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SALT treaty will do nothing

to stop arms race

With the opening of Senate debate
on ratification of the second Strategic
Arms Limitation Treaty (SALT II)
signed a few weeks ago by the two
nuclear superpowers, Americans face
a momentous choice affecting the
peace and security of the world. But it
is not the kind of choice the proponents
and opponents of SALT 11 would have
us believe.

If it were simply a question of
whether the United States should step
up or cut back the nuclear arms
race—the issue pictured by both sides
—there could be no doubt what the
Senate should do. It should vote
overwhelmingly for ratification.

If SALT 1I, even with all the
loopholes the negotiators found it
necessary to leave for the nuclear
weapons makers, were the only
feasible alternative to unrestrained
competition, a plausible case could
still be made for ratification.

If SALT were no more than a symbol
of America’s firmly grounded
intention to achieve nuclear arms
reductions at some later and more
propitious time, then the symbolic act
would be worthy of support. ;

But the treaty is none of those
things. It is neither a cutback nor a
freeze nor even the faint promise of a
slowdown of the deadly enterprise to
which this nation and its rival seem
unalterably committed. It is, in fact, a
further cementing of that commit-
ment.

As an instrument for effectuating
nuclear arms reductions, SALT is a
fraud and a delusion. It deserves to be
rejected—not because there is any
merit in the claim of those who profess
to see in it a threat to ‘‘national
defense’” but because that claim is
irrelevant to the real issue that
demands attention.

The issue the Senate should be
considering is not by what means and
to what ends and under what terms
strategic arms will be controlled, as
the SALT debate would have it. The
issue is whether such weapons serve
the national interest. That issue can
best be raised—perhaps it can only be
raised—through rejection of a premise
which, by accepting and regulating
nuclear weapons, serves only to
institutionalize them.

To side with those who excoriate
SALT for opposite reasons may seem
unthinkable to some. But it must be
remembered that the nuclear weapons
makers and their lobbyists are not the
only threat to peace. Equally
dangerous is the notion that the threat
can be averted through a process of
accomodation.

As the quickening tempo of the
nuclear arms race has made
increasingly clear, SALT is the
culmination of an accommodation
process that goes back many years.

Two decades ago, outraged public
opinion forced the superpowers to

suspend nuclear weapons tests which
were polluting the atmosphere with
radioactive fallout. But rather than a
comprehensive test ban that would
have curtailed weapons development
as well, the world settled for a treaty
that permitted the testing to continue
underground—and development has
been escalating ever since.

A few years later, mounting concern
about the worldwide proliferation of

nuclear weapons was effectively
dissipated by the signing of the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty,

which since 1970 has been scattering
nuclear power technology and nuclear
weapons know-how to the four corners
of the earth.

The  Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty focused attention and concern
on the growing stockpiles of the
nuclear weapons states, to which the
superpowers responded with the
concept of *'strategic arms limitation'”

once again lulling the world
community into inaction.
From a total of three of four

thousand warheads when the SALT
negotiations began in 1969, the U.S.
strategic stockpile rose to 6,800 in
1972, when SALT I was signed. It now
stands at 9,500 with the signing of
SALT II, which permits it to rise to
14,000 by 1983. The Soviet stockpile,
though smaller, has climbed corres-
pondingly.

The allowance of such comfortable
numerical ceilings—as high as either
side could wish—is only one of SALT’s
many accomplishments., The SALT
process has also permitted the nuclear
establisments to intrduce, bargain for,
win and then develope whole new
weapons systems—the multiple war-
head missile, the cruise missile, and
now the mobile missile, a thirty-billion
-dollar boondoggle extracted by the
Pentagon as its price for accession to
SALT IL.

SALT has been equally successful in
drawing attention away from nuclear
weapons research and development
(the mainspring of the arms race) and
from burgeoning systems of tactical
nuclear warfare—both conveniently
excluded from the arms limitation
agenda.

But SALT's most enduring and
deadliest contribution has been its
impact on the opposition to the arms
race. Having claimed and won
acceptance as the central framework
for nuclear weapons policy debate, it
has come close to destroying the only
solid base from which a real
alternative to nuclear war can be
created.

The alternative to the nuclear arms
race is not SALT or other forms of
“‘arms control’” which serve only to
legitimatize the steady buildup toward
nuclear disaster. The alternative is
nuclear disarmament. Its cause would
be better served by defeat rather than
victory for a policy which offers only
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the semblance of arms limitation.

If the United States and the Soviet
Union are to continue their deadly
game of ‘‘nuclear chicken,” let them
do so openly without the flim-flam of
strategic arms limitation talks. The full
realization that the arms race is out of
control may be what the public needs
to spur it to action.

If, as Alan Wolfe suggest in a recent
issue of The Nation, SALT 1l is “‘the
attempt of two declining superpowers
to maintain their hold on a world that

is slipping out of their control,”” then
let the world thwart that effort while
there is still time.

For Americans, let the demand for
an accounting begin now, before the
Senate is done debating irrelevan-
cies. The accounting will matter little
in years to come, when, from the
rubble of the next world war, the
accusing finger points not just to those
who engineered the nuclear arms race
but to those who always meant to stop
it.

Reprinted from ‘*The Progressive’’ magazine.
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