
Tim Peake: astronaut hero or waste of money? 
 

“The earth, that is sufficient, 
I do not want the constellations any nearer, 
I know they are very well where they are, 
I know they suffice for those who belong to them.” 
 

- Walt Whitman, from Song of the Open Road 
 
Every single problem with humanity can be reduced to one universal characteristic: 
greed. We, as a race, are never satisfied. Greed can be as obvious as the monetary 
desires of the upper classes, or as subtle as the selfless good deeds of religious 
believers, secretly driven by the egotistical incentive of reaching Heaven. It is not a 
criticism – it is an unavoidable part of human nature. But where must we draw the 
line? What needs to happen in order for us to step back and realise what we have 
been given? When will we stop yearning for more? Tim Peake’s ‘Principia’ mission is 
a perfect example of our inability to savour the world we have – a world which is not 
only sufficient but magnificent. 
 
The universe is incomprehensible to the human mind. There is no doubt that, on a 
clear night, it is something quite transcendent to stare at the stars for so long that 
you begin to understand the insignificance of this planet. But the world was given to 
us – whether you believe it was given by God, by science or by chance, we belong to 
it. It does not belong to us. Nevertheless, we have drained the earth of its resources, 
corrupted the land and the seas, and continue to tear away at the ozone layer which 
is our essential shield against the sun. Now, space exploration programmes are 
extending this damage – it is not enough for humans to assert their power by 
showing that they can destroy a planet. There is such thing as ‘space pollution’ and it 
is caused through missions such as Tim Peake’s adventure to the ISS. Space 
exploration programmes such as the ‘Principia’ mission release man-made orbital 
debris into space. Every part of a rocket ship that is deployed during a mission is still 
floating in space. We have claimed this universe for our own and use outer space as a 
dumping ground for unwanted material used in these missions. 
 
If the abuse of the space environment is not enough, missions like these have failed 
so often in the past, not only wasting huge amounts of money but risking, and losing, 
human lives. NASA have lost contact with the unmanned Mars Polar Lander, the 
latest spacecraft sent to Mars. $165 million was wasted. The Mars Climate Orbiter 
mission also failed, after inexcusable confusion between imperial and metric 
measurements. $125 million was wasted. Eighteen people have died in missions 
similar to ‘Principia’, all for the sake of understanding the world from a different 
perspective. Yet, by the way humans treat the planet, it seems we have failed to 
understand the world from a perspective which costs nothing more than opening our 
eyes. 
 
Perhaps it is clear that I am no scientist: my facts have come from research alone. 
However, such research gave me an interesting insight into the mindsets of the 
people in support of this mission. In response to criticism, one internet user said: 
“We should stop worrying about North Korea, and put another man in space. Why? 
Because we can.” I cannot grasp the audacity it must take to claim that $150,000 
million would be better spent sending Tim Peake into space, than assisting in 



improving the devastating conflict in Korea, “because we can”. Imagine living under 
dictatorial rule, in a country where freewill is unheard of, in the knowledge that 
people are arguing against aiding your plight because they believe it is more 
important to exercise the power that we ‘simply can’ send men into space. 
 
Another user commented, “The future is in the stars”. At first, this sounds like 
another clichéd phrase. But in fact, of all the arguments I read in favour of pumping 
endless funds into the ‘Principia’ mission, this statement frightened me the most. 
The future is not in the stars. The future is not in space. The future is on earth, and it 
is in humanity. The stars are beautiful to admire from our own planet – why do we 
need to take everything one step further? 
 
On the day of Tim Peake’s launch into space, the Telegraph published an article 
entitled ‘7 Interesting Facts About Tim Peake’s Mission’. The sixth interesting fact 
listed was that Peake intends to watch the most recent Star Wars film while in space. 
I am a self-admitted fan of the Star Wars franchise, and I am not criticising the latest 
release, but it is worrying even to me that space exploration has become so 
commercialised. The Telegraph’s post did not include any facts which suggested the 
‘Principia’ Mission would benefit the human population at all. Perhaps this is a 
strong suggestion that we should use $150,000 million not on airing the death of 
Han Solo in space, but on preventing the death and conflict that exists in our earthly 
reality. 
 
I have to acknowledge that the development of space exploration programmes is 
inevitable, and that my opinion will not change the political drive of governments 
desperate to lead the ‘space race’. We are morphing into a dystopian race running on 
greed and desire, and the thought that the earth’s atmosphere should be a boundary 
to us must frighten those with such idealistic views of power. But, as Whitman says 
in his poem Song of the Open Road, the earth is indeed sufficient – and, even if we 
continue to expand our boundaries beyond what is necessary, it is my eternal hope 
that we will be able to stop before we go too far. 


