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I: Prologue
“We maintain the peace through our strength, 
weakness only invites aggression!” 

Ronald Reagan

With these very words, the 40th President 
of United States of America had started 
the most audacious and controversial 

project i.e. “Project Star War” also known as 
Strategic Defense Initiative. 
The plan is basically based on the strategy 
that, if America was ever attacked by any of the 
enemy countries by nuclear weapons, it would 
destroy the said weapons in the outer space or 
space and would surely not allow them to come 
down on earth. The strategy also has been 
considered reckless enough to takes into account 
the possibility of a limited nuclear war despite 
knowing its potential catastrophic repercussions.  
The idea that, a limited nuclear war can be 
fought is itself outrageous and inherently 
dangerous in nature. As regards, the legal 
position is concerned, it deserves consideration 
under two heads of the International Law i.e. (i) 
Laws of the Outer Space and (ii) Laws of War. 
To rely on the former, Article IV of the Outer 
Space Treaty, 1967 provides that, State Parties 
to Treaty undertake not to place in orbit around 
the earth any objects carrying nuclear weapons 
on celestial bodies, or station such weapons in 
outer space in any manner whatsoever. So far 
as the Laws of War is concerned, the use of 
nuclear weapons or threats thereof is clearly 
violative of International Law. But the test and 
manufacture of nuclear weapons by a state so 

long as it does not affect other sovereign states 
or is not inconsistent with the provisions of a 
treaty. Conceptually, “star war” is also violative 
of 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty (ABM).  
The name of the program was ‘star war’ because 
of some abstract and iffy ideas of both Space 
and Nuclear theorists and strategists in the 
governmental level. The concept of Strategic 
Defense Initiative had envisaged three-tiered 
defensive mechanism - creating the ability to 
intercept a target missile in the boost, midcourse 
and terminal phases of its flight. 
In the history of mankind, no other initiative 
has ever been considered more deadly and 
morbid so as to become the single reason for the 
extinction of all the inhabitants of this planet. 
Though the project was officially on for six years 
only and could not achieve any blossoming 
effect as per the expectation, nevertheless, it 
is worthwhile understanding the efficacy of 
the project because of specifically two reasons, 
(i) Mostly all the successors in the presidential 
line of Ronald Reagan has at times refer to the 
project when so ever they consider any sovereign 
state to be posing any threat to them and tried 
to accelerate the program of limited nuclear war 
if and when necessary. SDI was reorganized 
as the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization 
(BMDO). The more limited system, called the 
National Missile Defense (NMD), is intended to 
protect all 50 states from a rogue missile attack, 
therefore, it is visible that, the project is not 
dead; it’s just taking its due time to blossom. 
(ii) In the recent years the kind of exchange of 
words we’ve experienced between the statesmen 
from USA and North Korea, from that it can be 
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1987 onwards the nuclear researchers and 
scientific experts had made a number of 
significant alterations in the Phase I system 
architecture. In the year 1989, ground-based 
radar for instance was being considered for the 
first time as a proper to detect, diagnose, and 
track the entry vehicles in midcourse.1       
It was 1989 itself, when the then President of 
USA had asked the Department of Defense to 
arrange him sufficient first hand data which 
could afford him to make an informed decision 
within the next four years on the feasibility of 
deployment of strategic defenses. He noted out 
that, specific emphasis needs to be given to 
Brilliant Pebbles, a space-based weapon system 
concept developed at Lawrence Livermore 
National Laboratory. In the summer of 1989, 
the Strategic Defense Initiative Organization 
(SDIO) kicked off suitable studies to gauge the 
best possible space-based weaponry concept, 
and in February 1990 it was promulgated that 
Brilliant Pebbles was to reinstate the Space-
Based Interceptor, one of several elements in 
the Phase I Strategic Defense System, which 
has been in development since 1987. 
In the year 1990 SD10 cardinally debugged 
the Phase I architecture when the same was 
out-placed by the Space-Based Interceptor 
with Brilliant Pebbles and dabbed the Boost 
Surveillance and Tracking System. During the 
process of continuation to ameliorate through 
years, they were rapidly delimited by budget 
concerns. The erstwhile Laser Project Office 
was closed in January 1991, six months after 
the dedication of the ground based free electron 
laser facility. Both directed energy programs, 
however, continued in a research status. 
President George H.W. Bush during that 
time had propagated the “erroneous” idea of 
“vigorously pursuing” the Strategic Defense 
Initiative. However, as was the law of nature, 
a change was on its route coming. Later that 
year, President Bush had commissioned an 
independent review of strategic requirements 

 1. Space-Based Interceptor. Global Security.org available 
athttps://www.globalsecurity.org/space/systems/
sbi.htm Last visited on 11:00 AM. 16th July, 2018

comprehended very well that, both the states are 
almost at the verge of losing their commitments 
towards the mankind and thereby may use 
nuclear weapon if it is feasible. 
In the light of the above-mentioned situation, 
the researchers find it not only relevant but 
also best suited topic to be explored and finding 
out possible solution available in the Public 
International Law to deal with the said.  

II: Brief History and the Basic Concept 
of Star War
President Reagan had officially announced 
the foundation of “Project Star War” in 1983. 
According to him, the goal for the very mission 
is to significantly minimize the threat posed 
by Soviet nuclear ballistic missiles at the 
time of “Cold War”. After several years of 
studies, research, and technology development 
activities, it was concluded that this goal can 
at the best be attained through a phase-wise 
deployment system and not at a stretch. Each 
of the phases would require meeting some 
military and policy objectives specified and the 
same shall implement the basis for deploying all 
the consecutive phases to be addressed later on.  
In 1987 the researcher group had established 
a primary architecture, called Phase I, for 
the Strategic Defense System, which would 
potentially heighten the dissuasion of an 
expected massive attack. On September 17, 
1987, the Secretary of Defense of the USA 
government had approved for demonstration 
and validation of Phase I elements, which are-
 1. Boost Surveillance and Tracking System 

(BSTS)
 2. Space-Based Interceptors (SBI)
 3. Space-Based Surveillance and Tracking 

System (SSTS)
 4. Ground-based Surveillance and Tracking 

System (GSTS)
 5. Exoatmospheric Reentry Vehicle 

Interceptor System (ERIS)
 6. Battle Management/Command, Control, 

and Communication (BM/C3)
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global peacekeeping. He might marvel that 
a breed capable of producing the wealth 
for a 185 billion armory of lethal devices, 
let alone the technology for killing several 
hundred in a single exchange of weapons 
had not produced a workable international 
order capable of regulating such apocalyptic 
man-made power…….Also no such 
international order exists today and the 
prospects are not encouraging that it will 
exist within the foreseeable future.”2 

Disarmament has been discussed for several 
centuries but plans for its implementation have 
failed because no State whose participation 
was essential was willing to pay the price 
that is required. From the days of League of 
Nations to the period of United Nations till 
today, there have been more than thousand 
international legal documents talking about the 
need for disarmament. The Charter of United 
Nation for instance, does not speak of reduction 
but ‘regulation’ of armaments. From the 
establishment of International Atomic Energy 
Agency to the pursuit of Partial Test Ban Treaty 
(1963), Non-Proliferation Treaty (1968) and lastly 
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (1995) or 
the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks, the United 
Nation being the most prolific organization 
dealing with International Law had tried its 
best to maintain a solution to the problems 
related to numerous amount of escalation of 
arms throughout the world. However, like any 
other aspects of International Law, the problem 
of armament/disarmament also depends highly 
on the conscience of the political leaders and 
their actions. Hence, every time the USA or the 
USSR or North Korea now a-days have their 
Inter-continental ballistic missiles got tested 
and in fact succeeded, they have created a 
potential threat to the concept of disarmament 
and world-peace. Thus, it can rightly be said 
that, effective, adequate disarmament depends 
primarily upon the development of a climate 
of trust and mutual understanding among the 
major powers. Progress towards disarmament 

 2. Lincoln P. Bloomfield, “Arms Control and International 
Order, “ Int. Org., Vol. XIII (1969) p. 637

for a “new world order.” The ensuing Strategic 
Defense Architecture had emphasized boost 
phase kill technologies and the Brilliant Pebbles.
The so called “new world order” was soon 
started showing its wizardry in the beginning 
of 1991 which had both the “advent of Star 
Wars age” and the “demise of the Soviet Union”. 
Coined by The Los Angeles Times, the Age of 
Star Wars could fathom the first use of missile 
defense technologies to intercept a potential 
target missile during war. At the end of that 
year with the dissolution of the Soviet Union, 
the Cold War came to an end. The new-world 
environment could fetch a reassessment period 
(read reassurance about the greater global 
disorder) but not cessation of the Ballistic 
Missile Defense System. The same can be 
apprehended quite easily in 2001 while the then 
President of USA George W. Bush called for an 
accelerated development of the National Missile 
Defense system, and at the same time taking 
the ban away from the ABM treaty to permit the 
system’s development and deployment and of 
course lately, while we see the current President 
of USA Mr. Donald Trump to intimidating North 
Korea with the possible use of the same. 

III. Star War and Disarmament 
Program-A Continued Dichotomy of 
Policy and Power
In the most literal sense, disarmament is indeed 
one of the most controversial and complicated 
issue to be sought as a solution to some major 
globalized problems. The devastating effects of 
nuclear weapons have furthered the urgency 
of these problems. Numerous efforts have so 
far been made to achieve disarmament but 
unfortunately very little rather negligible 
success has till now been achieved. 
As has been remarked by Professor Lincoln P. 
Bloomfield, 

“A visitor from another more advanced 
planet would find many paradoxes on earth, 
but surely the most extra-ordinary would be 
the fantastic destructive potential of nuclear 
weapons which contrasts starkly with the 
primitive and near impotent institutions of 
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added that President Trump’s remarks were a 
“load of nonsense”. 3

In the light of such impolite and outrageous 
exchange of words, can the possibility of a 
limited nuclear war be ignored? 
Though the much awaited “Singapore Summit” 
has watered a bit over the fire nevertheless one 
can’t disregard the fact that, ISIS is pretty much 
defeated and the US needs another war for its 
economy. Sad but true. It will either be North 
Korea or Iran. 
According to war-psychologists, in order to have 
a war in the modern world the number one 
requirement is at least one of the players MUST 
be a totalitarian state. Free countries never fight 
each other anymore. The second requirement 
for war in 2018 is that the totalitarian leader 
must believe that there is a possible benefit 
to him from going to war. Saddam Hussein 
for instance thought he could plunder Kuwait 
and gain control of their natural resources. He 
incorrectly gauged the response from the US 
and its allies thinking no one would intervene. 
As per North Korea is concerned, Kim Jong Un 
is unchallenged within his country and hence, 
a war with USA might give him be a chance to 
step ahead towards a new global order. This 
situation is exacerbated currently because of 
Donald Trump being in the same situation. He’s 
lived in a bubble nearly his entire life where he’s 
the boss of everyone around him and the rules 
generally don’t apply to him. Hence, a proper 
show-down might not be extra-ordinary for him 
to prove himself a global leader. 

V: Epilogue: 
As long as the human being wants ingenious 
ways of killing or dominating one another, the 
natural world, through the medium of science, 
will provide them.  The same ingenuity and 
knowledge of nature can be applied quite 

 3. How did the war of words between Trump and Kim 
kick off? World News, CNBC, available at 

  https://www.cnbc.com/2017/08/11/how-did-the-
war-of-words-between-trump-and-kim-kick-off.
html

  Last visited on 1:00 P.M 16th July, 2018 

relies on concurrent progress towards an 
International Legal Order. The end of the 
bipolarity of the earth has not diminished the 
need for disarmament; in fact in the multi-
polarized situation like this where majority of 
the state’s share similar amount of destructive 
weapons on their own including their desire for 
a full-fledged star war, the disparity between 
policy and power becomes crystal clear.  

IV: Recent Developments on the 
Possibility of A Star War-The 
Infamous Brawl Between Two of the 
Head of the States 
The relationship between the U.S. and North 
Korea has deteriorated significantly over the 
last few days.
North Korea’s missile threat has grown 
significantly in 2017 with 18 missiles fired 
since February. The last one was on July 4 
- an intercontinental ballistic missile, which 
the country claims can reach “anywhere in 
the world”. Global investors have dumped 
stocks and searched for safety as a result of the 
darkening ties.
United Nations approves further sanctions 
on North Korea for its missile program with 
China’s support. Speaking at the meeting, 
Nikki Haley, the US ambassador to the 
UN, said: “We should not fool ourselves into 
thinking we have solved the problem…Not 
even close. The North Korean threat has not 
left us. It is rapidly growing more dangerous.” 
North Korea’s foreign ministry rejected the 
decision of the United Nations, taken on 
Saturday, to impose further sanctions on 
Pyongyang. The Asian country added that it 
would continue developing its nuclear weapon 
program without a delay. President Donald 
Trump vowed to unleash “fire and fury” 
against North Korea if the latter continued 
threatening the United States. “They will be 
met with fire and fury like the world has never 
seen,” Trump said. North Korea warned on 
Wednesday that it was considering a strike 
that would create “an enveloping fire” around 
Guam, where the U.S. has a military base. It 
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extend their arrogance to the level where they 
can conduct a proper “star war”, but even then 
the main question to be asked to them shall be 
what is the worth and efficacy of doing the same. 
A proper star war now a days can potentially 
cause the most morbid and horrific effect on 
earth and space surrounding it. Hence, any 
possibility of such an extension of enmity need 
at the first instance be not only addressed but 
solved by the whole mankind using all kinds of 
legal and political tools. 

otherwise, for creating a healthy, pleasant and 
exciting environment for all mankind. But for 
that, we need visionaries who could enliven all 
his contemporaries to rise above their petty 
issues. Global leaders of the present day world, 
whether its Donald Trump or Vladimir Putin or 
Kim Jong Un, need to understand their actual 
worth and their humane potential to make the 
world a better place. No doubt they can use as 
much force as they want and they can surely 
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