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Canada's Stars Urge Paul Martin to
"Keep Canada out of Star Wars™

18 March 2004

An Open Letter to Prime Minister Martin:

Canadian involvement in U.S. missile defence would undermine decades of
Canadian efforts to rid the world of nuclear weapons. It would represent our
acquiescence and willingness to become an active participant in a permanent
nuclear future. As such, it would directly collide with the wishes of the Canadian
people, who have expressed overwhelming support for nuclear disarmament.

True security can only be achieved by establishing relationships of mutual
respect and co-operation, free of exploitation, W|th nations and peoples

throughout the world.
That is what we, as Canadians, have always belleved and proudly stood for.

And that is the kind of Canada that we want now and in the future. Mr. Martin,
we implore you — and all Canadians — to keep Canada out of missile defence.

See the full text and list of signatories, and add your name at www.ceasefire.ca
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Take Action:

Write to Prime Minister Paul Martin. You can send your comments
by e-mail to pm@pm.gc.ca or write or fax the Prime Minister’'s
office at: Office of the Prime Minister, 80 Wellington Street,
Ottawa K1A 0A2. (Postage is free). Fax: 613 941-6900.

Or visit www.ceasefire.ca to send a message to the Prime- Minister.
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The United States is building a ballistic missile defence shield (BMD) intended to
defend it from missile & ttacks by rogue nations. Canadian officials are meeting
with U.S. counterparts to strike an agreement whereby Canada will participate in
the missile shield. The decision to join will likely be made soon.

1. How will the U.S. missile defence system work?

The first phase, to be operational by the end of 2004, calls for 10 ground-
based missile interceptors placed in Alaska and California. Space sensors and
ground radars would warn of a hostile missile attack, and the interceptors would
be launched to collide with the enemy’s mcomlng missile in outer space like
" “hitting a bullet with a bullet.”

Later phases would include ship-based missile interceptors and a 747 jumbo
jet mounted with a laser cannon. In the future interceptors and other weapons
could be placed in orbit, introducing weapons into space for the first time.

2. Why is the U.S. building such a system?

The U.S. is worried that “rogue nations” such as North Korea and Iran are
developing missiles capable of striking North America (though they have none at
present). The shield is also intended to handle an accidental missile launch by.
Russia or China of a small number of missiles, not an all-out attack.

3. Will the missile shield place weapons in space, as former president
Ronald Reagan's controversial Star Wars program would have done?
Star Wars would have launched weapons into orbit that were capable of
destroying many missiles as they travelled through space or as they launched.
President George W. Bush's missile defence plan presently concentrates on

sea- and ground-based interceptors.

But President Bush has asked for millions of
dollars for space weapons research and testing,
which indicates that these systems will be added
as technology permits. Even a report by the
Canadian military pointed out that missile
defence will likely result in weapons being put in
space.

4. Will the missile shield work?

/69% of Canadians
. disapprove of
 Canada joining the
U.S. missile shield.
- Ipsos-Reid

' Did you know?

American and Canadian scientists argue that
the technology is unproven and has a high probability of failing. Recent tests
have resulted in failed intercepts, or did not replicate the unpredictability of a real
attack. The military admits that it is deploying the system without operational
testing, but argues that a rudimentary system is batter than nothing.

5. Would the shield make North America safe from attack?

Some analysts and the CIA suggest that a missile attack from a rogue nation
is highly unlikely and that the major threat to the U.S. is from terrorists who will
use low-technology weapons or unorthodox methods to avoid defences. Others
say missile defence is a distraction from other potential terrorist attacks and is
draining funds for counter-terrorism intelligence capabilities.

Even more serious, missile defence will undermine effcrts toward global
nuclear disarmament that would remove the Russian and Chinese missile
threats to North America.

6. Is this missile shield defensive or offensive?

Both. The shield is defensive if it protects the U.S. against a surprise missile
attack, but a missile shield is also offensive if it allows the U.S. to attack a
country first, shielding the U.S. from retaliation.

7. Will the missile system protect Canada?

The shield, if it works, would provide protection for Canadian cities. Most
experts acknowledge that the U.S. would be the main target of any attack, but
Canada could be affected by the “downwind” affects of a nuclear or other form of
attack near the Canada-U.S. border. A successful attack on a U.S. city would
likewise affect Canada economically because of the highly integrated nature of
the North American economy.

8. Will participating in the missile shield cost Canada money or territory?

The Canadian government has suggested that Canada could participate at
little or no cost since most of the work has already been paid for by the
Americans. This is likely too good to be true.

The U.S. government will spend at least $53 billion (U.S.) over the next five
years for the system. Whether Canada will be asked to finance improvements to
the system is not clear, but officials say that Canada’s $300 million annual
NORAD contribution and approximately $500
million already allotted for military satellites
could be allocated to missile defence right
away.

Similarly, the first phase of the missile shield
does not require Canadian territory. But
Defence Minister David Pratt has refused to
rule out future use of Canadian territory for
radars or missile launchers, predictably on the
east coast. These would likely be at Canada’s
expense.

Did you know?
49 former U.S.
Generals told Bush
missile defence is a
waste of funds, and
urged Canada not
to join.

9. Why would Canada participate?

Missile defence supporters in the Canadian government argue that if Canada
does not take part in the missile defence system, NORAD's importance will be
jeopardized and Canada will have “no voice at the table.” But senior U.S.
officials have said that even without Canada in missile defence, NORAD will
continue as a valuable joint Canada-U.S. defence against airborne threats such
as hijacked airliners, and may expand to include maritime protection. American
officials have also reminded allies that they will have “no veto” over future space
weapons, foreclosing any possibility of positive Canadian influence.

10. Will the shield spark an arms race?

Yes. The Chinese military has already said it will increase its armoury of
ballistic missiles. Tests of those missiles have already been conducted. The
Russians claim to have tested a new manoeuvrable nuclear missile that renders
the U.S. missile shield useless against Russian technology, even before the
shield is completed.

Text and research based on David Pugliese’s Q&A on Missile Defence 101, Ottawa
Citizen, 18 October 2003, and Polaris Institute files.



