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"3+3" = 0 (Missile Defense for U.S.)

Recent events suggest that progress is being made toward ending America's total vulnerability to missile attack. First, the Quadrennial Defense Review acknowledged the inadequacy of the Clinton Administration's "3+3" strategy. Second, the need to defend America is becoming clearer--not only are Russia and China building new missiles capable of hitting U.S. soil, but non-nuclear (for now) states are scrambling to acquire ICBMs in the international arms sale markets. Third--and most encouraging--Congress is becoming increasingly aware there is something we can do faster and for less money than the ill-fated "3+3" Clinton plan.

Quadrennial Defense Review In 1995, President Clinton vetoed the Defense Authorization Act because it directed that a National Missile Defense (NMD) be built by 2003. Instead, Clinton pledged that his Pentagon would develop the technology in three years, and then be prepared to build the initial ground-based site in three years if needed--i.e. by 2003. This plan assumed no threat of missile attack to the United States for 15 years--ignoring existing Russian and Chinese ICBMs and those under development by North Korea that, according to testimony from the intelligence community, could reach to at least Alaska and Hawaii by the end of this decade.

Recently we learned from Defense Secretary Bill Cohen's testimony that the Clinton Administration has been starving its own program--it hasn't a chance to defend the country by 2003 even for twice the money. So now the cat is out of the bag. Secretary Cohen doubled the support to the 3+3 program--which has become a 4+? Program--by adding $2 billion, but his Ballistic Missile Defense Director has testified that it remains a high risk program--an understatement, to say the least. When High Frontier's Chairman, Ambassador Henry Cooper, stepped down as Director of the Strategic Defense Initiative, he left a low-risk, fully-funded program that would have cost $22-24 billion to deploy the first site in 7 years with developmental components, or in 11 years with fully developed hardware. The Clinton Administration cut 90 percent of these funds, returned industry's proposals for the approved program unopened, and claimed it could build the needed defense whenever the threat actually developed. The result was the "3+3" program, but with totally inadequate funding. There is no way the Clinton program will lead to deployment by 2003.

The Threat Exists Now There are clear signs that the threat may not wait on us to complete this willy-nilly plan. In spite of their severe economic problems, Russia is building a new ICBM, new tactical nuclear weapons, miniature nuclear warheads weighing less than 200 pounds, and new nuclear-armed strategic missile-carrying submarines. China is building a new mobile ICBM--which may be offered for sale to rogue states. Neither nation is governed by stable political regimes. In addition to these nations that have already threatened America with missile attack, North Korea, Iran, Iraq, Libya and Syria aspire to do the same as quickly as they can through their efforts to buy or build ballistic missiles and weapons of mass destruction. In particular, the intelligence community acknowledges North Korea could build ICBMs that could reach Alaska and Hawaii early in the next decade--and their range could be increased by reducing their warhead weight. (Notably, Alaska's Legislature recently urged the federal government to defend Alaska against such threats.)

All is Not Lost Fortunately, Congress is becoming increasingly aware that there is something we can do faster and for less money than Clinton's ill-fated plans--as indicated in a May 22, 1997 Wall Street Journal Op.Ed. by Senator Jon Kyl (R-AZ). As High Frontier has strongly urged for the past four years, we should immediately upgrade the Navy's Aegis cruisers with long-range defensive interceptors, enabling a global defense that can protect not only America's overseas troops and allies, but also Americans at home. Because the American taxpayer has already invested $50 billion in Aegis cruisers deployed around the world, the upgrades would cost only $2-3 billion and could begin deployment in 3-4 years. (Sen. Kyl quotes the Congressional Budget Office estimate of $5 billion to be on the safe side, but they are overestimating the costs.)

Congress has been strongly supporting this important program. But the Administration seems intent on stalling it with inadequate funding and seemingly never-ending studies--no fewer than six last year, all of which endorsed the program. Now, the Clinton Pentagon is undertaking another study to try to force a "joint missile" on the Navy and Army wide area theater defense programs.

Why is there so much resistance to such a sensible, inexpensive and effective program? If logic were the guide, the ground-based NMD program would be canceled because of its expense and lack of timeliness--and the Administration would press ahead to make the Navy Theater Wide defense all it can be. The money saved by canceling the more expensive, less effective ground-based defense would more than pay for the Navy's program--and the excess could programmed against building even more effective space-based defenses beginning in the next decade.

The problem is the Administration's fascination with the ABM Treaty. To make the Navy Theater Wide defense all it can be requires the Administration to abandon its attachment to this Cold War relic which is based on the idea that it is desirable for America to be vulnerable to ballistic missiles. If we could end this fixation, we could build the most effective, least expensive global defenses--first at sea and then in space--rather than pursuing the costly, less effective ground-based defense concepts of the 1960s.

High Frontier believes that this is a critical time in the effort to defend America, its overseas troops and allies against ballistic missile attack. We hope that the charade currently being perpetrated in Washington gives way to a sensible, inexpensive alternative to provide for the common defense--as mandated by the U.S. Constitution.
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