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NONMILITARY AND NONECONOMIC ASPECTS OF THE 
WORLD CRISIS

TUESD AY, SE PT EM BER  25 , 19 62

H o u se  of  R e pr e se n t a t iv e s ,
C o m m it tee  on  F o reig n  A ffa ir s ,

S ubcom m it te e on  I n tern a tio n a l
O rganiz ati ons an d M ov em en ts,

Washington, D.C.
The subcommittee met at 10:30 a.m. in room P-58, U.S. Capitol, 

Hon. Dante  B. Fascell (chairman of the  subcommittee) presiding.
Mr. F a sc ell . The subcommittee  will come to order.
We are meeting this morning to receive a report from Dean Ernest 

S. Griffith, of the  School of In terna tional Service, the American Uni­
versity, on a series of discussions which were sponsored by his school 
during the 1961-62 academic year. The discussions centered on the 
nonmilitary and noneconomic aspects of the world crisis.

Together with other  Members of Congress, diplomats, educators, 
and public officials, I had the privilege of partic ipating in those dis­
cussions. I admit th at  I found the experience stimulating . The 
issues which we discussed can be summarized in one simple question: 
“How do we win the nonmilitary contest with communism?”

This is a vital question for our generation and I hope tha t we will 
find an answer to it. This morning’s meeting—and the hearings 
which I hope to hold in the future—will be devoted to the pursu it of 
that answer.

Dean Griffith, we are happy to welcome you this morning. I would 
suggest tha t, for the purpose of the record, you first give us the 
background of the discussions over which you presided, and then 
provide us with the list of participants as well as with a sta tement of 
conclusions reached at the end of the series. Prior to tha t, if you 
will forgive me, I would like to ask Congressman Barry if he lias anv 
comments at this time?

Mr. B a rry . Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Dean Griffith, this is a 
very propitious occasion tha t brings us together, and I hope that 
through  these hearings we will be able to record publicly some of the 
information that was divulged at  the  meetings which we had with you, 
and the constructive  thoug ht tha t came for th from those meetings.

I would concur with the chairman tha t this should be only the 
beginning of the search for methods to find a peaceful way to combat 
the Communists.

Dean G r if fit h . Mr. Congressman, you and Congressman Barry 
and others of this committee were among the most valued partic ipants 
in this series. The background is twofold. One is the world view 
and the o ther is the immediate occasion tha t sparked the meetings.
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For many years the free world has seemed not to speak with the 
authent ic, united, and impelling voice necessary to  win the  battle  for 
the minds of men. Opinions differ as to the reasons. The crisis of a 
liquidating  colonialism, our consciousness of the gulf between our own 
ideals and their practice, divided opinion as to the best foundations 
for the economic order, have all played at least some part . The 
achievements of our Judeo-Christian tradition, the strengths  of 
freedom and pluralism, the rise in standards of living and the enrich­
ment of this living, seem somehow to call for an articula tion and a 
dramat ization much stronger and clearer than  th at which has hitherto 
been forthcoming.

We were fortunate, Mr. Congressman, in having attached to our 
universi ty for a year and a half the man who has been called the 
“conscience of the free world,” the Honorable Charles Malik, formerly 
President of the United Nations Assembly, a philosopher of s tatu re 
and a world s tatesman.

Professor Malik had thought deeply about these things from his 
vantage point in the Middle East. He had been troubled tha t the 
voice of the free world had  not come through in an incisive and com­
manding fashion. His coming here seemed to some of us to be the 
occasion to bring together the men in our  own country , the s tatesmen 
from both  branches of th e Government who were also thinking about 
this problem.

So the School of Internatio nal Service at the American University 
sponsored a series of dinners. They were off the record as far as the  
attr ibut ion of any views to any individual was concerned.

I have here the summary of the  findings of those dinners, which I 
have the honor to present to you. Present were Assistant Secretaries 
of State, members of the Foreign Relations and Foreign Affairs 
Committees of the Congress, Assistant Secretary of Commerce in 
charge of International Affairs, and many other  men from the Govern­
ment who bear the day-to-day responsibility. These men have felt 
the impact of this difficulty in making our way of life come through in 
a fashion tha t will prove magnetic to  the millions of new peoples who 
are rising to a nat ional consciousness and who are looking for a clear 
voice and a creed which will correspond to their aspirations.

This is why I present this to you as partic ipants  in these discussions.
Mr. Fascell. Dean, you have a list of all of the participants, do 

you not?
Dean Griffith . The part icipant list is furnished here.
Mr. Fascell. Without objection, we will submit this list for the 

record.
(The list of partic ipants  follows:)
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L is t  o f  P a r t ic ip a n t s  in  “ D is c u ssio n s  o f  t h e  N o n m il it a r y  a nd  N o n ec o n o m ic  
A spe c ts  o f  t h e  W or ld  C r is is ,”  School o f  I n t e r n a t io n a l  Se r v ic e , t h e  
A m er ic a n  U n iv e r sit y

[The listing of a person herein carries with  it no implication of his app rov al or 
disapproval of t he  s tat em ent of conclusions, which appears below in the record 
of th e hearings, either in th e enti rety or in its indiv idual  sta tem ent s. The list­
ing is designed solely to indicate  the  level of t he  p art icipan ts in the  discussions 
which preceded  a nd formed the  basis for the  document]

Adair, E. Ross___________
Barry , Rober t R __________
Broomfield, William S_____
Burnstan, Rowland_______

Caldwell, Oliver__________

Cleveland, Har lan________

Cabo t, John M___________
Carlson, Fr an k___________
Denney,  George__________
Fascell, Da nte  B _________
Fisher, Ad rian___________

Fitzgerald , D. A__________

Good, Rob er t____________
Griffith, Ernest S_________

Griswold, Gen. Francis H._
Henderson, Loy W _______

Hoskins , Ha lfo rd_________

Hickenlooper, Bourke B___
Hall, Joh n A_____________

Hays, Brooks____________
Hyde , He nry  V__________

Jud d, Walter  H __________
Johnson, U. Alexis________

Lindsay, Michael F. (Lord 
Lindsay of B irker).

Lodge, George C__________
Malik, Char les H _________

Meyer,  Armin H _________
Morgan, George A________

Ross, Michael____________
Strom, Carl______________

Savage, Ca rlton___________
Scriven, L. E ____________

Sparkman, Jo hn __________
Tubby, Roger____________
Valeo, Francis____________
Wells, Algie A____________

Wriggins, Ho wa rd________

Represe ntat ive.
Do.
Do.

Form erly Ass istan t Secretary  of Commerce for 
Intern ational Affairs.

Ass istant Commissioner, Depar tment  of Hea lth, 
Educatio n, and Welfare.

Ass istant Secretary  of Sta te for In ter na tio na l Or­
ganizatio n Affairs.

Ambassador,  American Embassy in Warsaw . 
Senator.
Staff, Foreign  Rela tions  Committee, U.S. Senate . 
Representat ive.
U.S. Disarmame nt Adm inist ratio n, De partm ent of 

Sta te.
Deput y Director  of Opera tions, Agency for Inter ­

nat ional Development.
Research and  Analysis , Depar tment  of Sta te.
Dean , School of In ternat ion al Service, th e American 

University .
Com manda nt, National War  College.
Professor, the  American University ; formerly  

Deputy Under Secretary  of Stat e.
Senior special ist, internatio nal  relations, Library  of 

Congress.
Sena tor.
Chief, Intern ational Affairs Division, Atomic En­

ergy Commission.
Assistant to the  President .
Director,  Division of Inte rna tional  Medical Edu ca­

tion,  Association of American Medica l Colleges.
Representative.
Deput y Under Secretary  of Sta te for Politica l 

Affairs.
Professor , the  American Unive rsity .

Form erly  Ass istan t Secretary  of Labor.
Professor, the  American University , form er Presi­

den t of the  Genera l Assembly of the United 
Nations.

Ambassador, American Embassy  in  Bei rut.
Director,  Foreign Service Insti tut e, De partm ent of 

Sta te.
AFL -CIO.
Form erly  Director, Foreign Service In sti tu te , De­

pa rtm en t of S tate.
Policy  Plan ning Board,  Depar tment  of S tate. 
International Business Operat ions, De partm en t of 

Commerce.
Senator.
Ass istan t Secretary  of Sta te for Public Affairs. 
Ass istan t to the  major ity  leader, U.S. Senate. 
Director, Division of Intern ational Affairs, Atomic 

Energy Commission.
Policy Planning Board , De partm ent of Sta te.
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Mr. B arry. You previously sent this to us and I remember re­
ceiving it a little while back.

Dean Griffith. Yes; there are minor changes suggested by certain 
of the participants which have been incorporated in the final copy.

Mr. Fascell. Without objection the analysis is admit ted to the 
record.

(The document referred to follows:)
I m ag es  and  I dea ls  in  t h e  W orl d  Str u g g l e— A n A nalysi s

America is at her day of destiny.
The time for improvisation is running out; the time has come for which only a 

sustained national purpose will be adequate. We have been a people th at knows 
what it does not want; we confront a world that knows what it does want. This 
is not good enough. Are we capable of a sense of mission. We believe so.

The surface aspects of the world crisis are clear. We and our closest asso­
ciates of Western Europe, Japan, and elsewhere are strong and growing stronger 
economically; we are strong militari ly, though relat ively not as much so as 
formerly; we are sufficiently satisfied with our democratic forms of government 
to allow opposition its prerogative of criticism. We have liberated the diverse 
areas all over the world for which we have been politically responsible without 
over much transitional chaos and with a gratifying amount of subsequent good 
will.

Over against this the Soviet Union is also gaining strength; and in spite of its 
suppression of liberties and internal stresses and strains, it is at least for the time 
being proving itself a viable society. Communist China is the great enigma, 
clearly unstable, but with alternat ives not immediately obvious. The captive 
countries of the Soviet bloc are biding their time, thankful for a certain measure 
of lessened tension, but with their internal order maintained by party oligarchy 
sustained in the last analysis by the power of Russia and China.

Everywhere this Communist bloc challenges the free world, courting the merg­
ing nations, subverting where it can, threatening where it cannot subvert. We 
on our part remain for the most part apostles of “ containment,”  confining our­
selves to defense, rarely if at all infiltrating our enemy. Yet  we must not under­
rate the long-range effect of our higher standard of living and our freedoms as 
factors themselves subversive of the enemy.

It is likewise clear that  in such a world the outcome of worldwide instabilities 
will be the critical and probably decisive factor. The core of the NA TO  group 
and Russia herself are the only exceptions to such instability. Even nations such 
as I taly,  France, and Japan have large sectors not completely committed to their 
contemporary freedom and democratic institutions. This means that  less than 
one-quarter of the world’s population can claim any real stability.

Points of serious crisis vary  almost from day to day. Some— such as Berlin 
and northern India— are along borders. Others have leaped over borders and 
range widely in Asia, Africa, and Latin America.

We of America are fairly well educated as regards military aspects of the crisis—  
its balance of terror, the role of alliance, the military in the developing nations, 
hopefully strong enough to be stabilizing factors domestically, even at the risk 
of frequent military dictatorships.

We are also approaching a measure of maturity in our economic policies. 
Clearly, we must import, if we would export; clearly the affluent society must 
continue its internal dynamism; clearly, our aid to other nations must build for 
a longer span of time than year by year; and, clearly, such nations must generate 
their own leadership and act responsibly if satisfactory development is to take 
place. Their pattern of economic organization, however, is much less certain 
and therein lies a substantial sector of our uncertainty as to the future.

It is this future that raises questions, and the economic sector is but one part 
of the larger pattern of uncertainty. What sort of a world will the future hold 
politically, psychologically, socially, spiritually , as well as, or even more than, 
economically? Doubts seem not to trouble the Communist mind. On the other 
hand, we of the free world have become introspective and self-critical, where we 
are not complacent or defensive. The old rallying cries do not stir much beyond 
resentment. Such is no mood in which to win the future.



NONMILITARY AND NONECONOMIC ASPECTS OF WORLD CRISIS  5

T H E  N A T U R E O F CH AN G E 

We m ust  prob e mo re  de ep ly .
In  th is  pr ob e,  th e for ces of  ch an ge  ar e th e ke y to  under st an din g, and  th e  

decis ion s m ad e by  thes e pe op les  in l l u x  as  to  w hat  th ey  w an t to  b ec om e will in al l 
pro ba bi li ty  pr ov ide th e de cis ive for ce.  Th is wil l no t ne ce ssar ily  be th e way  o f 
life th a t we kno w.  On th e o th er ha nd , it  ce rt ai nly  ne ed  not be th e C om m unis t 
way . The  di re ct io n a peop le is tr av el in g is more im port an t th an  th e s it ua ti on  
a t an y give n m om en t. Wil l we rea liz e ou r po te n ti a l and our ob liga tion  a t th is  
cr it ic al  mom en t?

Per ha ps  one sh ou ld  s ta r t w ith  th e obs er va tio n th a t few  of  th e w or ld ’s pe op le s 
ha ve  a sa tis fy ing way  of life . W ith some th is  dis sa tisf ac tion  is th e  byp ro duct 
of th e in tros pe ct iv e moo d— a sens e th a t va lues  ha ve  someh ow  be en  lost.  W ith  
othe rs , it  is th e da wning  ap pre ci at io n  th a t th e men ia l and de gr ad in g st a tu s  of  
th ei r past  a nd  p re se nt  n ee d no t be  a cc ep ted.  W ith thos e be hi nd  th e Ir on C urt a in  
th er e is re se nt m en t an d cy nici sm  th a t th e wor ld  as  th ey  fin d it is not th e w or ld  
th ey  ha ve  be en  prom ise d.

In  su ch  a co nfus ed  an d co ntr ad ic to ry  wor ld  a be wild er ing var ie ty  of ch an ne ls  
of ex pres sio n co mpe te . A fl ig ht  to  se cu ri ty  and a ch al leng e to  ad ventu re  ar e  
a lt er nat iv es . So als o ar e re se ntm ents  ag ai nst  th e  po wer fu l an d as pi ra tion s to  
ad va nc e.  Lea de rshi p ca n go ei th er  t o  th os e wh o cr ea te  ps yc ho logica lly  s at is fy in g 
sc ap eg oa ts  a t ho me or  abro ad  or to  th os e wh o ca ll fo r cl ea r and const ru ct iv e 
in te rn al eff or t.

Pa ss iv e ac ce pt an ce  of th e  s ta tu s  qu o is th e  one co ur se  which  is ru le d ou t.  
Ther e is em erging  a kin d of re vo lu tion fo r se lfh oo d am on g th e  pr ev io us ly  di sin­
he ri te d.  W ha t const itu te s th e  ba sic da ng er  is th is  co m bi na tion  of as pi ra tion  and  
fr ust ra ti on  in si tu at io ns in  whi ch  ex pe ct at io ns  fo r re co gn iti on  an d ris ing livin g 
st andard s ei th er  exceed  a n a ti o n ’s p ote nti al  or  ca ll for  in di vi du al  and /o r co llec tive  
ef fo rt no t re ad ily fo rthc om in g.

We see  th e  ex pres sio n of th es e di lemm as  in ne w-fo un d in te nse  nat io nal is m s 
which  br in g in th ei r tr a in  ch ar is m atic le ad er sh ip s,  be  th ey  de mag og s or  mes sia hs . 
We see  th e  ex pres sio n in  as pir at io ns for  ra ci al  eq ua li ty , in th e  as so ciat io n of  
co loniali sm  on ly  w ith  th e  ru le  of w hi te  ov er  co lor ; in th e  so m et im es  p a th e ti c  
se ar ch  for  el em en ts  in a peo pl e’s his to ry  which  wil l giv e th em  se lf -res pe ct  of a  
gi ga nt ic  sca le.  Thi s la st  is a ke y to  muc h of Rus sian  be ha vi or  to day  as it  is to  
th e  m yth s of Af ric an  gra ndeu r in da ys  past  or  se ar ch  fo r “ negri tu de”  as a co ntr i­
bution  to  th e ci vi liz at io n of th e  fu tu re . In te rn al re dis tr ib ution  of powe r, as  in  
Cub a,  is of te n a fu rt her ex pres sio n.  Fo re ig n ow ne rshi p of ex tr ac tive in dust ri es  
is ca lle d neocolo niali sm . T her e ar e bui lt -in nat io nal is ti c re si st an ce s to  th e  im it a­
tion  of in st it u ti ons of o th er  na tion s.  In de pe nd en ce  by  itse lf  is no t en ou gh ; a  
vi ab le  econ om y,  a vi ab le  so ci et y,  a sen se  of nat io nal  sig nif ica nce, w ith  part ic ip a­
ti on  in th e wo rld  of th e  fu tu re  ar e co lle cti ve  el em en ts  wh ich  ar e es se nt ia l to  in di­
vi du al ly  sa tisf yi ng  an d ra ti onal live s. W ithout th e  la tt e r,  th ere  is no  s ta b il it y ; 
w ithout st ab il it y , th e  wor ld  ha s no t ac hi ev ed  it s new sy nt he si s.

Whil e th e  vi ab le  a lt ern ati ves pre se ntly av ai la bl e see m to  be th e  W es te rn  and  
th e  Com m un is t pa tt e rn s,  on e m ust  ne ve r lose si gh t of th e  po ss ib il ity of fu rt h er 
al te rn at iv es . A no th er  way  of  st a ti ng  th is  is to  su gg es t th a t on ly  ce rt ai n part s o f 
ou r co nt em po ra ry  so ci ety m ay  be  iden tif ied as  hav in g “ su rv iv al  val ue”  in an  
ev olving  new or de r. Stres s and st ra in  wil l a tt en d  th e  tr ansi ti on  in an y even t,  
bu t su ch  id en ti fica tion  ca n m at er ia lly  ex pe di te  it,  an d m ay  ev en  pr od uc e an  in ­
sp ired  lead er sh ip  to  re du ce  th e  st re ss  an d st ra in  an d to  pr od uc e ac ce pt an ce  of th e  
new elem en ts  w ith ho pe  and  fa ith . Con ve rsely,  unw orthy an d il l- ad ap te d ele ­
m en ts  of co nt em por ar y cult ure  ar e excess  ca rg o;  th ey  sh ou ld  be  je tt is oned .

Pr io r to  ou r se ar ch  fo r th ese  el em en ts  le t us  a tt e m p t a so m ew ha t ea sier  ta sk —  
to  ta k e  no te  of th e st re ng th s and  we ak ne sses  of  co mm un ism and of ou rselve s in  
th e ex is tin g si tu at io n.

co m m u n is m ’s STREN G TH S AND W E A K N E S SE S

Com m un ism know s, or  a t le ast  see ms  to kn ow , w hat  it  w ants ; its  st ea dy ga in s 
hav e ye t to  be ar re st ed ; it  ha s po wer ; it  off ers  a spec ious  th ough  ap pea ling 
ex pla na tion  to  th e ma sses  w ith  gr ieva nc es , as  to  th e reas on s for  th e ir  unfa ir  an d  
fr u st ra te d  lo t. I t ch an ne ls  th eir  re se ntm ents  ag ai nst  th ose  pr ev io us ly  in po wer , 
ex po sing  in eq ui ties  and  fr ust ra ti on , ra ci al  and econ om ic.  H atr ed  is tu rn ed  in to  
po li tica l ch an ne ls ; st re e t m ob s an d gu er ri lla s ar e th e in st ru m ents  th er eo f.  
E xp lo it at io n of na tion al is m  ag ai nst  “en em ie s” al lie d w ith  th e W es t is a  tr a n s­
p are n t de vice  to  wea ke n th e  la tt e r an d ga in  fr iend s for  its el f in  in te rn ati onal

90185—0 2------Q.
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ci rc les . As for  th e  da y of “ ta keo ver, ” it  ca n af fo rd  to wai t. Mea nw hi le  th e  
in te ll ec tu al s ar e so ften ed  by  a  v ision  of  a  “ ne ve r-ne ve r la nd” , of  a  cla ssless  soc ie ty , 
in  which  th ey  ar e a t long  l as t to be  t h e  de se rv in g lead er s. No in hi bi tion s re st ra in  
th e  bl ac ke ni ng  di st or tion of th e im ag e of th e W es t in ge ne ra l an d th e U ni te d 
S ta te s in par ti cu la r.  F in al ly  co m m un ism  offers part ic ip ati on  in a wor ld  mo ve­
m en t wh ich  giv es a sen se  of  sig nific an ce  and be long ing to it s de vo tees . He nc e 
a t  one tim e it  ap pe al s to  re se ntm en ts , de sir e fo r se cu ri ty , an d th e  se ar ch  fo r 
re co gn iti on .

The  wea kn esses of co mmun ism ar e m os t appare n t when pra ct ic e is co m pa re d 
w ith  prom ise . I t  ha s lo st  si gh t of it s id ea l goals  as  it  fu rio us ly  pu rs ue s it s su b­
ve rs iv e mea ns . R es en tm en ts  in th e  lo ng  ru n ar e not en ou gh  to  bu ild  a vi ab le  
so ci ety.  Pe riod ic  pu rges , ev en  in  th e  pos th um ous  do w ng ra di ng  o f St al in , ca nnot  
inde fini te ly  pr ov id e en ou gh  sc ap eg oa ts  fo r di ss at is fie d an d fr u st ra te d  lives.  
E xt er na l en em ies will  se rv e on ly  so fa r.  Zones  ba nn ed  to  th ough t arou se  c ur io si ty  
an d  sk ep tic ism s no t on ly  in  yout h. T he st arv in g  Chine se  mi llio ns ca nno t liv e 
on  pad de d st a ti st ic s.  The  at hei sm  of  co m m un ism  ou tr ag es  one of th e de ep es t 
side s of hu m an  nat ure . The  bure aucra ti c  ce ntr al is m  of  th e So viet Un ion is fa r 
from  the pr om ised  uto pi a,  ev en  th ough  econ om ic prog re ss  th er eunder is un de ­
ni ab le . St re sses  and  st ra in s be tw ee n it s tw o gi an ts  ca n no  long er  be  co nc ea led.

I t  is su re ly  w or th  no ting  t h a t no  pe op le  ha s ev er  ch osen  co mm un ism by  de mo­
cra ti c pro cesses . In  oth er  w ords , it s al l to o  appare n t de fe ct s;  its  pseu do ec on om ic  
an d  ps eu do ph ilo so ph ical  log ic;  it s do ub le  m or al  st andard , which  ju st if ie d the 
en fo rc ed  cap ti v it y  of H ungar y  and  co nd em ne d th e Amer ican  ac ti v it y  in  be ha lf  
of  a  fre e C uba ; it s re du ct io n of la bor un io ns  to  p a rt y  va ss al s;  it s fo rced  sociali ze d 
ru ra l co lle cti ve s; it s mi sus es and dis to rt io n  of th e co nc ep ts  of pe ac e and  de mo c­
ra cy ; ab ov e all , it s vi ol at io ns  of in div id ual  di gn ity an d it s wi llingness  to em ploy  
any  mea ns  to  a tt a in  an  a lle ge d goal whi ch  tu rn s in to  a  m ira ge  b efore a tt a in m en t—  
th es e ha ve  n o t pa ss ed  un ob se rv ed . B u t th is  is not th e heart  of th e pic tu re . It s  
st re ng th  r em ai ns  th a t of a de di ca te d,  or ga ni ze d m in ori ty  th a t will st op a t no th in g 
to  ob ta in  an d to  ke ep  powe r.

AM ERIC A ’S ST R E N G T H S AND W E A K N E S SE S

Be cause th is  pa oer  is co nc erne d pri m ar ily  w ith  th e U ni ted S ta te s,  it  is w or th  
pro bi ng  th ou ght fu lly an d de ep ly  in to  our we ak ne sse s be fore  tu rn in g  to  ou r 
st re ngth s.

We ha ve  b ee n no t unwi llin g to mak e fa ir ly  su bst an ti al  sac rifi ces , b u t th e pic tu re  
we ha ve  co nv ey ed  in so do ing  is un cl ea r ex ce pt  in  it s an ti -C om m unis t as pe ct s.  
W he re  a  pe op le wa s fo rt un at e enough  to  ha ve  an  en lig ht en ed  grou p in  po wer , we 
he lp ed , bu t we  also he lped  an d are st ill  he lp in g oli ga rchies  co rr upt an d othe rw ise.  
The se  l a tt e r si tu at io ns give th e So viet Union  it s ch an ce  t o  asso ciate its el f w ith  th e 
ex pl oi ted ma sses . G ra nt ed  th e di lemm a,  we m us t st ill  no t be su rp ri se d a t th e 
co nfus ion.  The  new Al liance  fo r Pr og re ss  pro gr am  in  L at in  Amer ica wil l be  
w at ch ed  clo sel y in th is  rega rd . M oreo ve r, we ha ve  chosen  to co mpe te  larg ely 
in  m il itar y an d econom ic te rm s,  in both  sp he re s of wh ich  th e im age of th e So viet 
Union  is a tt a in in g  som e mea su re  of eq uali ty — m at ch in g sc ien tif ic ac hi ev em en t 
and  ra p id it y  of econom ic gr ow th  w ith  our  ea rli er  nu clea r pr ep on de ra nc e an d fa r 
hi gh er  st andard  of  liv ing .

Equ al ly  se rio us  ar e th e un love ly  el em en ts  in ou r na tional  life . Th ese do no t 
ne ed  th e aid th e So viet Un ion lend s to  m ak e them se lv es  kn ow n.  Our  pr es s an d 
mov ies, ov er se a ad ve rt is in g,  radio an d te le vi sion  ta ke  ca re  of  th is . So do m an y 
Amer ican s ov er se as —lu xu ry -lo ving , b la ta n t,  un di sc ip lin ed , an d m or al ly  lax . 
O ur  gre at es t li te ra tu re  to day  is la rg ely cr it ic al , ev en  to  a pr eo cc up at io n w ith th e 
po rt ra ya l of de ca de nc e.  Ou r pra gm at is m  is ru nn in g ou t an d we of te n ar e ju st  
p la in  bo rin g to  o th er peop les  for  w an t of th ough t.  E th ic al  re la tivi sm  is ra m pant 
and  bree ds  ind ec isi on . We  ar e p ic tu re d  as  m on ey  m ad , m at er ia list ic , cr im e ridd en , 
and  co rr up t. In  part , thes e el em en ts  ar e w hat o th er pe op le w an t to  be lieve  
abou t us be ca us e th eir  ow n se lf- re sp ec t leav es  th em  jealou s of our st re ng th  an d 
hu m il ia te d by  th ei r need for  ou r aid.  We  ou rselv es  hes it at e to  cla im  th e po wer  
of th e  o th er  a nd  b e tt e r side o f o ur  nat io nal  life , fo r fe ar  o f a pp ea ring  s el f-r ighteo us . 
H en ce  we fin d ou rselv es  fa r to o of te n no t m er ely un love d bu t man ifes tin g a way  
of  life  sing ul ar ly  unatt ra cti ve an d un in sp ir in g to  th e  id ea lis ts  an d in te lle ctua ls  
wh o pr ov id e m uc h of  th e lead er sh ip  in  th e  un co m m it te d wo rld . To th es e in te l­
le ct ua ls  in  part ic u la r we ha ve  had  li tt le  ap pe al , fo r few  of  us are  ca pa bl e of  di s­
cu ss ing idea s as  su ch .

A nu m be r of  o th er we aknesse s m ay  be  give n a t le as t pa ss ing m en tion . We 
have  no t succ ee de d as we sh ou ld  ha ve  in  ac hi ev ing reas on ab le  so lidar ity  an d 
m u tu a l conf idence  w ith  ou r all ies . We do  no t use or ga ni ze d la bo r en ou gh  in  ou r
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unoffic ial  in te rn at io nal  conta cts . We cling to  ou tm od ed  in te rn at io nal  lega lit ies , 
in  th e  pr esen ce  of an  ove rr id in g need  fo r id en tif ying  an d as so ciat ing ou rselve s 
w ith  thos e wh ose  as pir at io ns  an d ide als  ar e sim ilar  to  our ow n. We  ha ve  no 
wor ldwide or ga ni za tion  pa ra llel in g th e cells an d cadres  of  th e C om m un is t P art y . 
I t  is de ba ta bl e w he th er  we ca n or shou ld  m ee t th is  by  simila r or ga ni za tion s.  Our  
idea lis m is too so ft.  Our  le ad er sh ip  ha s ye t to  pr ov e its el f ad eq uat e.  W he re  
id ea s ex is t, th ey  ar e of te n ch ao tic.  We  ha ve  too m uc h be en  bu sy bo di es  de al in g 
w ith  th e prob lems of th e m om en t;  an d no t en ou gh  th e  st at es m en  w ith  long -ran ge  
su st ai ned  p lann in g an d pr og ra m s.  We do not ha ve  e no ug h ab le,  de di ca te d pe op le  
fo r th e  jobs  to  be do ne . Our  tr ea tm en t of th e  Ne gro lea ve s us vu ln er ab le . We 
appear de fens ive,  seek ing on ly  to  co nt ai n co mm un ism, no t to  rol l it  ba ck .

Fin al ly , a t le as t unti l re ce ntly , we seem  to  ha ve  lost  ou r sen se  of mi ssi on . 
Thi s is th e  m os t se rio us  lack  of  all , for  th e wor ld  ba dly ne ed s a sen se of st re ng th , 
ad eq ua cy , an d zea l. We  do  no t kn ow  th e ki nd  of so ciety we w an t to  bu ild  a t 
ho me.  Ho w ca n we ha ve  a  se ns e of di re ct io n ab ro ad ? It  is no t en ou gh  to  sa y 
th a t we w an t a plu ra list ic  so ci et y.  We do , bu t w ith in  lim its . The re  m ust  be  
ce rt ai n  gr ea t,  un ify ing,  under ly in g va lues , which  we ca re  abo ut gr ea tly an d ou t of 
which  ca n be su st ai ned  our  mission  to  th e  wo rld . Th ese we do not ap pea r to  
ha ve , or,  a t leas t, few  of us  ar e  su ffi cien tly  co nscio us  of th em  to  re nd er  th em  
art ic u la te  or  to  dra m at iz e th em  w ith  co mpe lli ng  for ce.

On th e  o th er  ha nd , we possess el em en ts  of g re at  st re ngth , in de pe nd en t of any 
st re ng th  th a t is ou rs  be ca us e of  contr as ts  w ith th e we ak ne sses  of co mm un ism. 
C om m un is ts  to  th e  contr ary , it  is clea r to  mo st peoples  th a t we th re a te n  th e 
free do m of no  one. We ar e fr ie ndl y pe op le ; cl ea rly  als o a  co m pa ss io na te  pe op le.  
We ha ve  an  op en  so ci ety,  in whi ch  or ga ni ze d ac ti v it y  fre ely  flo ur ish es  cu ltura l,  
rel ig ious , socia l, econ om ic.  W ere th e  wor ld  not  th re ate ned  by  th e  m on ol ith ic  
dr iv e of  to ta li ta ri an is m , th is  re la xe d so ciety  wo uld  prov e gr ea tly a tt ra c ti ve . We 
ar e en or m ou sly st ro ng  in  o ur  eco no mic  resources, th us const it u ting  a re se rv oi r ou t 
of which  flows an  u np re ce den te d  s tr ea m  o f a id  to  o th er s.  G ov er nm en t by  c on se nt 
of th e  go ve rn ed , th e  ze st  fo r adven tu re  an d th e  to le ra nc e th a t mak es  it  po ss ibl e, 
th e  di sc ip lin e th a t co nq ue rs  n a tu re  by  ob ey ing tr u th —th es e we ha ve  in la rg e 
mea su re . We ha ve  kep t our  fa it h  in lib er ty  th a t in di vi du al s will do  co op era­
tive ly  and fre ely  w hat  th e  C om m un is ts  be lieve  ca n on ly  be do ne  un de r th e lash  
in  a clo sed  so ciety.  Su re ly  our  re lig ious  fa ith may  wel l be ou r gre at es t st re ng th  
of all , w ith it s in di vi du al is m  and  un iv er sa lism ; it s dyn am is m  an d th e  m ag ne tism  
of  th e life it  in sp ire s a t it s bes t.  In  thes e m att ers  we ar e not alo ne . Th e fre e 
na tion s of  W es te rn  Eur op e and  th e  Com m on wea lth  ar e ou r co mpa ni on s in arms, 
in mind,  in sp ir it .

T H E  CH A LLEN G E OF T H E  F U T U R E

I t  is a t th is  po in t th a t we as k th e  qu es tio n,  “ W ha t more m us t we do ?”  The re  
wa s not co m pl ete ag re em en t a t th is  po in t am on g th os e par ti ci pat in g . A few 
wou ld  sa y th a t it  wa s pre su m ptu ous on ou r p a rt  to  do  an y more th an  to  as su re  
o th er pe op le we wo uld co ntinue  our  co op er at io n w ith  th em  in so fa r as  th ey  de si red 
in de pe nd en ce . Bey on d th is , it  was  fo r th em  to  wo rk out th eir  own life in th eir  
ow n wray . N atu ra ll y  we w ante d  a pe ac eful  wor ld ; we w an te d a pr os pe ro us  
wor ld ; an d we wou ld  al w ay s be  ag ai ns t ch an ge  by  for ce, th ough  not ag ai nst  
ch an ge  as  su ch . We  ar e an tico lo nia l an d an ti -im per ia li st . Offi cial ly we ar e 
st ri v in g fo r ra ci al  eq ual it y . The se  ar e high  ob je ct iv es  and th ey  ha ve  not be en  
w ithout th eir  success.  M utu al se cu ri ty  is more th an  a ph ra se  in th es e re sp ec ts .

B ut ar e th ey  en ou gh ? The  m ajo ri ty  were in cl ined  to  doub t it .
W ha t ki nd  of wor ld  do  we re al ly  w an t th e fu tu re  to  ho ld? Can  we de riv e a 

sen se  of mi ssi on  fro m th e an sw er  to  th is? Su re ly  it  m us t be a wor ld  of stea di ly  
ris ing st andard s of liv ing,  bu t m os t as su re dl y it  m us t be more th a n  th is . If  we 
co uld pi ct ur e th e el em en ts  of  su ch  a wo rld , th en  th e  bu ild in g of  it — in Ame ric a 
and  ev er yw he re —co uld be th e  missi on , th e  sen se  of wh ich  we so ba dly  ne ed . I t 
will  be a wo rld  of th e op en  so ci et y; it  will  be a  wor ld  of cu lt u ra l di ve rs ity—b u t 
he re  ag ai n it  m us t be m uc h mor e.  W ha t are th e  un iv er sa l va lues  aro und wh ich  
we sh al l seek  to  ha ve  men  ra lly?  Th e wor ld ’s f er m en t is fa r mo re  th an  a pro te st  
ag ai ns t low  econom ic lev el.  I t  is a re vo lu tion  for  se lfh oo d—fo r dig ni ty  w ith out 
ra ci al  ov er to ne s;  fo r ed ucati on ; fo r in di vi du al  la nd ow ne rs hi p and free tr ade  
un io ns ; for  ro om  a t th e  t op  for  th ose  who wo uld  ser ve ; fo r f ree  i nquir y ; for  ex al ting  
of in te ll ec tu al  and sp ir itual  le ad ers ; for  th e  use  of science fo r m an ’s fre ed om  and 
not  his  te rr o r;  for  th e ri ght to  cr iti cize  and ch an ge  th os e in  po wer , if th ey  betr ay  
m en ; for  m en ’s f ul fil lm en t of as pi ra tions . Only on  th es e ca n a  sa tisf yi ng  so ciety 
be based-—and th is  h olds  tr u e  fo r t ho se  be hi nd  th e  Ir on  C urt ai n  a s well, wh en  once 
th ey  ar e free. Th ese are anci ent va lues , b u t in a new se tt in g, ph ra se d in new  
te rm s,  and  on a sca le be yo nd  all  pr ec ed en t. Fr ee do m  is tr u ly  a pr er eq ui si te
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wit hout which the  other valu es hav e litt le chance. To its attain ment all over  
the  world we must dedicate our best. Its  depths are inexhaustible. Ye t by  
itse lf it is not enough.

Even more than  the freedom  of man, the  fulfi llme nt of man ’s personality must  
be at the heart of our Nation. Such fulfil lment is possible only in freedom, but 
freedom does not guarantee it. Fulfillm ent comes in the realization  in contempo­
rar y term s of the great  ideals  of the  Jud eo-G reek -Roman -We stern cultu re; the 
unlocking of knowledge and far-reaching  inq uiry and expe riment to  fulfill man ’s 
zest for adventure, his insatiable curiosity; music and art, drama and bal let,  
literatu re— all of these  for the masses as well as for the chosen few— to fulfill 
man ’s unquenchable love of beauty,  his desire for cre ati vit y, his expression of 
laug hter  and trag edy , of aspiratio n and wonder; vigorous  and healthy ath leti c 
com bat and teamp lay, enjoym ent of the  forest , desert, mountain , and sea, to ful­
fill man ’s p hys ica l dest iny,  as well as to  give  him san ity, humor, cla rit y of mind, a 
sense of inner well-being ; free coop eration in constru ctive com munity  and nation 
building, to fulfil l man ’s incorrigib le desire for par ticip atio n and belonging, for 
responsible assoc iation  and ach ievement; hum anitarianism, sen sit ivi ty to others, 
each  in one ’s own way, to  fulfill ma n’s inborn  desire to serve and sym pathize;  
fina lly the spirituality which fulfills  life’s quest for meaning and prov ides  strength  
for the task — these lie at the heart of our potential world  mission. These  chal­
lenge us beyond all imagining. We and  our associates can come to these  peoples 
of  A sia, Africa, and Latin  America,  and t o our own people wit h these goals clearly 
in our mind and the responses in theirs. We shall aline ourselves who lehe arte dly 
with the  best  aspiration  of the ir revolution s as well as their trad itions, the reb y 
offering them , not independence alone, but  a sense of fellow ship and unde rstan d­
ing betw een equals— as partners  in a future both  good and great . Tog ether we 
can work  out and a rticulate new concep ts of virtue  for a new age. On the home- 
front,  idealism, humanism, the world  of ideas, the realm of faith must cleanse our 
own nationa l life before it is to o late.

Mr. F as ce ll . Mr.  Ba rry , do you have any  questions either on the 
summ ary or anythin g the Dean has said?

(Discussion oft the record.)
Mr. F as ce ll . I notice on page 3 of the analysis tha t this is a 

finding or a conclusion. Passive  accep tance  of the status quo, speak­
ing of the free world versus communism, is the one course ruled out 
by everyone.

Dean G ri ff ith. Th at  is corre ct. There was no one present satis­
fied with wh at we were now doing.  There were a number present 
who were optimistic as to the course of even ts, but  felt tha t more 
should be done.

Mr. B arry. Would  you  yield ?
Mr.  F as ce ll . Cer tain ly.
Mr.  B arry. The  thing  tha t I gleaned from those meetin gs more 

espec ially  than any thin g else was  the fact tha t we as a natio n didn’t 
seem to hav e a creed or tha t there was no one single thing we seemed 
to believe in.

Mr.  F as ce ll . We couldn’ t identi fy our purpose?
Mr. B arry. Ye s; and more espe cial ly that we are often misunder­

stood in a world where another nation  such as the Sov iet Union has 
a doctrine and a creed to which  the y hang  w ith tenacit y and fight for 
with  their lives.

Therefore, we are at sea, as it were, and there they are plowing a 
course right on through the ocean  with their mast high where all can 
see it .

Thi s is the picture tha t I got from one of the meetings tha t we held, 
and I know  that we talked at some length about this and Mr.  Ma lik  
was very  certain tha t what we needed was certain beliefs about our­
selves  and then finally if we could come to some concrete proposal 
that  we would present to the world that this we would stand for and
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this we would fight for and this we are going to press for, for today, 
for tomorrow, and for the next generation. Is tha t correct?

Dean Griffith. You have sta ted it completely correctly, not merely 
for the meetings at which you were present, but  the other  dinners. 
In par t this was because we in the United States had too much taken 
for granted what made us wha t we are; we have not been able to 
phrase this in such a fashion tha t it is regarded as relevant to the 
world of the future. In these dinners we have done something along 
this line, and I think this comes through in the report. In the past, 
we have dramatized liberty. We have been less successful in drama­
tizing our thought in this country tha t we do not want to center 
authority  in one place, bu t we wan t to disperse it,  t hat  our democratic 
way of life requires activity  of many groups. It  is difficult to convince 
nations, newer nations par ticula rly, tha t tha t is pa rt of a free society.

Mr. Fascell. Dean, in this analysis on the bottom of page 3, in 
discussing the natu re of the change, I raise a question on this sentence: 
“Conversely, unworthy  and ill-adapted elements of contemporary 
culture are excess cargo. They should be jettisoned.” It  seemed to 
me a ra ther  unusual statement . I wonder just what i t means?

Dean Griffith . That there are elements in our national life—and 
each person present might give a different list—which are very definite 
handicaps to us in other nations.

Mr. Fascell. Do you mean, for example, we have too many auto­
mobiles and too many refrigerators and we live too high on the hog, 
as one example?

Dean Griffith. That is one example. Another example would be 
some of the pictures of American life given in our movies. Another 
would be our juvenile delinquency. The blockades to more reasonable 
human treatment on an equal basis of minority groups would be 
regarded as a handicap.

Mr. Fascell. The discussion on this statem ent points up one of the 
problems I have with this analysis even though I agree with the stat e­
ment.

How do we do it? This is what  worries me, not only with respect to 
just the issues we are talking  about now, but with respect to the 
entire conclusion of this series of meetings.

The question I have on the whole analysis—and believe me, I  think 
it is an excellent one, it is a fine place from which to start. What 
doesn’t satisfy me, and gives rise to the frustra tion found to exist in 
the analysis is th at we don’t have an answer on what to do and how 
to do it.

Is this a conclusion of the  analysis itself?
Dean Griffith. I think not. I think  the analysis would indicate 

tha t its kind of thinking, if it reaches the leadership of the country 
in the press, in government, in labor, in business, in the churches, 
would be effective; that we do have a leadership tha t would like to 
lead and tha t once the natu re of the problem is understood and 
expressed by our leaders, our people will rally.

We have rallied in the past. We can rally in the present and there 
are many signs that we are so doing.

Mr. Fascell. I agree with that, but now in reviewing this analysis, 
for example, we have a predicate, we discuss the nature of the change, 
we discuss communism’s streng ths and weaknesses. We talk about 
American strength and weaknesses, and we talk about the challenge



10 NONMILITARY AND NONECONOMIC ASPECTS OF WORLD CRISIS

of the future, and then we stop it seeins to me. I am left with the 
feeling that there is still more to be done. Tha t is the reason for these 
hearings and why I think tha t this subcommittee is going to have to do 
a great deal more work. The frustration,  as I  see it, is th at we need 
to have spelled out, if you will, if t ha t is possible—I don’t even know 
tha t it is possible—but we need to have spelled out wbat to do and 
how to do i t before you can say we will ra lly around the leadership.

This is the way it seems to me. I think  that  this series of discus­
sions and this study brings us to tha t point now of exploring further  
what needs to be done and how to do it. Is tha t a fair statement?

Dean Griffith. Yes; the stra tegy  and tactics of the cure were 
not within the sphere of-----

Mr. Fascell. Tha t is what I wanted to make clear for the record. 
I thought that was the case but  I wasn’t sure I had it.

Dean Griffith. There is in this repor t a great deal of meat, perhaps 
a deeper diagnosis according to the opinion of many people who have 
read this than has appeared elsewhere, and in the diagnosis itself the 
report  does call atten tion to the elements of national life which are 
handicaps.

It  calls atten tion to the national policies which, if pursued further 
or more clearly, would help us. Perhaps if there is any one conclu­
sion, it  is th at we should as a  people aline ourselves with the aspira­
tions of the revolutions all over the  world which coincide with the 
values of our own Revolution.

If there is one conclusion tha t is it,  and this alinement will be ac­
complished day by day by Americans overseas and by Americans 
here in their  national  life and thei r national  policy. However, you 
are quite correct, Mr. Congressman, in saying tha t there is no blue­
prin t for specific action here. It  was outs ide the sphere of the group.

Mr. F ascell. I think the thing that was impressive is the  fact  tha t 
there seemed to be such unanimity with respect to this diagnosis. I 
think tha t is important.

For example, the reaching of an agreement tha t the status quo is 
just  an impossible s ituation, I think tha t is important . I think it is 
vital to any discussion of this problem. The conclusion tha t adher­
ence to the s tatus  quo const itutes a basic danger in situations in which 
expectations for recognition, rising living standards, and so forth 
prevail—I think this is important. But where do we go from there? 
This is the crux of the entire frustration tha t confronts us Americans 
in the free world.

Then over on page 5 in the discussion of America’s strengths and 
weaknesses, this conclusion is arrived at,  I am sure, again unanimously, 
“we appear defensive, seeking only to contain communism, not to 
roll it back .” Tha t is a tremendous conclusion in my judgment, to 
be arrived at by this kind of a varied group.

Dean Griffith. Mr. Chairman, may I inter rupt just  a minute?
Mr. Fascell. Certainly.
Dean Griffith. We are not justified in saying tha t any one sen­

tence in the report was unanimously agreed upon. Each spokesman, 
each partic ipant,  understood that  allowing his name to go forward 
did not mean tha t he gave his blessing to every sentence there. I 
think tha t it is importan t to recognize this.

Mr. Fascell. I am glad you made tha t clear for the record.
Dean Griffith. We do no t say tha t portions were not unanimous, 

but we must safeguard the people who participated.



NONMILITARY AND NONECONOMIC ASPECTS OF WORLD CRISIS 11

Mr. Barry. The document is very much such as a rapporteur 
would collate after  a meeting.

Dean Griffith. Yes. It  is no t a manifesto signed by the part ici­
pants; it is a repo rt of the discussion and the ideas which on the 
whole met with acceptance.

Mr. Fascell. I am glad that you corrected my inaccurate use of 
the word and, of course, w hat you stated is the case and the record 
should properly reflect that.

Dean Griffith. It  is fa ir to say tha t those points  which you made 
met with general agreement. I am no t in a position to say that they 
met with universal agreement because I  do no t know.

Mr. Fascell. Mr. Barry.
Mr. Barry. I jus t wanted to point out tha t we had these deliber­

ations prior to the time of the Cuban crisis, at least prior to the 
military crisis t ha t we now face insofar as Cuba is concerned. At the 
time we were trying to find a doctrine  tha t could be easily understood 
and I think someone brought up the four freedoms as a basic creed 
tha t anyone in the world could understand.

I wonder in view of recent happenings in Cuba if we haven’t really 
gone contrary to everything that  we tho ught was the most impo rtan t 
in these delibera tions; namely, tha t we stick to some doctrine that 
is firm—that  the rest of the world understands—a simple doctrine 
tha t we already have, but  are not  enforcing: “Anything to do with 
the Western Hemisphere, Europe, keep your hands off.”

This has been credo for a century and a half. Are we even willing 
to discuss Cuba with Russia? Will we even answer Russia on a 
Cuban matter? If we just said we won’t even discuss anything in 
the Western Hemisphere with Russia, we would be living up to our 
doctrine.

Now we say, “ Oh, we are not going to be aggressive toward Cuba. 
We are just  not  going to let them be aggressive toward us. We 
reason with Russia and by virtue  of just  reasoning itself we are 
slipping away from a doctrine which, so far as the rest of the world, 
was understood: “ Keep your hands off the Western Hemisphere.” 
What  do you think  of that , sir?

Dean Griffith. You are, of course, asking me a question rather  
than asking the question of the group. This was not before the group.

My own view is tha t we must decide Cuba in Western Hemisphere 
terms. We are in a certain difficulty here because necessarily we 
have now learned that  our welfare is tied up with the whole world 
and not merely the Western Hemisphere, and the Soviet might if 
we said this say, “All right, you keep out of our part of the world.”

Mr. Barry. They say tha t all of the time anyway.
Mr. Fascell. Th at was their whole purpose for going into  Cuba. 

I want to say that  this is an intriguing subject, of course, and abso­
lutely vital to our existence.

I know tha t has concerned me as an individual Congressman and 
I have been here 8 years. I have tried to analyze for myself w hat 
the problem was. I early came to the conclusion t ha t “the struggle” 
was the nonmil itary struggle and we better win it. I spent  some 
considerable time in analyzing what, if anything, the U.S. Government 
has done about this subject.

That individual study will be expanded into the hearings of this 
committee. While not arriving at any formal conclusions so as not
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to preempt what we are about to do here, I will say I have some 
fixed opinions about the strategy necessary. I am going to  reserve 
those fixed opinions until  I have had the opportunity  to complete 
hearings on this subject.

I believe firmly in the diagnosis which is arrived at  by your excellent 
study. It  is very timely and vital. I think tha t the necessary 
followup now must take  place and if it is at all possible to reach 
any kind of judgment with respect to what needs to be done and 
how it should be done, then I think  we ought to do it. This is 
absolutely essential.

Mr. Barry. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Dean Griffith if 
he has had occasion since the preparation of this document to reflect 
individually as to the course of the  Nation?

Dean Griffith. I do little else but that.  I do not think tha t 
personally there would be any basic modification in the analysis in 
the document on my part.  I feel we have a military stalemate , 
which is what it is, a stalemate which is rapidly approaching the 
time in which both  of the great powers have what you know is referred 
to as the capacity for overkill—in other words, neither can really do 
much more than i t is doing in the way of preparation to annihila te the 
other and the rest of the world. We are in a situation in which I 
believe we are presently winning on the  economic front, but the Soviet 
still has some cards to play there and will play them at points of 
difficulty for us.

The great trouble is tha t once the Soviet has taken captive a 
country, we have not found a way to reverse that.  In other words, 
we have been content not to infiltrate, not to try  to overthrow the 
countries within the Soviet orbit. This then leaves the nonmilitary, 
the noneconomic as the great battleground, and we of the free world 
must speak and act in terms tha t are understandable to the new 
peoples of Africa, to those of Asia who have obtained nationhood, 
and very much to the ones th at are on the threshold of revolution of 
some sort in Latin America—peaceful and democratic we hope;—but 
the experience of Cuba would indicate th at tha t was not necessarily so.

Mr. Fascell. I think  you have put  your finger on the main point. 
Future studies of this subcommittee will be directed toward the 
necessity and the strat egy of winning the  nonmilitary war.

Mr. Barry. I think i t could be said tha t there was no nation that 
had so much U.S. capital poured into it, tha t had “modernity” in 
every sense of the word, as Cuba, and yet  here we have the reverse 
of everything tha t we have thought we were doing when we did 
what we did.

Dean Griffith. But if the capital does not reach the masses, if 
the assistance from the United States is not identified in the minds 
of the ordinary men as having come from us, if his aspiration for an 
education, for a free labor union, for individual landowners hip, for 
these things which have characterized our revolution in this country,  
if these do no t reach him, he sees our foreign aid only as aiding the 
oligarchy that  runs his country and is exploiting him.

Mr. Barry. Well, we are familiar with the rakeoff at the top in 
Cuba. We are familiar with the corruption of the Batista govern­
ment. We know that.

Dean Griffith. I know.
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Mr. Barry. However, notwithstanding that rakeoff at the top, 
Cuba had a higher standard of living than most of the islands of the 
Caribbean and most of the countries of South America, and in fact 
in some of the villages of Cuba tha t I  have been in I thought t ha t they 
lived very well.

Mr. Fascell. Mr. Barry, the point is tha t, notwi thstanding tha t, 
there is communism in Cuba.

Mr. Barry. That is what I am saying. What I am trying to get 
at, in other words, is tha t it is not just the economic and this gets 
right again into-----

Mr. Fascell. I don’t think tha t is a fair statement , is it , because 
you never know at what level? What level are you going to say is 
satisfactory?

Mr. Barry. The point we are making in some of the meetings is 
tha t it is not the economic alone because if we concentrate solely on 
just  lifting the standard of living, we have had good proof righ t down 
in Cuba where we didn’t do it as a government, we did it through  
modern industry; the ideal way is to plow our private capita l into a 
country,  which we did.

Mr. Fascell. I think the analysis makes tha t very clear; am I 
correct?

Dean Griffith . Absolutely. That it is no t simply the economic; 
it is perhaps not even primarily the economic. It  is the recognition of 
the individual person in our tradition, as we would put  it, as a child of 
God-----

Mr. Barry. When we walk in, we don’t t alk these things in these 
countries, and we can’t.

Mr. Fascell. Of course, tha t raises another area for the future 
studies of this subcommittee. We are going to deal with tha t question 
and tha t is how to properly motivate  the  other  people to the principles 
in which we believe.

I think this is pa rt of the overall problem. Whether we have done 
it or not ; whether the institutions  which we now have in the United 
States  are doing the job; whether they were ever designed to do the 
job—this is all within the scope of what we hope to study.

Once again, Dean, I want  to thank you for having taken the time 
and the initia tive to sta rt these meetings; to compile the analysis 
which is the predicate for a subjec t in which this  subcommit tee is very 
vitally interested and deals with  the future of every American and the 
entire free world.

Dean Griff ith . I do appreciate, Mr. Chairman, the courtesy of 
this hearing, your interest and tha t of the other members of the com­
mittee in this, and to say that it seems to me tha t you could not  have 
selected a more important field for our consideration.

Mr. Fascell. We, of course, agree with you. I th ink tha t what we 
will do as a s tar ter  will be to pull out the analysis of this group with 
your permission and make some kind of a print  of it. This then  will 
be available to anybody upon whom we will call in the future for 
either the subcommittee hearings or for the ir own use.

This subcommittee will undertake to do tha t much as a starter. 
At this point I don’t know how much we can do in the  balance of this 
year. Looking forward to the fact tha t both Mr. Barry and myselt 
will be back in the next Congress-----

Mr. Barry. Thank  you.
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Mr. Fascell. We will star t off then.
Mr. Barry. I hope this will be the forerunner, Dean, of many such 

group studies over the Nation. This is not something centered in 
Washington. This is something tha t everyone in our country can 
be putting his time and efforts toward in neighborhood groups and 
college groups and certainly it  isn’t confined just to the United S tates.  
It  should extend to the entire free world and somehow, some way per­
haps we will come up with a little something tha t might help in the 
direction of a peaceful but a secure world.

Mr. Fascell. Thank you very much.
The meeting is adjourned.
(Whereupon, at 11:10 a.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.)
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