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The U.S. military is seeking to “control space” and the Earth below, to base weapons in space—and people all over the world must be aware of this, must organize to challenge this.

Here’s the plan: the United States Space Command’s Vision For 2020 report, issued last year. Look at its cover depicting a laser weapon shooting a beam down from space zapping a target below. And, the report proclaims, in wording laid out like in the start of the Star Wars movies: “US Space Command—dominating the space dimension of military operations to protect US interests and investment. Integrating Space Forces into warfighting capabilities across the full spectrum of conflict.” This was not written in Hollywood; it’s an official U.S. military publication.

Here’s the plan: General Joseph Ashy, commander-in-chief of the U.S. Space Command (which has a motto “Master of Space”), speaking in Aviation Week and Space Technology in an article headlined: “USSC  [U.S. Space Command] Prepares for Future Combat Missions in Space.” General Ashy talks of “space control,” the U.S. military’s term for control of space, and “space force application,” its definition of control of Earth from space. 

Says General Ashy: “We’ll expand into these two missions because they will become increasingly important.  We will engage terrestrial targets someday—ships, airplanes, land targets—from space. We will engage targets in space, from space.”

“It’s politically sensitive, but it’s going to happen,” says the general. “Some people don’t want to hear this, and it sure isn’t in vogue, but—absolutely—we’re going to fight in space. We’re going to fight from space and we’re going to fight into space….That’s why the U.S. has development programs in directed energy and hit-to-kill mechanisms.”

Here’s the plan: “Space-Based Laser Readiness Demonstrator” are the words on top of this poster of a laser weapon in space. A U.S. flag somehow waves in space above it. “Preparing Today To Protect Tomorrow,” it states,  next to a seal of the “team” involved in the project, a contract for which was signed last year: TRW, Boeing, U.S. Air Force and the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization, the new name for the U.S. Star Wars operation. 

Here’s the plan: Guardians of the High Frontier, the publication of the Air Force Space Command, proclaiming: “Air Force Space Command Vision: Defending America through the control and exploitation of space.”

Here’s the plan: Phillips Laboratory, the Air Force research and development facility, describing itself: “Phillips Laboratory supports the war fighter…Phillips Laboratory is helping control space for the United States.”

Who exactly gave the U.S. authority to control space?

Here’s the plan: Asst. Secretary of the Air Force for Space Keith Hall, who’s also director of the National Reconnaissance Office (which has a $6.8 billion annual budget, nearly three times the CIA’s), declaring: “With regard to space dominance, we have it, we like it, and we’re going to keep it.”

Here’s the plan: last year’s Long Range Plan of the U.S. Space Command. It starts out: “The Long Range Plan has been US Space Command’s #1 priority for the past 11 months, investing nearly 20 man-years to make it a reality.” And who is involved in this planning? “The development and production process, by design, involved hundreds of people including about 75 corporations,” the Long Range Plan goes on.

“Star Wars: The Sequel, Hey, What Ever Happened To Arms Control?” asked Time magazine in February. “Disregard previous orders,” said its article. “It’s back to the future after Clinton this month sent Congress a military budget proposing to pump $6.6 billion into development of a national missile-defense shield by 2005.” 

Missile defense? Examining the Clinton move in context, it sure appears that what the U.S. military wants is in large part not defense but offense.
“The U.S. government, particularly the new unified Space Command, has become more and more brazen in saying that it wants to achieve total dominance of the space around the planet, both in terms of weaponization and in control of all resources, imaging resources, communication resources, everything,” Loring Wirbel, a specialist in the U.S. push to weaponize space, says in the TV documentary I recently completed, Nukes In Space 2: Unacceptable Risks, which will be screened here at the Hague Appeal for Peace Conference at 9:30 Friday morning in Conference Room 8.

“America,” says Wirbel, “needs to express its leadership through good works and good examples. The more we try to achieve dominance through wielding power and having our own way all the time, the more we lose the essence of our democracy that makes us an exceptional nation and the more we move towards this dominance regime, the more I have to say I’m embarrassed to be an American.”  I, too, am embarrassed.

Here’s the plan: “Seeking American Space Dominance” was the title of Thiokol Corp. Vice President Tidal W. McCoy in Space News last year. Asserted McCoy: “Phony arms control issues and over-sensitivity to calculated rhetoric should not continue to stand in our way”

Here’s the plan: The Future of War: Power, Technology & American World Dominance in the 2lst Century is the name of the book. It is written by U.S. “defense experts” and consultants, George and Meredith Friedman. The book’s conclusion: “Just as by the year 1500 it was apparent that the European experience of power would be its domination of the global seas, it does not take much to see that the American experience of power will rest on the domination of space.”

“Just as Europe expanded war and its power to the global oceans, the United States is expanding war and its power into space and to the planets,” they say. “Just as Europe shaped the world for a half a millennium” -- by Britain, France and Spain dominating the oceans with their fleets -- “so too the United States will shape the world for at least that length of time.”

The Future of War: Power, Technology & American World Dominance in the 2lst Century as do various U.S. government reports see as critical to the new weapons the U.S. seeks to deploy in space, nuclear power in space.

As New World Vistas: Air And Space Power For The 2lst Century, a U.S. Air Force board report, states: “In the next two decades, new technologies will allow the fielding of space-based weapons of devastating effectiveness to be used to deliver energy and mass as force projection in tactical and strategic conflict…These advances will enable lasers with reasonable mass and cost to effect very many kills.” But, notes the report, “power limitations impose restrictions” on such-based weapons systems making them “relatively unfeasible….A natural technology to enable high power,” it goes on, “is nuclear power in space.”

“Setting the emotional issues of nuclear power aside, this technology offers a viable alternative for large amounts of power in space,” it asserts.

Weapons in space. Nukes in space.

Emphasizes Military Space Forces: The Next 50 Years, a book “commissioned by the U.S. Congress” and written by John M. Collins, senior defense specialist at the Library of Congress: “Nuclear reactors thus remain the only known long-lived, compact source able to supply military space forces with electric power between about 10 kilowatts and multimegawatt. Cores no bigger than basketballs are able to produce about 100 kw, enough for `housekeeping’ aboard space stations and at lunar outposts. Larger versions could meet multimegawatt needs of space-based lasers, neutral particle beams, mass drivers, and railguns. Nuclear reactors could support major bases on the moon.”

 Military Space Forces speaks of the “strategic superiority” of “unilateral control of space, which overarches Planet Earth, all occupants, and its entire contents…Possessors of that vantage position could overpower every opponent.”

What about the Outer Space Treaty of 1967, the “basic framework on international space law?”—as notes the United Nations in describing the landmark treaty now signed by 91 nations. The U.S., the United Kingdom and former Soviet Union were its initiators.

What about the declaration of the Outer Space Treaty that space shall be used “for peaceful purposes…The exploration and use of outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, shall be carried out for the benefit and in the interest of all countries?”

What about the provision of the Outer Space Treaty that nations shall not “place in orbit around the Earth any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of mass destruction?” Meanwhile, the U.S. is speaking about, “in the next two decades…the fielding of space-based weapons of devastating effectiveness,” as New World Vistas states.

Already the U.S. is in outright violation of the Outer Space Treaty’s provision that “states shall be liable for damage caused by their space objects.” 

In 1991, the U.S. National Aeronautics and Space Administration and the U.S. Department of Energy entered into a Space Nuclear Power Agreement to cover its nuclear space flights—including the current Cassini plutonium-fueled space probe mission—with the Price-Anderson Act. This is a U.S. law which limits liability in the event of a nuclear to $8.9 billion for U.S. domestic damage and $100 million for damage to all foreign nations.


Thus if the “inadvertent reentry” of Cassini back into the Earth’s atmosphere, which NASA is concerned could occur on Cassini’s planned August 1999 Earth “flyby,” does happen, and a part of Europe or Africa or Asia or Latin America is impacted, all the nations and all the people affected could collect in damages—despite the amount of land left contaminated, the number of people left with cancer—would be $100 million.

And we’re speaking of potentially huge damage.

NASA intends to send the Cassini space probe and its 72.3 pounds of plutonium dioxide fuel hurtling at Earth at 42,300 miles per hour for a “gravity assist” or “slingshot” maneuver—to give it additional velocity so it can reach its final destination of Saturn. It’s supposed to buzz the Earth at 496 miles high this coming August 17.

But, says NASA its Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Cassini Mission, if the probe does not come in at 496 miles high, if it dips down after hundreds of millions of miles in space into the Earth’s 75-mile high atmosphere—and makes an “inadvertent reentry” —it will break up, the Final Environmental Impact Statement concedes. 

Plutonium will be released, and, says the Final Environmental Impact Statement, ”approximately 5 billion of the estimated 7 to 8 billion world population at the time…could receive 99 percent or more of the radiation exposure.”

NASA in the statement says 2,300 fatal cancers could result. It also outlines its plan, if plutonium rains down on areas of natural vegetation, to “relocate animals,” if it falls an agricultural land, to “ban future agricultural land uses” and, if it rains on urban areas, to “demolish some or all structures” and “relocate affected population permanently.”

The U.S. government’s Interagency Nuclear Safety Review Panel Safety Evaluation Report on the Cassini Mission speaks of the possibility of “several tens of thousands” of cancer deaths. It also notes that in a Cassini Earth “flyby” accident, because the plutonium canisters “have not been designed for the high speed reentry…much of the plutonium is vaporized” and provides “a collective dose to the world’s population.”

Independent scientists say many more people could die. Dr. John Gofman, professor emeritus of medical physics at the University of California projects 950,000 dying as a result of a Cassini “flyby” accident. Dr. Ernest Sternglass, professor emeritus of radiological physics at the University of Pittsburgh School of Medicine, estimates the death toll as high as 40 million.

The Cassini Earth “flyby” should be scuttled and Cassini redirected in coming weeks—as it can and should—to fly into the sun and be consumed. The Global Network Against Weapons and Nuclear Power in Space is organizing protests around the world for June 12 demanding this be done.

But even if the Cassini Earth “flyby” goes ahead and works, NASA is planning eight more plutonium space probe shots in coming years, according to a report last year by the U.S. General Accounting Office. With a 12% failure rate already in the use by the U.S. (and also the Soviet Union and now Russia) of nuclear power in space, accidents—and disaster—are inevitable. And U.S. liability will be shielded under the Price Anderson Act, in violation of the Outer Space Treaty.
What the government of my country, the United States of America, is involved in in space is in violation of international law. It gravely endangers life on this planet. It pushes us toward nuclear catastrophe.

The military use of space being planned by the U.S. is in total contradiction of the principles of peaceful international cooperation that the U.S. likes to espouse. 

It pushes us—all of us—toward war in the heavens.

George Friedman, co-author of The Future of War: Power, Technology & American World Dominance in the 2lst Century, claims that the U.S. can dominate the Earth for centuries ahead because of its technological prowess. He says other nations—he names Russia, Japan and China—are just “passing blips…to compete with the U.S.” 

I’ve been to Russia; I’ve been to Japan; I’ve been to China. They are no passing technological “blips.” And if the United States moves to arm the heavens, to utilize space as what one high U.S. military officer calls the “ultimate high ground,” other nations will follow—leading to a new arms race—and ultimately war—in space.

This all must be stopped before it gets completely out of hand. Stopped…and now!
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