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THE IMPLICATICHS OF NEO-ISOLATIONIS4 O MILITARY POLICY

If there is one significent theme which hes, for more yeara than
not, permeated U. 3, foreimm policy--and keepa recurring in varying fomms
even todsy--it is the there of isoletioniasm, Inevitably, this policy hes
had, and continues to heve, its effects upon U, 3, military policy and
strategy. The neo-isclationism evidenced in aone quarters today, although
conteining some unique aspects, is firmly rooted in the past.

Tracing its origins back to the cclonial period {one author has even
stoted thet, "beforz the colonists sailed from Wurope they had become ieso-
lationists in apirit."l), tre basic doctrine was enunciated by highly-ra-
spected Americen statesmen in ths early period of nationnood. The wamm-
ing3 of Paine ("It is the true interest of Americe to steer clear of
Buropeaa contentiona..."?), Washington (",..steer clear of permenent al-
liances with any portion of the foreign world..."”), Adams ("I think it
ought to be our rule not to meddle.“h), and Jefferson ("...entanglirg
alliances with none..,"” are often cited, and they arc illustrative of a
strongly-rooted and inherer* desire of the Americsn people throughout mich
of their history. The constitutional requirement of 2 two-thirda 3enate
vote for the ratification of tresties tended to help inatitutionalize
the concept.

Given the context of history frox which these atatesmen spoe, and,
indeeu for many years to follow, this self-centere.l and introverted policy
of isolationiar was unquestionably sound. As a natter of fact, it was

probably the only policy which the United 3tetcs could--with prudence--

puraue, The United 3tutes was & relatively weak and inasignificant in-

fant nation--militerily, and in every other sense. It had an enormous




frontier region yet to conquer and, furthermore, the oceans which separ-
ated it from its potential enemies were, in those days, significant pro-
tective barriers. The United States needed peacc to preserve its nation-
al integrity and to conrolidate the financial structure built by the gen-
jus of Hamilton. Alsc, as an exporter of foodstuffs and certain other ag-
ricultural producuvs, the U, S, was bound to profit from neutrality.

The only departure from such a policy during those early years was the
French Allience of 1778, Born of necessity (but even then opposed by many),
it was denouncec at the first opportunity and died prior to the 19th century.

The purchase of the Louisiana Territory intensified the American or
Continental view and an aloofness from European troubles, Jefferson's Em-
bargo was also based on the idea of withdrawal from the 0ld World.

President Monroe's Message to the Congress of 2 December 1823 (later to
be institutionalized as the "Monroe Doctrine") went a step further. Not on-
1y had we isolated ourseivés from the 01d World, but we would now not zilow
interference in the affairs of the New World by the Old. (Quite a presumtuous
pcsition for a fledgling nation to take). The fact that it was to the advan-
tage of Britain al that time to support such a policy--thus making it effect-
ive (Britanais ruled the waves)--does not alter its significently isolation-
ist overtones. The isolationist policies of the U. S,, at that point in his-
tory, meshed with the balance of power politics pursued by Britain, "Except
for the Farewell Address, no prcnouncement made by an American statesman was
ever more influential“é--not only upon our own subsequent foreign and mili-
tary policies, but upon those of much of the world.

Qur economic policies also tended to conpleiient and reinforce isolation-
ism, The high tariffs, designed ori¢inally to encourage the development
of our infant industry, and later to "protect" our full-grown industrial

capacity from "unfair" foreign competition, not only
2
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made us virtually self-sufficient, but they nrevented the Unitsd tztes
from becoming involved in "entangling" corrnerciel dealings with other in-
dustrial powers,

For mc-t cf the rerainder o” the 19th century, inte:r:pted only by
the Civil Wer, the United Siites concealicted on winning the West, Her
face yaa turned away from Surope and toward the iJestern part cf the Amer-
ican Continent. The Army, of course, >layed a key role in msking it pos-
sible for this great westward expasnsion.

Shortly before the turn of the century, however, many Americans be-
gan to perceive that the frontier was "rumming out." Tneir attentior was
beginring to turn toward ar:as beyond the continentel United stotes,
"Manifest Destiny," the tueory that it was inevitable--the "destiny" of
the United 3tates to expand to the facific Ocesn-~, now began to be given
broader applicetion. The Spanish-A:zerican Jer, fonnei by "yellow journal-
igts" of the day (we h=d then even then), served ac 2 convenient excuse
“o establish an "American Colonial Wu~ire," I1iilitery strategy was taxed,
nowever, to m:re the rarcl  transitisn, Our Arry was geared for firhting
Indiens on the pleins, The possibility of {i:zhtinz a different type of
war in ¢ differsat climate was, unfortunately, ~iven little »rior planning,
let alone financial sup ort or understanding by the Congress, Logiati-
cally, the Jpenist Am:rican Jar (ti:e firat time Amsrican troons lLud bzen
sent "overseas"), was a dissster., The amateuris- of our Arv, was exceed-
ed only hy the ineptness cf the Jpanish., The &rmy learned valuable les-
sons, however, a3 it has {ro- all of its vars,

Isolatiunism arnearad dead--at lezat a3 fer 23 guch leziers asg

Theo iors Roosevelt, ienrv Javot Lodre, <lihu Root, Albert J, Revarilrs,
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A, T, Mahan, Herbsrt Croly, Leonard 'ood, lenry Adams, and Brools Adams
were concerned, One aut:or charactzrizes thi: .2riod and these men as
"reo-Hem.ltcuien, "l Tis period combined elemen*s of militer: ani civil-
thinking, and wee neithar l.iberal in the Jsfferson-Jackson-Wilson tradi-
tion, nor co:zlet:ol. conseretive in the sense that Calhoun was, Whet-
eva>» ¢lse it was, thia veriol wes tore overt and ostumrd-looliing than
ever bsfore in Unitec 3tates history,

The Unite: 3tetes had bsen suddenly cuta ulted onte the world stege.
Her strength bscene 8 fauctor to be reckonzd with, ‘Ynen Preiziaent Roosevalt
later sent the "Greet 7hite Fleet" around the world to, among other thrings,
“show ths Fleg," tie world knew that ners was no longer an isolationist
state, Tne coring of age of Axerican diplo ecy (e.g., the shrewd manipv-
letion of the "Ogen woor Policy" by 3ecrstery of State John iay), vlus
the agzressive lead:rship of rPrasident Theodore Roosevelt, gave ample

Vea

evidence to thz chanceriss of Iurove tist the United 3tates was no longer
the provinciel country buzpkin state they may vace have perceived her to
be. The United J3tstes hed, indeed, become a world power end wes flexing

her ruscles,

The CThinese Relief Zxoeaition involved U, 3, troons on foreign soil
in the far east aud essured the U, 3, of & decisive voice in the sffairs
of that ares of the world, Our Philisnines stewardsihio hed made us s
'far eastern power," [he position taksn by the Unit=d 3tates regarding
tae territoriel integritv of Chaina illustroted the besginnings of a pria-
ciple (territorisl integrity) for which the U. 3. woul: later beco-e in-

volved in wars in order to ushola,

rresiieats McKinley (rzluctantly), T. Rroszvelt (enthusiaatically),

i
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and even Taft (at least commercially with hia "Tollar Diplomecy”) fol-
lowed policies that were anything but isclationist. As World War I sp-
proached, however, the predominent tendency of isolationism began to
surface again, Moat Azericans desired to avoid being drawn into the
conflict, and looked upon it as "Burope's problem." In 1914, President
Nilson apoealed to his countryzen for ueutrality "in thought as well as
action,"8 and later, in 1916, stated, "I shsll do everytning within my
~ower to kese; the United States out of war, "’

Unfortunately, the military strengti of the United Stetes, et this
time, was not such that it commanded a great deal of respecct by either
3ide vis-a-vis the rights nf a neutrel state, and both sides violated
those rigints., The build-up of our military power was all too gradusl--
even wnen it became increasingly apparent thet we would be obliged to
enter ths war, Germen militery strategy, in fact, relied heavily on our
prolonged neutrality and, failing tnat, our inability to mobilize in suf-
ficient ti:e to »revent her victory.

World War I, aa a departure frox isolationism, did not set well with
the American people, It was not nearly as exciting and adventurzsome as
the 3panish-American dar (which was over almost before it began). As n
consequence, the United 3tates reacte. by making a 180 degres turn in
policy. Uot only did she reject the Treaty of Versailles with its Lecgue
of liations, but she also renounced interventionism entirely snd returned
to the isolationism of the 19th century. Jilson's mistakes (e.g., fail-
ure to attempt a bipartisan approach to his 1.ost-war dresms) notwithstand-
ing, <whe prevailing moo!l of the Awsrican peonle was arein introverted,
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Iso. tionism, as represented by such lesders as 3enstors Nye end Borah,
and John Bassett Moore, was agsin in the driver's seat,

Although »erhaps understandable, this was obviously an over-reection,
The conditions which had mede isoletionis: a viakle policy in the 1(U0'a
were, if not completely gons, at least ranidly disapoearing, latvrally,
as was the case following all our previoua wars, a benizn neglect of the

Arerican militeory needs was the standari orocedure, Tite failurs of the

League, although poasitly preordained, was certeinly hastened by the non-
participation of +hs United 3tates.

The United 3tates did varticipate, however, in atte-nnts between the

10 11 and establish a work-

12

two orld Jars to linit ermaments,” outlaw war,

SRt lh B i

able machaniam for the neaceful settlement of disputes between nations,

In fact, the conscientiousness witn which the Unit:J 3tates pursued her

part of the liaval Jisarmement Agreements was reminiscent of th2 idealism
(if not the impracticality) of Wilson. lileithzr thess atte.pts, nor the
League of Nations itself, however, werz successful in preventing the de-
bdcle of World Jar II.

n apite of the isolationist warnings of svch people as the Lindbergs,
tne U, 3. agzain b:ceme involved in a world wer. After rearl Harbor, the

American people were virtuelly united in their determination to see the

war through to a successful conclusion,

BT S, (8 e S

Following tne 3econd Worl: War, the United States, although hurried-

ly demobilized, did not egain retrest into an isolationist shell. 'We nad

TR TS

learned tiat security is not atteined by turning one's bzc!s on an inaecure

world,

s

U. 3. jolicy insured tnat we would nct arnin reneat the "mistalie” of

6
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non-involvezent in the world crgenization--~successor to the League of
Nations-~-now called the United latlons. By the end of the war, approx-
imately forty "unofficial” groupa of Americans were urging that the U, 3,
participate actively in organizing the world for peace and security.

Zven prominent leaders with isolationist leanings, such as 3enator Arthur
H. Vandenberg of i‘ichigan, spoke out for a positive U. 3, policy of in-
ternational leadership and cooperation., The United States did, indeed,
exert a lsadership role in the establish-ent eand sup»ort of, not only
the United Hations, but the postwar Internetionel Monetery Fund and the
International Bank for Reconstriction end Develooment.

American policy continues to supoort the United Netions as repre-
senting a hope for world psace, in spite of its shortcomings end failures,
and despite the fact that aometimes, certein other nejor menber stotes
do not lend anpropriste financial suprort. A4s a result, there is dis-
proportionate burd:n placed upon the United 3tates., There are groups in
tnis country currently calling for our withdrawal from this organization,

The arshell Plan, "Point 4", and similiar nrograms helped to rebuild
the wer-devaststed economies of Surove end Japan, In fact, netions and
peocles throughout the world locked to A:erice for postwar aid. These
programs representel the most unselfisn anc non-isolationist pclicies of
any netion in nistory--let alone, the history of the United 3tates. (The
su:cess of these interna*ionel progreme is nainfully evident today as,
ironically, these sa:e nations competz--often ruthilessly--with the United
States, not only in tho world markets, but in the dorestic markets of this
country itself). The rewards of "slobalism" have, however, adnittedly

been asagsr,
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It became obvious in this ro3st-war period, however, tnat the United i
Hations alone (for ssveral reesons) could not be counted on to rrovide |
the necessary security and to protect certain arzas of the world from
being swallowed up by ths scectre of world Communisu (at that time led
by tne 3oviet Union). This reslization geve rise in the late forties
and the Jdecade of the fifties to various multilateral and bilateral conl-
lective security arrangements which tozay bind the Unitsd 3tates with
over forty other stat:s in what zight well be termed “entanciing sllisnces,”
or mutual defenase pacts.15 A far cry from the warnings of our ecrly
leaders--but the world environwent was vas{ . s diflerent tian it hed been
in the 1Etn and 19th centuries., 'Who could have foreseen then the worl i-
wide Co.umunist threat?

American militsry policy in tn-se days relied heavily and pri-arily
on the nuclesr capability of the United 3tetes--"mas:ive retuliation” as
it became known during the Eisenhower administration. The tuecry was
that, although our conventional forces wisht be considierel less tian ade-
quate under other circuwstences, no votentinl aggressor woulcd dare to at-
tack ua (or our sllies--thz "nuclear uubrella” extendei to them, as well),
because of our capability to sbiorb a firat strike snd retcliante by de-
vastating such an enemy., This was certainly true, as far ¢s a major con-
frontstion between thz super powers (a third world war) wes councern= .,

Even after we lost our wonovoiy of nuclesr jower, we continued to maintain
a heelthy auperiority ia nuclzar arms, This does n-t hol? true today,

The hereen War, wharz only conventional forces snd weeyons were used,
w23 conaidersd at tho tiuve, to b: a classic exception to the ability of
the dolicy of primary dependence on messive nuclear po.er to dster

8
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aggression. e had, however, stationed 3.zeab.e ground forces (for that
time) in Europe, as a visable demonstration of our supnort for (ATO. Jo
continue to maintain considerable forces tiiere; even though uressures for
their recall mount in this country.

Althougn perhspns unfeirly iabele. an "isolationist" (he mirht more
accurateiy have be-r describe as a "prezmatist™), the late Serator
Robert A. Taft opnosed the stetioning of lar:e nu bers of U, 3, ground
troops in Eurosce in Cefen3es ol LATO. His objection was based on his be-
liel that it woul . tis our lionds and nmirht comnit us to fight a war in

a pisce ani undier coniitions which :i-&t n ¢ be aivantare-us to the

-

United 3t tes. For tinse reasous (urt “icevs: he 09.03e  the _riasci.le

7 collective security--which would nave mede nis an isol tionist), he
votel azoinst tie atls:tic Alliance in the 3enate, His following in
tnis country, alth ugn substuntisl, and prod bly grecter tisa was then
iragined, still a.sarsntly re resente’ the ninority viewpoint,

In the sirties, tho adminisztration <onsluled thet becavi: of the

[O]
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devaastarin: eilec nucle r w2rev,, on friene end foe aiike, these

wszions rignt nevir bs vued in future wars, The meolesy slicid uad not
sraventad nuuerous covveutional anl guovilla-t e YHruanfirs" wars,  Tre
Kennedy adzinistretion resoonded with the volicy of "flexiosl: rzs.onse.”
Under this solicy, it was reasonsd, ths U, 3, sh vld be able to res.cad
to several tyres ol tareats ‘o ler nerionul security--not puttaing all
her ezgs in onz basiret, ca it wers,

Tnen occurred wnat may well be looke ™ back u-on in leter nistories
as the :zost tslliupy tlow to this as*ion's szeurity Losture thet it ha!
ever exparience’, ot only did the Viet lan War drein tne United jtntes

9




in terms of men and materiel, wut it tricreredi a series of roactions in
this country end abrosd which breuzht us to our >resent state ani bodes
only ill for yeers into the future,

The lonzest wor in our history and, depending uoon one's nerception,
the first one A erice hzs ever lost, Viet llem caused a backlash in this
country which is still beinr felt today. Americons are impatient people.
Many do nct understeni the "political war" with its cften indecisive con-
clusicn. The strate-y of "graduel response" which was exrploved in Viet
w81 was felt by many ‘o have prolonged the wrr unnecessarily, Further-
more, our vurnoses for being there were not clearlv understood, nor sup-
portei hy mary (often vzry vocal) elements of our citizenry,

The sun totel of these renctions, or uressures, evolving out of the

period of our Viet ls: involvement (differinc in rationale end motivation--

fro. each other ani fro- the hist-rical noit) may be looselv lumped to-
getiier 83 an erer-in- neo-isolationist tendency in tolay's society, Per-
haps not yet the sredorinent mood, it is, nevartheless, one which aovesrs
to be gaining strength., It is 8 mood which 13 being reflectel on some-
times subtle, sometives obvious, woys in our m,iitsry and foreirm nolicies,
It is 8 wood which minimizes the threet of worli Com-unigm ("...the very
success of tha »olicy of containment temnpers the modern view of the 'en-
emy'"14) an: stresses the "vital domestic needs" of our snciety (the "but-
ter vs. guus" argument).

While it i3 difficult to peneralize, today's neo-isolationist< differ
in ssverel imnortont ways from their isolationist predecessors, In the
firat pisce, they ars often foun’ at the libersl end of 4the politicsl
spectrun; while isolationists of forrer days weve often classed as

10
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censervatives--a strange ideological flip-flop. In addition, they are of-
ten oriented and svmnathetic to the non-military needs of other areas of
the world, They are, by and larre, unier thirty, idealistic, and (the
pregmstic military-oriented wind would eay) imoracticel--even naive, 3y
and large, they are not nationalistic nor patrioric--certainly not "Amer-
ica Firsters" or advocet2s of "My country, rigint or wrong." They see
rany things wrong with the Acerican society--consilering it to be a "sick"
aociety, but one wnich should be "saved," or "greened.”

Tre eff'ecta of this neo-isolationiast mood on military policy is, how-
ever, similiar to t:e effects of foruer isoletionist thinking: benign,
even hostile, neglact.

The militrry in general--of nscessity mainteining a high and visable
profile-=has suffered in r2cent ye:rs in the eyes of so e sectors of nub-
lic opinion, a3 a backlash of tne Viet Nam var. The disillusionzent en-
genldered by the conflict found vent in aa anti-militery atirosphiere, vhile
this feeling may have crasted, it i still »nrominent, !Many Arericans vere,
and are, unable to s8e the distinction Hetween the formulatios of foreign
and m:litary policy on the one hend (done by the civilian political lead-
ers as influenced through the democretic process), and the exscution of
it on the other (done by the military). .Jespite the built-in srotections
against the "militery" crossing this line (e.g., the "ten year rule" for
ths Jecretery of Jefense and the civilian service secrstaries), many
Americans perceived he milit.ry (or more often, the Miilitary-Industrial
Complex") as the perpe* ~+ars of the Viet iem "fiesco." For the first
time since the 3econd World Yer, the United St:tes wes, by 1972, spending
more in the domestic sector than it was on national security.

11
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All of this, ageinst tue backdrop of the iucreasiny cepsbilities of
our potential enemies, criaztes & very bleek pictur: for the future of our
national security, ouringz the decece of the sixties, enl into the seven-
ties, while pr:ioccupicd with Joutheest Asia, the United 3t-tes has allowed
the 3oviet Unien to catch up arnd surpesss it in almost every area of mil-
itery capacity, incluuing nuclear ldefensive poasture,

The Nixon woctrine, osroaulgsted prior to the conclusion of the Viet
haw conflict, rerked a turning back from whst meny considered to have
besn a high water mar%--perhaps an over-extension--o: U, 3, comznitzents
around tne werld., It wes an attempt to more realistically assess our
comzitments in rsletion to our vanabilities (andi/or our resolve), and
to preclude the United 3tetes from becoming involv-d (in the sense that
it was in Viet llam) except where our ne-ionsl interests clesrly dictated,
True, we will honor cur current treaty co.mit :ents; but, we will rely
more heevily on our sllies for e cr.eter snare in tneir own delenses and
on the more industrislized of our sllies for a griater share of ‘ue coz-
mon defense,

#hile the lvixuon Joctrine cannot be called & retrest to isoletionisr,
there ie no question that it is a backing off from a quarter of & century
of globelism., Tie role of the United JStutes es the "world's Foliceman”
is veiug shelved, The iiixon Doctrine wight be sa1l to be e movezent in
the directicn of what the late 3enastor Robert A. Taft described nae the
polic of the "Pree hand."l5

Aft>r the Korean dar, t e United 3tetzs continuzi the draft in
peacetims to meintain the necessary nanjover levels required by nationel
security. Universal military training was considered uunccesiary and

12
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too expensive; nowever, no completely ecuitable systeu wn3 evolve:, des-
pite exueriaentetion with aeveral variations, Op-osition to the draft
becare increesingly vocal and overt during tie Viet lam conflict. Per-
hapa auccumbing to the pressures of nz2o-isolationism, and recognizin
the ingvitable, the Nixon Administration pronosed an all-volunteer force,
This systsm, presently in ita early st:ges, has yet to prove its effect-
iveness, and Congress has been slow to aprropriate sufficient funds to
make tne service appesling to large nu-bers of our youth., It is quest-
ionable, in any event, that Congrevs would nave renewed the draft auth-
ority beyond 1972.

3everal attexpts by the Congreas in recent years to limit the sow-
ers of the rresidant in the area of foreign and military nolicy, culmin-
ated in the War Fowera Act of 1975. 'hile not as restrictive in actusl-
ity as it was sywbolically, the significence of this law lies in the fact
that Congress mustered suificient votes at this »oint in history to over-
ride a Fresidential veto (anu tnet, as my stulents of governuzent will
tell you, required a two-thirds vote of both Houses)., The Legislative
Brench served notice thereby to the Bxecutive, in effect, that it intends
to exercise its Constitutional »rerngatives in the arsas of foreign and
military -'olicy more aggresaively in the years ahecd, The atmosphere of
vatergate may nave contributed goewhat to this; however, it is felt thet
tie surge of neo-isoletionism was the principle caus:l factor,

The current atiosphere of detente with the Joviet !'nion and the nor-
rmalizatiou of relations with® the CPR, whilz: vroviiing great hove (parti-
cularly to the neo-isolaticnii.a), can be dec:ivinz, It woull be unfor-

tunete indeed, if these noble ¢fforts were allowed to lull us into a
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false sense of s2curity, The SALTlé tallzs sroceed; althouzn, the results
are not as drametic as hed besn hopea for at this point in time, The
MBFR'! talks may be similiarly endangered. For the United Stctes no
longer deals from strength (at lesst the -~reponderent strensth of a decade
ago). Tze Soviet Union, sensing the current mocd in this country, may
drag her feet. Tive will be on her side, As the military or oth:r pcten-
tiel balance continues to shift in her favor, who can »nredict what ad-
venturecs she zay now risk, which before had been rulel out as valid alter-
native courses nf action by our nucleer 3unsrioraty? As the “resident's
Blue Ribbon Jefense i=ne! hes sc succinctly nut it, "The roel to Leace hos
never been through ap escc ent, unileterel :iserma ent, or ne-otiation
fror: wenknecs, The entire recorded nistory of maukind i3 Hreciselw to the
contrery, Among the great netionas, only the strong :3urvive."lla

Mr, James Johnscn hes eaid, "T.ue centr:l issue “or the neo-isnlation-
ists is the use of A eric-n nilitary power."l? The new isclotionists lo
not understind-~or concur in--*-: truisu that, "ower, like justize, has
to be seen to exist."eo Furthoroire, t7o ‘eterminetion to use its power
to further its national interests is o rougily —essuraslc cu et of that
~tate's powzr (the crecitabilitv of vower), v neo-is-lstionists, on
the other hing, fer frow being reedy, willineg, anl eble te use reat sow-
ar, tear to be 2 olepgstig avput it

wilitary policy must be jsrejared in a dexocracy to ada t to tha will

)

of thz pec-le a4 =it rosael tarougn tasir e anc ap ointe! olficials,

%

2cte

§out

If the current of neo-isolutionis. c-nnot b: checked, militrry rolicy must
be prapared, avong otier thing-. *+4 operate witin 3:vore hicelar - con-
str.ctions into the foreseee®:is futurs, ",..Literuily no interneticunl
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crisis or thraat to nationsl sscurity coul. seerate supoort for delense
aypropriations a* the (FY 1970) level,"21 hy ine neo-isoletionists,
Priorities must be establishe’ as tley have ant held to be done Jor eny
a year. Our military forcer must bz2core "lean and meun." Je must be nre-
parel 1o sacrifics cert~in sapects of ihe delerse prograr which harstol-re
say have deel consilerel to b2 "sacred cows." If the grodvel retreast frou
fclobaliam” continues in the years ages ., we con auticipzte that the
world-wide missions :iven our ar ed forces will corrssiondingly dimirish,
yhatever tlese missinas may be, our arted forces nmust, as the instrument
of our vital metionel szcurity, be osresere. to mazt ther,
iieo~isolationists night do well to jsonder 3ome additionsl words of
tivo of the lealers of vur early hiastory, wiose abdove-cited quotations
were used as justifications for a policy of isolationism: George
i@shington: "IQ we desire to secure » ace, it st be vown that we
are at all times ready for war,"22; Thoues Jefferson: "Aternal vigil-

1

ance is the price of liberty."25 Fresident Uixon brings these words in
to contemporary apnlicability: "Paace requires str-ngth., 30 lons as

there are those wno would threaten our vital interests and thrse of our
gllies witn militsry force, we muat be stroay, A sricen weslness could

!
te: t woull-be &, pressors tn wale don erous miscelculations,e?

ﬁ/m
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