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The Cinema of 20th-Century Combat
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Military Glory—that attractive the art of combat. As German militarySands of Iwo Jim& The drill
rainbow that rises in showers strategist General Carl von Clausesergeant’s refrain: “Stop trying to be
of blood, that serpent’s eye that witz reminds us, “It is inherent in the John Wayne!” has been a staple of

charms to destroy. very concept of war that everythingmilitary training institutions across
— Abraham Lincold  that occursmust originally derive the Western world since the 1940s.
_ . from combat? The evidence that American com-
In the 20th century, motion picture The Cinema of Combat bat films have significantly influ-

and modern warfare techniques de-
veloped alongside each other. Movi
cameras recorded the devastatine@
effects of the wars of a turbulent
century, which historian Eric J.
Hobsbawm aptly called “the Age of
Extremes.? For the first time in hu-
man history, documentary film made, itormed ‘men on a battlefield—
it possible to capture the bombing Ofusually but not exclusively, infantry- / :
cities, aerial combat at sea, an(ijnen A]though many fine American my chest.® In his 1976 memoiBorn
mechanized land battles. For fiIm-War .films set on the sea and in th®" the Fourth of JulyRon Kovic
makers, it was only a short steP,ir have been combat movies—on ecalled the influence dio Hell and
from recording real war on film to thinks of The Enemy Belovand ackin persuading him to volunteer
creating war movies as a form of for service in Vietham: “I'll never for-

mass entertainment. As a subject, Wa\é/i\r[:angfst&trr]neejit;?gdglc)ersd(E,\rc];(iadyeg %3'% et Audie Murphy inTo Hell and
ack? At the end [of the film] he

has always been ideal for commery, e of machines in away that doe . ,

cial cinema since it embraces all o PR jumps on top of a flaming tank that’s
N . not occur in infantry warfareFor !

humanity’s great themes—life, death*this reason. films about combat thalyst about to explode and grabs a
love, faith, hope, duty, defeat, and ' . achine gun blasting it into the Ger-
o ' ' ' ' are not focused on the clash of riva[" i H b | had
victory. infantrymen are not considered jpman linés. He was so brave | ha
chills running up and down my back

As a genre, the war film is broad.thiS essa

Many famous films use wartime set- Y- ; wishing it were me up there. There
ti G With the Windind Many Western countries have line fl - d
ings: Gone Wi e Wind@nd - fims about infantry combat, but'VEre gasoline flames roaring aroun

Casablancaspring immediately to no single country has produced ‘,Pis legs, but he just kept firing that

mind3 War films can be biographical body of film work on 20th-century machine gun. It was the greatest

and character-driven, suchRatton combat as vast and as influential agnovie | ever saw in my lifet®

andMacArthur* They can probe the . Kovic was not alone. Lieutenant
that of the United States. On shee{N. .

problems of command, as Twelve volume of output and in terms of illiam Calley, who was court-

[C))ryicszcl)oncekr-'j)g\r/]vzrr]dsi?\t/?\?a(l)ti(s)?/ﬂ’ir?er: quality and cultural significance, martialed by the U.S. Army for lead-

: : -"ing the massacre at My Lai in Viet-
Bridge on the Rivelkwai.’ They can grgi?r;c$eg?r;r?§ tgfllfgcst are global in nam, said that he and his comrades

concentrate on the homefront and life : : wanted to “go to Vietham and be-
during or after wartime, as iNirs. Generations of young men in thecome Audie Murphys™ In 1991,

i West have gone to war with Holly- .
Miniver and The Best Years of our \50d images of warfighting, per- U.S. Army Colonel David Hackworth,
Lives® War films about military medi- ! he most combat-decorated soldier in

X iitary legal i it formed by such actors as Joh S, hist b d of the beh
cine, military legal issues, or military \nayne ‘and Audie Murphy, running 2-S: istory, observed of the behav-
training have also been made, includ

z P P ior of Western troops in the Gulf War:
ing M*A*S*H, The Caine Mutiny J’E?arl(c))Lrjgirrzz;rr])?"clljrﬂagfmvf\i/trll%?sﬁi;—trz)erisa( “Hollywood completely colors their
andThe Long Gray Liné Whatever Garry Wills calls “Wayne-olatry” in way of seeing war'®
the merits of these diverse films, .\ of the English-speaking West Combat films have influenced the
none of them is specifically about

: ay war has been viewed in the
frontline fighting or, more properly, largely began with the release Of\Slopular imagination, but despite the

fenced attitudes toward serving in the
rmed Forces is considerable. In his
977 bookA Rumor of Warwriter

In this essay, for the purpose o
recise analysis, American comba

inema is rather narrowly defined. -7 ;. X ; =
Combat cinema is regarded as a suff2NiliP Caputo writes of his decision
o fight as a Marine in Vietnam: “I

genre of the war-film category and . ;
denotes films about war that concenS&W myself charging up some distant

trate on organized conflict betweenP&achnead like John WayneSands
of Iwo Jima and then coming home

a suntanned warrior with medals on
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pervasiveness of war in the 20thelse cliché and sentiment becomd9th-century warfare—such de
century, few people in the West havanore important than the attempt toRed Badge of Couraggulu, Glory,
actually seen a battle or been in oneconvey realism. andGettysburg—are arguably easier
In World War Il only 6 percent of U.S. A good example of the difficulties to recreate than 20th-century con-
troops (700,000 out of 11 million) in making a war epic is Francis Fordflicts because they deal with wars in
were in the infantry. In Vietnam only Coppola’s visionary Vietnam film which the predominant tactics were
14 percent of U.S. troops ever sawApocalypse Nowhpased on Joseph extended infantry lines employing
action. The Western world’s view of Conrad’s famous novelldjeart of volley fire?

war over the past half century comedarkness?® Like The Longest Dgy  Encounter battles between oppos-
either from commercial films or, more the parts of the film are greater tharing massed forces, which might be
recently, from television—as during the whole. Some scenes are memassing edged weapons or muskets
the 1991 Gulf War. An understandingrable, notably the spectacular attacland rifles in compressed space, lend
of the evolution of combat cinemaon a village by 9th Air Cavalry heli- themselves to the movie camera.
offers more than merely a history ofcopter gunships, complete with loud-When it comes to reconstructing the
certain war films. It is a subject thatspeakers playing Richard Wagner'20th-century battlefield, however,
has a wider cultural significance and'The Ride of the Valkyries?® After  commercial cinema has found matters
the potential to contribute to athe attack, the deranged Colonemore difficult. Since World War 1, the
deeper appreciation of human motiKilgore, Wearing a Stetson, _dis-increasingly lethal character of mo_d-
vation in wartime and the dynamicsmounts frc_>m his commanq hehcqp—e_rn weapons has led to the growing
of military psychology. ter, which is emblazoned with the in-dispersal and concealment of ground
signia “Death From Above,” surveys troops in action. The phenomenon of

tF;]rotg\!emg Oth'I the carnage his attack has causethe empty battlefield caused by the
eLombatkFim and pronounces, “| love the smell ofsheer density of firepower is a staple
As a sub-genre, American combahanaim . . . it smells like victory®  of modern infantry combat and is not

cinema varies, embracing escapisihe making ofApocalypse Now conducive to clasp shots in films or
fantasies such @Bhe Dirty Dozen nrved so chaotic and expensive thahe verbal interplay between indi-
andKelly's Heroes as well as seri- jt ingpired a separate documentaryiduals that film drama requires.
ous s}ud|es such as Lewis Mile-yecord of the production titiddearts Although the technology of spe-
stone’sAll Quiet on theWestern of Darkness: A Filmmaker's Apoca-cial effects has helped filmmakers
Front; Samuel Fuller'She Big Red |ypse?t Coppola recalls, “The way simulate 20th-century combat, mod-
One and, more recently, Stevenye made it [the film] was very much ern war on film remains essentially
Spielberg'sSaving Private Ryalt  the way we were in Vietham. We wereartificial in nature. Fuller, a D-Day
This essay focuses on the seriouf, the jungle, there were too many ofveteran, once remarked dryly, “You
combat films that seek to educate ags, and little by little we went in- can’t show war as it really is on the
well as entertain; that meditate on thesane 22 screen, with all the blood and gore.
nature of war and the human condi- with the possible exception of Perhaps it would be better if you
tion; and that seek to encapsulat&tanley Kubrick'sPaths of Glorythe could fire real shots over the audi-
the experience of killing and the greatAmerican cinema of 20th-century ence’s head every night, you know,
fear of being killed. combat has usually been at its mosand have actual casualties in the the-
_ One of the great paradoxes of wapowerful when it has concentratedater.” Because this is not a viable
is that it is impersonal and meticulouson the small rather than the big—orproposition, films of 20th-century
in planning but personal and chaotiahose that really fight—the squadscombat have always been limited by
in execution. Like military planners, and platoons of infantry rather thantechnical and commercial consider-
film producers who devise epic com-the brigades and divisions with well-ations. Nonetheless, in the hands of
bat films often discover that no planstaffed headquartetsThe combat accomplished, intelligent filmmakers,
survives the briefing room. Sprawl-film sub-genre is often at its mostthe combat film has sometimes tran-
ing epics such as the D-Day filline  effective in films that are situated inscended its boundaries and suc-
Longest Dayhave faltered—not in a minimalist setting. In such an envi-ceeded in illuminating important as-
conception, but in executiodhA  ronment, a sense of war’s social repects of warfare.

common fault of many military film alism and its murderous immediacy Some of the best combat films
epics is that they are too big andcan be explored with precision, anchave been the work of auteur-style
diffuse to be able to subject the varithe nature of war can be revealed witllirectors—filmmakers who bring an
ous elements of war to disciplineddetail. originality of style, intelligence, and
analysis. The intercutting of higher Two important questions remain: authorial vision to the task of inter-
strategy with operations and frontlineCan a reenacted film reflect thepreting the experience of the battle-
tactics is difficult to convey simulta- soldier’s experience? Can fims reconfield, qualities that can supersede
neously in a feature film. A panoramicstruct what the American poet, Waltartificiality and simple commercial
view of war often reduces a film's Whitman, called “the seething hell” values. American filmmakers that be-
precision and emotional intensity of war?* Much depends on the pe-long in the auteur category include
because either too much occurs omiod of history being depicted. For Kubrick, Coppola, and Terrence
screen—creating disconnection—orexample, major films dealing with Malick.
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The auteur approach has not alman soldiers confronted with theof the miniature, surreal world of in-
ways succeeded, however. A celharrowing task of frontline combat in fantry warfare, using intimate charac-
ebrated casualty was the outstandhe trenches of World War 1. Askedterizations and dynamic combat se-
ing director John Huston, whoseto describe the experience of combauences, and offers powerful insight
bold attempt in the early 1950s toone of them states simply, “We liveinto the infantryman’s lot. One Gl
make a purist version of Stephenn the trenches out there. We fight.complains, “We’'ve got a grandstand
Crane’s great Civil War taldhe Red We try not to get killed, but some-seat, only we can’t see nothin’.
Badge ofCourage was undermined times we are—that's alf”Despite its That's the trouble with war: You can't
by nervous studio executives whoprimitive cinematography, the film see nothin’. You have to find them
feared a backlash against an “arprovides a powerful emotional im- [the enemy] by ear® Milestone’s
film.” 2’ The executives forced Hustonpact. lack of contrivance and the self-ef-
to reedit the final version in a bidto As a sub-genre of war, combatfacing nature of his direction com-
meet box-office appeal. In the pro-cinema came of age during Worldbined to make the film allegorical in
cess, the film was hacked down to aVar Il when Hollywood tapped the tone. The movie encapsulated the
mere 69 minutes running time. Al- realism of the spate of wartime docu-entire experience of World War Il into
thoughThe Red Badge of Couragementary films such as HustoTie one representative group of soldiers
is now regarded as a classic work oBattle of San Pietr& After the mid- confronted by the realities of small-
cinema, on its release it proved to bd 940s, filmmakers established theunit warfare in one combat zone.
an artistic and commercial failure. Structural formula of the combat film  Wellman’s Battleground and
Huston’s experience is a remindey focusing on the squad and theAllan Dwan’s Sands of Iwo Jima
that the film industry is foremost a platoon to conceptualize and dramaappeared in 1949.Battleground
business enterprise governed byize the problems of men at war. Thisdeals with a group of soldiers—‘the
market forces. formulaic approach sometimes crebattered bastards of Bastogne™—

Not surprisingly, some of the mostated cliché and caricature (the wealrom the 101st Airborne Division
successful combat-film directdrave  Officer, the tough sergeant, the rookieduring the German Ardennes offen-
been those who have worked withinsoldier, the coward, the cynical butsive of 1944. Robert Pirosh, a
the Hollywood system rather thanultimately brave private), but in Bastogne veteran, wrote the film,
against it and have succeeded iKilled hands it also produced memowhich is distinguished by its precise
spite of studio constraints and comJable cinema. focus on the gritty details of close
mercialism. Over a space of 30 years, In the second half of the 1940s, ecombat.Sands of Iwo Jimavas
Milestone made a fine trilogy of Number of remarkable infantry com-Hollywood's famous salute to the
combat films that includeall Quiet bat films in austere, documentary-U.S. Marine Corps in the Pacific War
on the Western Fronf Walk in the style black-and-white cinematogra-and gave John Wayne, as Sergeant
Sun andPork Chop Hill?® These phy emerged. In 1945, William A. Stryker, one of his legendary rofés.
films are distinguished by a concen-Wellman's filmThe Story of G.I. Joe  World War Il combat films made
tration on the fate of the commonpPased on the writings of war corre-in the late 1940s were only occasion-
infantryman, without any mawkish- spondent Ernie Pyle, was the firstally matched in their quality and in-
ness or false heroics. serious attempt to try to reflect docu-telligence in succeeding decades. A

mentary-style realism in the portrayalnotable contribution was Fuller’s
20th-Century Combat of U.S. soldiers serving in ItalyThe 1980 film The Big Red On@ power-
Film Evolution ~ movie is stark and unpretentious irful study of four teenage infantry

The demands of commercialismits depiction of fear and fatigue insoldiers, nicknamed “The Four
and a reliance on artificiality have combat, and it celebrates the dignitfHorsemen,” who are led by an expe-
meant that many 20th-century com-of the common soldiefhe film made rienced sergeant played by World
bat films have been highly stylized, Robert Mitchum a star and was acWar Il Marine Corps veteran, Lee
especially when depicting actualclaimed by both soldiers and film crit- Marvin® The film, based on Fuller’'s
fighting. Between the 1940s and theics. United States General Dwight D.own wartime experiences, propounds
1970s, various social conventionsEisenhower called the film “the great-his philosophy that “the only glory
dictated that the physical trauma ofest war picture I've ever seen,” andn war is surviving.® The film in-
20th-century combat could not bethe great American film critic Jamescludes searing scenes, such as a
shown in graphic detail on film. Vio- Agee pronounced it “a tragic andmemorable firefight between Ameri-

lence could only be implied in war eternal work of art® can and German infantry squads in a
films by creating mood and using In 1946, Milestone made one oflunatic asylum in which only the de-
camera angles. the greatest of all combat film8, ranged inmates appear to be normal.

Milestone’s first installment of his Walk in the Suff. The film follows a The relative decline of the World
brilliant military trilogy—a version of platoon of U.S. soldiers from the War Il combat film (as opposed to
Eric Maria Remarque’s novélll Texas Division in 1943 who “came films set in World War Il) was caused
Quiet on the Western Frentis all across the sea to sunny Italy angbartly by the rise of television and
the more remarkable because of theook a little walk in the sur®® As-  partly by U.S. military participation in
above restraint8.Milestone’s film is  tute, but cool and detached in analythe Korean war in the 1950s and in
a vivid, moving study of young Ger- sis, the film captures the immediacyVietnam in the 1960s. During the
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1960s the World War Il combat film treatment of war. The movie is at oncéans and Coppola’sApocalypse
was adapted to television, notablyan antiwar film; a film about com- Now; did Vietnam began to receive
the weekly series that ran betweemand and the proper conduct of warserious treatmeft. Of these films,
1962 and 1967 calledombatt The and a subtle and profound combaPost's modest movie is perhaps the
wars in Korea and Vietnam removedfilm; It is a combat film because its most interestingGo Tell the Spar-
many of the certainties surroundingcentral aim is to explore the circum-tanstries to explain U.S. failure in
what Studs Terkel callfhe Good stances surrounding a near-suicidaVietnam by examining an American
War against German Nazism andattack by French infantry on an im-advisory group helping South Viet-
Japanese imperialisthin contrast, pregnable German position called thexamese troops occupy Muc Wa, a
the war in Korea, waged against aAnt Hill. former French garrison post. Muc
looming nuclear era, was frustrating Kubrick concentrates on the gulfWa has a cemetery where 300 French
and unfulfilling for most Americans. between commanders and comsoldiers are buried. A sign post in
A teenage catchphrase of the earlynanded and between frontline infanthe cemetery contains the quote
1950s was “There’s two things wetry and higher headquarters in theabout the doomed Spartans at
gotta avoid: Korea and gonorrhea.’rear. He contrasts a tired frontlineThermopylae: “Stranger, go tell the
Such ambiguities were reflected inofficer, Colonel Dax (Kirk Douglas) Spartans how we lie; loyal to their
the combat films made about Koreaand his battle-hardened infantrymeraws, here we die’* The cemetery
notably Fuller'sThe Steel Helmet against two of the most repellentand the fate of the advisory group
and Milestone’sPork Chop Hill**  high commanders in film history, serve as metaphors for how the U.S.
Theformer emphasized the moral andGeneral Broulard (Adolph Menjou) war effort in Vietnam will be con-
physical confusion of waging limited and General Mireau (Georgesumed in the future.
warfare in the Cold War era, an ap-Macready). Broulard is a pompous, By the 1980s, Vietham provided an
proach that later influenced the Viet-cynical political careerist. The suaveenvironment for the revival of the
nam films of the 1980s. The differ- Mireau oozes silken malice as a rutheombat film. However, unlike the
ence between the rules of combat itess officer seeking promotion but1940s and 1950s, the conventions of
World War Il and in Korea is con- whose ambition is not matched bysanitized warfare were abandoned in
veyed by the Gl who asks his ser-any corresponding sense of moralityffavor of explicit scenes of violence
geant, “How do you tell a North or honor. while scripts became notable for the
Korean from a South Korean?” The From his opulent headquarters inuse of profane military slang. These
sergeant replies, “If he’s running with an idyllic, peaceful chateau, Mireaunew developments in portraying in-
you he’s a South Korean. If he's run-orders Dax’s exhausted troops to takéantry warfare and military language
ning after you he’s a North Koreéh. the Ant Hill. When the assault pre-were part of a search for realism in
Pork Chop Hillwas the best film dictably falters, the general tries to saveombat films. As William Broyles, Jr.,
made about the Korean waBased face by executing three innocent coma U.S. Marine Corps veteran, writer,
on the book by U.S. combat histo-bat soldiers for alleged cowardice.and film consultant, notes, “A Viet-
rian S.L.A. Marshall, the film was the Paths of Gloryremains a shattering nam movie’s reality rests on how it
last in Milestone’s important cin- portrayal of the reality of the front portrays the central experience of
ematic trilogy about infantry war- line versus the reality of the rear. Thewar: combat.*
fare® In the film, Milestone analyzes film was banned in France until 1975 The best Vietham combat films
a company of U.S. infantry that, forand, for a time, was also prohibitedwere Oliver Stone’sPlatoon
purely political reasons, is ordered toon many U.S. military bases. Kubrick’s Full Metal Jacket and
seize a tactically pointless hill from In the 1960s and early 1970s, thelohn Irvin'sHamburger Hill*® Stone
the Chinese and to hold it againstombat sub-genre was profoundlywas a Vietnam veteran whose war
counterattack. All the while, the sol- affected by U.S. involvement in theexperiences clearly influenced his
diers are aware that armistice talkd/ietham war. The combat films of films. Platoon opens with words
under way at Panmunjon might atthose years were often subvertedrom Ecclesiastes: “Rejoice, O Young
any moment bring about a cease-firevehicles with cultural overtones thatMen in Thy Youth.?®* The film is
The film features a superb perfor-reflected the mores of the radicalsurreal and metaphysical in tone and
mance by Gregory Peck as the wear$960s antiwar movement. Films suctconcerns the struggle between two
lieutenant who must summon up hisasThe Dirty DozerandKellys He- sergeants who embody the oppo-
own courage and that of his men taoeswere about antiheroes, misfits,sites of good (Willem Dafoe) and evil
fight in a cause they do not under-and criminals fighting in World War (Tom Berenger) for the souls of the
stand for an objective they know toll.*® When John Wayne tried to in- members of the platoon. The rather
be irrelevant. terpret America’s intervention in Viet- heavy-handed plot is of less impor-
The 1950s also produced perhapsam in terms of a World War lI-type tance than Stone’s stunningly realis-
the greatest film on World War | and, “good war” withThe Green Berets tic portrayal of combat in Vietham.
indeed, one of the cinematic masterthe result was a cardboard film dis-Platoonset many of the parameters
pieces of all time about the subjectinguished by artificiality?® for American cinema’s interpretation
of war—Kubrick'sPaths of Glony” Only in the late 1970s, with suchof the conflict in Southeast Asia, and
The genius of the film lies in its un- films as Michael Cimino’§he Deer it remains arguably the most influen-
usually successful and multilayeredHunter, Ted Post'$5o Tell the Spar- tial Vietham combat film.
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Kubrick’s Full Metal Jacketlike Metal Jacketies Irvin's more con- line relationship between experienced
Coppola’s Apocalypse Nowis ventionaHamburger Hill®® The lat- combat soldiers, a squad of untried
greater in its parts than in its wholeter is a film in the Milestone tradition replacements, and the decisions of
Scripted by the writer Michael Herr, and resemble®ork Chop Hillin  company commanders. The film is an
Full Metal Jackeis an idiosyncratic both its structure and its effort tointimate but powerful portrait of close
and harrowing portrait of the makingachieve documentary realism. Thecombat and contains excellent char-
of the U.S. Marines—the polar op-movie is an accomplished examinaacterizations and gritty, unsettling
posite of the respectf@ands of Iwo tion of a squad from Bravo Companybattle action scenes.

Jima Broyles writes, “The most re- of the 101st Airborne Division and its ~ Spielberg’sSaving Private Ryan
alistic of all Vietnam films is the first part in the battle to secure Hill 937 inand Malick’s The ThinRed Line,
half of Stanley Kubrick’$-ull Metal the Ashau Valley in 1969, an actionhowever, revived the combat film at
Jacket which wired Marine Corps that resulted in a 70 percent casualtjhe end of the 20th centur$aving
boot camp [on Paris Island] with elec-rate for the Americans. The camerdrivate Ryarnwas influenced by the
tric chair voltage and threw the follows the 11-day assault on the hillearlier films of Wellman, Milestone,
switch.” The first half of the film is  with such painstaking detail that theand Fuller. Drained of color and ro-
distinguished by an extraordinaryfighting is almost exhausting to mance, the movie is a bloody memo-
performance by actor Lee Ermey (awatch. As one soldier laconically ral to the World War Il generation
former drill instructor) as Gunnery remarks, “You don't have to like it and its great crusade against Nazism.
Sergeant Hartman, whose task it is t9fighting] but you have to show Spielberg focuses on the dynamics
turn a raw recruit into “a hard-heartyp e of infantry combat, beginning with
that kills.” In a memorable sceneT danN an astonishing recreation of the land-
Hartman informs his charges of their oward a New ing on Omaha Beach in June 1944.
new status in life: “If you ladies leave Combat Cinema The opening scene is a searing, vis-
my island, if you survive recruit train- N the post-Cold War years thecerg| introduction—as if 15th-cen-
ing, you will be a weapon. You will MOst interesting developments in th,ry pytch artist Hieronymus Bosch,
be a minister of death praying for warcOmbat sub-genre occurred towarGyhg specialized in graphic pictures
But until that day you are pukes, youthe end of the 1990s. In 1998, Ivin'spf He|l, was at work using a camera
are the lowest form of life on Earth, When Trumpets Fad&pielberg's rather than a paintbrush. The initial
You are not even human-fucking-Saving Private Ryarand Terrence 30.minute D-Day landing sequence
beings. You are nothing but unorgaMalick’s The Thin Red Linsought has peen acclaimed by soldiers, film
nized grabastic pieces of amphibiarfo reinvent and reinterpret the Ameri-cyitics, and military historians alike for
shit. Because | am hard you will notcan combat filn¥? All three directors  setting a new cinematography stan-
like me. But the more you hate me thdurned their attention to the subjeciyard for combat film&: Hackworth
more you will learn. I'am hard but | Of the “good” war—World War Il.  declared that Spielberg’s film “cap-
am fair. There is no racial bigotry here. Irvin's When Trumpets Fade@ tyres infantry battle as no other Hol-
I do not look down on niggers, kikes, small, modest film, suffered from be-ywood film has.® Timemagazine's
wops, or greasers. Here you are alng released at the same time as th@m critic Richard Schickel called the
equally worthless. And my job is to big-budget filmsSaving Private peach landing “quite possibly the
weed out all nonhackers who do noRyanand The ThinRed Line Yet greatest combat sequence ever made,
deserve to serve in my Corp8.” Irvin's approach to reenacting infan-in part because it is so fanatically

Eventually one nonhacker recruittry combat is distinguished by adetailed, in part because the action
cracks up under the pressure; h&neticulous search for realism, an apis so compressed . . . in part because
shoots Hartman, then himself. Theproach first demonstrated in his Viet-the horror is so long sustained.”
second and more ambiguous half oham war filmHamburger Hill When  Gerald F. Linderman, perhaps the
Full Metal Jacketleals with the new TrumpetsFade is thus, quintes- |eading historian of the American
Marines skirmishing in the ruined sentially, a soldier’s film, a movie that combat experience, has observed
city of Hue during the 1968 Tet Of- affirms the virtues of a minimalist that the Normandy sequence creates
fensive. The squad encounters a feapproach to the cinema of combat “new standard for war-film real-
male sniper who picks off its mem-and seeks to make few concessiongm.”*
bers until three of them, led by Ani- to the requirements of commercial- After the grueling Omaha Beach
mal Mother (whose helmet carries thésm. The result is a grueling, unsenscenes Saving Private Ryarbe-
legend “l am become death”), Jokertimental snapshot of the U.S. infan-comes much more conventional and
and Rafterman spearhead a raid ofty experience during the harrowingreveals its cinematic debt to the films
the source of fire and kill her. Her battle of the Hurtgen Forest alongof Wellman, Milestone, and Fuller.
death symbolizes that the Marineghe Siegfried Line in November 1944.Spielberg’s squad contains familiar
are at last “reborn hard,” and JokerThe struggle for the Hurtgen Foresigeneric figures—the good officer,
comments: “l am in a world of shit. cost the U.S. Army 24,000 casualtiethe tough noncommissioned officer,
Yes. But | am alive. And | am not and was dubbed “the Death Facthe Brooklyn kid, the droll Jewish sol-
afraid.”®” tory” by Gls on the line. I'When dier, the Bible-quoting Southern

Between the metaphysics Bla- Trumpets Fadelrvin concentrates sniper, the sensitive medic, and the
toon and the idiosyncracy dfull  with laser-like intensity on the front- squad coward. The film’'s main events
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are also familiar and include a squadaccessible and, therefore, more popu-, :'nti';rt?.”éi'nicryhaé@xe"fgfg)@j (Qae':fﬁgg;fty Clty, A

assault, a town battle, a sniper duelar thanThe Thin Red Lindt comes  macartur Wamer Brothers Studios, 1977). _
and a stand against German armor. las no surprise that, Whereas Spi€ls,s. for 10 oy ke dodor o ooy

seeking to reinvent the combat film,berg won the Oscar for Best Direc-(Cuver Ciy, CA MGM Studos, 1957y Davel Lean, drector
. - . e Briage on the River Kwal (Culver City, - Columobi
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Voices from the Sierra Maestra;

Fidel Castro’s Revolutionary Propaganda
Major Russell J. Hampsey, U.S. Army

On 5 November 1956, 82 Cubanover the Cuban citizenry? How did 19 years. He voided the results of the
revolutionaries based in Mexicothe United States, one of only tworecent election and appointed himself
boarded a broken-down yachtsuperpowers at the time, allow a nachief executive, prime minister, and
namedLa Granmaand headed for tion 90 miles from its southern coasthead of the Cuban Armed Forces.
Cuba. Seven days later the yacht rato slip from its grasp during the Political groups throughout Cuba
aground near the Los Coloradosheight of the zero sum game of theejected the coup, but none pro-
beach in Cuba’s Oriente Province.Cold War? tested more vehemently than did stu-
The landing was well south of the The answers to these questionslent groups at the University of
force’s link-up site, where 50 support-lie in the guerrilla’s use of propa- Havana. Castro, by then a practicing
ers awaited their arrival. Governmeniganda and political warfare. The proJawyer, legally challenged the coup
warships patrolled the coast, anchaganda campaign that Fidel Castr@nd called for a 100-year jail sentence
government planes flew overheadand his followers waged set the confor Batista. However, Castro’s brief
The element of surprise was not alitions in Cuba and internationally. was thrown out by the federal
factor. The campaign helped them gain Cucourts? Castro continued to work to

Three days later, soldiers, tippedhan society’s favor and prevented arinite the factions that opposed
off by a local peasant, surroundednternational (specifically an Ameri- Batista. One student group, the
the revolutionists and almost annihi-can) reaction to the insurrection andSantamaria, published a mimeo-
lated them. From 12 to 20 of the gueryltimately, led to the rebels’ victory. graphed underground paper titled
rillas survived and escaped to therhe Cuban Revolution's propagan-Son Los MismosCastro frequently
Sierra Maestra Mountains to con-da and political warfare, when exam-published articles in the paper con-
tinue their fight against Cuban dic-ined in its original context, illustrates demning the Batista government, and
tator and strongman Fulgenciog well-planned and executed psycholn May 1952 he suggested that the
Batista! Twenty-four months later |ogical operation (PSYOP) that influ- group change the name of the paper
the survivors formed the nucleus ofenced numerous target audiencet® El Acusador
a rebel army that marched to Havanang led to behavioral changes that Castro’s group of students and
to form a revolutionary government helped Castro seize power while comyoung leaders later became the
that continues to shape internationajanding a numerically and techno-nucleus of the 26th of July movement
relations in the Western Hemispherejogically inferior force. (M-26-7), which favored direct action

How did this small group of guer- ) ) against Batista’s dictatorial govern-
rillas eventually defeat an army of Batista Seizes Power ment The group began military train-
30,000 soldiers who were well On 10 March 1952, Batista seizedng in 1953 and set its sights on di-
equipped and had unchecked powepower in Cuba for the third time in rect military action against the Cuban
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government. The location of the ac-PSYOP community for these is “tar-determine the themes that will reso-
tion would be the Moncada Army get audience Joint Publication 1-02, nate with the target audience. An
Barracks of Santiago de Cuba. Department of Defense Dictionary ofexample of this is the Revolution’s
On 26 July 1953, the group at-Military and Associated Termde- denial of any involvement with com-
tacked the Barracks. The armed Revdines a target audience as “an indiinunism. This sub-objective would
lution against Batista had begunyvidual or group selected for influenceread: “Convince U.S. policymakers
Government forces quickly defeatedor attack by means of psychologicathe Revolution is not communist
the attack, and Castro’s group wa®perations? based.” Castro understood the reac-
forced to retreat. They headed to- Field Manual 3-05.3®sychologi- tion he would incite from U.S.
ward the Sierra Maestra Mountainscal Operation’sdefines two types of policymakers if he did not make this
where they sought refuge andPSYOP programs—an action pro-denial. This theme also played across
strengthened their numbers to congram and a product programction the spectrum of his target audiences
tinue the fight. programs are “sequential, coordi-because ob).S. sensitivities toward
Government forces tracked thenated presentations of a series ofommunist movements during the
rebels and eventually captured all ofactions to achieve a specific PSYORearly Cold War years.
them. Several were put to death whilebjective.”® A product program is  Finally, initiators design PSYOP
sheer “luck and public opinion a “sequential, coordinated presenprograms to support each of their
spared the lives of Fidel, Raultation of a series of products tosub-objectives. This includes deter-
[Castro], and some of [their] closestachieve a specific PSYOP objec-mining the type of media to use and
associates?’Cubans were outragedtive.”'! Finally, JP 1-02 defines a when to use it; actions that when
at the summary execution withoutPSYOP action as “an action or activviewed by the target audience will
trial of many of the rebels. This con-ity planned primarily for its psycho- cause a desired reaction; themes to

sternation benefited Castro, predogical impact.?? stress and themes to avoid; and the
vented his death, and allowed him a Broadly defined, psychological frequency and timing of dissemina-
trial in the courts. operations are designed to influencdion plans.

While imprisoned, Castro decidedthe attitudes and perceptions and Castro’s plan called for two
that to conduct a successful revoluultimately change the behavior of PSYOP objectives that his cause
tion against the Batista regime heselected groups so their thoughtsieeded to accomplish to defeat the
would have to launch the Revolutionand actions favor the goals and obBatista regime. First, the group had
from another country. Thus, after hisjectives of the initiator. Al PSYOP to convince fellow Cubans of the
release, he went to Mexico, where hgplans must begin with an ultimateRevolution’s legitimacy and that it
reunited with Raul. Raul had alreadyobjective or goal; an example ofcould succeed. Second, they had to
begun planning the invasion fromwhich, for this study, is “Defeat the deter U.S. involvement in the Revo-
Mexico and had organized support-Batista regime.” This simple, conciselution. To achieve these objectives,
ers and recruited revolutionary-statement is the impetus for the dethey had to reach numerous audi-
minded men to form a guerrilla army.velopment of the plan that Castroences in and out of Cuba.

He introduced Castro to Ernestoimplemented during the Revolution. The Cubans that could influence
“Che” Guevara, an Argentine doctor, PSYOP objectives, then, are develthe achievement of the revolutionar-
who played an important role in theoped to lead to the accomplishmentes’ first objective were the popula-
Cuban Revolution and the propa-of the ultimate objective. Another tion of Santiago de Cuba, the
ganda implemented during theexample of a PSYOP objective for thisGuajiros in Oriente Province, Cuban
struggle> On 25 November 1956, operation would have been “Deteryouth movementsand the Cuban

Castro and 82 others boarded U.S. involvement in the Revolution.” military. To achieve the second ob-

Granmaand set sail for Cuba. From this objective, target audiencegective, they had to reach the U.S.
: could be determined, and sub-objecpress and population and U.S. de-

Psycho_loglcal tives could be formed that would cisionmakers.

Operatlons help achieve this goal. The target

The term psychological opera-audiences Castro selected were thebjective 1:
tions was coined in U.S. Army Field U.S. press, U.S. policymakers, and th€onvince the Cubans of the
Manual (FM) 33-5,Psychological UhS. population in gﬁnieral, all of Revolution’s legitimacy.
Operations in January 1962 The whom are important in helping Castr . ]
teFr)m has since been c)i/efined in Join&chieve his objectives. OTarQEt_ Audience:
Publication (JP) 3-53octrine for  Target audiences help the initiator '€ Santiago de Cuba pop-
Joint Psychological Operationgsis  focus on sub-PSYOP objectives thaH'at'?]”’ the Guajiros, gur?an
“operations planned to convey se-are based on the group’s peculiariYOUth movements, and the
lected information and indicators toties. Messages and actions that afguban military.
audiences to influence their emo-effective for one group might not be  The Santiago de Cuba population.
tions, motives, objective reasoning,so for anothertherefore, each target Castro said, “No weapon, no force is
and ultimately the behavior of gov-audience must be understood andapable of defeating a people who
ernments, organizations, groups, antargeted separatefy.Study of each have decided to fight for their
individuals.” The term used in the target audience helps the plannerights.”* Santiago de Cuba, located
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on the eastern end of Cuba near thiolled the city in the name of the paper and radio network to serve the
Sierra Maestra Mountains in the26th of July movement for hours onarea. The small newspapek]
Oriente Province, “is shut off from the day of the planned landing.  Cubano Librewvas copied on a mim-
Havana as surely as if it were another Pais was instrumental in gainingeograph and distributed throughout
country.”® Residents believed support for the Revolution in the are&?Articles written by Castro,
people from Havana looked on theirSantiago de Cuba and was the keguevara, and others served to illus-
city as backward, and they felt ex-executor of propaganda in the citytrate the ideology of the 26th of July
ploited by the Havana governméht. from the 1956 landing until his deathmovement and their plans for Cuba’s
Santiagueros were proud, defiant, anéh 1957. During a pro-Batista rally future. The radio station started small,
antigovernment in general. Through-organized by Roland Masferrer on 1&roadcasting only in the local area
out Cuba’s history, Santiago de Cubaviay 1957, “Pais used a clandestindut widening its area as the war pro-
served as a starting point for revoluradio to cut into Masferrer’'s gressed: “When we began to broad-
tion. Castro recognized and exploitedspeech .2 Pais called for revolution cast from our own transmitter, the
these qualities in choosing to attackand exalted Castro and his followerexistence of our troops and their
the Moncada Army Barracks in 1953throughout the city, and the 26th offighting determination became
and later during the Revolution July movement gained support fromknown throughout the Republic; our
when using the Sierra Maestra Mounthe Santiagueros. The movemenlinks began to become more exten-
tains as his operational base. Castroshipped arms through Santiago deive and complicated, even reaching
objectives were to increase the disCuba and received medical treatmentiavana and Camagiiey in the west,
content among Santiago de Cuba'shelter, and provisions in the city. where we had important supply cen-
population; demonstrate the Rev- The Guajiros. The refuge for the ters, and Santiago in the ea®tThe
olution’s strength and resolve torebels in the mountains consisted ofesults of the intensive campaign
win; and encourage Santiagueros t62,500 square miles and 50,000waged among the Guajiros served the
support the Revolution. Guajiros.” The Guajiros can be de- rebels well. The network of support-
Part of Castro’s initial plan during scribed as “poor, illiterate black, ers kept the rebels informed of “the
the attack on the Moncada Armywhite, and mulatto peasants” whopresence of not only the Army but
Barracks was to capture the local ralived in the villages and farms of any stranger” who entered the
dio stationso the rebels could use itthroughout the Sierra Maestra afea. rebel zoné® The combination of civil
to “call the people to revolt” The Most of them were squatters whoand military development provided a
attempt to seize the radio statiorcleared land for subsistence farmingvorking model of the society the
failed, but Castro followed up with a and built huts in which to live be- Revolution hoped to create.
rallying cry for the Santiagueros dur-tween sugar harvests. During har- The Batistas also targeted the
ing his trial defense. He repeatedlyests, they left their mountain homesGuajiros, but the strength of Castro’s
emphasized the atrocities committecand worked as sugarcane cuttersampaign prevented government in-
against the population by the BatistaCastro understood that to survive irroads into the rebel zone. Castro was
regime. He described soldiers whos¢he mountains he needed theble to give the Guajiros hope, and
uniforms became butchers’ apronsGuajiros’ support. He had to con-the Guajiros gave Castro the time and
He painted the Batista regime as th&ince them to support the 26th of Julysupport he needed for success.
worst of all the oppressors of movement; to recruit them to join the Cuban youth movementsAnother
Cuba—a regime that purposelyRevolution; and to persuade them tkey group Castro targeted was
preyed on the Santiagueros, a peac@&form the rebels of government ac-Cuba’s youth movements. Castro’s
ful, liberty-loving people. He de- tion in the area. objectives were to establish the le-
scribed the deaths of innocent chil- Guevara served to motivate thegitimacy of the 26th of July move-
dren at the hands of soldiers: “AfterGuajiros. In late 1957, with Castro’sment to unite all revolutionary efforts
the battle, they threw themselves likepermission, Guevara began to buildand to convince youth movements
wild beasts on the city of Santiagoa small-scale infrastructure in his secthat the main effort was in the Sierra
de Cuba and on its defenseless poptier of the Sierra Maestra—E| Maestra Mountains.
lation.™® Hombrito. Guevara’s action demon- Castro understood the importance
Castro did not forget Santiago destrated to the local population theof uniting all of the revolutionary
Cuba as he launched his second atebels’ commitment to improving their movements throughout the island,
tempt at revolution. He planned tolives. Guevara oversaw the construcand he began his campaign to do so
coordinate his landing with an upris-tion of a small hospital, a bread ovengven before the Moncada Barracks
ing in Santiago de Cuba throughpig and poultry farms, a cigar factory,attack. On 23 July 1953, he released
Frank Pais, the movement’s leader imnd a small armo@j.The guerrillas a manifesto declaring the philosophy
the city. The plan would make paid farmers to grow certain types ofof the Revolution to the Cuban
Santiago de Cuba “the rebel strongvegetables so the rebels could purpeople. The manifesto defined the
hold” of the Revolutio®® Because of chase them for subsistence. The bevanguard of the Revolution as “a
the delay of Castro’s landing, theefit of seeing words transformed intoyouth that wants a new Cuba, a
synchronization that the plan calledactions served to steel the resolve ofouth that has freed itself from all the
for never materialized. However, Paithe Guajiros to support the rebels faults, the mean ambitions, and the
did conduct an uprising and con- Guevara also established a newssins of the pasg”
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Castro continued efforts to unite”l appreciate your noble feeling to- munist-based revolution. “Above
Cuban youth movements during hisward us, who are, after all, your com-all,” he said, “we are fighting for a
time in Mexico. In September 1956, hepatriots, not your enemies becauseemocratic Cuba and an end to the
and José Antonio Echevarria, theve are not at war with the armeddictatorship.?*
leader of the University Federation offorces, but against the dictator- Matthew's articles had a de-legiti-
Students (FEU), signed the Mexicoship.”® During the battle of Mompie, mizing effecton the Batista regime.
pact that united the revolutionaryCastro fought against a former lawAfter Cuban officials challenged the
efforts of these two powerful orga- student colleague, Major Josévalidity of the story,The New York
nizations® Point 16 of the pact Quevedo. Castro reportedly held alimesresponded by publishing a
reads: “The FEU and the 26th of Julydialogue with Quevedo guaranteeingphotograph of Matthews and Castro
movement adopt as their watchwordhe good treatment of the soldiers iftogether in the Sierra Maestra Moun-
the unity of all the revolutionary, they surrendered. After several daysains®® The effect of Matthews’ ar-
moral, and civic forces of the na-of this, Quevedo surrendered. Thdicle was invaluable to Castro
tion—students, workers, youth orga-rebels fed Quevedo’s soldiers before Castro presented to Matthews a
nizations, and all men of dignity—so turning them over to the Internationalforce that appeared to be well orga-
that they will support us in this Red Crosé? nized. Nothing could have been fur-
struggle which will end in our victory ~ Castro’s humane treatment of hisgher from the truth. Castro said his
or our death? Thus, on the eve of prisoners of war served to legitimizearmy “works in groups of 10 to 40,”
Castro’s invasion, unity with a pow- his fighting force in the eyes of his and, he further stated that he had “no
erful youth organization took shapearmed adversary. As Castro’s armyess than 50" rifles with telescopes
and legitimized the 26th of July move-marched across the island in 1958that Cuban soldiers fear&dTlhe re-
ment in the eyes of other youthCuban military commanders couldality of the situation was that at the
movements throughout Cuba. not rally their troops to fight the time Castro’s army numbered “less

The Cuban military. Castro’s em- rebels. One commander cautioned hithan 20 armed meri”
brace of a soldier as Castro left hisoldiers not to be impressed “by Matthews's articles were filled with
prison cell on the Isle of Pines was avhat ‘Fidel Castro’s radio station andadmiration for Castro and his cause.
symbol of his attempt to stop thehis propaganda organs—or the ill-As a result, U.S. attention turned
military from participating in the vio- born Cubans who propagate rutoward the Cuban situation. Mat-
lence directed by the Batista regimemors—may say.® Castro’s cam- thews’ scoop opened the floodgates,
Castro knew that if he could influ- paign against Cuban Armed Forcegnd U.S. journalists hastily tried to
ence the Cuban military to supportwas effective and greatly hastenedeach the Cuban rebels. Money, re-

the Revolution by either joining him his march to victory. cruits, and support flowed to the Si-
or, at least, not fighting him, he could . . . erra Maestra.

rapidly achieve Batista's overthrow, Objective 2: Such interviews allowed Castro to
The objectives he established to inDeter U.S. involvement in publicly separate himself from Cuba’s
fluence the military were to erodethe Revolution. communist movement. He under-
military support for Batista, stress-l-arget Audience: stood that U.S. citizens, decision-

the legitimacy of the 26th of July makers, and the U.S. press needed to
movement, and emphasize the inevi hear his denial of communist affilia-
tability of the military’s defeat. tion for themselves. Anticommunist
In June 1957, Batista began an all- U.S. press and populationCastro sentiment in the U.S. was strong
out offensive against Castro that ledoossessed a radio in the Sierrauring the late 1950s, and Americans
to Castro being surrounded on aMaestra Mountains, which allowedwould oppose any rebellion with
mountain crest near La Plata. With ndhim to monitor Cuban broadcastscommunist connections. If Castro
more than 40 men, he and his meiand U.S. broadcasts from Florida. Heeonvinced the U.S. press that his
held their position, wearing down theknew that to further the Revolution, movement was not communist, he
attackers. Castro used this opportuhe had to get the right message owlso would be able to reach other
nity to apply tactical “psychological so the international press and, moré@mportant target audiences.
warfare for the first time in the Sierraimportant, the U.S. press would not Castro convinced Matthews that
war by installing loudspeakers thatdisregard the rebellion in Cuba. Hishis group had no links to the com-
blared the national anthem, patrioticcontacts led him to Herbert L. munists. The second article in the
songs, and revolutionary exhorta-Matthews, a Latin America expert for series focused on the rebels’ anti-dic-
tions at the exhausted Batista solThe New York Timesho conducted tatorial stance and, more important,
diers.’®® Castro’s force denied the an interview of Castro in Cuba. for the rebels, the separation of the
military a victory at that decisive Matthews’ interview became a three-movement from the communists:
point. part series of articles about the Cu*Communism has little to do with
Castro opened a dialogue withban revolt and, more important,opposition to the regime. There is a
military commanders, and several exCastro, its leader. Allowing Ameri- well-trained, hard core of communists
changes illustrate his PSYOP objeceans to see his ideas in print wouladhat is doing as much mischief as it
tive of eroding support to the regime.lend legitimacy to Castro’s cause, agan and that naturally bolsters all the
To General Eulogio Cantillo he wrote,would his denial of it being a com- opposition elements, but there is no

The U.S. press and population
and U.S. decisionmakers.
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communism to speak of in Fidel Castro’s programs with regard toprinciples.
Castro’s 26th of July movement orthe U.S. press, concerning the Castro’s successful propaganda
the disaffected elements in themovement’s political goals, also campaign also was due to his under-
Army.”38 served to affect U.S. decisionmakersstanding of target audiences and his
Castro continued to distance hisCastro’s public rejection of commu- sense of timingn applying the art of
movement from the communist move-nism was reflected in correspon-PSYOP. Castro quickly responded to
ment before the U.S. press. In a Febdence, dated 7 December 1957, bad.S. concerns when his brother kid-
ruary 1958 ookmagazine interview, tween the U.S. Department of Stateapped U.S. citizens. He could have
Andrew St. George questionedand U.S. American Embassy policychosen that moment to demonstrate
Castro on charges that the Revoluefficer Wayne Smith. Smith wrote: the movement’s increased strength,
tion was communist-inspiredd. “The Cuban Government accusesut he stuck with his goal of avoid-
Castro credited Matthews with dis-Castro of being a communist, but hasng U.S. intervention, understanding
crediting this claim and stated thathot produced evidence to substantithat the kidnappings would only
“the Cuban communists, as your jour-ate the charge’? Castro's campaign serve to anger his northern neighbor.
nalist John Gunther once reportedof distancing himself from commu-  PSYOP officers must also examine
have never opposed Batista, fonism was reaching his intended authe propaganda Castro conducted in
whom they have seemed to feel dlience. the sense of a potential adversarial
close kinship# Castro not only de-  Castro, no stranger to Cuban.hisPSYOP effort. Thg program Cast_ro
nied the charges, he attempted to linkory, was well aware that the Unitedfollowed could easily be replicated in
Batista with the communist move- States believed it had a legitimateoday’s information-age environ-
ment. reason to intervene in Cuban politicsment. The advances in media tech-
In a letter to the U.S. policy jour- He had to maintain a delicate balanceology actually would assist a guer-
nal The Nation Castro summarizes Of fighting against a demonstrablyrilla effort in gaining, or preventing,
the programs of the 26th of Ju|yillegitimate dictator, while simulta- international support. One only has
movement that the rebels wouldneously not offending the Unitedto look at propaganda efforts by
implement when they won. The pro-States enough to cause interventiofhilippine and Colombian insurgents
gram is outlined in six paragraphs,n Cuban affairs. Part of the programexploiting the Internet to sense the
with paragraph 5 addressing the inf0 reduce the chances of U.S. interpossibilities available to potential

government: “In international affairs, 'hetoric he spouted. Matthews wroteg yjjggue
the establishment of close solidaritythat Castro “has strong ideas of lib-"'5, '3’ 33nary 1959, Cuban revolu-
with the democratic nations of the®y, democracy, social justice, thegqna1 commander Fidel Castro be-
American continents® Again, Need to restore the constitution, tq,, Hig “long march on the central
through the U.S. press, Castro at0ld elections™ In the interview, pignuay from Santiago to Havani.”
tempted to demonstrate his distanc&astro said, “We are fighting for aia arch was a move to gain the
from the communist movement. ~democratic ,,CSZUba and an end to they ) 1ar support of the people as the
Before Matthews’ interview, the dictatorship.® In theLookinterview, o ymn crossed the island. Mounted
Cuban press covered mostly articlefaStrO said, “Under our constitution, ;2 cantred tank, Castro addressed
about the resort atmosphere of Hal, @M far t0o young to be a candi-c,hang at various stops along the
vana, and the Cuban government digfdte-* The ideals that Castro pre- ... ‘beqpje clamored for this “libera-
a fairly good job of controlling the Sented through the press to the U.§q % castro used these opportunities
stories that left the island. Entries inPuPlic made it difficult for U.S. 4."so "ot what Cuba’s future
theReader’s Guide to Periodical Lit- cjeC|S|onma_ker§ to justify an INterveN-ghould look like, and he promised to
erature focused on how Americans tion on Batista's behalf. “punish those who have been re-
could vacation cheaply in Havana, ofLessons Learned sponsible for so many years of suf-
the visits of high-profile celebrities  Examining Castro’s propagandafering.™®
to the island, and so dAAfter effort is valuable for the PSYOP spe- Castro arrived in Havana on 8
Matthew's interviewReaders Guide cialist because it illustrates the effec-January 1959. He gave his respects
articles focused on rebel demandsiveness of a well-planned, flexible to the president he had appointed,
and interviews with Castro, which plan. The most important aspect oManuel Urrutia Lled, and gave a
kept the Revolution on the frontthe effort was never losing sight ofspeech to the thousands of people
pages of the U.S. press. the mission, in this case the overgathered there. Castro, elevated to
U.S. decisionmakersCastro had throw of the Batista regime. Propa-legendary status, received the moni-
to convince U.S. decisionmakers thaganda can take on a life of its ownkers “Savior of the Fatherland” and
the movement was not communistbut Castro was able to direct his proThe Maximum Leader.” He had
He had to persuade them to stogram to support his objectives at allachieved his goal—the overthrow of
shipping small arms and planes tdimes. Incidentally, the program Batista. His use of propaganda en-
Cuba, and he wanted to dissuad€astro successfully executed paralabled him to achieve that goal in the
them from intervening in the Revo- lels current U.S. PSYOP doctrine, il-face of seemingly insurmountable
lution. lustrating the soundness of thesedds: “We cannot become dictators;
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we shall never need to use force be-1L bid. gossary.

12. JP 1-02.

cause we have the people, and be-13. Tnis staement does not mean that some messages and

cause the people shall judge, an

gﬁons do not cross target audiences. In fact, many messages
i

ight, and often do, cross target audiences. Only by study-

because the day the people want, \Jf rah et fiencs el can one deemie s

shall leave® MR
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U.S. Intervention in Siberia as
Military Operations Other Than War

Dr. Paul E. Dunscomb

The stuff of an age now dead. potential MOOTW case studies,fantry Regiments normally based in
—S.LA Marshat  such as the U.S. intervention in Sithe Philippines under the command
beria from 1918 to 1920. of Major General William Sidney
If the 1990s are any indication, theSjperia 1918-1920 Graves. The British dispatched an
“future” mission of the U.S. military |, July 1918, after months of prod_infantry regiment from Hong Kong,
is occurring now. Military operations ding from Wor'Id War | allies. U.S. and the French sent a regiment from
other than war (MOOTW), as in prasident Woodrow Wilson invited !ndo-China. Italy, Canada, China,
Northern Irag, Somalia, Haiti, Bosnia, the Japanese to join the U.S. in send®€rPia, Poland, and Rumania also
and Kosovo, will almost certainly ing a force of about 7,000 men eaclseNt token units. Czech forces, num-
become more the rule than the excepy jadivostok, Russia. The troops’ Pering around 50,000, largely served
Given the likelihood of such mis- quantity of military stores that had SPearhead of White armies driving
sions, the need for creating andyjled up in and around the port; seon Moscow. The Japanese had the
evolving doctrine is paramount. cyre the eastern end of the Trandargest number of forces by far. Sev-
HOWeVer, ||m|t|ng Study to Solely Siberian Ra“way SO Czechoslovakeral diViSionS, U|t|mate|y tO'[aling
those operations conducted by U.Sgroops, who had seized much of thetbout 73,000 men, were sent into the
Armed Forces during the 1990srajlway in June, could push west andvViaritime Province of eastern Siberia
makes creating a truly comprehenestablish contact with their fellows; through Vladivostok and into the
sive, flexible MOOTW doctrine un- and “steady any efforts at self- Trans-Baikal region in western Sibe-
|Ik8|y government and self-defense |rf|a through North Manchuria. Al-
Reevaluating historical events inwhich the Russians themselves maghough the supreme commander in
terms of MOOTW doctrine provides be willing to accept assistandafil- ~ Siberia was Japanese, most forces—
lessons and approaches we can us@n was adamant that troops sent tgarticularly U.S.—operated under a
with profit in future operations. Yet, Siberia were not there to take sidegarallel command structufe.
just as MOOTW requires the U.S.in the Russian civil war but, rather, The area of action in Siberia was
military to develop new skills beyond were only to provide a stable envi-vast, stretching over 1,200 air miles
traditional warfighting, future military ronment in which the Russians couldrom Vladivostok to Irkutsk, just west
historians will not be able to confine determine for themselves what sorpf Lake Baikal. The most direct route
themselves strictly to the old descrip-of government they might ha¥e.  between these two locations tran-
tion of operations. A broader, deeper The American Expeditionary Forcesited northern Manchuria. In 1896,
approach will be necessary. Fortu{AEF), Siberia, was comprised largelythe Russians had secured treaty
nately, 20th-century history is rich in of the U.S. Army’s 27th and 31st In- rights to build a railway (the Chinese
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Eastern) along this direct route, andsan activities became a greatetudes toward guarding the railway
the railway zone was virtually Rus-threat. In February 1919, a detachalso differed sharply from the Ameri-
sian territory. ment of 300 Japanese troops wasans’. The Japanese did nothing to
Although Britain and France ex- virtually wiped out by a partisan stop Semenov and Kalmykov from
pressed desire for U.S. and Japanesgnbush at Yuft&ln early 1920, par- interfering in railway operations or
forces to proceed west of the Uralgisans—turned freebooters—seizedrom hijacking or holding up badly
to attempt reconstituting an easternhe city of Nikolaevsk and massacrecheeded arms, ammunition, or other
front against Germany, both nationswhite forces as well as two compa-vital supplies for the Omsk govern-
declined. For all intents and pur-nies of Japanese infantry and numement. The Japanese also used their
poses, Irkutsk marked the westernous Japanese civiliafisAmerican control of border crossings with
most area of operations. Russiafiorces were not immune; in JuneChina to facilitate the entry of Japa-
authority in the region was generally1919, 31st Infantry Regiment unitsnese products and goods into Rus-
fragmented, even after Admiral Alex- were attacked at Suchan and Rosia (without paying tariffs or dues)
ander Kolchak took control of the manovka and suffered several casuwhile excluding other nations’. The
“All Russian White” (counter- alties. The same month, partisarBritish 25th Middlesex Infantry Regi-
revolutionary) government at Omsk.forces at Uspenka attacked units oment was essentially sent to Siberia
Two regional leaders of Cossackthe 27th Infantry Regiment. Through-as an allied force for the Whites.
armies, Gregory Semenov at Chita irput the year, small-unit operationsThey operated far beyond the in-
the Trans-Baikal and Ivan Kalmykov and sniping took place at bridgestended zone of operations and called
in the area around Khabarovsk in theynd other isolated points on the railconstantly for support from other
Maritime Province, acted largely in- way where U.S. forces provided secoalition partners, which never

dependently with more or less opergyrity 0 camet®
support from the Japane%dhis . The intervention in Siberia also
severely undermined the effective—A Classic MOOTW resembles the modern MOOTW in

ness of the Kolchak regime and , Attacks on U.S. forces occurreding yyay in which its story cannot be
eroded the region’s stability. After the deSPite the fact that, by and largeg|q strictly through the eyes of the
collapse of the White government ath€ Americans stuck doggedly toy s army. The U.S. Navy posted
the end of 1919, the U.S. announce%f1elr neutral stance to the ultimatéseyera) ships to Viadivostok (Admi-
its intention to withdraw from Sibe- frustration of the White Russians as| Austin M. Knight served as su-
ria, and the last troops departegVell @s the American troopSThis  hreme commander of coalition naval
Vladivostok on 1 April 1920. and other factors highlight the wayfqrces) and undertook extensive in-
Combat was not the principle mis-in Which the commitment of nearly ieligence-gathering operations. U.S.
sion of the AEF, Siberia. Once Czecho9.000 U.S. soldiers to eastern Siberigyarines, detached from the ships,
slovak forces had overthrown Bol-Possessed all the hallmarks of a classngaged in security patrols in the city.
shevik-controlled administrations Sic MOOTW. _ _ Naturally, U.S. Department of State
throughout the region during the Throughout the intervention, personnel played vital roles in
summer of 1918 and allowed moremembers of the exhibition spentmMOOTW operations, as did Roland
moderate elements to establish thenfhuch time working with nongovern- porris, the ambassador to Japan,
selves, security for U.S. forces wagnental organizations (NGOs), suchand various consuls in Siberia. But,
not considered a major problem. Theds the Young Men's Christian Asso-simply studying joint operations or
principal mission of U.S. forces wasciation (YMCA) and the American adding diplomatic history to the mix
to provide security for the Trans-Red Cross as well as with variousin Siberia is not enough for a histo-
Siberian railway. The 27th Infantry quasi-official government organiza-rian. He requires a broader survey
Regiment operated in the Transtions, such as the American Reliefand must take into account the ac-
Baikal region around Verkhne- Administration and the U.S. techni- tivities of numerous other actors.
Udinsk, and the 31st Infantry Regi-cal mission known as the Russian The YMCA and Red Cross have
ment operated in the area just norttfiRailway Service Corps. The Siberianalready been mentioned, but psy-
of Vladivostok and the small mining intervention was also a multinationalchological operations (PSYOP) also
town of Suchan. Japanese forcegffair, which proved a distraction played a role. The Committee for
provided security along the remain-to the U.S. Government at homepPublic Information’s propaganda ef-
der of the railway. Czech forces per-and its representatives—civilian andfort to help convince the Russians of
formed this service west from themilitary—in the field. America’s friendly attitude and to
27th Infantry Regiment's sectorupto The Japanese Armed Forcesuild support for democratic, pro-
the White capital at Omsk. proved fractious and troublesomecapitalist institutions is an important
Winter weather initially was the coalition partners. Even with lesserearly example of PSYOPMany pri-
principal foe of forces stationed in coalition nations such as Britain, vate individuals—representatives of
Siberia, but as White governmentFrance, and Czechoslovakia, quesfinancial, railway, mining, and other
authority declined and the anti-tions regarding unity of effort and interests hunting for concessions
Bolshevik operations on the part ofobjectives proved nearly insolubfe. and promising prospects for invest-
Semenov, Kalmykov, and the Japa- Apart from their vigorous anti- ment and development—also compli-
nese alienated the population, partiBolshevik operations, Japanese attieated the scene, particularly in terms
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of inter-allied cooperation. tained is certainly true. Courtesy ofthe liberating effect it might have on
Then there is the case of John FGraves, it might be possible to sayscholars in their study of U.S. efforts
Stevens, chairman of the Inter-Alliedthe situation was not made infinitely during the Russian Civil War. Schol-
Railways Technical Control Board, worse!® arship on allied intervention in Rus-
who was left with the thankless andAreaS for Further Study sia over the last 50 years has tended
virtually impossible task of trying to to fall into certain categories, all of

operate the Trans-Siberian Railway irgoilgféfé v?/];]g%ufrgr(ae’igvr\:&flgrg:st égﬁghem unsatisfying because they fall
a way that would satisfy various fac-
tions among the intervening coali-

ducted operations in Russia in thd® describe the true breadth and
: . coali-yake of the Bolshevik revolution, SCOP€ Of the intervention. In one
tion, not to mention the Russiafs. owever the effort in Siberia was theCatedory, doubtless the one most fa-
Indeed, the central pillar of the U-S-only one where the U.S played ariniliar to military historians, histories
effort in Siberia had less to do with oy ansive. extended rolle.in terms off the intervention are campaign nar-
the forces engaged than it did Withleadership’ and commitment of troops_ratives that sacrifice all to a descrip-
U.S. efforts to control and managea though several hundred U.s. tion of battles and participants that
the various railways. Certainly with- troops participated in the allied inter-gives a seriously distorted view of
out the efforts of the Russian Rail-,ention at Archangelsk and Mur- what most coalition troops did dur-
way Service Corps, whose member%ansk, they were there for a shortelng their time there. With the excep-
held ranks in the army but were Ci'period and served under British comlion of the Czechoslovaks during
vilian professional railwaymen—dis- mand” Siberia, therefore, is most 1918, active fighting made up a small
patchers, shop managers, right-ofproquctive in terms of analyzing Percentage of military activities in Si-
way maintenance engineers—it iSihe intervention as a species of€fia among Japanese troops, let
unlikely that there would have beenyooTW, An examination of existing @lone Americans.
a Siberian intervention as we knowscholarship on the intervention as a Not only does the concentration
it. With the lines under Japanes@yhole, however, indicates that theON Operations give a distorted view
control, efforts to create a pro-approach also could be useful indf soldiers’ experiences, it ignores the
Japanese buffer state in the Russiagudying operations in other theatergar more active work done by civil-
Far East might have been more sucgs well. ian agencies during the period.
cessful. Certainly it would have  The value of such study would Among some of the works falling into
prompted a fiercer Russian resishe twofold. First, as a case study irfhis trap are Richard Goldhurstse
tance. the conduct of MOOTW, allied op- Midnight War,Christopher Dobson’s
One aspect of MOOTW that might erations in Siberia and elsewhere proT he Night They Almost Bombed
illuminate a study of the Siberian in-vide examples of the many pitfallsMoscow,Benjamin Rhodes’She
tervention is the question of missionjnherent in such exercises. ThisAnglo-American Winter War with
objectives. Viewed in new light, AEF, could begin with major questions of Russia,and R. M. Connaughton’s
Siberia, commander Graves mighthe validity of the basic concept of The Republic of the UshakowRa.
manage something of a posthumousgperation. Was there adequate secu- T0 an extent, it is not to be won-
vindication. Still widely criticized as rity for forces involved? Was there dered that writers working during the
being too passive in either suppressunity of effort, both in a joint and a Cold War would bend their stories
ing the Bolsheviks or supporting multinational context, on the part ofthrough the prism of subsequent
White forces, Graves is generallyforces involved? Questions of coor-U.S.-Soviet relations, viewing the in-
portrayed as a man seriously out oflination, cooperation, and liaisontervention as a doomed effort against
his depth who held pedantically toalso crop up in reference to the workhe inevitable and an unfortunate
the letter of his orders while anof the forces involved and to NGOs.beginning to an important relation-
anti-Bolshevik government, the sup-Did the organizations pursue endsship. Works by George F. Kennan
port of which was the assumed ob-compatible with forces involved? and Betty Miller Unterberger, still
ject of his mission, withered and diedWere their efforts mutually support- some of the most authoritative on the
From today’s prospective, it is ive, redundant, or in conflict? Did the period, were written in the late 1950s
easy to see that Graves’ orders, givemission have legitimacy in the eyesand are clearly imbued with a distinct
in August 1918 and never subseof the Russian and American“presentism.* The Cold War was
guently changed or clarified, werepeoples? Was the amount of refeaching one of its early peaks, and
vague and contradictory but did en-straint used by forces involved ap-the Soviet Union appeared to hold
join strongly to maintain a neutral propriate? Did commanders in thean upper hand. The Communists had
stance. Rather than mulishly refusingield and command authority backdefeated the Fascists and had beaten
to confront the realities that facedhome possess sufficient perseverthe U.S. into space. The Red Star ap-
him as the situation deteriorated, it isance? Finally, were there achievablgeared to be ascendant. Given this
possible to envision Graves as themission objectives, and were coop-apparent reality, how could the inter-
patron saint of all subsequent com-erative mechanisms for working with vention be viewed as anything less
manders who have desperatelyoalition or host-country entities ca-than a foolish or quixotic undertak-
sought to avoid the dread specter opable of accomplishing thef? ing? Even later writers, none of the
mission creep. That the object that The second benefit of an examina€aliber of Kennan or Unterberger,
many desired in Siberia was not attion of intervention as MOOTW is while possibly less in awe of the
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Soviet Union, were still impressed bya limited effort could realistically ac- confusion seemingly contradictory
its influence. Robert James Maddox'scomplish. Even on these terms therenission objectives engendered be-
The Unknown War with Russean s little doubt that the U.S. effort in deviled the troops in the field, their
examplet Siberia can be called anything shortommanders, the decisionmakers in
In the 1990s, writings on interven- of an unmitigated, long-term failure. Washington, and the American
tion tended toward the opposite di-Security was neglected, which led topeople, generally in much the same
rection, suffering an equally intenseconfrontation and casualties. Theway that missions in Somalia, Haiti,
“pastism.” If the Soviet Union was complete lack of unity of effort, the and Bosnia have troubled us since
doomed to eventual collapse, mightconflicting objectives of the multina- the 1990s.
the process not have been hagional forces, and the lack of restraint The success of the intervention-
tened? They tend to see the interef Japanese forces eventually comas-MOOTW approach has two im-
vention as a lost opportunity to pre-promised the mission’s legitimacy for portant potential consequences for
vent much of the suffering that hasthe Russians and the Americans andhilitary historians. The first, by pro-
been the hallmark of the 20th centuryundermined any desire Wilson or theviding an answer to the ever present
Ilya Somin’s Stillborn Crusadeis U.S. public had to persevere. During'so what” dilemma, would be to give
one such work that looks back inthe period the intervention was ac-historians an opportunity to produc-
anger? Although less passionate,tually underway, a degree of stabil-tively reexamine or rescue from ob-
Victor M. Fic, in his two recent mono- ity was achieved, but basic concepscurity many of the peacetime opera-
graphs on the progress of interventual flaws in the intervention meanttions the U.S. military conducted
tion in 1918,The Collapse of Ameri- that no local regime could be estabduring the 20th century; for example,
can Policy in Russia and Sibedad lished that was capable of, or particuthe Central American and Caribbean
The Rise of the Constitutional Alter-larly interested in, sustaining the“banana wars” or the dispatch of
native to Soviet Rule in 1918 necessary political and economidJ.S. Marines to Lebanon in 1958 and
dazzled by the opportunities whichstability. 1982-84. The second, and by far the
appeared to exist for overthrowing This is not to suggest that look-more important, is that it can provide
the Bolshevikg? ing at the intervention as MOOTW a wider audience—not just military
That the world would likely have can free us of previous biases or caplanners or civilian “policy wonks”
been a much better place had théelp produce an undistorted picturebut ordinary citizens—with an un-
Bolshevik tyranny been destroyedof the intervention as a whole. Thederstanding of the complexities and
at the outset is a supposition hardjuestions we ask of the interventiorfrustrations that such operations in-
to argue against. Yet, while post-and the lessons we attempt to dravevitably entail.
Cold War works demonstrate thatfrom it are as much the product of our An informed citizenry will be in a
numerous openings for achievingobsessions of the moment as they amuch better position to pass judg-
this end did exist, others clearly dem-of a desire to provide a new perspecment on the decisions of their civil-
onstrate that Western leaders lacketive. The real value of this approachjan and military leaders to involve
the intent, will, or desire to make suchthen, is not in creating a new inter-U.S. forces in various situations
an effort. Historical contingency pretation of the intervention that canthroughout the world. Ultimately, the
operates only in cases where actorfinally illuminate the truth where oth- people most likely to benefit from
act. Concerns about what the interers have failed, but in providing ex-such an informed citizenry would be
vention did or did not accomplish amples, models, case studies, anthe soldiers themselves. The words
prevent people from coming tolessons that can help us with today'®f S.L.A. Marshall eloquently de-
grips with what intervention actu- needs. scribe the stakes involved: “But,
ally did do. On the U.S. side, Possibly the greatest criticism thatsomeone may argue, the grandeur
particularly, it was a stability opera- can be leveled against the intervenand misery of the Americans who
tion with a limited commitment of tion-as-MOOTW approach is the stood at Archangel or fought in the
forces as part of an overall effort toindisputable fact that absolutely noRussian hinterland are the stuff of an
provide basic security and eco-one involved in the U.S. effort in Si- age now dead. The ways in which
nomic stability to avoid a humanitar- beria had any conception of whatthey were fooled and failed, and the
ian disaster and to foster an environMOOTW was or any inkling that lessons that derive from their heart-
ment where host-nation political they might be engaged in such dreak, are better buried, having no
forces could determine their ownthing. That no one on the U.S. sideapplication to the present. Such
destinies. was able to articulate the military sentiments are expressed after ev-
By taking the MOOTW approach challenge in terms of MOOTW doc- ery war, which is the main reason that
in looking at the intervention or by trine is certainly true. However, vir- deadfalls stay unposted as a warn-
focusing on the distinctly limited tually everyone involved felt, at oneing sign.?* MR
nature of the American effort insteadlevel or another, the lack or the ne-
of the stakes involved for history in cessity of dealing with some or all of NOTES
a White or Red victory, we might bethese operational concepts. 1. SLA. Marshall quoted in EM. Hallday, The lgnorant
able to wean ourselves from the daz- The activities or, more frequently, s csmge & Keann. aoviet amarcan Relatons
zling possibilities and confine our- the inactivities in which forces were 1917:1920: The Decision to Inierveng, vol. 2 (Princeton, NJ:

. . . Princeton University Press, 1958), 398.
selves to consideration of what suckengaged and the frustrations and s. iid. 399.
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"*Review Essay

Martin van Creveld on Men, Women & War
Dr. Robert J. Bunker ©January 2002

| was at first apprehensive whencontext. While these lessons might The introduction provides van
approached about writing a reviewor might not have been van Creveld'<Creveld’s intent. He goes beyond
essay on Martin van Creveld’s newintent, it is of primary interest to me “construction of gender” arguments

book, Men, Women & War: Do and, | suspect, to manMilitary to instead seek to show that a “great
Women Belong in the Front Lirfe? Reviewreaders. The danger many ofillusion” exists concerning women in
The topic was not a key interest ofus fall into is getting too operational the military today. He states “that the
mine, and more pressing real-worldin our thinking and focus. The revo- influx of women into the military, far
needs required my attention. Whilelution in military affairs, operations from representing some historical
the sporadic conversations | haveother than war, and stability and supstep in women’s unstoppable march
had with van Creveld over the lastport operations are examples of suckoward liberation, is both symptom
couple of years made me aware ofocus. Sometimes we must take irand cause of the decline of the mili-
his growing interest and deep fascimore encompassing views at thdary in question. The process was
nation with the topic of women in cultural and societal level in which triggered by the introduction of
general, this work seemed a diversiofvar is waged. Since women make uguclear weapons over 50 years ago.
from his repertoire of such seminalat least half of our populace, underSince then, the armed forces raf
works asSupplying War: Logistics standing their historical roles in war-developed country have fought a
from Wallerstein to PattonCom- fare is important. This understandingmajor war against a major opponent
mand in War;and Technology in will allow us to better understand thewho was even remotely capable of
War: From 2000 B.C. to the Presént current context in which they oper-putting its own national existence in
Luckily, I relented and decided that | ate in the Armed Forces, with thedanger; compared with the recent
should expand my knowledge basey.s. Army of particular interest, and Past, and with very few exceptions,
by reading van Creveld's book. As Iwhat their future roles in warfighting all they have done was to engage in
read and reflected on his new text, night be. skirmishes.”
realized that by following his in- ) ) He argues that this process has
stincts he has once again created @verview and Analysis been ongoing for about 30 years, as
unique work. Men, Women & Wesports a cam- has the rise of military contractors
The immediate benefit | gainedouflage cover, making it look some-and mercenaries who are almost com-
from reading the book is a betterwhat like a field manual. The prefacepletely absent of female personnel.
understanding of the military histori- discusses how poisoned the relaThe former South African mercenary
cal context of women in relationshiptions between the sexes are in thigroup Executive Outcomes and the
to future warfare. The book alsofield of scholarship and lays out vanprivate security group Military Pro-
helped explain why emerging merce-Creveld's historical view concerning fessional Resources Incorporated
nary companies are male-dominatechow it has been the man’s “duty tofounded by retired U.S. Army gener-
I had long ago recognized but neveprotect woman, by fighting for her if als are two examples of the types of
really placed this trend into a gendemnecessary® groups of which van Creveld is

102 November-December 2002 1 MILITARY REVIEW



REVIEW ESSAY

speaking. He states that “it mightwomen to gain a prominent toeholdresearch and detail, one supposes,
almost be said that those armedn the military during the years afterwill somewhat protect van Creveld
forces that have been forced to in-1945. [In] most countries it was notfrom the firestorm of criticism he
corporate women no longer fight; feminist pressures but military re-might well be subjected to by his
whereas those that still fight havequirements—meaning a shortage ofreatment of this controversial topic.
very few, if any, women®” men—which triggered the growth of  The major strength of the book is
Part | surveys how women havethat toehold from about 1970 on.van Creveld’s willingness to take
been caught up in wars—as instiga©Often women, instead of freeing merrisks. Time and again he wades into
tors, causes, objects, or as protégder combat, simply took up positions uncharted territory and places it into
of men. Van Creveld views women asmen no longer wanted; in which re-context with his own form of intellec-
critical to war in these capacities andspect the military are [sic] quite typi- tual overlay. That overlay helps de-
claims that to some extent war owesal of other feminizing professions.” fine each topical area, such as logis-
its existence to women as much as it He continues, “Military women tics in war, and is something other
does to men because it is an orgaare often absolutely detested by thecholars and military professionals
nized social and political activity; male majority. As a result, the morehave been forced to contend with
that is, take away women, and waidetermined and the more successfidven years after the publication of
would not exist. their quest for equality the more theirone of his books. This topical area
Part Il, which covers actions of special privileges were taken awaywithout a doubt will be no different.
women in war through the ages, isand the more exposed they felt to My specific criticism of the book
the most interesting section to readsexual harassment,” both real ands minor and based on van Creveld’s
because of the various case studidgmaginary.® In 1998, this resulted in superficial knowledge of American
discussed. The chapters on thsome U.S. servicewomen demandingop culture. His references to
“Warrior Women of Dahomey” and the process be put in full reverseCharlie’s AngelsandXena, the War-
the role of women in “Revolts, Revo- with the return of separate chains ofior ‘Queen,’ are inaccuraté&. But
lutions, and Insurgencies” are par-command and facilities. As a result,these are minimal mistakes. He was
ticularly noteworthy. “women’s attempt to improve their able to accurately pinpoint a subplot
Part Il looks at the period from social positions by joining the mili- focus of the U.S. filnG.l. Janefound
1945 to the present. Van Creveld detary has not only failed but backfired.in its infamous one-liner indicating
tails the decline of the military in one Instead of showing they are equal tdemi Moore’s character’s “symbolic
country after another and how, in hismen, it has proved they cannot dayrowth” of a male sexual organ, which
view, this has allowed the influx of without special protectior?.” allowed her to pass survival, escape,
women. He contends that this has An underlying secondary themeresistance, and evasion trainifig.
exacerbated the problem and led tan this work, which is likely to be  The only real difficulty | had with
further military decline, which, con- seen as controversial for varioushe mechanics of the work was
tinuing the cycle, allows more womenbranches of the military, is van matching the three conclusions of the
to enter the military. Creveld’s projection that as “the book listed on page 13 with the ac-
Based on van Creveld’s detailednumber and importance of wars be{ual text discussing those conclu-
analysis in the middle sections of theween states, particularly developedions found in the “Change and
book, his conclusions appear to fo-ones, continue to decline it is likely Continuity” chapter which spans
cus on three items that, from athat more women will enter the armedpages 228-37. No clear-cut listing of
women’'s-studies perspective, mightforces of those states. As morehe conclusions existed in the final
light the fuse to a powder keg. Hewomen enter them, the armed forceshapter, which made it somewhat dif-
says “pro-feminist scholars, attempt-in question will become both lessficult to highlight them. That | might
ing to prove that women can andwilling to fight and less capable of have missed some part of van
should take an active part in armeddoing so0.® Van Creveld suggests Creveld’s conclusions is troubling.
conflict, have inflated the role playedthat “true warriors” will eventually be Better delineation of each conclusion
by women in the past out of all pro-found only in the U.S. Marine Corps;is needed. While acknowledging my
portion.” He dispels the myths re- other elite, male-dominated units; andimited background in gender stud-
lating to the over significance of themercenary corporations. ies, to me this work appears to be
Amazons, the warrior women of Because van Creveld is not an estightly written. Also, | cannot sug-
Dahomey, the Soviet women in thetablished scholar of women’s stud-gest that the book’s political incor-
Russian Civil War and during World ies, he has done an immense amoungctness is a weakness, because the
War 1l, and the Israeli women serv-of research on the topic. He drawsook is meant to be incorrect in the
ing in the Israel Defense Forces. on English, German, Italian, French,sense that its point is to challenge a
Van Creveld contends that “con-Hebrew, and Russian (via scholamwoman’s right to be a front-line com-
trary to the claims of some, it was notsupport) works and cites more femi-bat soldier.
feminist pressures but the beliefanists and women'’s studies literature Because of his academic freedom
entertained by politicians, soldiers,than | ever imagined existed. In factas a tenured professor, van Creveld
and scholars concerning the shapthis book has more notes than haveimply calls it as he sees it. He can
of future war that first enabled any of his other books. This level ofplay the devil's advocate quite well,
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but I think he has gone way beyondand firemen raising the U.S. flag over

it here in scope and intent. He is sinthe still-smoldering ruins of the L vaanCreveL\'S;EWSomen&Wa’_DOwOmen
cere about the topic and passionaté/orld Trade Center. Women Vviewed seiong in the Front Line? (London: Cassell & Co., 2001, dis-
about his views that, he argues, arénrough van Creveld's lens would, in e 2 e e e o aves roomelerstein
quite convincingly historically accu- this context, have no place in either? Paton (New ¥ork: Cambridge University Press, 1979,
rate. In my view, he has literally cre-venue because these venues repreess, 1987). Technology and War: From 2000 B.C. to the

Command in War (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
P J ; L Present (New York: The Free Press, 1991).
ated an “intellectual grenade” with sent war at its most primitive and’" s v women & waz

this book. He has opened the doobrutal. 5 bd 12
on the women in combat roles debate Those who see push-button, § Pd.28
and tossed in some controversiastandoff war as the future will prob- 8. Inid, 234

9 lbid.

contentions. Since he does not havably find van Creveld’s work back- 1o. ivid, 2367,

a dog in that fight, he can now walkward looking and out of sync with
away and let the fragments fly wherecurrent gender realities. Others, in

they may.

Future Implications

The future implications of this
book are twofold. On an individual
level, it portrays the broadening in
van Creveld’s scholarship to include
the study of women. He has pub
lished many books on the topics o
strategy and military history and has,
to some extent, exhausted the stud
of men and war. For this reason, thi
is a transitional work for van Creveld.
We can expect, at some point, for hi
to write stand-alone works on the
topic in addition to his more familiar
martial-focused books.

At a societal level, this book also
has direct implications for the U.S.
Army. The conceptual link to his bril-
liant work The Transformation of War
is quite cleat® If a viable and real
state-based threat should appea
then “the expanded role of women in
the military will vanish like the chi-
mera it is.®* So unless a peer com-
petitor or hostile regional power
should emerge some time in the nez
future, the long-term prospects for
the U.S. Army—the military institu-
tion that fights and wins the Nation’s
wars—is rather bleak by van Cre-
veld’s analysis.

The current war with the Taliban
and the Al-Qaeda network, an early
form of a transnational non-state,
warmaking entity, only serves to
support van Creveld's thinking. The
postmodern, criminal-soldier, and
new-warrior-class “blackfors” (crimi-
nal opposing forces) represent net
worked entities who seek nothing
less than the destruction of Americe
and the way of life it represents. As
a result, national archetypes of 21st
century soldiers are now based or
the front-page photos of U.S. Specia
Forces on horseback in Afghanistar
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1and early 21st centuries. Whethe
van Creveld will focus more and

nfhe two fields of study. Regardless

on a collision course with the pro-
feminist scholars of the world. Let the

11. On pages 63 and 64, van Creveld calls the three “an-
gels” policewomen. In the 1970s television series, they were
_private detectives (Charlie’s Angels, Columbia Pictures Tele-
vision, Hollywood, California). Van Creveld calls Xena, a war-

cluding male and female serviceg)rqueenc-)Thena“rﬂn%oﬂgelé*fg;seriesisxena Wartior
members, will take issue with his the-"15 ey St drecor. &1 e (Holywood, CA: Hok
sis, observations, and coNCIUSIONS i T Trywmeton of War (New York: The
But, while no one must agree withF s Rese o0, . women @ war 237,

him, no one can ignore him. He

proves to be one of the most influ-

ential military writers of the late 20th

/ Robert J. Bunker, a Iess-than-leh
weapons and counterterrorism cont
sultant to the National Law Enforce
ment and Corrections Technolog
Center—West, El Segundo, California
is a former adjunct professor, Nationa
Security Studies program, Californig
State University, San Bernardino. H
is a past fellow, Institute of Land Warj

N fare, Association of the United State]

Army. He received a Ph.D. in Politi

cal Science from Claremont Gradu

ate University. He is a frequent con
tributor to Military Review. He can be
reached akbunker@law-west.org>.

ore on “Venus” or whether his past

ssociation with “Mars” will ulti-
mately prevail, he will continue to

reate a unique synthesis betwee

[
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A RAIN OF LEAD: The Siege and tect the soldiers from the elements3 years to accept a commission in the
?#ggﬁqde.r othhe Bt{'t'gt‘ a; Plotcé]efi( were almost useless because thesegular Army, he rose to the top in
Mechar;iczgurgnan’ 5001 oes poaog . were riddled with bullet holes and rot.an Army dominated by West Point
$34.95. Y ’ ‘Reduced rations were the normgraduates. Despite not completing

In Africa in 1880-1881, a detach- Morale and discipline were main- his formal education, Eddy proved to
ment of about 200 soldiers and twatained, however, throughout the enbe a first-rate student and, subse-
cannon, garrisoned in a 25-yard-ire siege. Bugle calls announcedjuently, an outstanding instructor at
square earthen fort, withstood a Boemess and other activities, and singthe Command and General Staff Col-
siege for 95 days. The fort, locatedng was a common means of passintgge at Fort Leavenworth. Still later
outside of Potchefstoom, Transvaalfime. he commanded at Fort Leavenworth
South Africa, had no internal source  When Winsloe did surrender, hiswhere, in addition to serving as
of water, and the artillery horses andations were almost exhausted, h&€ommandant of the college, he di-
wagon oxen were kept outside in thehad lost one-third of his force, andrected a study on the direction of
fort's surrounding trench. Under-pro-the remainder was sick and weakofficer education. The results of the
visioned in food and ammunition andened. Only later did he find out thatstudy (small classes, branch basic
burdened with civilian women and he had not needed to surrender; theourses, and a focus on decision-
children, British commander Lieuten- Boers had withheld information of making) continue to be felt. Eddy
ant Colonel Winsloe faced a Boerthe armistice so they could take posconcluded his career with a tour in
force many times his detachment'ssession of the British cannon andEurope first as deputy commander in
size. other arms when the small garrisorchief, U.S. Army Europe, then as

Because of the Boers’ desire to pubfinally surrendered. commander in chief. He retired in
lish a proclamation reestablishing the MAJ William T Bohne, USA, 1953.
independence of the South African Retired, Leavenworth, Kansas  Phillips’ approach to Eddy’s life is
Republic, a skirmish occurred that classical. His work might be aptly
resulted in the siege of the fort an titled “A Life of General Manton S.
government offices in PotchefstroomqgflgNl\Aﬁ:KI,\';lg]tg)n':é E?@FEE A Eddy.” In some ways, the book is a
The offices held out in isolation for Henry Gerard Phillips, Greenwood Press it old-fashioned, but delightfully so.
four days before surrendering. West-port, CT, 2000, 245 pages, $65.00 Phillips, meticulous in details, care-

Meanwhile, at the fort, the para- Colonel Henry Gerard Phillips’ bi- fully cites every source and uses
pet was not sufficiently high, so theography of Manton S. Eddy is a de-Eddy’s war diaries and exhaustive
soldiers used their bags of provisiondightful and rare combination of ad- interviews to develop his account.
to add to its strength. The lack ofMiration and scholarship. Phillips, Because Phillips’ citations are so thor-
water was felt immediately. The sol-who served in the 9th Infantry Divi- ough, critical readers may form their
diers could not refill water barrels Sion during Eddy’s tenure as divisionown judgments. Phillips is, however,
until night. As the siege tightened,commander, clearly respects and acguilty of inventing dialogue where
they could not even accomplish thismires Eddy, but he is also able to segrecise quotations from conversa-
so they dug a well—unsuccessfully.Eddy’'s foibles and limitations. Yet, tions were not available. Phillips
Eventually, they had to release whaPhillips finds, and argues convinc-alerts the reader and describes how
animals they possessed, which haihgly, that Eddy is worthy of admira- to recognize these occasions. Still,
been the source of their fresh meation. deducing dialogue is beyond the
supply. Arguably one of the best corpspale.

The besieged soldiers continuedcommanders of World War Il, Eddy  Despite some flaws and his obvi-
to sink wells until they found a wa- is relatively unknown. Perhaps serv-ous admiration of Eddy, Phillips
ter source, but their next problem wadng with flamboyant General Georgestrives to remain objective to the ex-
how to prevent its contamination.S. Patton accounts for his lack oftent that he sometimes overcompen-
The near-constant rains, which begaifame. Certainly, serving and prospersates. In any case, the result is satis-
during the second week of the siegeing under Patton are testimonies tdying. Eddy emerges as human and
caused more problems—inadequat&ddy’s competence. Patton had littleaccessible, cautious yet courageous,
drainage, spoilage of food, and lackime for those who were not up to themeticulous but decisive. Eddy saw
of sanitation. To provide fires, sol- task of command and even less fothe world in simple terms; he acted
diers tore apart wagons and usethose who might overshadow him. expediently in accordance with his
any burnable material, such as box- Though Eddy never graduatedunderstanding of conditions. Simply
wood, they could find. Tents to pro- from college, leaving Princeton afterput, he focused on the desired end
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state and strove to do the right thingo the controversy, but Phillips hassense of how battle looked, sounded,
as well. done more than enough to make hiand felt.

In some ways, Eddy was naive. Incase and to acknowledge that the Van Eldik also focuses much at-
North Africa, when confronted with conclusions he reaches are not unkention on the 3d Tennessee’s first
high rates of venereal disease in higersally agreed on. Most historianscommanding officer, John C. Brown,
division, Eddy acted decisively. De-would not do as much. who became a major general and di-
spite his own prim nature, he took Whether learning the limits of his visional commander during the war.
the view that since abstinence wapower or learning the art of com-After the war, Brown served two
unlikely, then supervised bordellosmand, the ability to learn is the traitterms as governor of Tennessee and
were the right course. Accordingly, that Eddy shares with all great battlebecame a railroad baron.
the 9th ran “official” brothels. Eddy field commanders. No one event de- In the final chapter, Van Eldik dis-
never staffed the idea; he merely orfined him; he continued to learncusses the post-Civil War origin of
dered it done. Not surprisingly, throughout his life. He learned fromthe Klu Klux Klan—comprised of
Eddy’s bubble was burst. An out-and adapted to the exigencies of théormer members of the 3d Tennessee.
raged chaplain urged his flock tobattlefield and from superiors andThe organization, which stemmed
write home to complain. When Eddy subordinates alike. Phillips accountsrom a college fraternity-style prank
learned of the chaplain’s “disloyalty,” of Eddy’s battlefield decisions dem-to amuse unemployed veterans,
he attempted to have him removedonstrate Eddy’s insight and occa-eventually grew into the reviled ter-
In the middle of this contretemps,sional lapses, and what is clear is thatbr of the South.
higher headquarters intervened inEddy learned from success as well as Based on primary sources, includ-
structing him to close down the from his own mistakes and those ofng written accounts by regimental
“Octofoil Cathouse” and to take no others. officers, reports by the regiment’s
action against the chaplain. Eddy is Phillips successfully manages tocommanders, and comments taken
supposed to have commented to hipay tribute to his old commander,from soldiers’ diaries and letters,
chief of staff, “Never underestimate doing so in a way that completes thé-rom the Flame of Battle to the Fi-
the power of prayer.” record of a soldier who deservedery Crosgaints a detailed picture of

Phillips perhaps makes too little of more attention than he received irthis Confederate regiment’s service.
one of the most controversial eventsis lifetime. Perhaps the most useful item in this
in Eddy’s tenure in corps command. COL Gregory Fontenot, USA, book is a 70-page appendix that in-
In December 1944, Eddy relieved the Retired, Lansing, Kansas cludes a brief account of the service
flamboyant and often-praised Major records of roughly 1,000 men of the
General “P" Wood, then (;ommand-FRONI THE FLAME OF BATTLE 3d Tennessee. Although this book is
ing the 4th Armored Division. Eddy T0 THE FIERY CROSS, James van necessarily limited in scope, | recom-
and Wood fell out over whether gigik, Yucca Tree Press, Las Cruces, NMmend it for those interesting in the

Wood moved quickly enough to take2001, 392 pages, $25.00. American Civil War.
advantage of a perceived opportu- The author ofrom the Flame of Alexander Bielakowski, Ph.D.,
nity. Specifically, Wood asked for and Battle to the Fiery Crosglames Van Findlay, Ohio

received a temporary boundary shiftEldik, a retired U.S. Army lieutenant
enabling him to use routes belongcolonel, believes that the Confeder-

ing to Major General Wade H. ate Army of the Tennessee has re]HIS ISNO DRILL: Living Memo-

) - . : ries of the Attack on Pearl Harbor,
Haislip’s XXV Corps. He overstayed ceived far too little coverage in schol-jenry Berry, Berkley Books, NY, 2001
his welcome, which tied up XXV arship of the American Civil War. (reprint), 257 pages, $13.95.
Corps. Wood had asked for twoThus, Van Eldik decided to write At dawn, 7 December 1941, the
days on XXV Corps routes, but af-about the 3d Tennessee Volunteedapanese launched a surprise attack
ter a week he remained astride theninfantry Regiment, which was a parton the U.S. Navy fleet anchored at
and missed a perceived opportunityf the Confederate Army from the Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. IiThis Is No
as well. After a stormy session, thewar’s beginning until the regiment's Drill, Henry Berry, author of the clas-
last of several during the course ofsurrender at Greensboro, North Carosic oral historiesSemper Fi, Mac:
their 4 months together, Eddy, withlina, on 17 April 1865. Living Memories of the U.S. Marines
Patton’s concurrence, relieved Wood. Recruited from a four-county areain World War II(New York: Berkley
Wood’s popularity and acknowl- in central Tennessee, the 3d Tennefub., 1995) antiey, Mac, Where Ya
edged tactical brilliance make him asee acquired an admirable combaBeen? Living Memories of the U.S.
far more sympathetic character thamecord and participated in some ofMarines in the Korean WafNew
Eddy, but Phillips argues that Eddythe most important battles and camYork: St. Martin's Press, 1988), tells
was right. Phillips not only reviews paigns of the Civil War in the west— the story of this momentous event
the case for and against Wood andFort Donelson, Vicksburg, Chicka- through the eyewitness accounts of
Eddy, he also cites Eddy’s critics.mauga, Chattanooga, and the Atthe survivors of that fateful day.
Once again, thoughtful readers mayanta Campaign. Van Eldik contends Because of the recent movigarl
reach their own conclusions. Somdhat he intended to “provide a sensdlarbor (Burbank, CA: Walt Disney
might argue that Phillips is wrong or of what combat was like for theseStudios, 2001), there has been a re-
that he has not given adequate spageen” and to bring to the reader avival of interest in the events of 7
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December. This book goes much faroften appears to be motivated bysualties among blacks. Nieberg states
ther than the movie does in provid-sophomoric retaliation, by many whothat they were “disproportionate,”
ing a realistic feel for the shock, could not (or would not) serve in thegiving rise to claims by black politi-
chaos, and confusion that reignednilitary. cians (not service personnel) during
that day. The observations and rec- To keep ROTC alive, the Depart-the Persian Gulf war that blacks
ollections of those who lived ment of Defense has attempted tavould again have to shoulder the
through the attack are much morealleviate many of the problems en-burden. If, in the Persian Gulf, U.S.
dramatic and compelling than anycountered with the universities.forces had incurred the casualties
fictional account. Berry puts a faceSome efforts can be seen as plairprojected, they would probably be
on this historical event, and his bookunadulterated, shameful panderingright. However, of the casualties in
is a must for anyone who wants toFor example, a number of ROTCs losVietnam, only 12.5 percent were
understand the full effect of the academic credit during the Viethamblack. This is statistically insignifi-
sneak attack that launched the Unitetvar—or were thrown off campus. cant because it correlates closely
States into World War II. | find a number of small problems with the black population. Should
LTC James H. Willbanks, USA, Wwith Nieberg's analyses based orthere be a full-scale conflict today,
Retired, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas broad generalizations. He misusegasualty figures are bound to be
the word “professional” in describ- much different because a much
MAKING CITIZEN-SOLDIERS: ing the education of military academyhigher percentage of the Armed
ROTC and the Ideology of American ¢@dets. The converse would be thaorces is black.
Military Science, Michael S. Nieberg, ROTC cadets’ military educations are  What Citizen-Soldiersioes show
Harvard University Press, Cambridge, “unprofessional,” a distinction | do is that based on rising costs and
MA, 2000, 264 pages, $39.95. not believe he intended. The desigperformance statistics, ROTC is
_ Making Citizen-Soldierss an paiion was used in his often-cited,much more a bargain than are military
interesting, informative book that be-p ¢ poorly substantiated, claim thatacademies. The formation in 1986 of
lies author Michael S. N'e‘?ergs t.",‘graduates from military academiesthe Cadet Command has done much
ases regarding ROTC vis-a-vis mili-3re more likely to be proponents ofto standardize training and raise the
tary academies. Nieberg describegntigemocratic and militaristic gov- overall quality of ROTC graduates so
the sometimes-tormented relationemments, His interpretation is basedhey are more competitive with gradu-
ships of schools that have ROTCyp 3 single canvassing of cadets reates from military academies. While
programs and examines the reasongarding this issue. A Navy post- Nieberg does not do a cost analysis,
why. . ) ) graduate poll of junior military offic- the comparison is unavoidable.
What is of particular interest is théers of all commissioning sources This is a good book, but it could
reason why academic institutionsshows something different from whathave been better. While Nieberg's
have had problems with ROTC onneiberg asserts. In fact, a surprisinginalyses are flawed in a number of
their campuses. | suspect antipatrinymber held what can be consideredases, his subject will surely spark
otic sentiments; Nieberg claims oth-antidemocratic, but politically correct, excellent discussions.
erwise. | am not completely con-yiews. A survey of officers at the 10-  LTC Edwin L. Kennedy, Jr., USA,
vinced. Nieberg makes good claimsyear mark might be much more in- Retired, Leavenworth, Kansas
]E)acked %Vlth Slomke ?ut:ﬁtance, thagicative of the true nature of cultural
orce a closer look at other reasonsyeljefs. . _
tary and the Vietnam War but not beseveral other myths that seem to gaiBA, 2000, 155 pages, $29.95.
against ROTC. Nieberg's explana-adherents the more they are quoted. William L. Bragg’s book@Griswold-
tions are believable but incompleteFor example, he asserts that th#ille, explores the history of the town
I do not really believe that schoolsArmy had a policy of placing “white in central Georgia. This well-re-
have altruistic intentions; they aresoutherners” over blacks because theearched, profusely illustrated, and
more pragmatic and might be moresoutherners knew how to “dealwell-written book covers the role
influenced by economic benefits de-with” blacks. This tenuous assertion,Griswoldville played in Stoneman’s
rived from the presence of an ROTCior which | have yet to find substan-Raid of July 1864 and Union General
on campus. tiation, reflects bigotry against William T. Sherman’s March to the
Some of the major irritants thatsoutherners and does not considepea.
academic institutions have cited inthe fact that the Army, run by In trying to protect his long
their objections to ROTC include northerners for years after the Ameri-wagon train, which was having
substitution of courses, credits forcan Civil War, ran a segregated Armytrouble keeping up with the infantry,
military subjects they consider unde-until 1952. Like others, this myth just Union General Oliver Otis Howard
serving, accreditation of the military will not die, and no one seems ablestationed General Charles Walcutt's
faculty and staff, use of professionatto produce evidence—other thanBrigade near Griswoldville. A motley
titles, and allegiance of the ROTC tospeculation—that this was an officialforce of Georgia State Line soldiers
an outside institution. Much of the policy. and militia composed of old men and
grumbling | consider to be the worst  Another myth that Nieberg perpe-boys attacked the brigade but were
kind of intellectual snobbery, which trates regards Vietnam battlefield cajoromptly repulsed. The engagement
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was the only infantry-on-infantry sippi Department drove him towardpeople there faced starvation and
battle during Sherman’s March toFlorida, where he hoped to find athat Khmer Rouge guns ringed the
the Sea and is neither famous noship that would convey him, the ar-city. Despite the danger during the
significant. The book’s only flaw is chives, and the Confederate treasurinitial part of the airlift, Partridge
the lack of detail on the actual battleto Texas. There he hoped to rallyhelped deliver over 2,737,000 pounds
The section about the fight is rathedoyal soldiers to continue to resistof rice.

short. Nevertheless, | recommend th&nion armies. The story of the daily pattern of
book simply because it is enjoyable Unlike previous works, such @ flying, eating, and sleeping is excit-
to read. Long Shadow: Jefferson Davis andng as the Tigers found new ways to

MAJ D. Jonathan White, USA, the Final Days of the Confederacyland, unload, and take off quickly to
Smithfield, Virginia  (University of Georgia Press, Athens,avoid being killed. They could have
1986), Davis delves into the actionsquit, but they continued their flights
! of the cabinet members who accomef mercy until the airport was closed.
fﬂ%gg%ﬁﬁf&f@ggﬁ@gOIQ&_ panied the Confederate Presiden& sense of duty and love of others
ment, William C. Davis, Harcourt, Inc., during the flight. Such illumination kept them flying.
NY, 2001, 512 pages, $30.00. provides a more complete picture of Many have read about the Flying
Pulitzer Prize nominee William C. the events between 2 April, whenTigers in Robert L. Scott’s stirring
Davis's exceptional workjn Honor-  Jefferson Davis left Richmond, andbook, God is My Co-Pilot(New
able Defeat: The Last Days of the10 May, when Union cavalry finally York: Ballantine Books, 1991), which
Confederate Governmertells the caught up with him near Irwinville, adds historical information in context
story of Confederate General RoberGeorgia. Finally, Davis again dispelsto Flying Tigers Over Cambodia.
E. Lee’s duels with the Army of the the persistent myth that JeffersorHistory buffs, pilots, and Flying Ti-
Potomac during the last months ofDavis attempted to escape by disger fans will also likeFlying Tigers
the Civil War. Although much of the guising himself in his wife’s raglan Over Cambodiait is a well-written,

story has been recounted in greaind shawl. exciting book.
detail, little has been written that il-  Elaboration on the events subse- MAJ Herman Reinhold, USAF,
luminates the plight of the Confed-quent to the capture of Jefferson Yokota Air Base, Japan

erate government as Union MajorDavis and his cabinet (and the sur-
General Ulysses S. Grant tightenegender of others) would have madayaR AND NATURE: Fighting Hu-
the noose around the neck of thehis work complete. Davis covers themans and Insects with Chemicals
Confederate capital at Richmond, Vir-aftermath of their attempted escapérom World War | to Silent Spring
ginia. ) ) too briefly. Particularly lacking are the Edmund Russell, Cambridge University

Davis's extensive use of primary events of the few years that Breck-P“i/SVS' NY, éooNl' t315 .page?.$f4'95' ¢
sources as well as his continuingnridge lived after Jefferson Davis's ., ar aln faures gthls ory o
scholarship on the Confederacycapture. That detail can be found i Cue;n’l’cga\rlgﬁglirgrgndraw?] lZ\)Aé%;/eO:n
makes this book a welcomed updat®avis's book about Breckinridge, bUtthegdévelo ment of chemical wean-
to the previous standard on the Submore detail here would have pro-gng ang ingecticides Direct lines aFr)e
ject—Alfred Jackson Hannafight  vided a sense of closure to this work '

d i . i ) D=oE also drawn between such develop-
into Oblivion(Baton Rouge: Louisi- This point is trivial, though, when ments and the propaganda that jups-
ana State University Press, 1938)eompared to the details Davis prosified them.

Davis combines his definitive work vides of the flight and, particularly,  Author Edmund Russell’'s re-
on Secretary of War John C. Breckhe relationship between the strongsearch draws on related literature and
inridge @reckinridge: Statesman, minded Confederate president anghrimary sources. The book is chron-
Soldier, Symbollouisiana State nis secretary of war. Despite his sinological, alternating between chemi-
University Press, Baton Rouge, 1992}ere pelief that the Confederacy wagal weapons and insecticides, well
with other works on Confederate gead, Breckinridge remained loyal towritten, and flows smoothly. A Spe-
President Jefferson Davis to develois president until the end. cial attraction is Russell’'s inclusion
the relationship between these two | ¢ Richard L. Kiper, USA, Retired,  of reproductions of war posters and

powerful men whose relationship Ph.D., Leavenworth, Kansas insecticide advertisements that sup-
fc])crtrrr:s ]EIhehPafS’I[f] fo(g D?V('jss a;nalytsjl_s port his theory of total war as it per-
ortne Tignt or the Lonrederate caol- tains to chemical warfare and insec-
net from Richmond. FLYING TIGERS OVER CAMBO- 12115 (€

" inhti _ DIA: An American Pilot's Memoir of . .
In addition to spotlighting Breck- - % o775 0 S e enh Airift, Larry . RUssell gives the history of how

inridge’s role in the escape, Davisp, iiqge. McFarland & Company, the insecticide DDT was developed
develops other themes to a degregefferson, NC, 2001, 196 pages, $28.50.and used extensively during World
that surpasses previous narratives. Larry Partridge’s 25 days of flying War 1I. After the war it was used
The first is Jefferson Davis's insis-from Saigon with the Flying Tigers heavily in the civilian sector. During
tence that the Confederacy wouldo feed a starving Phnom Penh poputhe war, the chemical's possible long-
not die but would live on west of the lation is a great story of love andterm effects received little consider-
Mississippi. Davis's dogged determi-heroism. Partridge volunteered foration because of the drastic needs of
nation to reach the Trans-Missis-service knowing that three million the times. After the war, however,
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these considerations became impor- Technological changes and im-historical significance of the war is
tant because of the circumstanceprovements were a direct result of theinquestionable, especially if one
under which DDT was used. Find-enormous demands for informationviews World War Il as a product of
ings regarding the adverse effects oplaced on the intelligence communityworld War 1.
chemical use support Russell's them@nd the nation’s leadership, which in - with 80-plus years separating us
regarding the dangers of materialgurn, were brought about by the strafrom the cataclysmic events of 1914-
developed during war and their subtegic threat the United States faced 918, we might expect scholars to
sequent risk to the civilian world. ~ from strategic nuclear weapons.share a high degree of consensus
Overall, the book is well written While certainly not a substitute for ahoyt what happened and why. Yet,
and readable, and the author'dluman eyes on the target, imageryonjcally, the Great War's effect on
theories are well supported. Thereapabilities that the U.S. possessegodern culture served to undermine
is little doubt that the book has nave literally drawn the curtain of g,ch 5 consensus. As Modris Ek-
value for the defense community as€Crecy away from the Soviet Union,gieing explains in the final essay of
part of military history. demolished the myth of Soviet SU-rhe Great War and the Twentieth
CPL David Schepp,usA, Premacy, and allowed for an aCcur"ﬁientury,World War | exploded the

: - appraisal of potential enemies’ armeq ¢ . ;
Fort Benning, Georgia nifying cultural power of history. No
forces. Perhaps the greatest bene ingle version of history remains:

derived from these capabilities is th L )
TRUST BUT VERIFY: Imagery monitoring of compliance within theeg;setzﬁcﬁ\r/% (i)nrlg/rpryesttgt%annss and their

Analysis in the Cold War, David T.  Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty ; .
Lindgren, Naval Institute Press, Annapo-(S ALT) and the Strategic Arms Re- This collection of essays reflects
lis, MD, 2000, 248 pages, $32.95. - @ the diverse and somewhat fractured
- - ; duction Treaty (START). In all likeli -
David T. Lindgen’s bookfrust but Jhood, without these capabilities, th ature of modern historiography.
Verify, charts a concise but complete, ;i reaties would not have beerf € contributors offer a variety of
history of America’s strategic surveil- signed or accepted. approaches ranging from Michael
lance capabilities. However, Lindgren

i . € e If a professional military student Howard's traditional argumentative
as not simply brought to the fore- ., 1o read one book to gain afSsay on the meaning of the war to

front a historical record of what tran- ,nderstanding of how imagery an-L€onard Smith's postmodernist an-

spired, he dramatically illustrates nu-yyis and strategic reconnaissancalysis of soldier experience. The top-
merous salient points. For example@/stems came to be, this is the oneifs vary considerably as well and

he shows that in the early days o
strategic surveillance, between 60
and 90 percent of all usable intelli-
gence came from aerial photography.

During that time, also, President
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s strict fiscal THE GREAT WAR AND THE

policy led indirectly to the develop- TWENTIETH CENTURY, Jay

ould highly recommend.
LTC Richard D. Koethe Ill, USA,

Winter, Geoffrey Parker, and Mary R

include cultural analysis by Eksteins,
a survey of diplomatic history by

Millington, Tennessee Zara Steiner, an analysis of economic

mobilization by Gerald Feldman, and
a historiographical expose by Holger
Herwig.

If the reader is not sufficiently

ment of sophisticated photo-reconjaheck, eds., Yale University Press, Newjarred by the collection’s diversity of

naissance systems. And, far fronHaven, CT, 2000, 356 pages, $30.00.

being a casualty-free Cold War, over The advent of the end of the 20t

approach and topic, he will be sur-

hprised by the occasionally contradic-

30 aircraft and 150 aircrewmen werecentury inspired historians to reflectiory conclusions the authors reach.
lost while performing their missions. on and reconsider World War |, Howard, for example, believes the
The field of imagery analysis truly which was the one event that mostacrifices the Allies made were justi-

came of age at that time.

Field Manual Update

On 3 September 2002, Lieutenant General James C. Riley
approved Field Manual (FM) 6-0, Mission Command: Com-
mand and Control of Army Forces. He selected the revised
title to emphasize the Army’s command and control concept—
Mission Command. The manual will not be available online in
the General Dennis J. Reimer Digital Library until the U.S. Army
Publications Agency authenticates it.

Riley has also approved FM 3-06, Urban Operations; FM 3-
07, Stability and Support Operations; and FM 3-13, Informa-
tion Operations Doctrine: Tactics, Techniques, and Proce-
dures. Field Manual 3-52, A2C2 in the Combat Zone, was pub-
lished in August 2002 and is online at <www.adtdl.army. mil/
atdls.htm>.
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clearly shaped the 20th century. Theied because victory by a Germany

led by military strategist Erich
Ludendorff would have meant “Ger-
many and Europe would have been
a much nastier place.” William C.
Fuller argues that a German victory
in World War | might have prevented
the rise of Adolf Hitler and Joseph
Stalin. Whether one accepts his point
or not, Fuller's essay on the Eastern
Front is the most directly useful to
the student of military history.

Fuller acknowledges the enduring
influence of Norman Stone’s book,
The Eastern Front, 1914-191Rew
York: Macmillan Publishing Co.,
1976), while taking exception to sev-
eral of Stone’s conclusions. For in-
stance, where Stone argues that
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Tsarist Russia had overcome its probBLOOD: Stories of Life and Death in 1945. Through combat narratives,
lems with munitions production in the from the Civil War, Peter Kadzis, ed., they demonstrate that much can be
last months of 1915, Fuller finds thatgftecaline Books, NY, 2000, 360 pages.jeamed from the study of mistakes
the critical shortages in heavy artil- Mariy scholars consider the Amer-that lead to defeat and actions done
lery shells dogged Russian militaryican civil War (or the War Between right that end in success.
performance well into 1916. the States, depending on your posi- The contributing authors are
Fuller also believes Russian 9€Ntion) as one of the most thorougmyexperienced historians who examine
eralship was not nearly as inept asnrdnicled wars in history. Great leagdn explicit detail the weapons, unit
has been portrayed by Stone a”%rs politicians, ordinary soldiers andPreparedness, leadership abilities,
others. Russia’s strategic dilemma oﬁcombatanfs wrote letters ana diaoperational processes, and order of
Fuller suggests, was the lack Of?ies that describe the feelings ana(%attle of the forces engaged. The
meaningful territorial objectives in the gtivities of that horrendous conflict. Nighlighted battles are interesting
theater of war (only the annexation |, Blood: Stories of Life and @nd insightful. The book’s appen-
of the Bosporus Straits would truly neath from the Civil Waeditor Pe- dixes contain massive amounts of
benefit Russia, and that was out o{;r Kadzis includes a broad crossmaterial that could assist in further
reach). section of writings from the people research and historical review. |
Two articles present the soldier's;nq combatants the war affected. H&€commend this book to those who
experience, and depending on one’gycludes the works of historians and@'€ Serious devotees of the lessons-
view of postmodernist interpretation, ,qyelists. whose writings many con- earned process of combat-operation
the reader will find the articles either gjqjer arﬁong the best—Presidengnalysis.
enlightening or exasperating. In apranam Lincoln. General U.S. Grant Richard Milligan,
“Technology in the First World War: 504 private Sam Watkins. We also Fort Leavenworth, Kansas
The View from Below,” Mary Habeck gavesdrop on the thoughts of non-

argues that the lethal technology otompatants, such as the poet WalCAPTIVITY, FLIGHT AND SUR-
Western Front outstripped theéyhitman, a young Confederate girl,VIVAL INWORLD WAR Il , Alan J.
_mlnr(]js facultﬁ/ fo handle(zj it. The mgn and a former slave. These selectionsevine, Praeger Publishing, Westport, CT,
in the trenches were driven to de-nravide ali - ; 000, 272 pages, $67.50.

- . rovide glimpses into the period an . : -
scribe the “storm of steel” as elther!?he pergongl, physical, %nd emo There is considerable material in

something demonic or as something; ; ; .y the historical record of prisoners of
akin (0 the forces of nature. | p HCLL o 0 e L PAC war (POW) experiences and escapes
Leonard Smith suggests the hiSyyi|| not provide much in the way of unnd Yor ql'rh' rgages Eromt e
torical record has been dominated by,ay insight, but it provides enter- rr|1|0t|||0n plcéurgA. eMGrISIatSt ?jc_:ape
an overarching meta-narrative, alginment and is an excellent boo 9%3ywood, he tu 10S,
interpretive framework that portrays, read while waiting in airports or = kI) an 'Od L3rfaccounls ﬁome
the war as a vast tragedy with indi-ne jike. The novice will find pas- 94¢ Y to mind. fr;lortur]ate y'tl ese
vidual soldiers as its victims. Smith sages that serve as appetizers th%gagef Sfufl’?eshs'lil y 53;'[|Sfy Og_ytgne
believes historians should considelaate 5 hunger for more in-depthd |OeCt or the ;ﬁ Onc?’ rector ; they
going beyond the meta-narrative ofeading. Although some sections oMno Service Ie entire story. I
tragedy to consider alternative viewsg o long, repetitious, and tedious any pfersona stories, especially
including ones that emphasize the,yera| the book is interesting inﬁscapbes roLn cqr}cgnt_ratlorig(z%mgst,
comic or irrational nature of the war jig coverage of the full spectrum of ave been chronicled since , bu
experience. Such an approach woulghe confict. most lie in obscurity, unread. In Alan

offer insight derived from the post- LTC David G. Rathgeber, 9 Levine’sCaptivity, Flight and
modernist view of historical reality as  ysMcC, Retired, MCTSSA, Camp Survival in World War Il the topic
changeable. Pendleton, California 1S successfully resurrected. Levin has

Challenging stuff. Indeed, the en- researched extensively the historical
tire collection, with its diverse range _ record, and the result is this superb
of topics and approaches is challengE/CHTING FOR CANADA: Seven — pook.

) attles, 1758-1945Donald E. Graves, Usuallv. the subiect of escape in
ing. Moreover, the authors assum d.. Robin Brass Studio. Inc., Ontario, Y, | p

their readers are fairly knowledgeableCanada. Distributed by Midpoint Books, World War Il is dealt with equally
about the events and key figures oY, 2000, 446 pages, $20.95. regarding military and civilian expe-
the war. For this reason, and because Donald E. Graves is the author orriences. Clearly, escapes from concen-
only a fraction of the book’s 12 es-the editor of several books on thetration camps have much in common
says deal with military topics, the Anglo-American War of 1812. He and with escapes from Japanese POW
book might not appeal to a profesthe six authors showcasedHight- camps or flights from early World
sional military audience. Neverthe-ing for Canada: Seven Battles,War Il theaters of war. Although
less, the book will reward those whol758-1945,address several Cana-some of Levin's accounts are tedious,
seek a broader view of how the Greaglian military engagements that oc-many are riveting. They communicate
War shaped the 20th century. curred during the period from thesuffering endured as well as the
LTC Scott StephensonUSA, Seven Years' War, which ended instrength and ingenuity of individu-
Retired, Lansing, Kansas 1763, to World War Il, which ended als faced with dire odds.
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Many of the personal accounts inand officers eating off plates while This book is not the story Pogue
this book have never before beergrunts at the front were being gripedvould have fleshed out with elabo-
published. For that reason alone thist by supply personnel for usingrate explanatory footnotes if he could
work is essential for anyone attempt-condoms at too great a rate—not fohave, but it is the story that recap-
ing to research the topic. For thethe usual purpose but to keep theitures a pivotal period along with its
nonmilitary researcher, the book hasifles’ firing mechanisms and barrelsdirt, grime, confusion, heroics, and
equal appeal. Escape as a topic idry. But, mostly, Pogue’s war washysterics. The book is worth reading
innately intriguing, and Levine’s well- about keeping dry and warm andust for Pogue’s analysis of the mil-
researched details provide interestinglean, same as any other Gl. lion men ashore on 8 July 1944 that
reading. Pogue’s Waris not really a rear- concludes that of that number, only

MAJ Ted J. Behncke, Sr.,USA, echelon view of the war with occa- 7,000 rifles were actually fired at the
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas  sjonal vignettes of life at the front; it enemy. _
is more a near-front perspective (and . Pogue was a master, and this book
DUTY FAITHFULLY PER- there was a clear rear—with servant§ives a taste of his mastery. Would

FORMED: Robert E. Lee and his and all—within a month of D-Day). that he had been able to finish.
Critics, John M. Taylor, Brassey's, Dulles, |t js not combat, but closer to that John Barnhill, Ph.D.,
VAbzuot?/oizé?t?]Fue}?)/eslf’ grlf%rgr%ed: Rop. than to the luxurious rear. Even when Yukon, Oklahoma
ert E. Lee and His Criticss a use- e front moved on and Pogue
ful. althouah brief. chronoloaical his- turned into a rear-echelon troop withTHE TRAGEDY OF GREAT POW-
! gn oriet, cronological Ms- aily bathing and laundry privileges, ER POLITICS, John J. Mearsheimer
tory of Confederate General Roberﬂf’“ y 9 v p ges, y : :
E. Lee. The book, which covers Lee'siS War was nowhere near as posW-W. Nerton & Company, NY, 2001, 448
Pl as that enjoyed by the officers, and29es; $27.95.
entire life, is brief on purpose. the visit d the bi i th In The Tragedy of Great Power
Taylor includes an index and pro- he VISItOrS, and the big guys N tepjitics John J. Mearsheimer pre-
vides several quotes from Lee orPhateau. o sents a convincing but troubling de-
various subjects. The bibliography  P0ogue was the first historian of D-givion"of the nature of the inter-
consists of only secondary sources22Y: the biographer of Generaly oo system and the behavior of
the footnotes are useful, and the>€0rge C. Marshall, and one of theqional great powers. Mearshei-
endnotes adequate, but when digeioneers of oral history. APh.D. his- apq thesis is that great powers be-
cussing Lee’s battles, the inclusiorfo'ian: Pogue joined the army late iny5y6 aecording to certain “offensive
of maps would have helped theth® war, found himself in a newly ragjist” principles, which can be dis-
reader understand Lee’s maneuveréEOrmed combat history unit, went t0jjleq from study of the history of
I recommend this book, but only England, and made it to Normandygreat powers over the last two cen-
to those interested in what historiangh0rtly after D-Day. The purpose ofyries,
have said about Lee and on Lee’s re1€ Army's history program was {0 Regardless of advances in tech-
flections on topics such as religionc@pture the events while they wergyology, development of international
and virtue. still fresh and to publish short works grganizations, or the increasing influ-
Lynn L. Sims, Ph.D., University ©N Specific aspects and a larger opence of economic associations, great

of Richmond, Virginia ~ €rational history of D-Day and after. powers will always pursue security.

Pogue and ft}lls colltiagues built thesecurity for a great power is best

) . Miayi program on the spot. obtained through regional hege-

Eoon?bgFHSis\t/gﬁ;' Eg?ggtoéa%:a Pogue also kept notebooks full ofmony. In modern times, only the
University Press of Kentucky, .Lexingto’n, short en.mes’ which he intended aUnited St_a_tes has achieved _this cov-
2001, 411 pages, $29.95. some point to expand into a full studyeted position, yet it is destined al-

Forrest C. Pogue’s paycheck waof his war. Over the years he ex-ways to try to prevent a great power
missing, so he sent a letter of inquirypanded many diary entries, and thain another region from achieving it.
He recalls, “(T)hirty-two endorse- effort became the bulk of this book.Great powers are doomed (hence the
ments later the letter came back saytnfortunately, by the time the booktragedy mentioned in the title) to
ing that | could not be paid again.was almost finished, Pogue could noendless cycles of pursuing hege-
One year after the check had beeread his own writing because of seimony or preventing competing great
issued, | received a letter askingvere macular degeneration. The enpowers from achieving hegemony.
sternly why | hadn’t cashed my tries for the four months after mid- Mearsheimer warns great powers (es-
check, so the army could clear itsJanuary 1945 are his original diarypecially the United States) that fail-
books. When | explained it was lost,notations. His nephew and theure to realize the true nature of the
| was asked why | hadn’t said sonephew’s wife finished transcribing international system will condemn
before.” That's Pogue’s war. the notebooks and put them togethethem to ruin. Thus, offensive realism

His war also includes a Koreanwith Pogue’s developed narrative,is not only descriptive, it is pre-
translator who ended up on permabut they could not finish what might scriptive.
nent KP (kitchen duty) in the replace-have been an important work on the Mearsheimer does not use mere
ment depot in Europe; the officer whowar. Pogue managed to create onlpssertion to prove the competi-
boated out to a ship to take a showe27 notes for the entire book. tive nature of great power politics.
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Instead, he takes the argumentativee particularly distressed by Mear-solved all problems. The Royal Air
battle to his theoretical adversariessheimer’s predictions. Those con-orce developed its own atomic-
In clear layman’s prose, he de-cerned about the loominiguture strike capability, but Britain's policies
scribes—and takes apart—competShockAlvin Toffler, Bantam Books, differed from the Americans’.
ing realist and liberalist international- New York, 1991)The Clash of Civi-  Tension existed in other areas as
relations theories. As a result of thidizations? (Samuel P. Huntington, well. During World War Il, the Brit-
book, Mearsheimer will likely become Touctstone Books, New York, 1998); ish believed that U.S. personnel un-
known as the main proponent of of-or The Coming Anarchy: Shatteringdermined their rule in the Empire.
fensive realism in international the Dreams of the Post-Cold WarThis belief continued after the war.
thought. (Robert D. Kaplan, Vintage Books, As Britain eventually let go of the
Mearsheimer does an outstandindNew York, 2001) might be reassuredEmpire, the Americans were there to
job of presenting and contrasting thdoy Mearsheimer’s argument thatreplace them. British policies for han-
tenets of offensive, defensive, andeports of the death of the nation-dling tensions and gathering intelli-
human nature realism. He does a lesstate system have been “greatly exgence, caused by nationalistic urges,

thorough job of describing liberalist aggerated.” tended to exclude the Americans.
theories, but the work is not intended MAJ Donald F. Gentles,USA, Fort  One bright sharing was the British
so much as a textbook as it is an Leavenworth, Kansas success in Malaya and the possible
overwhelming body of evidence to application in Vietnam of British tech-

describe, prove, and expand on of- s B niques by U.S. forces, but policies
fensive-realist theory. an—’l’leEricl_a”EnDdECI\Cl)ldHV'?Ig’DS-ecll?ertltFnltrgl— toward the colonies continued to
From all of the conflicts among jigence, Richard J. Aldrich, John Murray, SPIit the Allies. .
great powers in Europe and AsiaLondon, 2001, 733 pages, $25.00. Of particular aggravation were U.S.
over the last two centuries, Mear- To the serious student of the Coldand U.K. attitudes toward Egyptian
sheimer has compiled research antiVar, intelligence or Anglo-American Colonel Gamal Nasser. The Ameri-
distilled it into instructive charts to relations often project the image ofcans were comfortable with Nasser
prove how combinations of popula-cheerful cooperation. The period fol-and believed they understood him. In
tion, wealth, and military power dic- lowing the end of World War Il until fact, the CIA recruited him as an
tate relationships among great powthe changes in Russia in 1991 is ofagent. In contrast, British Prime Min-
ers. He presents the importance ofen believed to be one when Britainister Anthony Eden’s dislike of
geography in great power relation-and America cooperated and coordiNasser was shared throughout the
ships by describing how relative nated their activities in congenial British establishment, including the
position would predict great power fashion. Many biographies and studintelligence community. So, tensions
actions in a given circumstance. Hdes might lead you to believe that allon handling matters such as the na-
then proves (with convincing use ofwent smoothly. The story is quitetionalization of the Suez Canal and
history) how great powers did, in- different from Richard J. Aldrich’s growing Soviet influence in the Brit-
deed, behave as offensive realisview. ish areas of influence in the Middle
theory might predict. Mearsheimer Aldrich is a serious student of theEast put the Americans and the Brit-
codifies great power maneuversintelligence community in Great Brit- ish at odds.
against each other into useful termsain. His previous workintelligence Aldrich’s book suffers from a ma-
such as bandwagoning, appeaseand the War Against Japan: Britain, jor problem prevalent in all attempts
ment, buck-passing, and balancingAmerica and the Politics of Secretto address the issue of British intel-
to describe and predict how greatService(New York: Cambridge Uni- ligence in general and Britain-Ameri-
powers behave. versity Press, 2000) shows that mangan intelligence in particular: in Brit-
After this convincing analysis has divisions existed between the Alliesain it is difficult to obtain original
finally won over—or disconcerted— then. The Hidden Handtontinues documents. The United States is
the reader as to the nature of greahldrich’s theme and shows the vari-quite open, and Aldrich makes good
power politics, Mearsheimer takesous ways of viewing threats, devis-use of available records, but the
the reader further in his soberinging means of addressing threats, anthainstays of his research are per-
clarification of world affairs by pre- the general collection of intelligencesonal papers and secondary sources
dicting how offensive realism dic- that did not always end up in aavailable in Britain. Still, the story will
tates the course of the next severdlappy marriage between “cousins.’be the same even as other docu-
decades. Considerations of the podh fact, serious differences extendednents become available.
sible courses that Germany, Japarinto many areas, but none were so The usefulness of Aldrich’s book
Russia, the United States, and Chinarucial as the proposed employmenfor the student of intelligence and
could take will certainly disturb those of nuclear warfare. military matters is in understanding
with liberalist and commonly ac- The passage of the 1946 Atomicthat Allies need to quickly find where
cepted understandings of the interEnergy Act prohibited the Americansthey agree and clarify where they
national order. Those who believefrom sharing research with the Allies.disagree that can hinder later coop-
that an accurate description of theBritain’s slow response regarding theeration. Anyone contemplating coa-
future lies in Francis Fukuyamd@®e Klaus Fuchs’ espionage case did ndition work should read this book.
End of History and the Last Man make matters easier. The U.S. Air  Peter Charles UnsingerSan Jose
(New York: Avon Books, 1993) will Force acted as if dropping the bomb State University, California
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