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The Battle Lines Are Drawn!!!
In his current trip to Europe, President George Bush is telling it like it is on the ABM Treaty and the need to protect America and our overseas troops, friends and allies from ballistic missile attack.  

Before leaving for Europe, the President unambiguously criticized Mutual Assured Destruction—the MAD doctrine of the Cold War that made a virtue of keeping American and Soviet citizens vulnerable to ballistic missile attack.  He publicly telegraphed his main message that “Russia is no longer our enemy and, therefore, we shouldn’t be locked into a Cold War mentality that says we keep the peace by blowing each other up. . . .”

And on his first stop in Europe the President made clear that the ABM Treaty, which is based on MAD, must go because “it prevents a full exploration of possibility.  [It] prohibits the United States from investigating all possibilities as to how to intercept missiles.  For example, the technology to intercept-on-launch is a technology that we must more fully explore . . .” As he said, “We’ve got to lay it [the Treaty] aside.”

The President is absolutely right.  Article V of the Treaty bans even the testing of such very effective systems that can protect people everywhere—because if a missile is destroyed as it leaves its launch pad, it doesn’t matter where it is going.  So this very important and effective technology, which is extremely hard to defeat, cannot be seriously evaluated under the terms of the Treaty.

After three days it is clear that some of our European friends got it.

For example, yesterday’s Washington Post quoted President Vaclev Havel of the Czech Republic as observing, “The new world we are entering cannot be based on Mutual Assured Destruction.  An increasingly important role should be played by defense systems.” And the day before, Spanish Prime Minister Jose Maria Aznar stated, “It has not been demonstrated anywhere, nor has anyone been able to show, that defensive initiative is something that cannot lead to greater and better security. . . .  [W]hat we’re dealing with here is an attempt to provide greater security for everyone.”

But only six of NATO’s 19 members are reported to support the President’s position— the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Italy, Spain, and Great Britain.  And French President Jacques Chirac and German Chancellor Gerhard Schroeder said they would launch new arms control initiatives to curb missile proliferation, no doubt seeking to increase adverse political pressures to block President Bush’s plans.

Such contrary positions resonate with U.S. Democrat leaders—such as Senators Tom Daschle (D-SD), Carl Levin (D-MI) and Joe Biden (D-DE), who have been highly vocal in their criticism—including while the President is abroad.  Unlike during the Cold War, American partisan politics do not end at the water’s edge.

In fact, Richard Holbrooke, Bill Clinton’s U.N. Ambassador, launched a campaign to persuade foreign governments to quash their own president’s plan for defending America by urging Europe’s socialist leaders to become more assertive in opposing President Bush’s plan.  He told a German newspaper that the Europeans “can’t just sit around grumbling in the background; they must stand up and get involved.” After observing that no European leader had criticized Bush’s May 1 speech laying out his position, Holbrooke admonished, “The Europeans must speak their mind to the American government before it’s too late.”  

It appears that the majority of our NATO allies have taken Holbrook’s advice.  

But the Democrats are on thin ice with the American people who support the President’s views, as illustrated by a recent poll conducted for the Council on Foreign Relations—not known for supporting the President’s plan to build effective defenses.  A clear majority of Americans favor building an anti-missile shield—even liberal Democrats were nearly split on the proposal, and views didn't change much after respondents were given the basic arguments for and against the system. “The default position of the American public is: Protect us” said Andrew Kohut, director of the Pew Research Center for the People & the Press, which prepared the survey.

A major confrontation may be avoided if, when he meets tomorrow with President Bush, Russian President Vladimir Putin revives the 1992 Russian proposals—rejected by the Clinton Administration—that the U.S. and Russia work together to protect the world community from missile attack.   Otherwise, prepare for an international political battle royal—the battle lines are drawn, all Americans are watching, and most expect to be defended!!!
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