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Insert for II Holley;noon II Chapter or "SALT" Chapter 

In our 1 October 1963, paper on strategic lirms' lim! tattons, Ps.ul 

Nitze and I had wrltten that there were three schools of thought ROong 

those thinking e.bout such arms' control proposals. \/e sUGgosted that one 

Ilchool "tended to look at tee problem prinJarily from the Iltandpoint of 

what appeared to be negotiable with the SoViets, Judged prinJarUy in the 

context of" the formal arms ' con~l negotiation. A aecond school, we 

thought, had lI 'become convinced that none of the" strategic arms ' l1mi-

tation! " ec rar suggested" were "to the U. S. interest cut had tried," 

rlthin the IUIsUlIIption that none be agreed to, "to accommodate to the 

propeganda demands" of the negotiations. we had pls ced ourselves within 

a third school which had "held thst the U. S. G. should seek out and 

analyze the substantive elements of the potentially desirable " strategic 

limi tatione, "one the O. S. could 11 ve with, before considering the tactical 

snd propaganda issues of negotiations. " 

In his ap?roach to his responsibilities as the Secretary of Defense' B 

representative on the SALT Delegation, Paul Ni tze clearly vae contlnuiag 
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seven years litter when I becwne C.N.D., his thoughtful effort to be Ii 

~ember of that school. After most of the SALT sessions, he produced 

evaluations for tho Secretary of Defense of what eaoh side had accomp-

lie:hed in a o8i\otiating lienEe, and what policy options ou!;ht to be consid-

ered for later on - which were extremely helpful ~l sorting out within 

the bureaucracy the wheat from the chaff. Both overoeas et the neGotiating 

si taa, and in-between sessions inWaShiotlton, he continued his ll1lalYl!es of 

proposals su;: .. "eted by ellch side, he initiated nelo' IlUggestiolls, Illld through 

wri t ten woro and diacuGeions wi t.h a lnrf;e number of the pr:i.ncipal iJ1c.yers 

in Vaehington , he served a£ an intellectual catalyst for those "ho believed 

in sound erms' cont.rol to improvs U • S. security. I continuod, as C.N.D., 

to consider :!lYtlelf a member of that same school. I wanted to see t.he U. S. 

end the U.S.S.R. make progress in arms ' control, but only on the b~eis of 

"ell-considered, Eilld thoroughly &Il8lyzE.d staff work. I had seen many 

superficially impressive ideae in the arms' control field fnil to survive 

the tes t of searching anelysie durin!; the period when I had responaibill ty 

in the test ben negotia tione. I knew that ~e were on a much more potentially, 
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fruitful, potentially dangerous gene in SALT. 

I concluded that to be a good workina member of th~t third sohool, 

and ~iven the relatively modest amount of time that I could devote to it, 

I should do the followin.: things : (1) keep in close touch ~lth Paul Nitze -

which I did throughout my four years, (.<) develop grenter expertloe within 

the Navy staff in the field of strategic arms' limitations - we developed 

some very competent analysts during that period, (J) brin,;: into the CEP 

(C.N.O. Executive Panel) sone indivi6usls whose intellectual qualifications 

to help me evnluflte and analYl'e the proposals were superior. I therefore 

asked to Join the panel: Mr. fred S. tklffm..n, of the !{and Corporation, 

formerly a strategic analyst in the Depar~ont of Defense; Mr. Seymour Weiss, 

a defense and forelgu affairsmalyst of toany years' experience and for my 
first as a special a~5istant and later four years serving in the Depar~ent of St&te/as head of the Political 

Military Branch; Professor Albert Wo~lstedaer, of the Oniver~ity of 

Chicllgo, one of the nation's foremost strategic writers and thinkers; 

Dr. Thomlls wolf', of !\and, for.nerly all !<ir Force officer, one of the 

nation' B best criminologillts. This group, who was later joined by 

Dr . Henry S. Rowen of Stanford, also a na,ionally recognized defense 
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enal.yst. All 'Were friends of many years ,,"1th ",hom I had associated 1n 

the test ban era and subsequently, nna they ~erveQ au II. superb strate&ic 

(Note w Bobl dependln .. on llhere we docide to put this, we can 

describe HonrJ' liS beinU a raember of "Lho f lrst cahool c.nd over-

riding nnd canceldng out the value of Paul Hi '\.ze contributions 

and, indeod, 1I.l1 IlUbstanti ve contriwtlons.) 




