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Unarmed B-52s?
The suspicion that the Pentagon 

called off further flights of nuclear- 
armed B-52s as result of world pres
sure and Communist propaganda is 

, inescapable. •
The plan to keep a number of nuc- 

lear-armed B-52s in the air at all 
times was sound logic, giving depth 
and versatility to the deterrent posture 
of the United States of America 
against possible Communist attack.

Today the Communist menace is 
.greater than ever. Not only has Russia j 
• built up her missile strength dramati- j 
_ cally, but Red China also will have a j 
' nuclear delivery capability soon.

The world reaction against two nuc- 
leai’-armed B-52 crashes in recent years 
may irk but cannot hurt the United 
States. Unarmed B-52s in the face of a j 
continuing Communist threat can be 1 
disastrous., \
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Notv They
Only after the B-52 crashed at Greenland 

and scattered the second set of hydrogen 
bombs lost in two years did the Pentagon 
undertake a policy review that resulted in 
suspension of such bomb-loaded flights.

If security did not require the armed-alert 
flights after the Thule crash, it did not require 
them before it.

Missiles had already become the nation’s 
first line of defense, supplanting in priority 
the constant carriage of bombs aloft in air
craft.

Yet the pre-missile practice was permitted 
to drag on until disaster—political and diplo
matic as well as literal—woke up the people 
who make policy for the people who order the 
flights.

Then it was found they could be suspended 
without jeopardizing the nation’s security. 
Thus we know they could have been sus
pended before the Thule crash if somebody 
bad thought to review the need.

It was the old inertia at work. In a new 
nuclear age that can be a very expensive 
carelessness.


