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Rumsfeld Report, Other Issues Show Need for Global Defense

On July 15, a bipartisan Ballistic Missile Threat Commission led by former Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld released a sobering unclassified version of its report to Congress. The report justified the concerns of many in Congress about the analytical rigor of the Clinton Administration's 1995 National Intelligence Estimate that the U.S. was free of a ballistic missile threat for at least 15 years—the Commission’s unanimous conclusion is within five years and with little or no warning.

Recent actions by Iran and China demonstrate the reality of a threat that exists now. On July 22, Iran successfully tested the intermediate range Shahab-3 missile, with a range sufficient to threaten all of the Middle East, including U.S. troops stationed in the region. In a seemingly deliberate slap at President Clinton, China test-fired a rocket motor for its newest long-range missile while the President was in the country. This action carries far more symbolic value than the sham "detargeting" agreement, in which the Administration gained an unverifiable, easily-reversed promise from China to remove the preprogrammed firing solutions from the ICBMs in their arsenal.

The only realistic conclusion to be drawn from these recent events is that a true ballistic missile threat exists in the world now! Furthermore, the best way to defend against it is to build a global missile defense system unconstrained by the ABM Treaty, beginning with the quickest possible deployment of the Aegis cruiser-based Navy Theater Wide system.

Iran Tests the Shahab-3

That Iran is actively pursuing a long-range ballistic missile capability is no surprise to anyone, except perhaps the Clinton Administration. While Secretary of State Albright has been chumming around with Iran's President, Mohammad Khatami, the man who really runs the country— spiritual leader Ali Khamenei— has been purchasing missile technology from North Korea and expertise from Russia. In his book Through the Eyes of the Enemy, Stanislav Lunev, the highest ranking Soviet military intelligence officer to defect to the U.S., noted that the Shahab-3 and -4 missiles could be fielded as early as 1999. Lunev was able to get his assessment correct the first time, while our CIA was not. In testimony earlier this year, CIA Director George Tenent was forced to admit that "Iran's success in gaining technology and materials from Russian companies, combined with recent indigenous Iranian advances, means that it could have a medium-range missile much sooner than I assessed last year..."—almost 10 years sooner, as Iran's recent tests demonstrated. Israeli government spokesman Moshe Fogel noted that "(t)he potential threat to Iraq, Saudi Arabia, the Gulf States and Western interests, particularly those of the United States, is as great as the threat to Israel, if not greater." This is certainly the case.

China Thumbs its Nose at the U.S.

That China tested a rocket motor while President Clinton was in China should come as no surprise, nor should the gesture be taken for anything less than the act of contempt it is. A U.S. expert on missiles believes China deliberately timed the test to coincide with the President's trip, noting that when former Secretary of State Warren Christopher traveled to China several years ago for talks on human rights, the Chinese responded by arresting dissidents before, during and after his visit. As mentioned above, the similarity of these two situations shows that the Chinese do not indeed take the U.S. seriously in foreign policy. While claiming to be our new best friend, their actions demonstrate the hollowness of their words. It seems obvious that they are simply using any means available to gain time to upgrade their nuclear arsenal without fear of reprisal from the U.S. Tragically, it's working.

Rumsfeld Report Gives a More Credible View of the Ballistic Missile Threat

Given the uncertainties surrounding our ability to foresee ballistic missile proliferation, the bipartisan Rumsfeld Commission unanimously concluded that nations such as North Korea and Iran could threaten the U.S. within 5 years of a decision to acquire such a capability—and that the U.S. might not be aware of when such a decision has been made. Take, for instance, the complete surprise of the U.S. intelligence community when India conducted its underground nuclear tests earlier this year. India helped escape detection by disguising their movements around the test site. How did they know what to do? In 1995, the U.S. discovered New Delhi was preparing for nuclear tests and convinced them to stop by demonstrating our knowledge of their plans, and in so doing revealed our methods for making such determinations. This time they did not act in the same telltale way. The result? A possible India-Pakistan arms race. And, having learned from the preemptive Israeli strike on Iraq's Osirak nuclear reactor in 1981, Iraq and others, including Iran, have been sure to diversity and hide factories producing components for their Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD) programs.

Other Commission conclusions included:

    The threat of ballistic missiles is broader, more mature and evolving more rapidly than previously estimated by the U.S. Intelligence Community.

    The Intelligence Community's ability to provide timely and accurate estimates of ballistic missile threats to the U.S. is eroding.

    The warning times the U.S. can expect of new, threatening ballistic missile deployments are being reduced. Under some plausible scenarios—including re-basing or transfer of operational missiles, sea- and air-launch options, shortened development programs that might include testing in a third country, or some combination of these—the U.S. might well have little or no warning before operational deployment.

    A nation that wants to develop ballistic missiles and weapons of mass destruction can now obtain extensive technical assistance from outside sources. Foreign assistance is not a wild card. It is a fact.

    Threatening ballistic missiles could carry chemical or biological weapons that "take the form of bomblets as well as a single, large warhead."

Global Defense, Beginning with Navy Theater Wide, is the Solution

The Navy Theater Wide program provides the earliest option for building a global defense to defeat the faster, longer-range missiles currently being developed. It uses the Aegis cruiser, already deployed around the world, as its platform. Unfortunately, there are two major flaws in the Clinton Administration's plan to deploy the system. First, it is being funded at a less-than-technology-driven pace, which means that we are capable of building a system more quickly than is currently called for. The earliest possible deployment, according to the Navy, is 2002; the Clinton plan calls for deployment in 2006, and will end up being more expensive than an earlier deployment. Second, the Clinton Administration is purposefully "dumbing down" the system to comply with the obsolete ABM Treaty, making it near-sighted, slower than technologically possible, and only able to collect tracking data from one source—the co-located radar on each ship. The Navy Theater Wide should be built to be all it can be. Unless this critical first step is taken, a crisis could erupt and the U.S. would have no means of protecting its overseas troops, allies, and perhaps even its homeland.

The bomblet threat, in which a missile would release several independent containers of chemical or biological agent, emphasizes the need for boost-phase intercept capability, which would be able to bring down a missile before the bomblets, or, in the case of ICBMs, independent reentry vehicles, are released from the delivery system. Space-based, boost-phase defenses are best capable of defeating this possible near-term threat—and programs scuttled in 1993 by the Clinton Administration need to be reinstated to build such defenses as soon as possible.

