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of coyrse. and are therefore all the more worthy 
of no~ice in a reference work of chis nature. 

Ooe always wishes some of the entries were 
fieshe,d OUt to provide still richer detail. par­
ticularly those on such participantS as Clark 
Clifford. Anna Chennault. and Walter Lipp­
man~. among others. Surely John Foster Dulles 
shoul~ have received a longer essay. Charles 
de G~ulle's crucial role in putting pressure on 
Ameliean policy makers by his rhetoric -which 
madd dissent from the war respec~able in con· 
servarrve drcles- and by his attacks on the Fon 
Knoxlgold reserve-which sent the American 
"estaI:Hishmeoc" into a spin - is hardly dis­
cusse1. And there are one or [wo (other review­
ers cO,uld find more, I am sure) striking omis­
sions,l such as Joseph Alsop. who. some would 
say. s¢ared Lyndon B. Johnson into the war by 
his ca~stic criticism of appeasers. but these are 
mino~ complaints indeed and do not detract 
muc~ from the usefulness of the volume. 

It lis pleasing to read juxtaposed accountS 
of Atperican and Vietnamese veterans of the 
war. In both cases. teadjuscment was difficult. 
and the Vietnamese in "substantial numbers" 
also t~rned to drugs and alcohol to deal with 
mem~ries and personal problems in war's after­
mathl Readers looking for information about. 
and lessons of. the Vietnam War will find 
answ¢cs -to both here. 
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Alo~g with the Ugly Americans that appeated 
all ttO frequently during the Vietnam con­
flict were some Good Americans. Edwatd P. 
Met ner was one of [he lauer. Trained as an 
artiqery officer. he served four [ours in Viet· 
naml mainly in Mekong Delta provinces. as 
a pa~ification adviser. He became deeply com­
miUtd to the cause of South Vietnam. which 
he j dged an honorable one; he learned the 
lang

l
_ age and eventually married the country's 

na[i.;>nal women's tennis champion. A model 

adviser. he worked well with his Vietnamese 
counterparts, displaying patience and under­
standing in the most trying circumstances. 

Metzner confirms the generally held view 
that the pacification program was a case of tOO 
little and too late. Serving his second tour in 
1967-1968. he watched with dismay as the body 
COUnt became the measure of success in [he 
war. "The U.S. military was OUt of touch with 
Vietnamese realities in general." he believed. 
"and with the goals and objectives of the po­
litical conflict in particular." For Metzner. the 
key to victory was [0 win the hearts and minds 
of the Vietnamese people. The pacification pro­
gram occupied the central role in this struggle. 
helping South Vietnamese officials demonstrate 
that life under the Saigon government was 
superior to life under the Communists. 

Metzner documents both the strengths and 
the weaknesses of the pacification effort. At 
times he assisted provincial leaders who were 
genuinely concerned about improving the con­
ditions of the people. He found other officials 
who were venal and corrupt. Metzner did the 
best that he could in both circumstances. Over­
all. he considetS his own effortS to have been 
"moderately effective." 

By the time Metzner returned to Vietnam 
for his fourth tour inJanuary 1972. the United 
States was retreating from the battlefield. The 
pacification ptOgram. however. was finally be­
ginning to produce tesultS. with the villagers 
in the Delta turning away from the Commu­
nists. Buc this came too late. A major North 
Vietnamese military offensive in 1975 crushed 
a Saigon government that had been fatally weak­
ened by irs "precipitous abandonment" by 
Washington. 

Readers interested in such 'controversial as­
pects of che pacification effort as the Phoenix 
program will find no mention of it in this vol­
ume. Also. one misses the moral ambivalence 
and personal insights found in the superb mem­
oirs of David Donovan (Ol1ce a I¥fIrrior King, 
.1985), a junior officer who headed a mobile 
advisory team in the Delta. While Metzner's 
experiences contribute to a more, balanced view 
of the pacific:ltion effort in Vietnam. one sus­
pects that there were toO few like him. 
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