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Wit A SALT agreement between the United States and the
tovist Union corning together, with a date and place se-
Lacted for the Carter-Brezhnev signing ceremony, and with
Secretary of State Cyrus Vance fraatically trying to head off
any changes in the Senate, you can be sure that the selling of
GALT will be lavishly backed by the administration.
¥or example, at the end of this week the Atlanta Chamber

of Comimerce will host its annual Armed Forces Day luacheon.”

Last year the speaker was Gen. Louis H. Wilson, commandant
of the Marine Corps. This year the speaker is ratired Army Lt
Gen. George bl. Seignious.

Cien, Seignious is head of tbe Arms Control and Disarma-
ment Agency, having succesded that cooing dove, Paul Warnke,
1ate last yeat.

While I.am not privy to what Gen. Seignious will touch on
in his Juncheon speech, if 1 were a wagering man 1 would give
heary odds that his eatire address will consist of soothing syrup
for the purpose of selling SALT.

Ner is Gen, Setgalous unique. You can be sure that as re-
quasts have popred into the Pentagon for Armed Forces Day
speakers, Delense Secretary Harcld Brown has seen toit that
all thosa who go out will tout the administration lin that SALT
is the only pracriﬁ'cion for peace in the world. Anyone on ac-
tive service will realize his career is on the line and he will do
as ke 15 ordered, no matter his real feelings on the matter.

After all, there ave precious few men who have the gats of
1iaj. Gen. John K. Singlaub.

And all the SALT selling brings to rnind the double talk

found in George Orwell's “1384,” in which war is peace acd

peace is war.

Tn'its publication, National Security Record, the Heritage
Foundation has come forth with some disturbing facts regard-
ing the selling of SALT in 1978. By disturbing is meant the

amount of goverament time and government effort and zoyern-

" ment money—ali of which is financed by your taxes—axpended

in an effort to lull the public and the public’s represefﬁatives
fnto a false sensa‘of«security. o L
7The Heritage Foundation’s report is basad on a raview of
intwrpal State Department year-and activitiey raports-sich
mpelianl byt events in which State Department cificials patiici-
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1t showed that in selling SALT the State Department used
move than 1,100 public appearances of its personpel last year.
The costs were placed at more than 3660,040, And those figures
do a0t include appearandes by membecs of the Defense Depart-

ment and White House personnel. A .3

The report shows that selling SALT required the efforts of
nearly 100 different State-officials. ’

“By contrast,” National Security Record points out, “the 1

CIA is reported to have about half as many senior analysts |
evaluating Soviet strategic programs.” -

Well, it's easy to see where the Carter administration
places its priotities. . o

Keep in mind that the 1,128 public appearances by State
Department officlals—plus God knows kow many public ap-
pearances by Defense Department officials and White Honse
personnel— were done in @ low level year before the treaty :
was completed.

Naticnal Security Record quoted one State Depariment
official to this effect: : ' )

“J{ you could see the number of events planned for the

week of the announcement (of SALT 1I) and the weei oi the
ii%téing—well, they make those (1973) figures ook like chicken |
e 'H

After all, it's only the public’s money that is being lay-
ished in all directions to sell the public on a treaty that is not
verifiable and can only lead fo unguestioned Soviet military su-
periority over the declining United States.

In the preceding isste of National Security: Record, the
sticky problem of verification was explored and this revealing
ohservation was attribnied to Admiral Godfrey, Britain’s direc-
tor of Naval Intelligence in Worle War I1:

1. There exists an unwillingress of sathority to believe |
information that has awkward political implications;

2. The tendency of military officers, and others who have
taken part in negotiations, to become advocates of the Integrity
of persons with whom they secured the agreement, and o lose
the skepticism which is part of vigilance; B o

3. Technicians may not be the best judges of coemy Taten-
tions and achievemest. They {ind it hard sommtimes to believe
that what they cannot do or have not thought of doing bas been
done by the other side, P

These are worth thinking about as. we hear the cocing of
the SALT sellers. -
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