that so Europe is the obvious candidate for a partner.243 

However, this does not need to be inconsistent with NATO or a continued transatlantic 

relationship, but ‘a common foreign and security policy will evolve in Europe…driven 

by economic as much as political means’ and it would make sense for the UK to be at 

the forefront of these efforts.244 This later point can go far in explaining the continued 

political appeal of the Eurofighter. Where before there were elements of ‘missing the 

bus’ in not joining the ECSC in 1951, the championing of collaborative projects in the 

Maastricht era will restore to the UK the leadership role national identity craves.245  

Adoption of the Typhoon Name – 1998/00 

   The next section starts in 1998. Despite coming just two years after the last set there 

had been much change in both the domestic and international situations surrounding 

the project. 

   In Britain, there was a New Labour government led by Tony Blair. Blair would inject 

new impetus into European co-operation, and the confirmed signing of the Eurofighter 

order which the previous administration had been delaying was a commitment to this. 

The ‘special relationship’ that President Bush and Prime Minister Blair would enjoy was 

not yet apparent, with a guarded respect being more characterful of relations with the 

Clinton administration. The split nature of the Conservatives on the issue of Europe 

allowed Labour to forge ahead with an integrative European vision, and the Eurofighter 

was by now a long-term example of Britain’s commitment to the EU. There was an 

element of controversy surrounding the project when the government excluded it from 

the Strategic Defense Review (SDR) in 1998 a document aimed at assessing British 

defence capabilities. Some ministers were upset that such a costly venture was 

excluded. However, the actual reason for exclusion related to how close it was to the 

production phase, meaning withdrawal was not an option contractually even if the 

government found in the SDR it wanted too.  

   With no competitor to western nations on the international stage, it was felt that the 

conflicts in Bosnia and Kosovo would be more like the type of engagement for which 

Britain should prepare. Essentially, these would be localised and entail possessing 
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overwhelming air superiority. Ground attack aircraft were the order of the day and the 

Eurofighter did not yet fit this group. With more time to think on the issue, planners 

were becoming convinced that a carrier battlegroup for overseas force projection would 

become vital, further bad news for the Eurofighter as the original French demand for 

carrier launch capabilities in 1985 was a significant factor in them leaving the project. 

BAE systems had also signed up to a new collaborative aircraft project, this time the 

Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) which was a transatlantic venture.246  

   The capacity of British industry to participate in programmes like the Eurofighter and 

JSF can be taken as a testament to its health at this point. However, BAE was 

struggling with a lack of funds for future research development and a shallow pool of 

export products. Despite the prosperity of the aerospace industry at factory level, the 

corporate position was less healthy, a pattern that was afflicting all European nations 

thanks to American dominance. Therefore, similar economic pressures existed on the 

government in 1998 compared to 1994 in regards to industrial capability.    

Economic Discourse 

   The importance of the aerospace industry is emphasised through-out the two-year 

period, with government action demanded to keep it alive. With the SDR, it was 

expected that the central aim of government would be the preservation and continued 

growth of the manufacturing industry in the UK.  

   The defence industry was not only the UK’s largest, but also made technological 

contributions ahead of anything in Europe and rivalling those in the USA.247 Domestic 

efforts to aid the industry were always encouraged, such seeking reassurance of 

financial assistance to the aerospace industry in regards to ‘securing and creating high-

technology engineering jobs.’248 Responses like ‘the government…has recently 

awarded launch aid of up to £200 million to Rolls-Royce for the development…of new 

engines’ further illustrates that aerospace was a high government priority.249 Ultimately 

though, and in contrast to the economic criticisms of European collaboration emerging 

two years earlier it is on European co-operation that the future of the industry is 

portrayed to depend. The decision of the Labour government to sign the Eurofighter 
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contract in Germany is proof of the governments ‘enthusiasm’ and commitment to the 

British defence industry.250 For some ministers, the government’s decision to complete 

the signing of the Eurofighter agreement was welcomed by as an example of the 

intention to ‘consolidate the European defence industry’ that is crucial for the ‘pursuit 

of a vigorous industry throughout the UK.’251 The government had even begun 

‘examining the restructuring of industry, particularly on a corporate basis, and therefore 

the creation of a genuine European defence industrial base.’252 The prominence of 

European industry discussion in those that primarily relate to the British aerospace 

industry, such as the previously referenced named debate are in sharp contrast to the 

distancing between the two being undertaken in the mid 1990’s. Eurofighter has a 

significant symbolic meaning.  

   The change in stance to the Eurofighter as an pan industrial necessity is further 

evidenced by critiques of the opposition (now the Conservatives) for their belittling of 

the project as a ‘job-creation scheme’ but one that ‘gives British industry the opportunity 

to remain at the leading edge of technology.’253 Without this project, in turn facilitated 

by the co-operative element, Britain would not be able to participate in the JSF  which 

will also bring potential production capabilities into the country.254 Eurofighter as a 

collaboration even compares favourably to the JSF, because by working with 

European partners BAE is producing its own technologies, unhindered by the need to 

use ‘new technologies not of BAE origin’ due to the leading role of Lockheed Martin in 

the JSF.255 The disadvantages of being a junior rather than senior partner are smaller 

pay-offs. The resentment felt by European nations at the ‘one-way street’ of American 

exports in the industry are a driving force for their continued working with the UK.256 

Discussion of the Meteor Beyond Visual Range Air-to-Air Missile (BVRAAM) further 

highlights the European versus American elements of competition. By fitting this 

missile, it would not only ‘ensure that there is no job reduction in the defence industry’ 

but that the fact it represents the European bid to arm the Eurofighter is an argument 
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to choose it over the American one alone.257 To find such comments demonstrates that 

the Eurofighter was allowing MP’s to position Britain and Europe closer together.  

   There were still other debates within the wider economic discourse on the project. 

Job creation was a key election promise in 1997. For a Labour government, any 

proposals that could possibly create, or at the very least maintain industry size would 

be very important. The ability to be able to communicate to communities that industry 

was not just staying but expanding was a reliable short term way of making distinctions 

between the Labour government and previous Conservative ones.258 The value to 

Labour of capitalising on the northern industries is that the ‘north-west will benefit 

considerably from the Eurofighter project’ and ‘in doing so, we have safeguarded vital 

British technology and vital British jobs – and the base from which my hon. Friend can 

look forward to a long parliamentary career.’259 Members of the opposition show 

cynicism to the project on these grounds, labelling it an expensive job creation 

programme.  

   There were still concerns in the economic discourse. The delays that the project had 

experienced continue to frustrate, with the problems being attributed to corporate 

organisation.260 The significance is in the response where concerns are placed into the 

wider context of ‘this sort of equipment development’ rather than attacking bureaucracy 

or multi-national co-operation and suggests that as a collaborative venture, it is far from 

a ‘tale of misery’ rather being a lesson in European procurement.261 MP’s do not refute 

that there are cost overspends but that simply the need for European co-operation is 

essential for designing equipment and so there must be trial and error in early attempts. 

The implications are clear; this is a pioneering enterprise and it places collaboration 

firmly in Britain’s future. The emphasis on Labours championing of the project appear 

to become ideological as much as economical.262 Labour MP’s note how the previous 

Government made ‘heavy weather’ of their efforts to progress the project and that 
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thanks to this governments decision it might stand a chance of being delivered on 

time.263  

   The costs of the project remained one of the best ways to criticise it though. During 

a debate in July 1999 supporters admit that the original 1988 share of the cost should 

have been £13.5 billion, and at present was £16.1 billion.264 Opposition use the project 

to attack the wider failings of government to contain budgets of large projects and notes 

how despite being a ‘successful job creation scheme’ the effectiveness and 

overspends should mean the reconsideration of the programme.265 Rather than 

attribute the costs to European involvement as is seen frequently in the 1994 section, 

supporters remark that the ‘costs escalation is not new, having occurred in the earlier 

stage of the programme’ implying it is the responsibility of the previous government 

and no-one else.266 By making the Eurofighters failings matters of domestic discourse, 

it allows the wider integrative and European questions of the project to become lost in 

party politics.  

   The final economic element that will be covered here is the desire to maintain 

commercial prospects. In doing so, Britain is firmly being placed alongside Europe as 

a partner. During the BVRAAM discussions, keeping the armament European would 

allow for unfettered export without American interference, for if the missiles were built 

in the US, then it would give Congress the ability to block exports of the whole 

aircraft.267 These needs were growing, as Eurofighter GMBH was already starting to 

look for potential customers by July 1997, even though the aircraft was some way off 

in regards to delivery.268 The prospects were felt to be good, with the Eurofighter 

projected to be one of only four aircraft in its role worldwide, and units would be 

substantially cheaper than the opposition.269 However, the re-entering of the Russian 

Federation would flood the market with MiG 29’s and multiple Sukhoi models. Even 

European nations would compete against the Typhoon. This prompted recognition that 

the ‘enormous export potential’ had been exaggerated and this tacit admission 

                                                             
263 Spellar (HC Eurofighter Typhoon, 07.12.1998). 
264 Spellar (HC Eurofighter, 19.07.1999). 
265 Paul Flynn (HC Eurofighter, 19.07.1999). 
266 Spellar (HC Eurofighter, 19.07.1999). 
267 Colvin (HC Defence Equipment, 26.04.1999). 
268 George Robertson (HC Eurofighter, 27.07.1999). 
269 Clifton-Brown (HC Royal Air Force, 23.04.1998). 



57 
 

suggests that the European benefits to industry were overtaking the project’s cost 

saving potential in terms of priority.  

Political Discourse 

   The mounting economic criticisms of the project toward the end of John Major ’s 

premiership created a significant level of distancing from the political aspects of 

integration.270 Although the Eurofighter offered the opportunity of leadership to the UK 

in a matter that would also serve the national interest, the discourse during the 1994-

96 period makes the grasping of this opportunity quite unlikely. Now with the economic 

element of collaboration being presented more positively, the new government is keen 

to take those opportunities. 

   As early as January 1998 named debates regarding the ‘European Defence Industry’ 

start to appear. During, ministers discuss the best ways to consolidate into and create 

a European defence base. Although it is for ‘defensive companies themselves to take 

the lead’ some recognised that the governments of the UK, France and Germany ‘are 

now working together to facilitate the process of change.’271 The role of BAE and their 

equivalents in the Eurofighter project is placed as central to this restructuring to allow 

the industries to become a formidable international competitor.272 Ministers were asked 

to show ‘a bit more enthusiasm during our six months’ presidency of the European 

Union’ in order to promote this process, tying the prosperity of the British defence 

industry to its success.273 The impetus to form a European co-operation is being 

pushed by the PM himself placing its success at the top of priorities for Britain.274 

Others note how the ‘outstanding aircraft…illustrates eloquently the advantages of 

European co-operation in defence procurement’ and that given its success ‘is it not 

now logical to consider co-operation across defence as a whole.’275 Many concurred, 

using the ‘huge success for European co-operation’ as a clear indicator for Eurosceptic 

Conservatives about what the EU could do.276 Labour appropriation of the project is 

clearly visible, and its success enables it to be used within a wider pro-European 

                                                             
270 Schott and Misa, Inventing Europe, p. 08. 
271 Spellar (HC European Defence Industry, 12.01.1998). 
272 Spellar (HC European Defence Industry, 12.01.1998). 
273 Robert Russell (HC European Defence Industry, 12.01.1998). 
274 Lord Haskel (HL British Aerospace Industry, 15.01.1998). 
275 Menzies Campbell (HC Eurofighter Typhoon, 07.12.1998).  
276 Hoon (HC Eurofighter, 13.12.1999). 



58 
 

agenda. The contrast to two years’ prior is striking. Britain’s renewed determination to 

enter the EU project appears to have the Eurofighter central to its reasoning. The 

distancing of the project from wider political movements is being reversed and its 

significance is no longer measured by its cost or quality alone.  

   Making the Eurofighter a pin up for Europe brought it scrutiny, especially regarding 

the motives for its continuation. Due to the ending of the Cold War and SDR the need 

for the fighter was perceived to be removed. Parliamentary critics often looked for 

hidden motivations to continue the programme. An example is found in a debate titled 

‘Royal Air Force’ where it is noted ‘there is no longer a Cold War…what we are seeing 

is the birth of British power projection as carrier battle groups…what is it for?’277 

Despite the responses that the Eurofighter is important in case the need ever arises 

for an air superiority aircraft – which is quite weak given the RAF operated throughout 

the last decade of the Cold War without one – the speaker suggests its value is to 

‘import wings from Italy.’278 The commitment to Europe is further suggested when 

discussing the scrapping of Britain’s F-4 Phantom aircraft, a decision that is deemed 

extremely bizarre and has more to do with politics than actual operational decisions.279 

The impending JSF gives the opportunity to Britain to choose between America and 

Europe seeing as the resources for both to be flown in large numbers do not exist. 

These comments regarding strategic thinking leave no illusions as to what course 

some felt should be pursued.280  

   The turn to Europe did not eliminate all suspicion of the European nations. If 

Eurofighter facilitated this political shift, it, and other projects like it ensured a healthy 

trepidation remained regarding the potential of the EU.  The size of Britain’s aerospace 

industry demanded caution when agreeing to consolidate into a European framework. 

If one nation has a market share of 70%, then it would like a significant portion of 

control and resources to match the size of its bargaining chips.281 The presence of 

France led ministers to be wary of future collaboration, as their interests often clashed 

with those of the UK due to their stance as competitors. Examples of this ‘obduracy’ 

can be found in the biggest Anglo-French venture attempted, Concorde, which is 
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‘always spent with an “e” because the French insisted on it.’282 Slightly more grievous 

transgressions include the 1967 variable geometry project, which the French cancelled 

as soon as they got hold of British swing-wing technology.283 Even the failure to bring 

France into the Eurofighter is caution enough, and the government are urged ‘not to 

blink’ when the French insist on terms and under no circumstances should control of 

British industries be transferred to France or Germany.284 Integration still retains a 

heavy element of British self-preservation, even when it is advocated any questions 

sovereignty ceding are rebuffed. Any transfer of responsibility to Brussel’s is met with 

‘anxiety’ and its felt the WEU would be better because this would still allow Britain to 

have more control.285  

   The need to confront the USA and consolidate the British aerospace industry takes 

as much precedent as political integration. It has already been made clear that being 

at the ‘mercy of the American industrial giants’ was becoming increasingly 

intolerable.286 The new emphasis on the EU offered a viable alternative to those 

resentful of the way the USA treated the UK in the ‘two way’ relationship. This 

scepticism is visible in the BVRAAM debate where ministers are wary of being at the 

‘diktat’ of the American government, whom it seems is genuinely feared might use their 

influence to block the export of their allies.287 Coupled with this are numerous mentions 

that presume the project will allow the UK and Europe to challenge this unfair status 

quo. Europe and a European defence industry are the only way Britain could ever hope 

to project the influence it had on the world stage, and the Eurofighter would allow the 

nation the opportunity to do this in the defence export markets.288 

   Predictably, there was far from a consensus on the issue in Parliament. With 

government seemingly pushing the European direction, it allowed detractors to present 

transatlanticism as an alternative. These MP’s used the ‘state of the Eurofighter’ as a 

serious doubt on whether a European commitment to defence even exists.289 The 

natural recourse is to embrace the American defence market once more, seeing as ‘all 
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the eggs are back’ in there.290 The USA was not merely a solution to failures, identity 

politics were attached to it as a choice between ‘integration at the government’s 

request when there is no formal legal basis through-out the EU for such collaboration; 

or…to maintain and to promote the interests of the British defence industry with those 

of the world’s greatest defence industries in the USA.291 The American industry had 

grown to its size through investment and hard work to dominate the globe, much like 

Britain’s had grown to dominate Europe. If anything, the UK should be exempt from 

European defence deficiency criticisms and not pay the price for petty ‘national 

interests, hesitation and inadequate prioritisation, that has left the European industries 

in a less competitive state.292 When BAE chose not to merge with Deutsche Aerospace 

Aktiengesellschaft (DASA) the move was celebrated as it would allow for control to 

remain in Britain.293 This is advantageous  not for ‘chauvinistic or jingoistic’ reasons, 

but because UK companies look ‘not just across the channel, but…to the United States’ 

for collaboration opportunities.294 This collaboration arises seeing as the UK and the 

USA have a ‘unique common interest’ that other European nations lack, and are the 

‘two nations that can best be relied on to defend freedom around the world.’295 

Ultimately, the feeling of EU vs USA is so strong for some ministers that the 

prosecution of the production of the next generation of British aircraft: the Eurofighter 

or JSF should be put to public debate.296 Here, the Eurofighter is being deployed to 

place Britain as either European or transatlantic. Europhiles celebrate the Eurofighter 

as a sign of things to potentially come and place America as a hindrance and 

competitor to that vision.  Eurosceptics point to the fact that Britain and America are 

not in positons of superiority in the international defence industries by mistake, and 

that the UK should take full of advantage of its unique relationship with the USA.  

First RAF Aircraft Delivered – 2003/05 

   With production runs now underway, the government had to confirm the second 

tranche order of over 200 more units for delivery. This commitment would be expensive 

and create further contractual obligation with the partner nations. In parallel with this 
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was the publication of another SDR, titled ‘Delivering Security in a Changing World.’297 

Within the review, the Eurofighter attracted much criticism for its delays, cost 

overspends and suitability. The reviews damning verdict on Britain’s ability to project 

force overseas would lead to the procurement of two new aircraft carriers, which given 

the previously discussed incompatibility of the Typhoon with carrier take off further 

undermined confidence in the programme, despite now actually delivering aircraft.  

   Britain was once again at war, invading Afghanistan in 2001 and joining the US in 

the invasion of Iraq in 2003. Although the coalition forces consisted of many nations, 

ranging from Australia to Poland, the two largest contingents were from the USA and 

UK. The perception of a unique relationship between the two was stronger than ever, 

with the question regarding Britain’s place in the world coming sharply into discourse 

once more. For many, the choice was increasingly becoming either the USA or EU, as 

the goals of the latter would lead to confrontations with the former. With the news of 

the governments ordering of aircraft carriers and the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan 

demonstrating little need for an air-superiority fighter that could not land on a carrier 

questions began to be asked about why both the Typhoon and the JSF were needed. 

After the merging with Marconi Electronic Systems, ‘BAE Systems’ as it was now 

known had initially sought more co-operation within the EU. After a review in 2004 

though, the company took a strategic bias in favour of US enterprises.298 It was still 

active in multiple European collaboration schemes and would be bidding for the 

opportunity to build the new Queen Elizabeth Class Aircraft Carriers. For some 

politicians, there was controversy over its multinational approach and elements of its 

corporate leadership which detracted from its purely British status. This made the 

granting of new orders to it controversial.  

   The Labour government was coming under increasing pressure to back either the 

EU or USA. Given the position of the Eurofighter in the promotion of the former in 1998 

this would ensure that the project had more than just a military value. Due to the 

controversy surrounding BAE there was less pressure to prop up the aerospace 

industry, however the company still employed thousands of Britons and so to damage 

it would harm both communities and the economy. War-time deficiencies put delayed 
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projects like the Typhoon at the forefront of strategic concerns, as the RAF were being 

asked to do their jobs with equipment that should have been replaced nearly a decade 

ago, amid a growing scandal at the general state of the Armed Forces equipment. 

Promoting and defending the project was politically riskier than it had been in the late 

90’s.  

Economic Discourse  

   With discussion around tranche 2 of Typhoon orders ongoing, the importance of the 

project to the industrial regions of the country becomes increasingly dominate in the 

economic discourse. 

  The ability to deliver contracts has clear economic rewards, meaning ‘jobs and 

prosperity for British workers.’299 Many highly skilled aerospace businesses depend on 

these contracts, so for the government to cancel or withdraw them would have a huge 

social impact.300 Given the efforts made to stop industrial contraction, this means the 

Eurofighter is still central in labours political agenda. This is displayed in response to 

the failure of the Chief of Defence Staff to unilaterally support the continued acquisition 

of aircraft which had caused ‘uncertainty and worry in the Wharton workforce.’301 

Respondents pointed out ‘record numbers of orders have been placed with UK 

manufacturers’ and had and will continue to ‘give a tremendous boost to the economies 

of the north-east.’302 The government’s insistence on the Eurofighters ‘huge 

significance to the UK jobs and technology’ markets, led the opposition, and even the 

BBC to allege that the government were only interested in large aircraft orders as a 

skills retention scheme.303 These concerns were attributed to the opposition needing 

something to complain about, rather than ‘applaud success.’304 To further empathise 

the central position the Eurofighter now possessed in domestic industrial policy, the 

fourth paragraph of the official announcement regarding the signing of the RAF: 

Typhoon Tranche Two Contract points out that the order will ‘provide major benefits 

across the UK and…industry expects it to create or sustain 16,000 jobs…and a 
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significant number in supporting industries across the economy more widely.’305 The 

wider implications of having the Eurofighter in such an important position is that it also 

gives the relationship with other European nations great authority over the health of 

sections British industry. 

   This was not universally acclaimed. During a debate called the ‘British Aircraft 

Industry’ the industrial importance of awarding contracts to aerospace businesses is 

complicated by the fact that ‘through its ownership, BAE Systems is no longer…a 

British company.’306 Some would prefer to see other smaller British companies 

prioritised in the choosing of the new carrier contracts, which in turn would mean 

reductions in other large procurement projects as this would be the ‘patriotic choice for 

the British defence industry.’307 Thus it would be better to distinguish between 

companies within the UKs own market if it would mean less contact with none British 

entities. On the other hand, BAE is a British company by ownership and supplies British 

troops. When it was suggested that European firms be allowed to build Britain’s new 

carriers, such as contractors from France, it was vital not to follow this course as there 

was no guarantee of receiving anything in return.308 After nearly two decades of 

European collaboration there seems to be little effect on a European wide defence 

industry. This is partially due to the perception that British companies are simply better 

than their European ones, and collaborative projects with the EU hold it back. The 

ability of British companies to win work on the JSF through sheer merit elevate them 

above their European counterparts.309 This feeling is compounded by struggles on the 

Eurofighter programme, which are not of British origin. The duality of the projects 

meaning is consistent. In this example the Eurofighter programme tarnishes Europe 

whilst for others, Europe is a beacon.  

   Given the obvious provision of jobs European collaboration can bring there had to 

be more reason to leaving people unemployed than mere patriotism. These 

motivations centred on the complications European partners bring, being responsible 

for overruns in delays and costs. The proportion of GDP spent on defence had been 

falling consistently. The SDR had promised that the contribution to the defence budget 
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would be 2.5% perpetually, however the figure had fallen to 2.3% by 2003, and was 

heading down to 2.2%.310 Questions were raised over the logic of spending £57 million 

per fighter and over £20 billion on the entire programme given that the SDR seemed 

to be advising against it.311 It seemed to some that the attempts to harmonise European 

research and development projects were ‘a quick fix to make up for the shortfalls in the 

UK’ and that it would in fact make much better sense to make cost savings on the 

Eurofighter instead.312 The only logical reason for ministers on both sides of the house 

that the government would continue with the project was either out of deference to the 

European project, or because it was ‘enmeshed in contracts it could not get out of.’313 

Not only were British industries being hampered by industrial co-operation with Europe, 

but it was also draining resources from the Armed Forces and wider economy.  

   Collaboration had promised much, but instead it had inflated costs and failed to 

deliver products. Although not solely based in Europe, of the twenty projects recorded 

in the 2002 Major Projects Report, eight had slipped.314 Just as in the 1980’s joint 

procurement had been a policy adapted to allow a government to afford defence, now 

the rescue policy needed rescuing. For the detractors of procurement, and the 

advocates of smart procurement like the Eurofighter was becoming the embodiment of 

how to do procurement incorrectly. The government did acknowledge this pressure 

and that delays were ‘not in the best interests of industry’ but remained committed to 

‘all necessary resources…being dedicated to…working with our international and 

industrial partners.’315 Despite sympathies for those who criticised these delays and 

the inefficiencies of the Eurofighter collaborative programme, the final product was 

deemed to be worth it prompting the government to spend £200 million on securing 

the next production contract and making the Eurofighter the biggest procurement 

project in the history of the MOD (until that point).316 Surprisingly, the question of who 

to blame contained less identity politics than debates regarding whether or not to 

continue. However, of the six speeches that mention this aspect, all of them 

acknowledge the programme as a victim of changing times, and acknowledge 
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setbacks to be an expected by product of collaborative schemes. Four do refer to 

German hesitancy, and describe the early 1990’s as a major delay factor.317 Coupled 

with simply getting the project started it culminates in a long and challenging 

programme.318 If not critical, these implications for European involvement in transitional 

projects is far from positive.   

   The Eurofighter had given industry and BAE a strong base from which it could pursue 

export orders.319 Austria had ordered 18 aircraft, a move welcomed as positive for both 

the industry and European standardisation. Further export potential was demonstrated 

in Singapore, which had placed the plane onto a three-aircraft shortlist and 

demonstrated how European collaboration could take the UK into distant markets.320 

This allowed ministers to point to the success and admiration the plane was attracting 

from overseas visitors as a potential long term fix to some of the wider collaborative 

problems.321 Unfortunately the positivity surrounding exports would be mitigated 

somewhat by identity debates in the political aspect of parliamentary debates. 

Political Discourse  

   The government’s decision to sign the European Security and Defence Policy 

(ESDP) is presented in two ways. On the one side, it made sense to consolidate 

European financial efforts. The sheer cost of defence procurement for equipment like 

the Eurofighter requires the need for partners. Europe had now demonstrated its 

capacity for research and development, which could only be strengthened by more 

enthusiastic support from the UK.322 The divided European fighter programmes that 

saw the production of the Rafale in France and Typhoon in Europe should never 

happen again with a combined European system not only being cheaper, but also 

better.323 However supporters were wary of any moves ‘in favour of a European army,’ 

seeking to distance the necessity for sharing resources from any joint forces and 

command structures.324  
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   The support of the government given to legislation like the ESDP was that they were 

no longer committed to a ‘sovereign independent defence and security policy’ looking 

instead to the ‘EU constitution.’325 Minsters were keen that European defence would 

not infringe on sovereignty or undermine NATO. The PM was directly questioned over 

these fears, and despite assurances to the contrary, the MP notes how the EU 

‘duplicates NATO assets such as planning and command structure’ whilst taking 

money away from capabilities projects.326 The implications for collaborative projects 

like the Eurofighter is that the EU was becoming far more interested in the ‘extremely 

sinister’ political elements of military collaboration, and the equipment projects were 

suffering.327 Brussels had no direct control or stake in the Eurofighter, but the 

perception that if it was truly dedicated to co-operative defence then funding 

technological projects that would standardise Europe’s armed forces would be a better 

start than trying to challenge NATO. In effect, the EU was running before it could walk. 

Worse for ministers was that the UK seemed to be driving this process, with Tony Blair 

apparently colluding with President Chirac and Chancellor Schroder to form 

independent planning and leadership of operations outside of NATO, despite having 

just signed the Berlin Plus agreement in which all EU nations agreed that the NATO 

command structure would remain the only one in Europe.328 Co-operation was 

acceptable to ministers but what the EU was starting to represent was something far 

more sinister.  

   Where before a unified procurement agency had been welcomed, events since 1992, 

the impending enlargement in 2004 and the move towards the ECHR without vetoes 

made all of parliament nervous. When the European Convention proposed a EU 

Capabilities and Acquisition Agency it was seen as a ‘plan to create a single European 

army’ via ‘a single European procurement process.’329 This would force the UK into a 

‘political straight jacket’ unable to properly represent British interests.330 The difficulties 

of harmonising partners in the Eurofighter project demonstrate how dangerous 

organisational collaboration would be, as the UK would have even less room for 

manoeuvre when the inevitable conflict of interests came between members. 
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Furthermore, being a member of such agencies could ‘lock us into projects’ like the 

Typhoon that may not meet requirements or budgets, indicating that experiences in 

the programme had led the government to re-appraise who it would be partnered 

with.331 BAE Systems would take a strategic bias for the USA, indicating that for them 

at least, the USA would be easier to deal with than European partners whose focus 

was elsewhere.332 Thanks to these developments, and for the first time in six years of 

Labour government, ‘a genuine debate about our relationship with the EU’ was starting 

to emerge, prompted by the ‘grind towards ever greater integration and servitude.’333  

   In the face of threats to sovereignty like a European Army, ESDP, joint command 

structures and Brussels that the collaborative programme had encouraged, the 

question of the USA became central to British political identity. The acceptance of the 

EU constitution was seen a betrayal of in the face of the US refusing to support an 

alternative EU military HQ.334 Britain’s position should be as a bridge to the EU for the 

USA, in recognition of the nation’s internationalist outlook, and by taking sides, the UK 

was ultimately harming itself.335 The UK should if anything be a firm supporter of NATO, 

as only that institution could bring the US and Europe closer together, any other status 

quo would require concessions from either party.336  

   If a choice had to be made between one or the other though, it was hotly contested. 

In 1998/00, the US is important, but there is a strong Europhile theme running through 

out that the EU would be the way forward. Now, and in response to the diminishing of 

NATO by European actions, some reflected upon the issue at hand. ‘One must choose 

between the US and Europe…One must choose between them…almost every day if 

one thinks seriously about these matters.’337 He continues stating ‘I would choose the 

United States and I am not ashamed to say so, not because I share all American 

values…but because the exchange of highly classified intelligence and access to 

cutting edge technology that we get nowhere else is fundamental for security to this 

country…they trust us and we trust them and noble lords can draw their own 
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conclusions about they that is the main international channel for the exchange of highly 

classified information.’338 The intention is quite clear, lords and ministers are placing 

the USA as the choice for the future to rival the EU, rather than being an anchor of 

some Imperial past that denied Britain entry to the ECSC and would continue to deprive 

the UK of opportunities in Europe.339 Furthermore, where the EU link is being 

constructed by collaborative project and co-operative institutions, the US connection 

runs deeper, with the allusion to Anglo-American values and the knowledge that deep 

down, all would reach this same trusted conclusion. The US is a natural ally, and the 

EU a synthetic one.  

   The compatibility with Europe became in increasingly scrutinised due to its 

association with becoming a counterbalance to the US. Lord Rannoch of Pearson 

describes this desire to ‘undermine our greatest ally’ as stemming from nations like 

France ‘with her deep psychotic need to bite the hand that freed her in two world wars’ 

citing Michelle Alliot-Marie who ‘boasted that the proposed EU battlegroups are 

another step towards a European mega state that will rival the Americans.340 Lord 

Pearson is distancing the UK from the EU, implying that European aims and wants are 

not those of the UK. However, the nature of the special relationship was not always felt 

to be in the UK’s interest, and the counter balance to this is demonstrating proof that 

the US is taking advantage of the UK. Europe and the Eurofighter would allow Britain 

to fix this. One example is the recognition that the ‘UK/US defence trade is running 2:1 

in the US favour’ and that if the tributes and recognition granted the PM by his standing 

ovations in congress mean anything ‘the US has to give the UK a fairer deal.’341 If this 

‘treatment we deserve’ is not forthcoming then ‘it will leave us little option other than to 

throw in our lot with our continental partners.’342 Being a junior partner does not 

correlate into British national identity, which makes the opportunity to be a major 

partner hard to ignore. The danger of US defence protectionism ‘to UK jobs and 

technology’ is further expanded by their refusal of a UK technology waiver despite 

British solidarity. For those opposed to the junior role and shackles the alliance to the 

US brings, projects like Eurofighter with more equal partners become a chance to 
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express national pride and to allow the UK to make independent and worthwhile 

contributions that ‘the US will really take notice of.’343  

India Contract Debacle – 2011/13 

   The final of the five sections is nearly a decade after the previous one, starting in 

2011. As would be expected, the project has experienced some major milestones, 

alongside some significant international developments.  

   Politically there has been much change. In 2010, a new Conservative led coalition 

government was formed headed by new PM David Cameron. Cameron and Deputy 

PM Nick Clegg were both Europe friendly with the latter being a Liberal Democrat 

Member of the European Parliament (MEP). However, it is a time when the EU is under 

intense scrutiny. The success of the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP) 

harnessed in the polls reflect a real discontent amongst Britons directed at Brussels.344 

These criticisms had a variety of forms. Often it centred on immigration, institutional 

erosion of sovereignty and of needlessly bureaucratic. The global recession has also 

taken its toll, amplifying domestic political concerns, and leading to a strict programme 

of austerity causing deep defence cuts. Further afield, Barack Obamas presidency had 

implications for the special relationship. Seen as a little anti-British, diplomatic relations 

had cooled somewhat, with the UK no longer being counted on automatically for 

support, and not even being described as the US’ main ally in Europe. 2011 also 

intervention in Libya, conducted via air-power alone and would see the Eurofighter 

Typhoons operational debut.  

   The Typhoon had now been in operational service since 2007, with the first and 

second tranche orders confirmed, and the third on its way – a gift from the ousted 

Labour government. However, it was rapidly being out matched on the global stage. 

Despite being arguably superior to the Rafale, Viggen, SU-35, MiG-29, F-15 and F-16 

to name just some, the emergence of the Russian Federation and Peoples Republic 

of China as superpowers meant the development in each for a stealth fighter that could 

rival the F-22. The Typhoon was now being left a generation behind, with large 

ramifications for its export capacity. After being awarded the aircraft carriers contracts, 
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and making successful exports with Hawk trainer aircraft, BAE was in a healthy 

position. Its success is now firmly heralded as a British one, due in part to the growing 

catalogue of British products it is exporting. The Typhoon is approaching maximum 

export customers in the period ranking impressively compared to other EU nations, but 

still lagging the USA and Russia. 

   With the change in government and public dissent with the EU becoming a hotter 

topic by the month, it makes backing European projects, especially those with ‘euro’ in 

the name riskier, but also more significant. The stage of the project will also be reflected 

in the economic discourse. 

Economic Discourse 

   Due to the final tranche order approaching, the project would no longer be a vehicle 

for job production, seeing as there would be nothing left to build. This made exports 

increasingly important. For every new order, new aircraft would be built, meaning more 

production. The final total cost of the Eurofighter project to the British government 

demanded that some cash be made back, and due to the age of the original tranche 

one aircraft, it is suggested that these are sold off or not yet delivered models be 

displaced, making them barely operational with the RAF for less than 5 years which is 

a poor return. Coupled with this is the general condition of the economy post 2008. 

During recession, the importance of Britain’s aerospace industry was magnified.345 

   These factors make export success central to the economic importance of the 

programme. The dependence on Eurofighter went beyond BAE Systems, with firms all 

over the country holding a vested interest in its export. Typhoon had been exported to 

Austria and Saudi Arabia, whilst Oman was in the process of negotiations, and there 

were missions ongoing in India, Malaysia, Qatar and Japan.346 Links were made 

between exports and domestic job markets, with ministers marking efforts of the 

government to export the Typhoon and secure jobs as good news.347 The Conservative 

government were looking at cutting tranche 3 production in order to save money as 

part of George Osbourne’s austerity package which allowed Labour MP’s to 

appropriate this work aspect. Some noted that the decision to cut production had 

wreaked havoc with BAE’s medium and long term plans, creating uncertainty and 
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losing an entire workforce forever.348 BAE alone contributed 2.1% to the British exports 

market in 2009, and the governments election promises of ‘giving manufacturing 

another chance’ in this country were being undermined by a lack of coherent action.349 

These job losses would be devastating for local communities and the projects 

existence allowed the Labour party to position themselves as the defender of the blue 

collar worker, with the Eurofighter an example of their commitment to communities that 

the Conservatives. Despite this, the government did remain committed to the project 

as a way of maintaining BAE’s £1 billion per year profits and ‘ensuring planes are being 

built.’350 

   The importance placed by all parties on the export market and its supply of jobs is 

demonstrated with the ‘bombshell for British manufacturing industry that we may not 

get the Eurofighter contract with India,’ prompting urgent calls for.351 The furore 

reached the PM himself, being forced to reassure the house of his governments 

commitments to the Eurofighter Typhoon, and himself leading a special trade mission 

to India in the aftermath to try and change the minds of the Indian Government.352 

There was another target amid the disappointment, France. This was natural, seeing 

as the aircraft that beat the Typhoon to the contract was the Rafale, which had been 

developed instead of the Typhoon. Ministers noted how ‘President Sarkozy’s courting 

over many months of Prime Minister Singh’ had reaped rewards, and that this was 

somehow underhand.353 The whole notion that India would choose France over the UK 

was deemed ‘quite bizarre’ and did not seem to add up.354 Some even sought talks 

with Indian defence ministers to ‘seek assurances that Britain’s export industry is not 

losing out to unfair and competitive practises.’355 The other culprit was Germany and 

that the UK should have taken more of a role due its internationalist outlook and 

historical links.356 Even though France was not part of the development consortium, 

contract disputes undermine one of the main aims of the project, unifying European 
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industry. Furthermore, the failure of Germany to provide in contract talks led many 

ministers to position it with France, and create a ‘us versus them’ scenario. 

   Despite this, the strength of British industry was undoubtedly enhanced by the 

Eurofighter. BAE employed over 6,000 people in Warton alone and the military 

aerospace sector represented 70% of all British defence exports, totalling £4.5 billion 

a year.357 The Typhoon supported 10,000 UK jobs, and more than double indirectly.358 

It may have failed in some economic aims undoubtedly the ability of the collaboration 

to let British firms take a production and creative lead had solidified British industries. 

Whether this could have been done with a national project is unlikely, as without the 

cost share the £20 billion that had already been invested would have been tripled, an 

expense the UK simply could not afford. The willingness to join other collaboration 

projects demonstrates this success, but the level of politicisation in the Typhoon had 

prompted the government to look outside the EU. 

Political Discourse 

   Collaborations had continued to open discussion about EU membership, with the 

domestic pressures of the day adding to the cracks starting to appear during the 

‘special relationship.’ Lord Pearson notes how for more than thirty years the political 

class had avoided discussing EU membership.359 Part of the process of bringing 

debate onto the subject matter was the revaluing of the economic benefits of EU 

membership, prompted by the Eurofighter.  

   Baroness Falkner places collaboration firmly in the middle of the debate. Despite 

sovereignty being central to the Eurosceptic argument, Falkner declares the issue a 

mistake of priority, seeing as it is worthwhile to sacrifice elements of it to allow 

companies like BAE to ‘play a part in Airbus or Eurofighter, which would be impossible 

from ‘our splendid isolation.’360 Added to this is the added clout it gives the UK in 

broader issues such as Libya, Israel/Palestine and the UN security council. Falkner 

makes clear that collaboration brings ‘geopolitical benefits’ and should be exploited.361 

However, her view is a minority in the HoL. The failure of the Eurozone placed Britain 
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between a ‘Utopian ideology and a harsh reality’ of which the country should stay well 

clear.362 Although acknowledging Europeans success as a peace keeping process – 

facilitated by projects like the Eurofighter – these technocrats have pushed ‘pushed 

the envelope too far’ and are performing these actions in service to eurocrat masters 

aiming to ‘build a United States of Europe.’363  

   The impending remediation of the fiscal union brought further Eurosceptic 

sentiments, describing it as the ‘final desperate act of integration’ with the UK being 

forced to act reactionarily to the agenda of other states.364 Ministers were mainly set 

against integration, placing it alongside social policy on the list of European directives 

that have harmed national interests.365 Even history was being deployed to resist 

integration, with Britain’s historical efforts to prevent conglomeration of power on the 

Continent driving arguments to resist the ‘truly frightening’  union of France and 

Germany.366 Clearly, not everyone thought this way in Parliament, but the presence of 

such comments in debates is a significant occurrence. Not only had Britain turned away 

from integration but it was being placed outside of Europe all together. Again, this is 

not solely down to the Eurofighter. Indeed, it is not even mainly down to the Eurofighter, 

but the dream of a Europe of standardisation and accomplishment that it promised had 

been damaged undoubtedly by the realities of its production. The very growth that the 

Eurofighter had been conceived to create was being turned away from, and the project 

was fast becoming associated with all of Europe’s negatives. The project should have 

moved the two concepts, Britain and Europe, closer together.  

   In response to fading enthusiasm for the integrative and collaborative elements of 

the EU, ministers started to position the UK and Europe in relation to each other 

through the project. Essentially the good components became British and the negative 

ones European. One example is the assertion that the ‘Typhoons success is down to 

UK leadership in the design and manufacture of world-class aircraft’ which are crucial 

to the success of European projects.367 This new found confidence is reflected by calls 

to no longer ‘buy off the peg’ but to support domestic industries which have more than 

                                                             
362 Lord Bilimoria (HL European Union Membership (Economic Implications) Bill, 25.11.2011). 
363 Lord Bilimoria (HL European Union Membership (Economic Implications) Bill, 25.11.2011). 
364 Jenkin (HC European Council, 08.12.2011).  
365 Jenkin (HC European Council, 08.12.2011). 
366 Edward Leigh (HC European Council, 08.12.2011). 
367 Margot James (HC Eurofighter Typhoon, 10.10.2011). 
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proved themselves.368 This creates the image of Britain as a truly international country, 

possessing great strengths that made it capable of standing on its own as the gateway 

to Europe, ‘not to be led by Germany and France.’369 According to the PM, the only 

way the EU could work in Britain’s interests was to share this internationalist 

perspective that had been invigorated by European collaboration. This success was 

achieved despite Europe rather than with it, noting multinational bodies involving EU 

members are ‘grossly inefficient’ and that Britain had had enough of them.370 Steve 

Baker, a chartered aerospace engineer and MP agreed, noting that the when he was 

a child the ‘Typhoon was flying quite successfully as the EAP, with just BAE backing 

it…What slowed that project down was making it pan-European.’371  

   Continuing this, the Indian bid had failed due to lack of British input and German 

contribution incompetence.372 It is described as much better news that upcoming bids 

will be led by Britain, thanks in no small part to ‘Commonwealth bonds,’ and the fact 

the Typhoon was ‘built by the finest workforce in the world.’373 The choosing of the 

Germans to lead a contract in India made no sense thanks to the shared history of 

Britain and India, and is attributed to the previous governments excessive trust in 

Europe, a mistake that will not be made again.374 The language and deployment of the 

project has u-turned since the projects inception, increasing British jingoism rather than 

encouraging European integration. There were other factors in failures to link systems 

across Britain and the EU, but projects like the Eurofighter provided both enough 

optimism for Europhiles and plenty of ammunition for Eurosceptics across its 

development, and in the last section of this analysis it was mostly the latter.  

  

                                                             
368 Alison Seabeck (HC Eurofighter Typhoon, 10.10.2011). 
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371 Steve Baker (HC European Council, 08.12.2011). 
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Chapter Three – Identity in Eurofighter Media Discourse 

   With the political chapter positioning Britain and Europe concluded, the next shall 

analyse various social and cultural sources to see how actors have deployed the 

project to reinforce or challenge notions of identity. Due to the scale of the European 

project, integration and an ever-closer union would result in the reorganisation of 

Europe’s nation states. The level of unprecedented federalisation required to fulfil 

these goals would result in the removal of borders.  This has ramifications for the 

national identities that were the foundation of these nation states. Their main purpose 

was the unification and construction of uniformity amongst the populous beyond a 

personal relationship, binding them together into a national community.375 By removing 

the barriers to where these national communities end and replacing them with one 

large amalgamated European bloc, the local ‘national’ identities become threatened by 

the larger and more globalised ‘European’ identity. Acceptance of the latter would 

ultimately increase the legitimacy and authority of the EU, in the same way domestic 

governments were mandated by their national communities in their own periods of 

creation.   

   Schengen and the Fiscal Union are the two biggest examples of integrated European 

constructions subverting traditional borders, but the UK is not a member of these. In 

Britain, reactions to the European Court of Human Rights and European Commission 

as examples of eroded sovereignty give a flavour to the reception such globalised 

institutions can arouse in a population. ‘Independence’ from this interfering became a 

central theme during the Leave campaign in the 2016 referendum.376  The Eurofighter 

can represent both sides. On the one hand, it is a British designed, part built and RAF 

flown jet fighter fulfilling patriotic expectations of achievement. On the other, it is a tool 

driving economic and defence integration between European partners. This makes the 

project an excellent lens to trace the contest between local and global identity, and 

whether attempts have been made to harmonise them.   

  

                                                             
375 Benedict Andersen, Imagined Communities, p. 06. 
376 Nigel Farage, ‘EU Referendum: Farage declares “'Independence Day”' – Accessed June 2016, 
http://www.bbc.com/news/uk-politics-eu-referendum-36613295  
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Technology, Integration and Identity in Eurofighter Media Discourse 

   Despite being a technological project dedicated to the production of a jet aircraft, the 

associations made by actors go beyond technical figures and the quality of the product. 

For a variety of reasons, what should be a military centric project designed at delivering 

a quality fighting machine grows into wider discussions about national relationships 

and various forms of integration. An example comes from an editorial cartoon by Andy 

Davey from 2009, a political commentator and satirist whom has a range of 

publications and collections of cartoon drawings and a small social media following. 

Figure 1 is a drawing of the front of a Eurofighter Typhoon aircraft (nose and canards) 

piloted by then Labour PM Gordon Brown.377  

 

‘Red Leader; everything Brown does now seems to go wrong. Things are going 

wrong with the Eurofighter Project, just as he launches the local election campaign.’ 

   The aircraft had been delivered to the RAF by 2009, but was undergoing significant 

criticisms due to delay, overspend and a lack of suitability to required battlefield roles. 

                                                             
377 Fig. 1 Andy Davey Editorial Cartoon (2009) – Accessed March 2017, http://www.andydavey.com/  
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Debate over the next Tranche of aircraft was raging in parliament and it was partially 

expected that the government may back out of their final delivery commitments. The 

precarious situation the Eurofighter was in at this point is reflected in the broken landing 

gear, with the aeroplane being supported by some bricks and would clearly be unable 

to move, yet alone fly.378 Coinciding with this event were the 2009 European Parliament 

elections which were held alongside the UK’s own local elections. The focus here is 

on the European ones though and how the Eurofighter as a technological project has 

become synonymous with the wider political project of Europe. Labour were still largely 

pro-Europe, with Brown himself giving speeches praising the close ties of UK and the 

Continent, and their natural role together.379 Labour, going back to 1997 had also 

championed the Eurofighter, so as the cartoon suggests the failing of the latter harms 

both Labour and the EU in Britain.  

   ‘Red leader’ is not just a reference to Star Wars, due to its socialist roots Labour has 

always affiliated itself with the colour red. Thus, red leader is Gordon Brown and the 

close affiliation with a project going ‘wrong’ indicates impending election disaster, both 

literally as this plane would fail to take-off and metaphorically. This is because, and as 

the writing on the aircrafts side demonstrates, visible collaborative projects like the 

Eurofighter are deployed as symbolic examples of what Europe can and cannot do for 

the UK. When they fail, the whole European project is tarnished. This association has 

identity connotations for the viewer is going to form a negative opinion of Europe when 

viewing this image, as its visible representation is broken. It might not explicitly state 

what being British is, but it does allude to what it should not be.  

   However, the cartoon is aimed at Gordon Brown; the critique of Europe is indirect. 

But the use of the fighter and Europe as weapons with which to beat the PM show that 

there is a degree of unrest around both associations. Furthermore, people are hardly 

likely to support further integration into any such organisation which would be 

associated with costly failures like this. The implications are clear; Britain is better alone 

and integration is failing. This cartoon succinctly demonstrates the connections made 

between Europe, the Eurofighter and wider questions on integration and identity within 

public discourse.  

                                                             
378 See Fig. 1. 
379 Oliver Daddow, ‘Interpreting the Outsider Tradition’, pp. 79-80.  
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Identity in Eurofighter Media Discourse 

   This section shall now follow the aircrafts use in discussions around British identity 

in a tabloid newspaper. The focus shall be on just one publication, The Daily Mail, with 

supporting extracts from others and a selection of articles taken across a period of 

nearly two decades. An overview of these articles and the links they draw to identity 

shall be followed by a comparison over one issue in the aircrafts recent history between 

this tabloid, and a broadsheet newspaper, The Guardian. The chosen issue shall be 

the failed merger bid in 2012 between BAE and the European Aeronautic Defence and 

Space Company (EADS). This will allow a comparison of how different publications 

react and use the project to reinforce and challenge notions of what being British 

means.  

   Within the Daily Mail articles, there is a significant level of appropriation and 

symbolism in regards to the project. The first element is visible in regards to the 

projects name. In an article from 2007 named Typhoon Fighter Jet Ready for Action 

the author opts to refer to aircraft as the Typhoon, rather than the Eurofighter at a ratio 

of three to one.380 This is a general pattern that emerges through-out the selected 

sources, with none of the chosen articles referring to the project by the Eurofighter or 

Eurofighter Typhoon name more than simply Typhoon. The only times when this 

approaches parity are in periods of anger at an event involving the project, indicating 

that when things become negative the ‘euro-’ association is brought to the fore to 

explain it. In contrast, The Guardian overwhelmingly uses the Eurofighter name, 

ignoring or replacing the Typhoon element. In one single Guardian article taken from 

2003, Eurofighter is used twenty-three times, whilst Typhoon appears once, indicating 

that newspapers with differing European outlooks make deliberate associations 

through their choice of name.381  

   This has a wider symbolic significance in regards to claiming the project. It was the 

British whom chose the name ‘Typhoon’ to replace the previous EJ2000 designation 

after it became clear the jet would not be ready for the intended year 2000 delivery 

                                                             
380 N/A, ‘Typhoon Fighter Jet ready for Action’ – Accessed November 2016, The Daily Mail  
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/sciencetech/article-467915/Typhoon-fighter-jet-ready-action.html 
381 Andy Beckett, ‘But the Russians aren’t coming’ – Accessed November 2016, The Guardian 

https://www.theguardian.com/uk/2003/jul/22/military.andybeckett  
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date. The article is focusing on the long awaited operational readiness of the jet in the 

hands of the RAF. After a decade of attacks on the cost, its usefulness and the 

multitude of delays it is not a coincidence that now something positive has happened, 

the European influence is removed. In its place, the British name is adopted. The only 

real mentioning of any European origination behind the aircraft comes from a small 

paragraph at the bottom of the page mentioning how the jet was developed by a 

consortium of companies in ‘the UK, Germany, Spain and Italy and supports thousands 

of jobs across the UK.’382 Even here, the reassurance of supporting British jobs is 

placed alongside the role of the other nations in the project. The contrast is also clear 

between the cartoon by Andy Davey, where the Eurofighter and European 

parliamentary elections are taken as being representative and linked to one another. 

The use of the Typhoon name minimises the role of Europe in the creation of the jet 

blunting the integrative ability of the project. Clearly in the writer’s eyes, the project is 

more marketable to the British public as a British creation. What is good within the 

project is taken to be British, whilst what is bad is related to Europe which places Britain 

as both superior and separate in identity. 

   The placing of the project into a British context continues in other articles. It is visible 

in a 2014 piece commemorating the D-Day landings, in which an ‘RAF Typhoon jet is 

painted with historic invasion livery before being joined in the air by Spitfire with the 

same markings.’383 There are two points of potent symbolism here. The first is the use 

of the Eurofighter Typhoon in a ‘tribute’ to the western allies’ major WWII offensive.384 

The event holds great symbolic value to the British people and ranks amongst the most 

important British contributions to WWII. There are also surviving members of the public 

who can recall these events. By using the Typhoon, and painting it in the same ‘famous 

black and white markings in tribute to the role of the crews of the Hawker Typhoon,’ its 

namesake in the 1940’s, the European element of unification is completely lost.385 

Furthermore, and with apparently lost irony, Operation Overlord was launched against 

                                                             
382 ‘Typhoon Fighter Jet ready for Action’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/sciencetech/article-467915/Typhoon-
fighter-jet-ready-action.html 
383 Darren Boyle, ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ – Accessed December 2016, The Daily Mail 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-painted-
historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html  
384 ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-
tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-painted-historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html 
385 ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-
tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-painted-historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html 
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Nazi Germany, whose state successor was a partner in the collaborative project. 

Second, the jet is also being flown alongside the Spitfire, an aircraft which epitomises 

quality British engineering, dogged spirit and victory. It has a legendary status in both 

historical and popular culture with its name attached to beers and cricket teams 

alike.386 The positioning of the Typhoon alongside these symbols, not just by the 

organisers but also in the context of the Daily Mail reporting gives it a substantial 

emotive value to the reader, conveying the message that the Typhoon is as British as 

these other iconic incidents symbols.387 

   This is further compounded by the fact that the article whose title mentions D-day, 

Spitfires and the Eurofighter Typhoon mostly discusses the original Hawker Typhoon 

and its contribution to the invasion, when there was no example of that original aircraft 

present at this ceremony. It also includes extracts of an interview given by John Byrne, 

a Hawker Typhoon pilot on D-day whom recounts locating enemy targets, such as a 

German soldier driving a cart with a horse.388 Despite being a part of war and doing 

his job, the use of these comments in the article are counterproductive to the pro-

European outlook the project was designed to build. By preferring to remember 

divisions than to comment on the now unifying aspects of Europe, Britain and the 

Continent are still placed as opposite each other, and nations like Germany still have 

a significant role as an ‘other’ in contemporary British identity. The parallels drawn 

between the British Hawker Typhoon and the seemingly British Eurofighter Typhoon 

are further compounded when discussing the limited availability of the former for such 

commemorative displays. The Eurofighter is presented as a modern-day substitute for 

the missing WWII aircraft which again emphasises a British ownership of the project.  

   British identity is represented as being outside of Europe. The links to wider 

institutions like the Anglosphere and Europe are evident when comparing the 

mentioning of other nations. The article mentions three distinct parties, Canada, 

                                                             
386 Kent County Cricket Club - http://www.kentcricket.co.uk/news: Kent are a top-level county cricket team 
whom have produced and currently include England international players. Their T20 (short format) cricket 
teams official nickname is the ‘Spitfires’, their logo is a Spitfire, their sponsor is Spitfire Ale and their home 
stadium is named the Spitfire Ground.  
387 ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-
tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-painted-historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html 
388 John Byrne in  - Darren Boyle, ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ – Accessed December 2016, The Daily 
Mail http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-
painted-historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html  
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Germany and the Baltic states.389 Despite the central position of the Typhoon to the 

article, there is no elaboration on Germany’s role in producing finance, research and 

parts for this aircraft. The only references come as either an enemy soldier, or an 

enemy air force, the Luftwaffe. The modern German Luftwaffe also flies the Eurofighter 

Typhoon, so there is a clear opportunity to give the aircraft a pan-European character 

by simply stating facts. From the perspective of the modern fighter, only the pilot’s 

comments are included, in which he states that ‘it was an honour to be able to fly in 

close formation with the Spitfire and to get both aircraft with D-Day markings 

together…I’m proud to be part of the RAF and really proud to…fly and display this 

aircraft which commemorates D-Day.’390 The continuity between the British machines 

of WWII and the British jet of today is clear, and clearly emphasising the European 

collaborative elements would no longer allow the Eurofighter Typhoon to be 

unanimously British.  

   Where other publications and sources assert the Eurofighter as the defender of 

European airspace, the Daily Mail places it and the RAF as being key in defending 

‘NATO’ airspace over the Baltic countries.391 NATO is a defence organisation that does 

not have the same connotations of federalism and integration that European defence 

carries.392 In the previous chapter, some political figures wanted to subvert the USA 

and NATO by supporting the Eurofighter project in anticipation of the industrial and 

institutional integration it was expected to bring. Now, EU desires to duplicate and 

overtake some of the responsibilities currently performed by NATO within Europe are 

taken by many in the media to be representative of attempts to become a 

superpower.393 These efforts were ultimately labelled as flawed and rejected by 

mainstream politics due to fears of a public backlash. When it comes to choosing 

between the two Britain is more inclined to take the US position, embodied by NATO, 

a stance which is felt to be more in keeping with Britain’s identity. In contrast to these 

                                                             
389 ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-
tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-painted-historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html 
390 ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-
tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-painted-historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html 
391 ‘A Very 21st Century Tribute to D-Day’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2635326/A-21st-century-
tribute-D-Day-RAF-Typhoon-jet-painted-historic-invasion-livery-joined-air-Spitfire-markings.html 
392 David Maddox, ‘Veterans demand Brexit for DEFENCE: Report says EU army ambitions could “undermine 
NATO”’ - Accessed March 2017, The Daily Express http://www.express.co.uk/news/politics/773827/Veterans-
demand-Brexit-defence-report-EU-army-NATO  
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snubs towards European identity the statements regarding Canada’s pilots whom 

served during the war in Hawker Typhoons show more fraternity.  

   The competition and outsider tradition that characterises Britain’s continental 

relationship is visible in articles discussing the failure of BAE and the government to 

secure the India defence contract in 2012. Within the article there are two identity 

narratives, the first is being beaten by a European competitor and the second is that it 

happened in India, a former colony and nation with which Britain supposedly shares 

unique ties. The decision to not ‘buy British’ is perceived as a ‘snub’ and ‘un-grateful’ 

on behalf of the Indian Government.394 References to being grateful have many 

meanings. One relates to Britain’s extensive aid programme in India. Another is its part 

of a government policy to become an ‘aid superpower’ by growing soft power through 

aid contributions making recipients more inclined to buy British. The total given to India 

in the period of the articles printing until 2015 totalled £1.5 billion pounds.395 During a 

time of state enforced recession, such large pay-offs need to be reciprocated, 

especially when the money is being given to an economy that will outstrip the UK’s 

own by 2022.396 Worse still, France makes far smaller aid payments to India, which 

only intensifies the loss of face for both the government, but also Britain as a soft-

power exerting nation. This indicates a loss of global status and exceptionalism, which 

is presented as intolerable.  

   This sense of incredulity can be seen in what the authors attribute the failure too. 

Discussions about corruption and bribery dominate the article, with allegations that 

‘90% of [Indian] government officials have accepted a bribe.’397 The entire Indian state 

is discredited, for allowing the people to wallow in ‘squalor’ with people housed in 

slums.398 An article written 12 days later broadens this corrupt perception of India 

directly into the deal, focusing on the ‘methods adopted by the contract negotiation 

                                                             
394 Tim Shipman and Sue Reid, ‘Well that’s Gratitude! We give India £1bn in Aid, THEY snub the UK and give 
France a £13bn Jet Contract’ – Accessed March 2016, The Daily Mail http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-
2094610/France-swoops-rob-UK-13bn-Indian-jet-contract.html  
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committee which concluded that Rafale was the lowest bidder.’399 The Indian ministry 

officials in question whom are worried about the system ‘are particularly cagey in the 

wake of corruption scandals.’400 In tandem with this are perceptions of France. Despite 

not being a European partner in the programme, the competition their decision to leave 

the project created undermined the pan European overtones that influenced some to 

press for its initiation. As the paper explains the ‘deal Rafale-s [ruffles] feathers’ to a 

degree that would be unlikely had India chosen to buy American or Russian like it has 

done previously.401 Losing out to US technological superiority in military projects does 

not hold the same sting that losing to a European competitor does. This is due to the 

differences in budgets and resources the US can deploy, but also due to the position 

of Britain as being on a level above the continent. Failings like this bring the nation 

down to a size that aspects of the internationalist identity often popular with certain 

publications, politicians and members of the population cannot accept.402  

   The issue of being smaller and less influential than the UK once was is encapsulated 

in comments towards France found within the first article. The failure of the Eurofighter 

Typhoon to defeat the Dassalt Rafale supports Nicolas Sarkozy’s jibe that ‘Britain has 

no industry’ made a few days before the Indian decision was revealed.403 This 

‘propaganda coup’ allows France to triumph over Britain, with no mention of the other 

three partners whom also lost economic potential in the deal.404 If the project had any 

potential for integration it is undermined by the medias appropriation of the project as 

British and tendency to blame Europe for failings. In the process, it places British 

identity as being non-European. The media are behind the ‘British’ and take the 

choosing of an alternative European power as a slight. The explanations deployed are 

of a soothing nature to British identity, alluding to corruption and giving the impression 

the only way France could have secured this deal was because they somehow 

                                                             
399 Saurabh Shukla, ‘Mother of all India’s defence deals: Rafale Jets dodge a “dissent dogfight”’ – accessed 
September 2016, The Daily Mail http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-2102852/Mother-
Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html 
400 ‘Mother of all India’s defence deals’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-
2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html 
401 ‘Mother of all India’s defence deals’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-
2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html 
402 Karine Tournier-Sol, Re-Working the Eurosceptic and Conservative Traditions’, pp. 142-144.  
403 ‘Well that’s Gratitude!’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2094610/France-swoops-rob-UK-13bn-
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404 ‘Well that’s Gratitude!’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2094610/France-swoops-rob-UK-13bn-
Indian-jet-contract.html 

http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/indiahome/indianews/article-2102852/Mother-Indias-defence-deals-Rafale-Jets-dodge-dissent-dogfight.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2094610/France-swoops-rob-UK-13bn-Indian-jet-contract.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2094610/France-swoops-rob-UK-13bn-Indian-jet-contract.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2094610/France-swoops-rob-UK-13bn-Indian-jet-contract.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2094610/France-swoops-rob-UK-13bn-Indian-jet-contract.html


84 
 

‘cheated’ as would fit the traditional picture of Europeans and the French as being 

shifty and unreliable in nature.405  Unease with Europe is not solely reflected in 

discussion surrounding the India contract debacle either, or confined to just one 

newspaper. Figure 2 is a cartoon of an RAF Typhoon on the runway and depicts a pilot 

and ground crew or senior figure discussing the language of the satellite navigation 

fitted to the aircraft.406 The accompanying caption reads:  

‘The sat nav’s got a German accent’ 

The article in which the picture is included is titled State of our forces Exposed: UK to 

BEG Italy and Germany for spare parts for RAF bombers written in 2015 and was 

published by the Daily Express.407 Although the article is focused on the Panavia 

Tornado - the previous collaboration project between the Typhoon partner nations 

minus Spain - the nose cone of this cartoon is more like that of a Eurofighter. 

Furthermore, the flight computer on the Typhoon was built in Germany, so it is beyond 

reasonable doubt to presume this is a Eurofighter Typhoon, however the point remains 

the same even if the model of aircraft is not for certain.  

 

                                                             
405 Justin Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity, p. 24. 
406 Figure 2, Editorial Cartoon in Marco Giannangeli, ‘State of our forces EXPOSED: UK to BEG Italy and Germany 
for spare parts for RAF bombers’ – accessed January 2017, The Daily Express 
http://www.express.co.uk/news/uk/597046/RAF-to-run-out-of-bomber-parts  
407 ‘State of our forces EXPOSED’ http://www.express.co.uk/news/uk/597046/RAF-to-run-out-of-bomber-parts  
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   What the cartoon and accompanying article illustrate are a resistance to pan-

European defence, of which the Eurofighter is more symbolic of than the Tornado. The 

plane is drawn as being on the ground, and the lack of comprehension indicated by 

the pilot due to the German voice indicates it will not allow him to fly. What this 

represents is that European collaboration harms and holdbacks British capability, 

which is further confounded by the articles title which ‘exposes’ the sorry state of the 

armed services.408 This has negative connotations for British statehood to, as the 

government cannot carry out the proper defence obligations it carries to citizens, which 

is a pillar of traditional nation state function and sovereignty. Given the austerity 

measures implemented by the government it would be natural to use such shortages 

as an attack upon them, but it is Europe which draws just as much criticism. Emotive 

language such as ‘beg’ and going ‘hat in hand’ portray he UK as less affluent and by 

extension less powerful than European neighbours which is something intolerable.409 

The problem is not just the pressing issue of a bombing campaign against ISIS with a 

dilapidated air fleet, but rather it is toward Europe that Britain has become reliant upon 

for help. This partnership is presented as un-British. It is hard to imagine for instance 

such a backlash if these were American spares or missiles being requisitioned. One of 

the attractions of a collaborative project is that it standardises parts which enables 

sharing, especially when conducting joint campaigns. The use of a collaborative 

aircraft to illustrate political symbolism further reinforces the negative perception 

around the identity ramifications behind an integrated pan-European defence force.410  

   The final articles of this section will examine pieces involving American and European 

discourse from an identity perspective. The Farnborough International Air Show is a 

world-famous opportunity to impress the public with new attractions and for aircraft 

developers to market their products. It is a week-long event four days of which are 

dedicated to trade deals with the final three open to the public. It now alternates with 

the Paris Air Show, being held on even numbered years in the UK.411 In 2014, the Daily 

Mail reported how it would be a demonstration of ‘Britain’s aerospace and defence 

                                                             
408 ‘State of our forces EXPOSED’ http://www.express.co.uk/news/uk/597046/RAF-to-run-out-of-bomber-parts 
409 ‘State of our forces EXPOSED’ http://www.express.co.uk/news/uk/597046/RAF-to-run-out-of-bomber-parts 
410 Daddow, ‘Interpreting the Outsider Tradition’, pp. 77-78.  
411 Farnborough International Airshow, Information and History – Accessed April 2017,  
http://www.farnborough.com/  
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renaissance’ celebrating ‘UK aerospace achievement.’412 The only reference to the 

Eurofighter Typhoon in the entire article is when introducing BAE as its maker.413 There 

is no European reference once again, and the aircraft itself is seemingly not part of the 

vaunted British success. This is somewhat surprising, given that BAE is acknowledged 

as a major industrial success, yet its primary product is given no reference. 

Collaborative projects get plenty of attention, but it is those that are underway with the 

USA that are promoted. Primarily, much of the article discusses BAE and other British 

companies’ workshare in the American led JSF, which by now had been given its F-35 

Lightening II designation.414 As a project, the JSF is also controversial. It had not been 

delivered yet despite being ordered in the late 1990’s and costs had skyrocketed. 

There is significant talk in political and aviation circles in North America about this, with 

other partner nations like Canada demanding investigations into the situation 

surrounding its purchase.415 However, the 15% stake BAE holds in this project is 

perceived as being more worthy of mentioning than its Typhoon product.416 

Furthermore, at the traditional ‘showcase for the dominant domestic aerospace 

industry’ like the ‘Concorde and Harrier’ the F-35 is the plane the public want to see, 

not Britain’s own font line combat jet.417 This was supposed to be the F-35’s flight debut 

at Farnborough, so it represented the publics first chance to see it in action, but the 

article also acknowledges that this was unlikely and indeed it did not happen due to 

technical issues.  

   The excitement the plane generates despite also being a collaborative project far 

outstrips that of anything else on display, and had already begun to outshine that of 

the Eurofighter by 2003, as demonstrated in this article by the Guardian.418 This again 

infers that American collaboration is more acceptable to the public and carries notions 

                                                             
412 Ben Griffiths, ‘CITY FOCUS: UK aerospace achievement on display at Farnborough International Airshow’ – 
Accessed January 2017, The Daily Mail http://www.dailymail.co.uk/money/markets/article-2684904/CITY-
FOCUS-UK-aerospace- achievement-display-Farnborough.html 
413 ‘CITY FOCUS: UK aerospace achievement on display’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/money/markets/article-
2684904/CITY-FOCUS-UK-aerospace- achievement-display-Farnborough.html 
414 ‘CITY FOCUS: UK aerospace achievement on display’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/money/markets/article-
2684904/CITY-FOCUS-UK-aerospace- achievement-display-Farnborough.html 
415 (F-35: Runaway Fighter – the Fifth Estate) Canada: CBC, 2014. Documentary. Available at: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RwA4RaaJSeI  
416 ‘CITY FOCUS: UK aerospace achievement on display’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/money/markets/article-
2684904/CITY-FOCUS-UK-aerospace- achievement-display-Farnborough.html 
417 ‘CITY FOCUS: UK aerospace achievement on display’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/money/markets/article-
2684904/CITY-FOCUS-UK-aerospace- achievement-display-Farnborough.html 
418 ‘But the Russians aren’t coming’ https://www.theguardian.com/uk/2003/jul/22/military.andybeckett 
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of quality and reliability that European associations do not, despite the JSF’s own 

programme turbulence. Atlanticism is preferred to pan-Europeanism, and by 

emphasising a developing project over a completed and by many accounts decent 

aircraft reinforces this. The consequences for British identity are that it prioritises the 

special relationship and is again more transatlantic in scope.419 The ability of 

technology and specifically aircraft to convey identity is recognised in an article 

covering a 2016 ‘100 years of British and US warplanes’ event at Duxford in the UK.420 

Duxford and other British sites have historic ties with the USAAF due to American 

bombers operating from them during WWII, and this ‘relationship between American 

and British aircraft’ aided in ‘forging the alliance’ that now exists today.421 The article 

explicitly mentions ‘the story of American and British collaboration over 100 years, 

showing the impact of the American forces from the First World War to the present 

day.’422 It demonstrates how technology can supplement existing efforts of integration, 

with America becoming the chosen successor to Britain’s superpower status precisely 

because of the ties that fighting, flying and building together represent.423 It is precisely 

these kinds of bonds between Britain and the EU that integrative projects seek to form. 

The opposing tones in discourse found toward these different collaborations within 

these articles demonstrates that in regards to Britain and its wider identity they are 

failing.   

Comparison Between Publications 

   Following this overview, there will now be a comparison between two newspapers to 

see how they differ in their use of the project to explore wider notions of identity. To 

accomplish this one central event has been taken, the failed merging of BAE and EADS 

in 2012, a proposed industrial merger which would create one giant European 

aerospace company. For BAE, it offered an opportunity to diversify into the civil 

aerospace industry by re-acquiring a position in the Airbus project. For EADS, it gave 

                                                             
419 Ben Wellings and Helen Baxendale, ‘Euroscepticism and the Anglosphere’, p. 125. 
420 Gaby Gissett, ‘A special relationship in the air: Thousands of enthusiasts flock to American Air Show at RAF 
Duxford to celebrate 100 years of British and US warplanes’ – Accessed February 2017, The Daily Mail 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-3616438/A-special-relationship-air-Thousands-enthusiasts-flock-
American-Air-RAF-Duxford-celebrate-100-years-British-warplanes.html 
421 ‘A special relationship in the air’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-3616438/A-special-relationship-
air-Thousands-enthusiasts-flock-American-Air-RAF-Duxford-celebrate-100-years-British-warplanes.html 
422 ‘A special relationship in the air’ http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-3616438/A-special-relationship-
air-Thousands-enthusiasts-flock-American-Air-RAF-Duxford-celebrate-100-years-British-warplanes.html 
423 Gibbins, Britain, Europe and National Identity, p. 25. 
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the potential to tap into the military specialization of BAE, alongside access to research 

and financial facilities that this specialization carries. The two chosen articles come 

from the Daily Mail and The Guardian. The former is a broadly Eurosceptic tabloid 

newspaper, whilst the latter is a generally Europhile broadsheet. The difference 

between a tabloid and broadsheet can usually be boiled down to the tabloids tendency 

to report popular culture alongside current events, whereas the broadsheet focuses 

purely on an in depth intellectual discussion of current affairs. The articles themselves 

were written just four days apart, with the Daily Mail piece being published on the 10th 

October 2012, and the Guardian article made available to the public on the 14th 

October. The aim of the comparison is to take two papers that traditionally represent 

different stances on the question of Europe and see how they use discussion 

generated by the aircraft to portray British identity.  

   Both articles portray a different outlook on how the government should interact with 

the aerospace industry. The Guardian piece emphasises how renewed efforts need to 

be made to diversify the UKs aerospace industry to ‘control the skies.’424 The piece 

approves of the attempts to join a pan-European industrial group and remarks how 

Britain’s failure in negotiations were down to a lack of equivalent shareholding in BAE 

equal to that of the French and German governments in EADS. Rather than focus on 

the ‘revival of Bismarck-era realpolitik by Angela Merkel’ the article is presented as 

more of a critique of the government, ‘which must act as though it has a golden share 

in the entire industry and pump money, policy efforts and diplomacy into maintaining 

Britain's status as the go-to nation for everything from carbon-fibre wings and airliner 

engines to search-and-rescue helicopters.’425 Only by doing this will Britain have the 

gravitas to meaningfully propose pan-European ventures. BAE is Europe’s largest 

defence contractor and supplier, yet the suggestion here is that this is not sustainable 

or desirable, and the focus on defence leaves the company – and British industry – in 

a more vulnerable state than EADS. This is supported by Angela Merkel scuppering 

the merger in an act of protectionism towards German industry. The stance of France 

and Germany rejecting Britain’s attempts to reach ‘the heights of civil aerospace’ leave 

                                                             
424 Opinion Piece, ‘UK must champion aviation industry if it wants control of the skies’ – Accessed February 
2017, The Guardian https://www.theguardian.com/business/2012/oct/14/uk-must-champion-aviation-industry  
425 ‘UK must champion aviation industry if it wants control of the skies’ 
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it in a poorer position than its European competitors.426 Figure 3 is a cartoon included 

in the article, and it portrays the relative health of each nations aerospace industries.  

 

   The illustration shows French and German Presidents Francois Hollande and Angela 

Merkel flying a pristine Airbus which is dominating the sky, whilst British Prime Minister 

David Cameron stands behind looking on enviously, holding a crashed Eurofighter 

Typhoon with the words BAE scrawled on the side.427 This shows how European civil 

aerospace domination has more potential than the military focus of BAE, and places 

the success of the European Airbus collaboration ahead of that of the British led 

Eurofighter. Whilst Airbus is a soaring giant, the Eurofighter is a broken toy.428 The 

written article strongly indicates that BAE, and Britain’s, industrial future lies away from 

defence projects. The impression for identity is that Britain is lagging and in danger of 

losing industrial strength whilst Europe is presented as a successful alternative which 

should be joined or emulated. When the article is critical, it is aimed at the domestic 

government and BAE, not Europe. Britain is placed not just within Europe, but also that 

it should be more European in scope and by extension exploring more avenues for 

integration. 

                                                             
426 ‘UK must champion aviation industry if it wants control of the skies’ 
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427 Figure 3, David Simonds in Opinion Piece, ‘UK must champion aviation industry if it wants control of the 
skies’ – Accessed February 2017, The Guardian https://www.theguardian.com/business/2012/oct/14/uk-must-
champion-aviation-industry  
428 See Fig. 3. 
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   Alternatively, the Daily Mail is rather different in its commentary. Whilst the Guardian 

emphasises the potential of Europe, the Daily Mail rejects it. Rather than praising the 

‘realpolitik’ demonstrated by Angela Merkel, it describes the chancellors intervention 

as ‘torpedoing’ Britain’s biggest defence deal, invoking images of U-boats and WWII.429 

It places British and European demands as opposite each other, stating how ‘France 

and Germany continued to block British demands surrounding the merger of BAE and 

EADS’ painting an us versus them relationship between Britain and its Continental 

neighbours.430 Furthermore, it indicates that British interests are different to those of 

the other nations, whom are united in their efforts to place roadblocks in the 

discussions.431 The whole stance is described as a ‘fly in the ointment’ indicating that 

if there is anything wrong with Britain’s aerospace industry, the cure that Europe 

represents is not the solution it is perceived to be.432 Instead, industry officials are 

quoted as saying that ‘BAE is a brilliant British business…Its time we believed a bit 

more in British manufacturing…All those people who listened to bankers rather 

than…the industry should search themselves very deeply about whether their actions 

have undermined BAE’s future.’433 The perception of the EU as a racket of financial 

elites being put ahead of the British worker is implicitly stated here, and places the true 

patriotic course of action as resisting any European co-operation in this field. This is 

clearly in opposition to the pan-European industry the aeroplane was supposed to 

propagate.  

   Therefore, any merger would be a betrayal of BAE and the wider British people. It 

would represent the application of ‘the yoke of French and German political 

interference’ into one of Britain’s most successful businesses.434 The failure of the 
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merger was greeted with relief by BAE investors who were glad to be free from 

meddling influences in Paris and Berlin.435 Where the Guardian places Europe as a 

partner and arguably a superior, the Mail portrays France and Germany ‘meddling and 

interfering’ in a successful British company which would become a ‘minority partner in 

a European-wide defence venture.’436 Despite acknowledging the previous 

collaboration between BAE systems and EADS on the Eurofighter Typhoon, a picture 

of which is included in the article, the author is relieved the company did not fall into 

French and German hands.437 The ‘pusillanimous politicians’ whom would consider 

handing over command of one of Britain’s most successful business ‘to foreign powers’ 

should hang their heads in shame.438 The increasingly strong language deployed 

towards those whom pushed the merger continues the theme of betraying Britain, and 

is in clear opposition to the image of the nation deployed in the Guardian article. The 

references to the Pentagon and USA only further place Britain as outside of Europe. 

Eurofighter Discourse in the Public Sphere 

    This section shall begin with another comparison between two different sources. 

One will be the previously referenced aircraft encyclopaedia Fighter: Technology, 

Facts, History written by Ralph Leinburger and published in 2008. The second shall be 

the Eurofighter Typhoon display at the Imperial War Museum (IWM) Duxford. In 

Fighter, Leinburger explains how the joint development of aircraft helps to show the 

strength of a united Europe.439 It is an aircraft built to defend ‘European’ skies, and 

takes on far more symbolic value than a mere military machine.440 In the book, each 

aircraft detailed has a flag next to it representing its nation of the origin, the F-16 has 

the stars and stripes, the MiG-29 the Russian horizontal bars, the Spitfire the Union 

flag and the Eurofighter Typhoon the EU stars. The synonymous nature between 

technological and political project is very visible here. This is not just a European 
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machine built by a partnership consortium, but an EU one. Leinburger is an expert in 

his field, and his conclusion is that the Eurofighter is a product of Europe.  

Alternatively, there is the IWM Duxford, a heritage organisation which runs due to state 

backing and the contributions of experts and passionate amateurs. IWM Duxford is a 

former RAF airfield with multiple hangars, located in Cambridgeshire, England.441 The 

Typhoon is in the ‘Battle of Britain’ hangar which is dedicated to ‘discover[ing] how 

Britain protected its skies during the Second World War and …how Britain’s air 

defences developed from the First World War through to the Cold War.’442 The aircraft 

on display involves no worded reference to the ‘Euro’ element of the project 

whatsoever beyond the aircrafts name. The information panel beneath the plane (see 

appendix 2) reads: 

Eurofighter Typhoon 

The Eurofighter Typhoon is the Royal Air Forces current main fighter, designed to 

defend UK airspace.’ 

   Immediately there is a difference in discourse. Where in the expert publication the jet 

is for ‘European’ air-space, emphasising the collective and integrative nature of its 

construction, only the UK is mentioned here. This is significant because working on the 

logical assumption that this is because few international visitors are it demonstrates 

that the average British viewer would be more at ease with seeing the jet as a ‘non-

European entity. The only mention of foreign contribution comes in usage: 

Typhoons entered Royal Air Force (RAF) operational service in 2006. They are also 

flown by the air forces of other countries, including Austria, Germany, Italy and Spain. 

   All mention of its multi-national construction is omitted, and the viewer could leave 

this exhibition being unaware of the plane came into being. It conveys the message 

that the aircraft is British in origin and a successful export product continuing a proud 

British aerospace tradition. One could argue that the museum anticipates its visitors to 

know something about the planes before coming and might be compensating for this, 

but it seems odd to ignore it especially when compared to the depth of detail in other 

                                                             
441 Imperial War Museum Duxford – Accessed August 2016, http://www.iwm.org.uk/visits/iwm-
duxford/exhibitions  
442 Battle of Britain Exhibition Hangar, ‘Exhibitions’ – Accessed August 2016, 
http://www.iwm.org.uk/exhibitions/iwm-duxford/battle-of-britain  
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aircraft displays that are purely British in origination. For example, the Harrier (see 

appendix 3): 

Harrier – Hawker Siddeley Harrier GR.3 

The Harrier was the world’s first fixed wing Vertical Take Off and Landing (VTOL) 

Aeroplane … The Harrier can hover because of its Rolls Royce Pegasus Engine. 

   Although very simple, the deliberate mentioning of a British design, and an extended 

title name-dropping British companies says much about the use of defence in identity, 

and relates back to bolstering sovereignty and pride. It could be said the revolutionary 

nature of VTOL makes it worth a special mention, yet the Euro-Jet produced typhoon 

engines are also revolutionary in performance and construction. In the Eurofighters 

display the only allusion to Europe and the joint co-operation behind the plane is its 

title, and the four-coloured rondel on the aircrafts fuselage, which is not elaborated 

upon (see appendix 4).  

   This comparison between a technical publication and a technical display 

demonstrates the existence of two unique, clashing discourses over what the 

Eurofighter means. Based on this comparison between these two sources, it seems 

clear that Europe and British identity were not harmonised very well. The status of 

Europe as a consumer, demonstrated by the listing of other operators of the aircraft on 

its placard fulfils the more traditional positions of Europe and Britain as markets. In 

contrast the flags and language deployed in Fighter counter this and make it more 

political.  

   The integrative overtones present in public discourse around the Eurofighter are 

further visible when comparing it to other collaborative ventures. These programmes 

and their end products are designed to be sold, therefore each project has an official 

website, including sections explaining where and how the projects originated, and who 

is involved in the process. The Eurofighter ‘About Us’ section describes how the plane 

‘is built on the strength of 4 European nations: UK; Germany; Italy and Spain, and their 

leading aerospace and defence companies’ which allows for ‘unrivalled…equal access 

to shared manufacturing, development and the creation of long-lasting political and 

industrial relations.’443 Clearly one of the prime advantages of the aircraft per those 

                                                             
443 ‘About Us’, Eurofighter Jagdflugzeug GmbH – Accessed January 2016, https://www.eurofighter.com/about-
us  
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marketing it is the integrative potential it holds on a pan-European scale. The 

Eurofighter typhoon is described as ‘Europe’s largest military programme’ which place 

the aircrafts identity as European, as is that of those nations contributing to its 

development and construction.444 Otherwise, why would nations that perceive 

themselves separate or outside of Europe participate in a European venture.  

   In the ‘Multimedia’ section of the website, there are numerous photos and videos of 

the aircraft. One is titled Eurofighter Typhoon: The Best Example of Today's 

Partnership between European Nations and includes a short four minute video placing 

the Eurofighter alongside Spitfires and Hurricanes in the sky.445 There is no 

commentary to the video, but where the Daily Mail previously used past 

commemorations to link Britain and the Typhoon together, here the Eurofighter is the 

culmination of such conflicts, and given the videos title asserts projects like the 

Eurofighter are why such wars can never be repeated.446 This fits into the wider EU 

narrative of bringing peace to the Continent and again partners are placed in a strong 

political and cultural relationship, as it infers that those whom contribute to its success 

share more than industrial ties.  

   In contrast, the F-35 Lightening II JSF website has a separate section for each nation 

participating in its development, extolling the virtues of each one singularly, allowing 

them to retain a sense of uniqueness and autonomy.  On this website, the ‘Global 

Participation’ tab produces a drop down list of the projects contributors, including the 

UK.447 The title of the UK’s section is ‘A Legacy of Innovation’ and visibly emphasises 

the contribution of the UK to aerospace development, going as far back as the 18th 

century.448 The piece places Britain as integral to the JSF aircrafts development noting 

how as early as 2001 British pilots and scientists were working on improving the 

aircraft.449 Where the Eurofighter website places the project as a joint effort almost 
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exclusively, the JSF site celebrates its individual contributors. Rather than amalgamate 

distinct legacies and nations together, the JSF promotes and celebrates these as a 

source of strength despite the actual workshare being overwhelmingly American in 

production and costs. The obvious explanation is that the Eurofighter is symbolic of the 

‘unrivalled…equal access to shared manufacturing, development and the creation of 

long-lasting political and industrial relations’ and so creates a European identity to 

accompany this.450 
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Conclusions 

   The conclusions shall be structured as follows; a summary of the empirical research 

leading to discussions about the central research questions, followed by a wider 

placing of the thesis in relation to the historiography assessed in the beginning and a 

small collection of further comments.  

   Technological projects have many functions. On the one hand, they fulfil a practical 

need. The Eurofighter is a combat aircraft that allows Britain to defend the airspace of 

the UK and its allies, whilst projecting power abroad. In parallel, construction projects 

also have a wider symbolic meaning. When transnational and in the context of a 

federalising Europe, politicians whom are friendly to this project co-construct a 

European version of British identity, alongside the practical benefits co-operation 

brings. Europe becomes a promise of achievement and function that the nation-state 

alone can no longer fulfil. In contrast, elites whom are sceptical of this future, 

particularly the benefits and motivations driving a ‘European Union,’ emphasis the 

threat and deficiencies of Europe visible through-out arguments made during the 

aircrafts construction. For this group, it becomes about placing Britain separate to 

Europe to resist further moves toward integration. What the public embrace and reject 

from this political discourse highlights in turn what the wider population perceive their 

own national identity to be. For some, arguments linking Britain into Europe are 

accepted and for others sympathies lie beyond Europe. 

   The period between 1984 and 1986 reflects that economically, Europe would be a 

method of protecting and growing certain sectors of the British manufacturing 

economy. At this point, there seemed little viable alternative to producing a fighter 

aircraft with smaller cost margins. However, there were also clear political 

ramifications. These could either be the vision of increased integration in industries 

and defence or the notion of challenging the US, which appealed to many within 

parliament. There were also those on the other side of the debate whom would prefer 

an American partnership for its history and security and the levels of European 

integration that should be proposed and supported were hotly contested.  

   By 1994, the economic implications of collaboration were becoming clearer. 

Unfortunately, they were largely negative with costs and delays meaning the UK was 

losing ground in the global market. However, the jobs and industrial implications 
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backed the government into a corner and the costs of losing invested money and 

threats of more industrial actions prompted them to shoulder on. With the Cold War 

over, the international aspects were also confused, with strong arguments being made 

in relation to the EU and the USA. These were likely overtaken by the bigger question 

of how to position the UK in the new world order.  

   In 1998, there is a significant role in domestic policy for the Typhoon, with it being 

deployed as evidence of Labours promise to be better for national industry than the 

Conservatives. The size and relative success of the defence industry was now making 

its projects more important and the commercial prospects were strongly talked up with 

criticisms being side-lined in favour of a future in Europe. This saw significant 

reconnection of the Typhoon to the wider political connotations envisioned at the 

projects start, seeing as it was currently a success story for British industry and by 

extension Europe.  

   In 2003, the private company that represented Britain’s interest in the programme, 

BAE, was taking significant criticisms over its suitability and methods of operation. This 

made any of its projects, especially those with such large overspends and delays 

politically sensitive. The SDR highlighting its redundancy in the wider strategic plan 

further compounded this, with only the export market being a relative positive against 

all this economic negativity. British participation in the institutionalisation of European 

defence allowed the project to become a weapon of anti-integration Eurosceptics, 

purveyors of the special relationship and supporters of NATO alike.  

   Finally, by 2011 the industrial focus on the Eurofighter was passing with its 

production orders. Combined with this was a now full picture of the total costs of the 

project which had exceeded all expectation. Therefore, exports were the order of the 

day, and the experience of the collaboration made it a poster boy for Eurosceptic 

rhetoric in Parliament, rather than the integration first envisaged in the 1980’s. It had 

also been used to place Britain against Europe as a standalone nation with 

international importance and unique relationships on every continent with Europe a 

constraining factor to what Britain could achieve.  

  To summarise chapter three, the first section explored the identity connotations given 

to the aircraft in media discourse. Specifically, this focused on a selection of articles 

from the Daily Mail. What becomes clear is that the European aspect of the project is 
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downplayed, with articles often appropriating the aircraft into a purely British 

framework. This says a few things about the identity of the target public. It suggests an 

aversion to Europe amongst them, and a degree of othering still employed to 

distinguish two separate identities. Second is the need to give the nation an 

internationalist pedigree often then linked to the USA. This gives the transatlantic 

relationship more precedence in Britain, and suggests a more organic connection 

between these two Anglo-sphere bodies than with Europe and the EU. In regards to 

identity then, this fits into ideas and alternatives that contribute to Euroscepticism and 

leaves Britain outside of Europe and its associated political body. This is particularly 

visible when comparing across media publications on the same issue. 

   The second section demonstrates how a dual discourse about the aircraft exists in 

the wider public sphere. Depending on which discourse is preferred, a differing version 

of British identity is presented. There is the pan-European Britain represented by 

Leinburger or Eurofighter themselves for instance, against the Anglo-centric narrative 

found in Duxford which celebrates Britain’s exclusive role in the programme. The 

comparison to the JSF website illustrates how the overriding political motives of 

European integration effect the reception of technology, regardless of its technical 

details. This is shown by the different approaches to the partner nation contributions. 

This illustrates the way actors have deployed the project for various identity purposes 

in the discourse surrounding the programme. 

Reflections 

   The use of the project as a lens into the political and social discourse around the 

Eurofighter project allow it to contribute and elaborate on the wider Eurosceptic and 

Europhile debate. In regards to the positions of Britain and Europe the Churchillian 

three circles gradually shrank, leaving Europe as a refuge from post-Imperial problems; 

the needs of securing peace and sovereignty, arresting economic decline and 

maintaining a truly first rate global voice. In contrast it also enabled the British state to 

continue its defence technology focus, by bringing in resources unavailable in a solo 

venture. The Eurofighter embodied these aims in many ways. It would allow Britain to 

defend its airspace whilst being symbolically seen to do so without American aid. It 

would replace old fashioned, un-sustainable and overly expensive industrial practises 

with a pan-European approach that could set the tone for how to do things in the future. 

Ultimately, it would allow struggling European nations to remain where their national 
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identities perceived them to belong, the pinnacle of global influence and politics. This 

is visible in the period of 1984-1986, where the prevailing attitude of having originally 

‘missed the bus’ would initiate great impetus for European co-operation and integration 

after the referendum in 1975.  

  The wider mood towards Europe changes with the Maastricht Treaty. If attitudes 

towards the need for a strong European economic market were grudging yet accepting, 

the political organisation that would grow out of it was not part of the original accession 

deal. The pre-membership arguments about the bloc as being in selected nations 

interests became stronger, and the post-imperial exceptionalism that characterised 

Britain was under threat. Coupled with the removal of the USSR as a threat, the 

Eurofighter becomes not just a bad example of cost-saving in an area of national 

expenditure that had become obsolete, but its very name gives it a political link to an 

unpopular political project. Instead of being a method of preserving and expanding 

Britain’s aerospace industry, narratives of surrendering it to Brussels begin appearing. 

The volatility of the topic is represented during the periods of 1994-1996 and the 

contrast to 1984-1986 nicely encapsulates how these wider battles over Europe 

harmed physical manifestations of co-operation and integration.    

   New Labours focus on the Eurofighter as an economic champion fits into an 

ideological push for globalism. Essentially, Eurofighter (and by extension the EU) 

produces jobs and export potential, therefore it is something to strive for in all areas. 

The ‘true’ goals driving decisions are never overtly discussed, something that would 

become an alleged hall mark of many of Tony Blair’s and New Labours policies in many 

international matters. For now, European economic and market liberalisation 

intertwined with the central parts of ‘cosmopolitan’ British identity, allowing it to project 

a natural leadership in Europe. The Treaty of Lisbon assured the global projection that 

Eurosceptics maintained could only be assured by the Anglosphere. Again, the 

Eurofighter can be used to trace this in practise, with moves like the signing of the 

EDSP being moves toward integration. Where the project does appear to succeed in 

harmonising identities it is being driven from above with a lack of public debate. For it 

to be successful, self-identification must involve public debate, which Blairite visions of 

Britishness had failed to grasp.451 The Eurofighter was excluded from the SDR, making 
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its position untouchable. Changing and contesting Britishness supports the 

deployment of identity as having a political purpose, and New Labours in Eurofighters 

discourse seems to have been to subvert the now traditional European parliamentary 

debate with a physical success story, presumably until the identities of Britain and 

Europe had been aligned sufficiently to a point where they were far more 

interchangeable. 

   If the political implications were somewhat dressed in the sheep’s clothing of 

economics during the New Labour sections of research (1998-2000 and 2003-2005) 

confidence in the economic benefits of the EU needed to remain strong. It did not 

though, and the public turned away from the European identity being imposed and 

represented Eurofighter. The movement toward a ‘United States of Europe’ had 

involved ‘self-deception’ and ‘actual attempts to persuade the British people of 

things…known not to be true’ and the Conservative government would fight this 

backlash.452 The renewed Eurosceptic argument was that Britain is bigger than 

Europe, and that the economic, social and political failings made the Anglosphere more 

favourable to the European one with its wider federalist goals. Eurofighter embodies 

this and allows the reader to see it better than the usual focuses on party infighting. 

The overcomplications of organising weapons export bids with partners, the costs and 

the delays are all deployed as manifestations of the institutional mistrust Brussels now 

represented during 2011-2013. Naturally, and due to the nature of the topic in debate 

this was by no means a consensus. Ultimately all these serve to aid in the placing of 

Britain beyond Europe, coinciding with the narrative of Europe as a confining and 

restricting factor to Britain’s position in the world and allowed opponents to re-deploy 

the ‘outsider tradition’ that characterised Britain and Europe’s historical relationship.  

   In regards to processes of hidden integration the project does more to de-harmonise 

rather than bind together. On reflection, this can be attributed to two main flaws with 

the project. For hidden integration to be possible, there needs to be a group of 

technocrats who drive forward the project, which is then expanded upon by politicians. 

In the Eurofighter case, these technocrats would be the industrial bodies from each 

respective partner nation. This stage of integration was a success in the respect that a 

new transnational organisation – Eurofighter GMBH – was formed, and the sharing of 
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technology and resources was successful. However, the position of Europe within 

British politics with no solid consensus meant the further linking of institutions was 

impossible. Despite being talked of in regards to ensuring defence co-operation across 

the continent in 1984-1986, the lack of a strong consensus towards Britain’s position 

relating to Europe and the influence of competing visions of what Post-Imperial Britain 

should look like left meaningful institutional action upon these questions far too 

sensitive. This is amplified after the difficulties of the development programme. Due to 

the potentially lethal effect on the governments popularity these elements are 

ultimately repressed, or only carefully expressed when the project is in a successful 

period, such as in 1998-2000. The second point follows on from this, the political 

climate behind the project meant it had to be an unqualified success to stand any 

chance of overcoming these foundations. Clearly though, it was not. History transpired 

against the aircraft, making it redundant before it was complete and then a variety of 

factors heaped more negativity on top of this. To encourage further integration beyond 

the initial economic necessity the programme needed to be a success and failure to 

meet this basic requirement harmed impetus for political integration. This is 

represented by the project becoming symptomatic of wider Eurosceptic opinions by 

2011-2013. If anything, the project can be said to have made links with regions beyond 

Europe as much as into it.  

   The media articles taken from the 2000’s and later reflect these paragraphs. In them 

are various forms of othering. In ignoring and downplaying the role of European 

partners in the project Britain and the Continent are being separated. Rather than being 

placed within a transnational setting, the programme and resulting fighter is more often 

put into a national one, following the pattern of success being due to British input and 

any scandals being thanks to the aircrafts European contributors. This conforms to 

assertions of Europe as unreliable and incompetent. Furthermore, the role of the 

Anglosphere nations in discourse involving the project, particularly in comparison to 

commentary on Germany for instance, place British identity in an internationalist 

framework. The implication is quite clear, where Europe is overly complex, 

bureaucratic, expensive and wasteful Britain is better off with nations whom share 

similar cultural and historical ties.  

   This duality of visions regarding Britain is visible in the contrast between the 

Eurofighter website and Leinburger’s publication on the one hand, and the heritage 
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exhibition at Duxford on the other. Views from outside (Leinburger) or within the project 

(Eurofighter) position the Eurofighters value as a symbolic statement of integration in 

defence and industry. The IWM does not share this viewpoint, reflected by the lack of 

context regarding the projects inception and notable omission of the role and identity 

of partners that contributed to the aircrafts development. Where the former actors place 

Britain and its contributions to the programme in a pan-European framework of 

Continent wide defence with a developing sense of place within the European 

community, the latter does not. This demonstrates a strong conflict between two 

competing identities, with one being projected onto the space by a larger transnational 

body, and the other being insulated and reinforced by national actors, be them in the 

media or heritage. In the process of the latter, Europe remains an ‘other’ used to define 

Britain’s self of sense, although the Guardian does demonstrate opposition to this.  

   Finally, Schueler studied how the actors within the construction of the Gotthard 

Tunnel used it to construct identity. Trischler and Weinberger note how transnational 

projects have contributed to the construction of ‘Europe’ as the bloc it is today, with 

military projects holding high symbolic value due to their nature and being powerful 

symbols of progress. As already seen there was never a domestic consensus on 

integration. The promises of Europe were heavily linked to the economic and 

technological benefits that co-operation between European states could offer. For 

political integration to follow, these promises had to have visible rewards. However, 

expectations failed to materialise and the projects experience eroded these benefits 

steadily over time. It was not cheaper, not superior and brought no European market 

harmonisation. With political discourse changing from a promise of success to a 

realisation of failure the symbolic value of the project is rejected, with representations 

of Britain’s identity and future being placed outside of Europe as much as inside. These 

versions of Britain being constructed in the public sphere to supplement the evolving 

political discourse never allowed a substantial European identity to be imposed. Any 

meaningful harmonisation of Britain and Europe was impossible in a project that 

became used by actors to distance themselves from the original objectives of its 

conception.  
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 Appendix 1: Focus of Parliamentary Debates and Speeches 

 FEFA 

01/01/1984 -

01/01/1986 

Prototype 

01/01/1994 - 

01/01/1996 

Name 

01/01/1998 -

01/01/2000 

First RAF Jet 

01/01/2003 -

01/01/2005 

India Export 

01/01/2011 -

01/01/2013 

Named 

Debates 

30 24 23 36 3 

Industry 

Concerns 

27 12 17 27 12 

Costs 9 18 18 22 1 

Soviet Threat 2 1 1 3 1 

Exports 2 7 6 10 10 

European 

Collaboration 

27 11 12 9 7 

Positive 

Collaboration 

Feedback 

20 5 4 1 4 

Negative 

Collaboration 

Feedback 

6 6 8 9 3 

Forces Needs 7 9 22 11 2 

Quality N/A 5 15 14 3 
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Appendix 2: Display Plaque from the Eurofighter Typhoon Exhibition, Duxford – Photo taken by Author, 

August 6th 2016 

 

Appendix 3: Display Plaque from the Hawker Siddeley Harrier GR.3 Exhibition, Duxford – Photo taken 
by Author, August 6th 2016 
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Appendix 4: Multi-National Rondel Marking, Eurofighter Typhoon Exhibition, Duxford – Photo taken by 

Author, August 6th 2016 

 


