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years, A
dam

 Y
arm

olinsky, the 
brilliant and aggressi'ely liberal aide,  
to D

efense Secretary M
cN

am
ara, w

as 
a favorite target of W

ashington con-: 
servatives. N

ow
 he is about to receive' 

fusillades:from
 another direction. H

e 
has produced a study of the A

m
er-, 

ican m
ilitary establishm

ent—
one so 

inform
ed and incisive that it is cer-

tain to w
in w

ide attention—
w

hich vi-
olates a cherished attitude of the left., 
H

e w
rites of the m

ilitary establish-, 
m

ent. not as a m
onolithic, inherently 

evil conspiracy against the public in 
terest but as a m

ultifaceted institu-, 
tion, quite capable of good and bad, 
developing in w

ays determ
ined by a 

tangle of circum
stances. 

T
h
e b

o
o
k
 em

p
h
asizes th

at th
e 

arm
ed foices, by design and other-

w
ise, have done their ow

n kind of so-
cial reform

ing. T
hey have been w

ell 
ahead of the nation in integrating 
w

hites and blacks, and have provid-
ed the job training, the health care  

and the psychological breakthroughs 
w

hich perm
itted m

illions, w
hite and 

black, to gain greater incom
e and 

status w
hen they returned to civilian 

life. A
nd all the w

hile the m
ilitary 

has burgeoned in size and pow
er, it 

has been undergoing a m
arked if er-

ratic civilianization, w
hether in the 

nature of the instruction at the acad-
em

ies or in the type of m
en influenc-

ing Pentagon decisions. 

Y
arm

olinsky yields to no one in his 
fear of the gigantic arm

s estab-
lishm

ent, and he details its perm
ea-

tion of A
m

erican life all the w
ay dow

a 
to florists w

ho take in $6,000 a year 
for decorating battle m

onum
ents. H

it 
descriptions of the m

ilitary role in 
m

aking foreign policy and the sw
eet-

heart relationship of the P
entagon 

and m
any congressm

en are chilling. 
In a particularly som

ber passage, he 
sees a possible "fatal" confrontation 
betw

een a public disenchanted w
ith its 

m
ilitary leaders and an inw

ard-look-
ing Pentagon. B

ut, constantly avoid-
ing any easy devil theory about the 
arm

s establishm
ent, he keeps asking, 

in a low
-keyed, clinical w

ay, just how
 

did all this com
e to be? H

ow
 can the 

dangers be lessened? 

A
dam

 Y
arm

olinsky,.' 

H
e explains w

hat has happened by 
considerations ranging through the 
special nature of the cold w

ar, the de-
m

ands of m
odern w

eaponry •and the 
structure and habits of the U

nited 
States governm

ent. H
is recom

m
enda-

tions are also of varied types, perhaps 
the m

ost prom
ising being the sugges-

tion of a joint congressional com
m

it-
tee on the m

ilitary constructed to 
m

ake it a w
atchdog over the P

enta-
gon rather than • a poodle for it. A

t 
tim

es both the analysis and the rec-
onunendations are less persuasive be-
cause of Y

arm
olinsky's som

ew
hat 

m
echanistic handling of social trends; 

at his best, he is dealing w
ith m

atters 
touching so m

any interests and em
o-

tions that he is likely to provoke ir-
ritated dissents from

 alm
ost any read-

er. Y
et it is difficult to gainsay his 

central point. 
Y

arm
olinsky locates the root of 

the problem
 in the A

m
erican people  

them
selves. O

ver the decades they 
have show

n a persistent am
bivalence, 

never really liking an arm
s establish-

m
ent and shying aw

ay from
 serious 

bother w
ith it, yet standing in a cer-

tain aw
e of the m

ilitary and accept-
ing its doctrine that it has first claim

 
on the national resources w

henever it 
cries peril. T

hey have w
anted the arm

s 
establishm

ent off their backs but have 
been m

ore than w
illing to take its eco-

nom
ic rew

ards. D
uring recent years, 

a diSsidence has developed, m
uch of 

w
hich talks rom

antic notions of a 
"peace" A

m
erica, as if a substantial 

m
ilitary establishm

ent w
ere not here 

to stay, or speaks of controlling it in 
a haze of m

oralistic oversim
plifica-

tion. A
ll along, few

 A
m

ericans have 
show

n a readiness for the exacting 
thinking necessary really to put the 
m

ilitary in its place, w
hich w

ould seek 
som

e coherent, broadly acceptable 
program

 of w
hat the nation actually 

aim
s to achieve at hom

e and abroad, 
brush aside the allegedly prior claim

s 
of the m

ilitary and fit the arm
ed forces 

—
not to speak of the rest of us—

into 
these larger purposes. 

In the last analysis, as Y
arm

olinsky 
puts it, "the A

inerican people get the 
kind of m

ilitary establishm
ent they 

deserve." 

by E
ric F

. G
oldm

an 

M
r. G

oldm
an, a historian and W

hite 
H

ouse consultant (1963-66), w
rote T

he 
T

ragedy of L
yndon Johnson. 
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