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More Delays In The Making???!!

If the Washington Times (see below) is resigned to the pending Bush-Putin deal in Texas, it must be true:  

Will Russia Bend On NMD?
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The Pentagon's decision last week to delay three missile-defense tests confirmed how much the restrictions of the anachronistic 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty are constraining the Bush administration's anti-missile testing program. A Pentagon treaty-compliance review board had concluded that the tests would violate the ABM Treaty. As a result, one test will be altered, while the others have been postponed indefinitely.

In an ideal world, the Bush administration would jettison the ABM Treaty in a one-step process, exercising its treaty-sanctioned right to withdraw after providing six-months notice. This course of action has been advocated on these pages. An even better alternative, of course, would be to convince Russia to jointly — and immediately — abandon the treaty, an option Russian President Vladimir Putin is, unfortunately, unlikely to embrace today.

However, with the United States now at war as a result of the September 11 terrorist attacks on the American homeland, the notion of an ideal world has been dealt a severe blow. In the meantime, Mr. Putin, who was the first world leader to telephone President Bush following the terrorists' attacks, has been playing an important role as a U.S. ally. Under these circumstances, now may not be the best moment for the United States to exercise its right to withdraw from the ABM Treaty — provided the pursuit of national missile defense can resume without being constrained by the treaty. Recent events indicate that may be so.

Aware of Mr. Bush's determination to pursue national missile defense, Mr. Putin, appearing next to the U.S. president in Shanghai last month, announced that the two nations had an "understanding that we can reach agreements." His comment was widely interpreted to mean that the two men would likely reach an agreement soon that would permit the United States to go forward with its ambitious testing program. Four days later, Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld announced the testing delay, noting, "We have said we will not violate the treaty while it remains in force." However, one day after that, in an interview with the New York Times, Condoleezza Rice, the president's national security adviser, suggested that Russia would drop its objections to the Pentagon's proposed testing plans. Other administration officials indicated to the Times that they were now operating under the assumption that Russia might agree to permit the tests. In return, Mr. Bush would postpone his decision to abandon the ABM Treaty.

It is important to keep in mind that the ultimate goal is the development and deployment of an effective national missile defense system at the earliest possible moment. Jettisoning the ABM Treaty has been viewed as an indispensable intermediate goal. That remains the case today. However, if Russia does not seek to obstruct the Pentagon's pursuit of the ultimate goal, delaying the eventual abandonment of the ABM Treaty may be a worthwhile bow to today's geopolitics.

As elaborated by the press around the world – obviously informed by named and un-named administration “officials,” the United States appears to be preparing to make all manner of concessions on a variety of economic and other strategic issues of long standing in exchange for Russia’s permission for us to test – but not deploy – defenses to end America’s vulnerability to even a single ballistic missile.  Whether a formal or informal agreement, such a deal will perpetuate Cold War restraints on America’s engineers and scientists not to build defenses as quickly as we can.

The Soviet Union, with which the ABM Treaty was signed almost 30-years ago, no longer exists.  Furthermore, they violated its terms from the day it was signed; invested throughout the Cold War as much on strategic defenses as on offensive nuclear forces – including a Moscow missile defense site that Russia continues to operate and modernize, nationwide air defenses internetted with the Moscow system we now know were intended from the beginning to provide limited defenses against ballistic missiles (thanks to the persistent reporting of former DIA analyst Bill Lee and the memoirs of Soviet Cold Warriors); and extensive passive defenses for government leadership – also continued today.  

President Bush has said the right things – during his campaign for President and since taking office.  History will not be kind to actions contrary to his promise to end the Treaty, with or without Russia’s concurrence, and his pledge to build effective defenses without delay.  Much more is needed than the “freedom to test.”  The Treaty should go – NOW!!!!

It is absurd to claim we only need to test to see if we can build needed defenses.  Testing is a precondition to deployment, but we should follow the proven recipe for building a new capability on an urgent schedule – set that objective as a national priority, empower a small competent team with resources and authority, and keep the naysayers out of their way.  That worked in the 1950s when we built our first ICBMs and Polaris in around 4-years – a greater technology challenge than building missile defenses today.  Vladimir Putin should not have a veto over U.S. programs.
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