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1999: Missile Defense Advocacy Must Remain Strong

Last November’s election results provided no comfort to advocates for building effective defenses against ballistic missiles. In the Senate, where there was no net change in balance between Republicans and Democrats, two longtime friends of missile defense, Lauch Faircloth (R-NC) and Alfonse D’Amato (R-NY), saw their tenures come to an end, as did antagonist Carol Moseley-Braun (D-IL). Missile defense supporter Fritz Hollings (D-SC), however, retained his seat in a race many thought he would lose. In the House of Representatives, election night narrowed the Republican majority from 11 seats to 6, and brought to an end Newt Gingrich’s reign as Speaker. Subsequent impeachment-related events led to the resignation of missile defense supporter Bob Livingston (R-LA)—then designated to succeed Gingrich.

It is our hope that reasonable Democrats like Sen. Hollings will be able to convince their colleagues to support building a proper missile defense, rather than the farce currently being perpetrated by the Clinton Administration. On the Republican side, Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott (R-MS) singled out missile defense as one of the major issues to be emphasized between now and the 2000 Presidential and Congressional elections. As the new Speaker, Rep. Dennis Hastert (R-IL) is also expected to vigorously pursue missile defense as a critical issue. An early test will come when Sen. Thad Cochran (R-MS), a longtime supporter of a workable system, again introduces legislation calling for deployment of an effective defense as soon as technologically possible. That proposal was blocked twice during the last session by 41 Democrats who voted to filibuster rather than debate the issue.

Recent Events Mandate Missile Defense

For years, High Frontier has been reporting and analyzing events surrounding the ballistic missile threat and making the case for missile defense. Over the past 8 months, pertinent events included:

    May 11—With no warning from the intelligence community, India tested nuclear devices capable of being used on its ballistic missiles; Pakistan immediately followed suit with its own underground tests—heralding an arms race and a host of associated instabilities that could spread beyond Southwest Asia. (See SIPB No.13. )

    May 13—A minority of 41 Senators (all but 4 Democrats) voted to prevent debating The American Missile Defense Act of 1998 (S. 1873), which called for defending America as soon as technologically possible.

    June 11—Gordon Oehler, a former Special Assistant to the Director of Central Intelligence and head of the CIA’s Non-proliferation Center, testified before a Senate Foreign Relations Subcommittee revealing the Clinton Administration is determined to ignore China’s ongoing involvement in the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. (See SIPB No. 15.)

    July 15—The bipartisan Rumsfeld Commission Report concluded rogue states wishing to develop ballistic missiles capable of threatening American soil could do so within 5 years of a decision to begin such a program. Alarmingly, the report further concluded we may not be able to detect missile development until well into the 5-year period. So, we may have very little or no warning of pending threats.

    July 22—Iran tested its Shahab-3 years ahead of last year’s CIA projections. This missile will threaten U.S. allies and forward-deployed troops in the Middle East and parts of the Southern Flank of Europe.

    August 1— The Washington Times reported that supercomputers useful in the study of nuclear weapons have been sold to Russia.

    August 6—Iraq ceased cooperation with UNSCOM, shortly followed by UN inspector Scott Ritter’s principled resignation to protest the Clinton Administration’s "say one thing, do another" policy regarding Iraq.

    August 7—The U.S. House of Representatives voted 220-188 to adopt an amendment directing the Clinton Administration not to implement dangerous new amendments to the ABM Treaty prior to ratification by the U.S. Senate.

    August 31—North Korea caught the U.S. intelligence community off guard yet again by launching an extended-range Taepo-Dong 1 ballistic missile over the northernmost part of Japan’s main island. This ICBM, which could hit parts of Alaska and Hawaii, was years ahead of the CIA’s projected development.

    September 9—For the second time this year, 41 Democratic U.S. Senators voted to block debate on the American Missile Defense Act of 1998 (S.1873).

    September 10—General David A. Bramlett, Commanding General of the U.S. Army’s Forces Command (FORSCOM) issued a memorandum detailing the "hollowing-out" of the U.S. military.

    September 14— The Washington Times reported North Korea helping Pakistan with its missile program.

    September 29—The Joint Chiefs acknowledged a $17 billion shortfall in readiness accounts, and were braced by Senators for not coming forward earlier with this bad news, which was suspected for years by many on Capitol Hill.

    October 2—Deputy Secretary of Defense John Hamre, Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Joseph Ralston and Lt. General Lester Lyles, Director of the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization, admitted the ballistic missile threat from a rogue state like North Korea is now recognized as likely to emerge before the U.S. can deploy an effective anti-missile defense system to defeat it. They also acknowledged that the Navy Theater Wide Defense could be accelerated with additional funds.

    October 23—President Clinton signed the Omnibus Appropriations Act, which included an addition to the President’s budget request of $9 billion for the Department of Defense and $1 billion for ballistic missile defense. This money is sorely needed, especially for Navy Theater Wide. (See SIPB No. 14.)

    November 1—Iraq’s dictator Saddam Hussein again suspended all cooperation with UNSCOM inspectors.

    November 3—Bill Gertz of the Washington Times reported China’s laser technology currently is capable of damaging satellite sensors and in the future could destroy satellites altogether. Such a capability would be useful in "decapitating" America’s capability to detect enemy actions remotely. (The ability to detect proliferation before it becomes mission-ready is the main excuse given for not building missile defenses.)

    November 9—The Washington Times reported October 6-8 Russian exercises testing the readiness of Moscow’s stragegic nuclear forces, ordered by old-school Soviet apparatchik, current Russian Prime Minister Yevgeny Primakov. The exercises were said to be the largest since the end of the Cold War.

    November 12—The Washington Times reported China is building a new mobile ICBM capable of attacking the U.S.

    November 15—U.S. plans to bomb Iraq were aborted canceled because Saddam again (for the fifth time) agreed to challenge inspections.

    December 16-19—The 4-day war with Iraq—which many consider to be a "Wag the Dog" scenario—apparently ended the prospects for future inspections without ending Saddam’s programs to build weapons of mass destruction and missiles to deliver them.

    December 27—Russia announced it had put on combat duty its new ICBM, the Topol-M.

    January 9—Japan’s Yomiuri Shimbun reported North Korea has begun construction of at least five underground ballistic missile launch sites to house the Taepo-Dong missile tested on August 31.

    January 20—JCS Chairman Hugh Shelton finally acknowledged "the threat is real today" and Defense Secretary Bill Cohen announced the administration will spend $10.5 Billion to develop a ground-based system which allegedly could be deployed by 2005—if a deployment decision is made in the future.

The Clinton Program is Too Little Too Late

Admitting the threat exists is the first step to building defenses and that is good. But the Administration’s proposed actions do not move quickly enough to defend America. The Rumsfeld Commission concluded we could be threatened with missile attack before 2004 and the August 31 Taepo Dong launch demonstrated that threat might exist in the very near future. There is no way the administration’s program can be responsive to this threat. It will cost too much (the $10.5 billion is a gross under-estimate of the cost to deploy) and it will take too long to build.

But there is a faster, less expensive, better way. If the Navy’s Theater Wide program were fully funded, we could have a system up and running in 36-40 months for less than $3 billion and we could defend Americans as well as our overseas troops and allies. The administration’s infatuation with the ABM Treaty is the real problem leading them to consider the more expensive, less effective system that takes longer to build. We need to get rid of the ABM Treaty and build wide area sea-based defenses now! 

