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Foreword 

The urgent national debate about placing weapons in space has been stirred

by three recent developments. First was the release of the January 11, 2001 Report

of the Commission to Assess United States National Security Space Management

and Organization, chaired by then Secretary of Defense-designate, Donald Rums-

feld; the Rumsfeld Commission warned of a potential "Space Pearl Harbor"  and

inferred that placing weapons in space could be a response. Second, in 2002 the

United States withdrew from the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, thereby removing

one of the key legal barriers to deploying weapons in space.  Finally, increased use

of space assets has contributed significantly to the overwhelming advantage en-

joyed by the U. S. military,  making those assets an increasingly attractive target to

potential competitors and causing some to argue  that placing weapons in space

can deter such threats.

In response, in December 2002 the Federation of American Scientists assem-

bled a panel of distinguished scientists and  engineers, including  academics and

former high-level government officials, to assess the security benefits of space

weaponization.  Recognizing that the rate of technological and political change

makes long-term prediction difficult, the Panel limited its analysis to whether the

United States should weaponize space in the next five to ten years.  In particular,

the Panel examined in detail the question of how best to protect the space assets

of the United States in this period, considering  space-based and non space-based

counters to the most likely threats. 

The Panel's charter was to consider carefully the arguments of proponents

and opponents of weaponizing space, to make original technical analysis of some

critical issues, and to provide the public and policymakers with a detailed summa-

ry of its findings, conclusions, and recommendations. As part of its investigation

the Panel heard testimony at four meetings from current and former military offi-

cials, independent researchers, academics, and representatives of non-governmen-

tal organizations involved with space and military policy.  Testimony was taken

from Randy Correll, Richard DalBello, Richard Garwin, Laura Grego, Daniel

Hastings, Peter Hayes, Theresa Hitchens, Michael Krepon, Jeffrey Lewis, Dennis

Papadopoulos, Pavel Podvig,  Ted Postol, Robert Preston, John Remo, David

Wright, and Qiu Yong. A list of the panels and presenters follows the main report. 

This report therefore represents over a year of investigation and analysis. It

broadly represents the views of the Panel.  While not every member agrees with
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every conclusion, the members are unanimous that, at this juncture, it is unwise

and unnecessary to deploy weapons in space. It recommends the issue be revisited

in five years to update this assessment.

Terms

The Panel took the term "weaponization" to mean the placement of weapons

in orbit that could attack targets in space or on the ground. A Glossary of terms

and abbreviations follows the main report.

Ensuring America’s Space Security |  vii




