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108 NAVALWARCOTLISGT RIE Vi e Americen eonomy

“bumane, fraternal and cqualitarian
soeiely” 1is commendable; however,
their means are eonfusing and contra-
dictory. They would like the United
States Lo assume the responsihility for
achieving a new millennium, bnt are
suspect of ber use of power, her motiva-
tions, und her interpretation of the
national interest. They are against
power blocs, hut wouldn’t mind United
State collusion with the Soviet Union to
mainlain  world order. They desirc
modernization in the underdeveloped
world, but conclude that democraeies
would he Loo soft to achicve it; only
communism could accomplish this mis-
sion, DPessimistic cmotionalism  subsli-
tutes for analytieal thought in too many
of the articles.

The reviewer’s conelusions are that
many of the signposts arc really “de-
tour” signs and Lhat the left still lacks a
congistent point of vicw in the field of
foreign affairs. The more thought-pro-
voking artieles arc those by Arnold 5,
Kaufman, William Pfaff, Ilenry M.
Pachter, Gunnar Mydral, Benjamin
Schwarlz, and George Lichteim,

R.A. BEAULIEU
Commander, U.S. Navy

Javits, Jacob K., et al. The Defense
Scetor and the American Economy.
New York: New York University
Press, 1968. 100p.

This amall book is hased on three
“Moskowitz” lectures sponsored by the
Sehool of Commereec of New York
University to discuss various aspeets ol
President lisenhower’s {arewell measage
to the nation in which he warned of the
danger to liherty of the twin threats of
the “military-industrial complex™ and
the “seientific-technological elite.” The
three lecturers are Jacob Javils, Charles
J. Hiteh, and Arthur T', Burns.

Senator Javits of New York refers to
the decision to create a small antiballis-
tic missile defense against a polential
Red Chinese nuclear threat Lo dllustrate
the fact thal more public discussion is

needed before commitment to the deci-
sion of the “‘seientifie-technologieal”
clite. Ile also is concerned over the
“narrow world of defense contractor
lobbyists.” It is the contention of the
Senator that imporlant national policy
ghould not be made by a small group of
speeial interests, Mr. Hiteb agrees that
the fears of President Eisenhower were
reasonable, but he feels that the danger
is exaggeraled heeause many limitations
constrain the military-industrial eom-
plex. Furthermore, the impaet of Lhe
defense scetor on the ecconomy is hard
to trace heeause of the paucity of
detailed statistieal material. Neverthe-
less, he tries to trace the major eurrent
impacts by industry, by business firm,
by region, and by occupation. He also
points out thal defense spending greatly
influences the eonduct of rcacarch and
development  beecause it furnishes the
largest source of funds in the United
Statcs. While some spillover from de-
fense rescarch can be expected, it does
tie up large numbers of our hest brains
and large amounts of our best scientific
research equipment. Mr. liteh is not
very concerncd by the cffects of a
reasonable cutback in defense spending
and he docs not feel that “social eost™
eriteria can be applied to procurement
by the defense seetor. He favors spe-
cifie, direel, and identified programs to
belp distressed regions rather than the
distrihution of defense contraels as the
hest publie policy. Dr. Burns also is not
worricd aboul a conspiracy ol the mili-
tary-industrial complex bul docs see a
number ol important cconomic, social,
and political impacts of the defense
scetor, In his opinion the very size of
the defense budget could revolutionize
finaneial problems of the American
cconomy. Also he properly indieates
that the vast size of the defense cecono-
my draws Lo itsell cconomic resources
that could he profitably employed in
such arcas as education, urban rencwal,
and conservation. l'inally, he shows that
defense  emphasives  scicnee, mathe-
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matics, and [oreign languages at the
expense of the humanities and the social
scicnees and philosophy. This happens
in a cloak of seerecy that tends to
inhihit criticism of the Government by
universily administrators and professors
who are beneliling from rescarch grants.
From the political side, the vast
military budgets and the methods of
allocating funds to areas rather than to
cificicnt producers could be a method
of influencing voles and concentrating
and perpetuating power. This use of
defense expenditures for other than
nalional sccurity purposes is probably
more a potential danger than a present
one, bul ncvertheless a real threat Lo
ircedom and development. These three
lectures well handle the problem raised
by President Fisenhower and are worth
reading.
L. GAMRBLE
Chair of Economics

Manslicld, Edwin, ed. Defense, Seienen,
and Public Policy. New York: Nor-
ton, 1969. 224p.

I'or the Year 1967, national defense
expenditures represenled aboul 60 per-
cent of Lhe Federal administrative hud-
gel, while defense and space programs
utilized a major share of Lhe scientific
and cengincering Llalent in the United
States. These faelors are nol expecled
lo change greatly even if a successful
eonclusion lo the Vietnam war s
achicved. The eifeel of these condilions
on Lhe cconomy of Lhe nalion is the
subjeet of Lhis colleelion of articles and
specches. The selections are grouped in
four parts, Lhe first Lwo parls relating Lo
the impacl of defense spending on the
national ecconomy and the decision-
making process in the Department of
Defense, and the latter Lwo diseussing
mililary rescarch and development and
the relationship of basic resecarch Lo
eivilian Llechnology and the public
policy.

Through a judieious ehoice of articles
presenting many and varying viewpoints

on interrelated defense and seience
problems (in some cases strongly dil-
fering opinions in suceessive arlicles),
the cditor has given the reader an
opporlunily Lo consider many aspects
ol defense problems that arc not readily
apparent cven Lo one seriously inter-
ested in  these issues. 'The military
reader, in particular, will gain an appre-
ciation of some of the nonmilitary
problems delense spending engenders
and the relationship of the seientific
community to military rescarch. Ior
those interested in a side-by-side com-
parison of the pros and cons of cost-
effectiveness, llanson Baldwin’s attack
on this procurement policy and Charles
Hitch'’s defense of the technique are
ineluded. This book is reeommended for
anyone inlerested in, or eonecerned
aboul, the effects of large defense
budgets and governmenl monopoly of
scientific talent,

D.J. KERSHAW
Commander, 1.8, Navy

Osgood, Roberl ¥, Alliances and Ameri-
ean Foreign Policy. Ballimore: Johns
Hopkins Press, 1968. 171p.

Afler having closed the cover, Lhe
reader i8 lefl somewhal exhausted and
wilh the impressiou of having read Lwo
dificrent hooks. AL the oulsel Lhe
author does a ereditable joby of deserib-
ing in general terms the alliance systems
in the world loday and explaining how
and why they were developed, He de-
fines and cxplaing alliances, carcfully
distinguishing  them  from  colleclive
sccuril.y agreements, and presents an
cxeellenl discussion in basic terms of
the nature of the various types ol
alliances and other international rela-
tionships which are cquivalent Lo alli-
ances. Following a review ol the devel-
opmenl of Ameriean alliance policy,
beginning with Lhe Truman Doclrine,
the author presents a detailed examina-
tion ol alliances, past and present,
throughoul the world. It is here Lhat the
reader finds himsell in another book;

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol22/iss5/14



	Naval War College Review
	1969

	The Defense Sector and the American Economy
	P. L. Gamble
	Jacob K. Javits
	Recommended Citation


	tmp.1530294024.pdf._weVQ

