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Eighteen Years, $50 billion and still Undefended?

Time for a Change!!!

On March 23, 1983, then President Ronald Reagan challenged the Cold War doctrine of Mutual Assured Destruction (MAD) by asking, “Wouldn’t it be better to save lives than to avenge them?  Are we not capable of demonstrating our peaceful intention by applying all our abilities and ingenuity to achieving a truly lasting stability?”
That evening, President Reagan launched the Strategic Defense Initiative to intercept and destroy ballistic missiles “before they reach our soil or that of our allies.” He said, “My fellow Americans, tonight we’re launching an effort which holds the promise of changing the course of human history.  There are risks, and results will take time.  But I believe we can do it.”

SDI did change history.  Many believe SDI and President Reagan’s commitment to it ended the Cold War “without firing a shot,” as former British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher has said repeatedly.  And that’s great.  But America is still absolutely defenseless against even a single ballistic missile—in spite of over $50 billion spent in the past 18 years on missile defense R&D.

High Frontier’s Chairman, Ambassador Hank Cooper, observes, “For only $2 billion (most of which was provided by the American taxpayer), the Israelis developed and made operational the Arrow defense for their homeland—and now they are improving it.  No doubt they have been motivated by the terror of Iraqi Scuds ten years ago.  But America remains defenseless—are not Americans concerned by the threat of missile attack?  Poll after poll over the past 18 years say they are.  And they become angry when they learn that they remain defenseless as a matter of a policy that makes that vulnerability a virtue.   Such anger is a latent political force that can be mobilized to press for ending America’s vulnerability, especially now that we have a President who wants effective defenses.”

President Clinton rejected SDI policies and programs he inherited from Ronald Reagan and earlier President George Bush—in favor of “preserving” and “strengthening” the MAD-based ABM Treaty that his administration called “the cornerstone of strategic stability.”  Happily, President George W. Bush and his senior officials have made plain that they know the ABM Treaty is an obstacle to building effective defenses, and that they want to build effective defenses “at the earliest possible date.”  The ABM Treaty must go if we are to build effective defenses—and it must go now if we are to build effective defenses any time soon.

For example, the Navy could, within 4 years and for $2 billion more than the Clinton Administration planned, begin operating a sea-based defense that could protect Americans at home and abroad—as well as our friends and allies.  But for this to happen, the ABM Treaty must go—and Defense Secretary Rumsfeld must direct the Navy to streamline its management and build as quickly as possible effective sea-based defenses.  Such defenses should be supplemented with other defenses, based in various ways, “to save lives rather than to avenge them” and to achieve “a truly lasting stability.”  Thus, could America finally—and affirmatively—answer Ronald Reagan’s memorable questions.

High Frontier urges the Bush Administration to “Win one for the Gipper!”
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