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What, is the purpose ‘of the Presl-
dent’s Star- Wars program anyway?
Jim Courter, one of our local congress-
men, who has become a leading
‘advocate of *the program, recently
tried to explain it to some Princeton
students. According to Courter, the
Strategic Defense Initiative (as the

president prefers to call it) is only a -

research program to determine if it
might be technologically feasible to
‘defend thé nation against nuclear
' missiles. 3

But if this is all the program were
about, there would be no fuss, Almost
‘everybody agrees that it is important
to have researchers looking into the

_possibilities for defenses against nucle-
~ar weapons.. Indeed, ever since the

invention of - nuclear-armed ballistic
missiles, the U.S. has had a large and
active research program in this area.
Just prior to the Strategic Defense
Initiative, this program was budgeted
-at a level of about one billion dollars a
year ‘— enough to allow many thou-

sands of scientists and engineers to do_

a great deal of research

DESP!TE ALL thls research ‘how-

. ever, no really promising ideas have

been developed. Nuclear weapons are

. 50 small, powerful and numerous that.

no systems have been proposed that
“could not be destroyed autflanked or
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outwitted at a small traciion of——their""
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construction cost.:Our ‘most effective
protection against nuclear attack
therefore continues to be the threat of
nuclear retahation W

In response ‘to President Reagans
call to the scientific communit
“give us the means of rendering t ese
nuclear weapons impotent and obso-
lete,”  however, the Department of
Defense put together a proposed Star
Wars budget that is to rise m $7 bllllon
a-year by 1989:-

Does this mean that US scientlsts

. and engineers will be working on
- seven times as many ideas for missile

defense in 19897 Not at all! The only
way the Defense Department knows

“how .to spend that much money is to

spend it on hardware_ The presxdem
asked ' for action' and the DOD is”
respunding in the.only. way it knows .

types of defense systems it has been

" able to design so lar - systems that
- won't work. Pk

Congressman Ceuner also pomted
out that the Soviets have been spend-

by

‘Star Wars research’ to waste b|II|ons

ing t‘ar more on defensive systems
than the US. There is a defensive
system spending “gap,” he says. This is °
true. The Soviets have for decades

i -‘been spending more on defense than
‘+'the U.S.'— mostly on defenses against

aircraft. But, in the past, congressmen
knowledgeable about military matters

‘have pointed to Soviet expenditures in

this area not with awe but with glee as

"evidence that the Russians were obses-.
‘sively wasting their money on systems
~ that we could easiiy incapacitate or
. penetrate.

Inside govemment and: the deteIISe.

. industry the critics of the Star Wars
i program have mostly been silenced.’

But the weaknesses of the systems that .
have been proposed are so obvious

. that former . high-level defense advi-
" sors have been able to explain them,

easily ,im;for example, the October

11984 Scientific American. It seems
+'clear that the emperor is once again

running around unclothed. ]
Rep. Courter and his colleagues
would therefore be doing us a gieater .

' service if, instead of trying to help the -

how — building enormously expensive | W president finance' his. famagy they

scale models ‘and prototypes.of the .."
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