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Globalization and the New Arms Race: The Need for a Broader
Movement for Peace, Global Equity, and Ecological Balance

Aswe enter a new century, it appears that
we have learned little from the past. Having
thus far escaped catastrophe despite a half
century on the nuclear precipice, the United
States not only is continuing the arms race of
the last century, it isinitiating anew arms race
for the next. At the same time that it is
modernizing thousandsof nuclear weapons, the
U.S. weapons research and development
establlshment is workl ng to develop new
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international arms sales to their all
clients. In the post-Cold War world
enormous armed bureaucracies and their
industrial suppliers continue to pursue their
own interests: to constantly produce huge
quantities of ever more technologically
sophisticated weapons.

The continuing race for high-tech military
dominance is driven by decisions and actions
which are structural rather than conspiratorial.
They are expressed in the everyday
bureaucratic inertia of government officias
keeping budget lines alive, of corporate sales
forces and lobbyists angling for the next
lucrative round of guaranteed-profit contracts.
But it is also apparent that the institutions

which design, produce, and deploy round after
round of high-tech weapons are able to
command an enormous share of the talent and
treasure of the world’s most powerful nations
because they serve other interests. Military
force is most likely to be deployed by the
United States where it maintains the access of
transnational corporationsto raw materialsand
to markets under conditions which assure a
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As nations continue to develop and obtain
WMD and viable delivery systems, the
potential for US operations in such a lethal
environment increases. In addition to
proliferation of WMD among rogue states,
proliferation may also expand to include
nonstate actors as well...
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Enemy combat forces and faciliti es that
may be likdy targets for nuclear strikes
include WMD and their delivery systens,
ground combat units, air defense faciliti es,
naval installations, combat vessls, norstate
actors, andunderground fciliti es.?

The U.S. nuclea wegons labs—
LawrenceLivermore National Laboratory, Los
Alamos National Laboratory, and the Sandia
National Laboratories-- continue to refine the
nuclea arsenal to provide wegpons which
would be more “useful” in a
counterproliferation role. As Sandia Nationd
Laboratory direcor C. Paul Robinson noted in
his testimony to the Senate Armed Services
Committee on the ratificaion of the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treay, while the
national laboratories* cannd create mmpletely
new concepts withou testing, many prevously
tested designs could be weaporized to provide
new milit ary capahliti es,”

... [1]f nuclear weapors emerge as the right
answer to deter the use of other weapors of
mass destruction in a regiond conflict, the
nuclear weapors we airrently deploy may
carry too hgh a yield and k& far too
dispropationate a resporse to be a credible
deterrent. Proven @signs of lower yield exst
that might be adagable for new military
requirementsin the future. | believethat such
weapors could be deployed this way without
the need for nuclear tests.®

One such modificaion, the B61-11 gavity
bomb, adreadly has been developed and
deployed without underground testing. The
B61-11 is an eath-penetrating bomb with a
variableyield, which can be ddivered by the B-
2 Stedth bomber.

The Next ArmsRace SpaceWeapons

At the same time that thenuclea wegpons
laboratories are pushing new military
cgpabili tiesfor nuclea wegpons, other elements
of the military reseach and contrading
establishment are lobbying hard for a wide
range of wegpons which will operate through
or fromspace Balli stic missledefense, alrealy
destabili zing because it provides the militaries
of other nuclea wegpons gateswitharguments
for larger nuclea arsenals, is just one part of a
broader missle and space wegpons initiative
which could lead to a cmmplex new arms race
in the 21% century.

U.S. Space Command, responsible for
coordinating the space ativitiesof the military,
has its own vision of the problems posed by
globalizaion, and of the proper solution:

“Historically, military forces have ewlved to
proted nationd interests and investments --
bath milit ary andeconamic. Duringtherise of
sea comnerce, nations built naviesto proted
and enhance their commercial
interests... Likewise, space forces will emerge
to proted military and commercial nationd
interests andinvestment in the space medium
dueto their increasing importance....

....Although unikdy to be dallenged by a
globd pea competitor, the United Sates will
continue to be dalenged regiondly. The
globdization of the world econamy will also
corntinue, with a widening between “ haves’
and“ havenats.” *

A main concern of U.S. military
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technology plannersisthat some of these“have
not” nationsmay place temicd, biologicd, or
nuclea wegpons on missles, which could
cause substantial casualties to U.S.
expeditionary forces proteding “national
interests and investments” around the world.”
SpaceCommand’s response to this is balli stic
missle defense and thewegponization of space

“Devdopment of ballistic missle defenses
usingspacesystemsand ganningfor predsion
strike from space offers a courter to the
worldwide proliferation of WMD.” ©

A few decales from now, if the space
wegoons advocates have their way, this
“predsion strike” cagpability, will include
wegpons ranging from a spacebased laser to a
“common ago vehicle”, a maneuverable re-
entry vehicle“ capale of dispensing avariety
of munitionsaganst groundtargetsto include
WMD storage sites, C2 [command and control]
faciliti es, maritime forces and massed ground
forces.”’

The Air Force Space Command, Strategic
Master Plan states tha

“ Achievament of our vision end state will
provide the NCA [Nationad Command
Authority] with a new array of padlitical and
military options in the @urse of ewlving
crises. The ablity to hdt an enemy's
operations within hous, minutes, or even
semnds, restswith providing a prompt, globd,
conventiond dtrike @pallity. The far-term
addtion o an SOV [Space Operations
Vehiclg], combined with CAV [Common Aero
Vehiclg], will provide warfighting forces with
improved andmoreflexble mnventiond strike
capaliliti es. Moreover, space-based dreded
energy weapors g/stems, such as the SBL
[SpaceBased Laser], will offer US andAllied

forcesrewolutionary air superiority and dobd
attack advantages in speed, range and
resporse time over all terrestrial systems. The
SBL capalility for rapid globd strikeaganst
gpace and arborne targets will givethe US a
formidable military advantage. The
combination of SBL, along with SOV assts
deliveringthe CAV, providesa completerange
of prompt, globd, conventiond strike options
to the future NCA.®

Whose Future?

If the nuclea wegponsand spacepower
advocaes are succesdul, the beginning of the
21st century will be remembered as the
beginning of a new arms race both on eath
and in space- if there is anyone left to
remember. It is up to al of us to dedde
whether wewant our vision for thefutureto be
the endlessquest for military domination, or the
use of our position asthe wedthiest society in
history to begin the seach for global economic
equity and for away of life which can sustain
both humanity and the natural world.

Abolition of nuclea wegons and
preventing the ontinued race for high
technology military dominance most likely will
not be possble unless accompanied by major
changes in the way that the United States
government uses military force and in its
relationship with the large, concentrated
emnomic entitieswhoseinterestsare served by
U.S. foreign and military policy. Thedramatic
massmobili zation in Sedtle aganst the World
Trade Organization and in Washington, D.C.
against the Internationad Monetary Fund and
the World Bank is a manifestation of
widespread discontent with an international
order enforced in no small part by U.S. arms,
suggesting that the time is right to begin
making these connedions.
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What Can We Do to Get a Real National
Debate about Elimination of Nuclear
Weapons and an End to High-Tech Arms
Racing?

There are no easy answers to this
guestion. Our political processhasfailed badly
to address these issues in a serious and
comprehensive way, and ordinary citizens
acting done have little voice in forums
dominated by huge, entrenched institutionsand
concentrated wealth. But if you care about this
issue, you are not alone. And when we act
together with thousands and then millions of

others, ordinary people can make themselves
heard. In 1995, groups seeking a truly
international approach to nuclear weapons
issues, not tied to the national security policy
of any individual state, founded the Abolition
2000 Globa Network to Eliminate Nuclear
Weapons. In five years, the Statement issued
by Abolition 2000 has attracted over 2000
endorsing organizations in more than 90
countries, including over 450 organizations in
the United States. In October 1999, a number
of the U.S. Abolition 2000 groupslaunched the
US Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons,
part of the Abolition 2000 Global Network.

To get involved, contact the Western States Legal Foundation or reach the Abolition 2000
Global Network at itsinternational clearinghouse, housed at the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation,
1187 Coast Village Road Suite 121, Santa Barbara, California 93108-2794; (805) 965-3443; Fax
(805) 568-0466, Web address http://www.abolition2000.org. For information about efforts to
stop the emerging arms race in space, contact the Global Network Against Weapons and
Nuclear Power in Space, PO Box 90083, Gainesville, Florida 32607 USA Phone: (352)
337-9274 Web address http://www.globenet.free-online.co.uk/.
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