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by the U.S. Congress to inquire.into the
arms-control implications of proposed de-
fence spending is a most positive move for
those interested in strategic disarmament.

As we contemplate the future of
SALT, I find it particularly remarkable
how little risk the United States is willing
to take regarding the reduction of strategic
weapons compared to the risks that it is
taking with nuclear deterrence. If nuclear
deterrence is a workable system, it can
certainly function at lower levels of de-
structive capacity. SALT will never be
worth its salt until it demonstrates an
ability to move in the direction of the
reduction of armaments rather than merely
provide a cosmetic for a dangerously
armed world.

European allies are likely to attack in the
foreseeable future. Nor is the Kremlin
endangered by a politically divided as well
as morally weakened Western KEurope.
The vast forces of land armour and fighter

bombers, backed by nuclear weapons, on-

either side match not an actual military
threat from the other but a technical
capability that is likely to intensify at an
accelerating rate with technological ad-
vance. The apparent need of states to
maintain a high degree of military capa-
bility is therefore a reflection of their
internal rather than external insecurity
in the modern world.
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