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Fiske and Barnet: The Economy of Death

PROFESSIONAL
READING

American  Securily  Council. National
Strategy Committee. The ABM and
the Changed Strategic Military flal-
ance: US| vs. ULSS.K. Washing-
ton: 1969, 60p.

In this brief study prepared at the
request of the American Security Coun-
cil in May 1909, 32 members ol a
special subcommiltee altempl Lo ad-
dress the changing steategic  military
balanee belween the Uniled Stales and
Soviel Hussia. Their approach is cen-
tered around the currenl econtroversy
over the need for an anliballistic missile
(ABM} defense system. Of inlerest Lo
naval officers will be the faet that the
report includes the views of prominent
military and naval officers whose names
would tend Lo assure the reader of the
objeclivily of the report. In examining
the need for an ABM defense, Lhe
subeommiltee members discuss in con-
cise Lerms the aspects of Uniled States
and  Soviel stralegic mililary  halance,
strategic delense, and Lhe equally con-
troversial 1ssue of civil defense, For a
report of its briel size, there are more
facts, figures, and ‘charts ol diagrams
than are to be found in the other two
leading works on the ABM issue, AHM;
an Fuvafuation of the Deelsion to Deploy
an Antibalfistic Missile System (New
York: New American Library, 1969)
and Anti-Ballistic Missile: Yes or No?
(New York: T and Wang, 1968), IFor a
tull comprehension of the ABM conlro-

versy, Lhe reader should consult all three
works, [lowever, the item under review
presents as complete an overview as can
be found at this writing. The reviewer
rescarched the complete speetra of AN
literature for a thesis Lopic and has
found no other work (ineluding the
exlensive Congressional reports) as come
prehensive and lueid as The ABM and
the Changed Strategic Military Bolance:
U784, vs. TLS.S.R. This booklet huilds
a strong case for an ABM defense. ABM;
an Evelvation of the Decision to Deploy
an Antiballistic Missife System opposes
the ABM. The other work of the trilogy,
Anti-Ballistic Missite: Yes or No? pro-
the Lhe
exlremes.

vides halance between lwo

C.0. FISKE
Captain, U5, Navy

Barnet, Richard ]J. The lronomy of
Death, New York: Athenoum, 1969,
201y,

As an authority on national seenrily
and arms  control matters and as a
founder of the Institute for Political
Studies (in - Washington), Mr, Barnet
challenges the validity of the rationale
wsedl by the Department of Defense to
support conlinue the military-
industrial complex -hence the title The
Feonomy of Death. The author con-

and

Lends that for more than a quarter of a
cenlury, American ecilizens have per.
miltted their Government to foster an
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ever-growing defense industry based on
the overkill theory, i.e., the best defense
lies in more and more nuclear weapons
and a proliferation of comnplex, expen-
sive weapons systems. There is much in
the book which would eause the mili-
tary reader Lo see a direct challenge Lo
principles and idcas which are tradi-
tional or current in military slralegic
thinking and defense planning. Certainly
this publieation will do little Lo elose
the atleged gap between Lhe military and
the so-called “alienated society.” The
author is guilly also of Duilding 2 case
against post-World War L1 defense poliey
and programs, using only the views of
the better known crilies augmented by
some unfortunate ulterances ol the
members of the “Establishment™ from
whieh the uninformed reader could well
derive an out-of-conlext impression.
Despite these eriticisms, Barnel’s
hook must be viewed as a primer for use
in understanding the current public
hostility toward things military and, in
particular, the military-industrial com-
plex. There is enough of the essence of
the views of Lhe leading crilies in this
hook, in condensed form, Lo provide the
major elements of the case aguinst Lhe
military, defense spending, and the M-I
complex. The introduction and those
portions of chapter II which address the
uniformed military, militarized civilians,
the national interest, and the polities of
defense are well worth reading. Because
of the brevity of the book and the
inclusion ol an unnsually high number
of “facts and figures,” it sccrus certain
that this work may well beecome the
“red handbook™ of the crilics of Lhe
Defense l%stablishment. One can expecl
to hear more of the philosophy of “the
cconomy of death.” For the military
reader this book should serve two pur-
poses: (1) it should prepare him for the

nature of the arguments he can expect
to face [rom eritics of the military and
their association with defense industries
as these rclationships affeet the national
budget and foreign policy, and (2) it
should point to the areas of further
military effort or individual effort if one
expeels to he able to cope with or
counter Lhe eriticism, Barnel has done
his homework well and knitted his
arguments into a lidy hundle. Unlike
many erilies, however, Lhe author does
offer some  eonslructive counler-
proposals Lo current defense programs
and planning for national security. Few
of the proposals are of the “mother-
hood™ wvaricty, and Bamel is to be
commended for seLting forth some elear
options for hard choice by our socicty.

In summary, Barnet opens his book
with the question “How much defense
spending is enough?” The next 200
pages allempt lo answer that question.

C.0. FISKE
Captain, U.S. Navy

Tisher, Roger. International Conflict for
Deginners. New York: Harper &
Row, 1969, 231p.

Mr. Fisher seL oul to write a book
which would set forward a simpler
method of thinking aboul international
affairs not only for the “Deginner”
addressed by his title, bul also for the
professional  diplomat. He has sue-
ceeded. Ilowever, one problem always
associaled with formulation of simpler
ways of considering complex problems
is Lthe need Lo ayoid complexily in
presentation of the new method. Simple
schemes demand simplicity of expres-
sion, while pnblishers apparently de-
mand some minimum physical weight
for all hooks, regardless of their philo-
sophical substance. Mr. Fisher’s book
bears Lthe unmistakable scars of conflicl
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