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EPILOGUE - Aprid 13, 1972
The couclusion I came to, after extensive discussions in
Washington, vhere I tried the preceding anslysis out on a varied
sulience, is that the Soviets were stimlated, trigsered, or

. catalyzed with their anti-satellite activity (the COSMOS experi-

ments) by our (ammownced) 437 program (our anti-satellite progrem

| started by President Kennedy). Tms A37 started them off, but

what kept and heeps the COSMOS ASAT activity going is the Soviet
buresucrstic spparst and its imperative. A37 is still in existence,
cn & 30 day standby basis. But it turns out that I belisve ay
srguments - the Sovists can't wse COSMOS sgainst our recce birds
(yes, they can; I mean that they won't).

If I am right in believing that theirs is a dead-end program,
then the Scviets are the victims of a large practical joke vhich
ve insdvertently played on them (I can only vish that we had been
clever encugh 0 have done it deliberately). This line of ergument
leads me to oppose the initistion of a vigorous snti-satellite
program designed to “cowater" the Soviet effort. Kov let us
imagine that the Soviets are about to scrub their program, that
tley're in the middle of a meeting on this very subject, vhen the
meating is interrupted by pews that the U.S., in a publicly
sxaounced syresd by the Secretary of Defense, is starting a buge
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program to counter Soviet satellites. This is just the push the
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funding and activity.

Against any scenario that I f£ind credible, Imocking off
ope of our recce systems by the Soviets is incredible. In princi-
ple, 1tmupssm;tomasmiohvhichauch
mwwe&auumﬁma But vhen I try this, X find
that the weight of incredibility has shifted from the destruction
of our recce birds to the scensrio itself. I confess my limita-
tions in both logic snd imsgination, and leave the devising of
palatable sceaarios to others.

cleuhvhulcq that the Soviets vill or won't do samething,
this is compressed language for vhat really are probabilistic
statements. In this instance, I am suggesting thaet the chances
are something like 90:10 that tbere is no threat to our recce
birds.* But what do we 4o about the 1057 Even though the
probability of a fire destroying any individual's bome is low
(ssy less than 10§), the cousequences u'e 80 grave, that the
jrudent man takes out insurance. In the case at hand of course,
ve should take out insurance; but the gize of the premivm depends
on the risk. This paper is but the first step ~ all I have tried
10 40 is discuss the risk. The next step, sssuming agreement on

the size of the risk is to design a worksble insurance scheme.

*Toere is no vay of calculating the probability of single
future events. The numbers I'm using are subjective betting odds,
and could as easily be stated as 95:5. '
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