W ndows for, gulp, warships

I have finally returned froma testing conference in Oz this week predictably
jet-lagged and deeply disillusioned at Australian weat her. Fortunately ny
Manchester heritage stood nme in good stead and the rain just washed of f as of
ol d.

| returned to this: "OSS torpedoed: Royal Navy will run on Wndows for
Warships.” ©Ch good. AmI alone in thinking that this has to be one of the nost
termnally stupid IT decisions of the century ? For those of you w thout sone
of the background on this, this was first attenpted in the md 1990s to be
acconpani ed by a wonderful description of the then |atest generation of US

m ssile cruiser, the USS Yorktown, having to be rebooted frequently because its
underlying network of conputers running W ndows NT crashed sonewhat

i nconveniently. Apparently the design is such that critical systems such as
steering were | ost because of this. You can just imagine this in the m ddle of
a battle.

So here we are again. The decision has this tinme been nade by AMS, a subsidiary
of BAe Systens against the advice of its engineers. For the benefit of the AMS
deci si on nakers, engineers are the ones who understand engi neering as opposed to
conplicated things |ike outsourcing, rationalising and organi sing office
parties. |It's slightly nore up-nmarket than the USS Yor kt own usi ng W ndows 2000
rather than NT, but that's about all that can be said for it. (According to ny
own neasurenents W2000 is about twice as reliable as NT, crashing only about
every 2 or 300 hours conmpared with the nean tine between failures of years,

enj oyed by standard Linux systens). To conpensate for this slight advantage,
this one will control the Conbat Managenment System of type 45 destroyers and

al so Vanguard submari nes which includes the UK's Trident therno-nuclear
ballistic mssiles.

Not only this but Mcrosoft in their licensing policy specifically disclaimany
versi on of Wndows as being appropriate for safety-critical systems, so | have
to say, nice one AMS. | sinply cannot begin to inmagine the nmentality of the
peopl e who woul d col | ect word-processing and the control of nuclear mssiles
under the sane 'standardised |T unbrella. I for one would like to know who is
responsi ble in Governnent for monitoring the engi neering background of a
decision like this, so let me propose a scenario ..

We go ahead with this crassly stupid decision and sone hostile group nanages to
infiltrate the systems with spyware, viruses and/or worns, (which have increased
by a factor of 5 this year alone in Wndows systens), and don't for a nonent |et
AMVS tell you they can prevent this with Wndows 2000. So what do you all think
about warshi ps running the sane operating systemas you have on your hone PC

whi ch all ows uncontrol |l ed popups, crashes unpleasantly frequently, is
specifically distanced fromsuitability for critical systens by its

manuf acturer, is riddled with intrusions, is effectively inpossible to harden
and controls nuclear mssiles ? Wll | think it stinks.

Just in case we have nobody in Government prepared to say that this is

conpl etely unacceptable in systens of such criticality, here is a useful set of
flags for the unfortunate nmen and wonmen of the Royal Navy who will have to use
these systens:- 15 11 51 18 522 1 9 19. It neans "Please Wiit".
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