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Texas S ta te  H i s t o r i c a l  Associat ion 
Austin, Texas 78712 

Dear Dr .  Cec i l :  

I have been most i n t e r e s t e d  reading your  recent  book Herb ic ida l  
Warfare, and I thank you f o r  your  references t o  some o f  m x r f i ?  
l a t e d o  Ranch Hand and S.E. Asia. 
g r a t i t u d e  f o r  Co#. Rex Stoner 's  h o s p i t a l i t y  t o  me and my col league :, 
Gordon Orians, du r ing  our  f i r s t  v i s i t  t o  th.e Republic of  Vietnam i n  
March 1969. 
Order of the  Punctured Prov ider"  w i t h  purp le  s c a r f  which I viili.ue 
h i g h l y  (see enclosed). 
t h a t  Cole Stoner had disagreements w i t h  Wing Headquarters regard ing 
decorat ion recommendations p a r t i c u l a r l y  a f t e r  March 1969. I hope h i s  
award o f  the  s c a r f  t o  me a t  t h a t  t ime d i d  n o t  cause t roub le .  

I wish t o  express t o  you my 

Col. Stoner was good enough t o  award me t h e  "Special  

I was dismayed t o  read i n  your  book, p. 146, 

Have you seen the  h i s t o r y  o f  the  Ranch Hand operat ions publ ished 
by the O f f i c e  o f  A i r  Force H is to ry ,  USAF, Washington, DC, 1982, w r i t t e n  
by Major W i l l i am Buckinghm? I cou ld  n o t  f i n d  any reference t o  t h i s  
e x c e l l e n t  book i n  ,your work. As my enclosed review o f  another good 
book i nd i ca tes ,  t he re  was a ser ious d e l e t i o n  o f  about 20 pages made 
by censors i n  Major Buckingham's book. According t o  documents i n  my 
f i l e  and a f t e r  my phone conversat ion w i t h  Major Buckingham, I determined 
t h a t  the  deleted ma te r ia l  concerned t h e  c landest ine spray ing o f  Cambodia. 
The reasons f o r  the  d e l e t i o n  are expla ined i n  my review. As you w i l l  
see, the  so-ca l led  secret  and i l l e g a l  6-52 bombings o f  Cambodia March 
t o  December 1969 never occurred. 
the  U.S. governement I do n o t  know. I would most c e r t a i n l y  hope t h a t  
you, as an h i s t o r i a n ,  might  wish t o  pursue t h i s  f a s c i n a t i n g  quest ion.  

n o t  doubt t h a t  i t  occurred. O r .  Fred T s c h i r l e y ' s  S ta te  Department, 
g m r  confirmed t h i s  as d i d  our u n o f f i c i a l  inspect ion.  
i n  my rev iew (enclosed) you w i l l  note the patch-work appearance o f  
the  d e f o l i a t e d  rubber t rees .  

Why t h i s  charade i s  maintained by 

I n  regards t o  the spraying o f  Camboida i n  Spr ing 1969, the re  i s  

I n  the  photo 

I f u l l y  understand why you r a i s e  quest ions 

Equal Opportunity in Education and Employment 

~---- -----t------------.--_________ . ___ . 

--' .. 

---------------------
Missoula, Montana 59812 
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Dr, Paul F, Ceci"l 
Senior Research Historian 
Texas State Historical Association 
Austin, Texas 78712 

Dear Dr, Cecil: 

Telephone Number 
(406) 243-6273 

19 August 1986 

I have been most interested reading your recent book Herbicidal 
Warfare, and I thank you for your references to some of my-wor~!-
1atea-to Ranch Hand and S.E. Asia. I wish to express to you my 
gratitude for Col. Rex Stoner's hospitality to me and my colleague" 
Gordon Orians, during our first visit to the Republic of Vietnam in 
March 1969. Col. Stoner was good enough to award me the "Special 
Order of the Punctured Provider" with purple scarf which I v,llue 
highly (see enclosed). I was dismayed to read in your book, p. 146, 
that Col- Stoner had disagreements with Wing Headquarters regarding 
decoration recommendations particularly after March 1969. I hope his 
award of the scarf to me at that time did not cause trouble. 

Have you seen the history of the Ranch Hand operations published 
by the Office of Air Force History, USAF, t~ashington, DC, 1982, wY'itten 
by Major Hi 11 i am Bucki nghar.1? I coul d not fi nd any reference to thi s 
excellent book in your work. As my enclosed review of another good 
book indicates, there was a serious deletion of about 20 pages made 
by censors in Major Buckingham's book. According to documents in my 
file and after my phone conversation with Major Buckingham, I det€!rmined 
that the deleted material concerned the clandestine spraying of Cambodia. 
The reasons for the delet"ion are explained in my review. As you will 
see, the so-called secret and illegal 8-52 bombings of Cambodia r,larch 
to December 1969 never occurred. Why this charade is maintained by 
the U.S. governement I do not know. I would most certainly hope that 
you, as an historian, might wish to pursue this fascinating question. 

In regards to the spraying of Camboida in Spring 1969, there is 
not doubt that it occurred. Dr. Fred Tschirley's State Department. 
g~r confirmed this as did our unofficial inspection. In the photo 
in my revi ew (enclosed) you will note the patch-work appearance of' 
the defoliated rubber trees. I fully understand why you raise questions 
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as t o  how a i r c r a f t  could spray so accurately. The answer i s  not accuracy, 
b u t  differences i n  the sens i t iv i ty  of various s t ra ins  of rubber t r ees  
to the herbicide. 
squares were not affected a t  a l l  or only mildly. 
our French friends who owned most of the affected Cambodian planta- 
t ions told us l a t e r  tha t  no t rees  were ki l led.  

I should point out that  i t  was precisely in to  the defoliated 
areas tha t  U.S. troops moved i n  May of 1970. 

I do hope you may wish to  look fur ther  into events i n  Cambodia 
in 1969 and I look forward to  learning your reactions to  my materials. 

Some plots were to t a l ly  defoliated while adjacent 
I might add tha t  

S i  

E.W. Pfe i f fe r  
Professor 

EWP/vb 

as to how aircraft could spray so accurately. The answer is not accuracy, 
but differences in the sensitivity of various strains of rubber trees 
to the herbicide. Some plots were totally defoliated while adjacent 
squares were not affected at all or only mildly. I might add that 
our French friends who owned most of the affected Cambodian planta-
tions told us later that no trees were killed. 

I should point out that it was precisely into the defoliated 
areas that U.S. troops moved in May of 1970. 

I do hope you may wish to look further into events in Cambou-ia 
in 1969 and I look forward to learning your reactions to my mater-ials. 

EWP/vb 

--------'---~------r---------------

S1~4JN~ 
LW. Pfeiffer 
Professor 
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ing criteria beyond which intrusive eavesdropping activity 
becomes a real detriment to the vitality of the nation. The 
fact that the NSA withholds from the U.S. public the 
knowledge of the existence of interception programs or 
technologies, information well known by the country’s 
adversaries, suggests that we the people who hold the 
burden of taxes and the purse strings of appropriation are 

The investigative reporting talents of James Bamford 
impress the reader, as he has undertaken t o  set forth with 
clarity subject matter which by its very nature is obscure, 
fragmented, and transitory. He attempts to show the dis- 
tinction, for instance. between “intercep1ion”and ‘acquisi- 
tion”of messages, and how the Agency considers electronic 
computer scanning of private messages as not falling under 
the slightest restriction as an “unlawful search.” Thus, an 

considered the real enemy. .~ 

intelligent mechanical surrogate of the human psyche is 
permitted t o  plunder our most intimate utterances, a privi- 
Ic:e not even granted an officer of the law armed with a 
court order. 

Although Bamford avoids pejorative comment in his 
largely objective development, it becomes evident that he 
brings thereadertotheconclusionthatmuchoftheactivity 
of the NSA is inconsistent with traditional American ideals 
and institutions. He avoids the measure of public outrage, 
however, that well might be directed toward the clandes- 
tine society of “technotyranny.” Perhaps such musings of 
societal impact, the chilling effect of Big Brother, and the 
resultant gradual degeneration of private freedom are best 
described by the political philosopher or the futurist. Each 
of us, however, must heed the warning to corral the rouge 
elephant. - 

By E.W. Pfeiffer* 

The Chemical Scyrhe: Lessons of2.4.5-Tand Dioxin. by 
Alastair Hay, Plenum Publishing Corp., 233 Spring St., 
New York, NY 10013: 1982. 275 pp.. $27.50. 

The ChemicalScyrhe is a most valuable addition to the 
growing literaturedealing with theuse by the United States 
of chemical warfare in Indochina. Its author. Dr. Alastair 
Hay of the Medical School of the University of Leeds, is 
eminently qualified to present this story. which reveals 
much previously classified information about U.S. herbi- 
cide programs in Vietnam. Laos, and Cambodia. 

7 Indeed, with respect to defoliation efforts in Cambodia, 
this book reveals information the Air Force has fought to 
keep secret. Last Julythe National VeteransTask Force on 
Agent Orange lost its court fight under the Freedom of 
Information Act to obtain some 20 pages which were delet- 
ed from a draft Air Force report entitled: ”Operation 
Ranchhand: The United States Air Force and Herbicides 
in Southeast Asia, 1961-1971.” As the New York Times 
noted (July 26. 1982). “Disclosure, the court said. would 
violate the integrity of t h e  decision-making process where- 
by senior Air Force officials determined the content of the  
official history.” Thus. the Air Force w%s permitted to 
delete a certain incident from its “history.” ’ 

But  despite the court decision, the facts are now in the 
public record. The Chemiral Sryrhe describes in meticu- 
lous detail theevents deleted by the Air Forcecensors. It is 
a fact established by an official U.S. team o f  experts and 
others that the Fishhook region of Eastern Cambodia was 
attacked reoeatedlv bv defoliating aircraft i n  the spring of 

t 
1969. The US. government neither confirmed nor denied 
responsibility but negotiated with the Cambodian gov- 
ernment and French rubber planters to pay for the multi- 
million dollar damage to their rubber plantations. There is 
evidence that the CIA’S Air America carried out this clan- 
destine operation. Former Senator !?&,Church wrote 
me on July 26. 1971, that, “I have been t o l d . B e r ,  that 

was responsible for the Cambodian defolia- 
tion. My source was. . . . an individual who is in  a position 
toXnow the facts in this matter.” When the CIA obtained a 
copy of this letter, it immediately dispatched an agent to 
deny the allegation. According t o  a CIA report, “Senator 
Church said he couldn’t remember off hand where he 
learned this information.. . . He said he fully accepted our 
denial.” As Dr. Hay documents in The Chemical Scwhe, 
Church was still covering up as late as 1978. 

Why does the Air Force in 1982 still try to conceal a 
comparatively minor operation of 1969? As The Chemical 
Sryrhe explains, the official version, expounded by Henry 
Kissinger in The Whire House Years, is that the Fishhook 
region was secretly (and illegally) bombed by B-52s in 1969. 
because according to Kissinger, it was necessary lo  destroy 
Viet Cong sanctuaries in the region. Kissinger writes that 
“recent intelligence from a rallier [deserter], as well as 
photo reconnaissance, showed that the Communist head- 
quarters for all of South Vietnam was located just across 
the Cambodian border.. . .The  8-52 attack took place on 
March 18, 1969,againsl NorthVietnamese Base Area 
353. . . . From April through early August 1969 attacks 
were intermittent . . . . Afterward raids were conducted 
regularly.” 

Kissinper’\ maps shov Rase Area 353 precisely where I 
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ing criteria beyond which intrusive eavesdropping activity 
becomes a real detriment to the vitality of the nation. The 
fact that the NSA withholds from the U.S. public the 
knowledge of the existence of interception programs or 
technologies, information well known by the country's 
adversaries, suggests that we the. people who hold the 
burden of taxes and the purse strings of appropriation are 
considered the real enemy. 

The investigative reporting talents of James Bamford 
impress the reader, as he has undertaken to set forth with 
clarity subject matter which by its very nature is obscure, 
fragmented, and transitory. He attempts to show the dis­
tinction, for instance, between ~'interception" and l4acquisi­
tion" of messages, and how the Agency considers electronic 
computer scanning of private messages as not falling under 
the slightest restriction as an "unlawful search." Thus, an 

intelligent mechanical surrogate of the human psyche is 
permitted to plunder our most intimate utterances, a privi­
Ie ~e not even granted an officer of the law armed with a 
court order. 

Although Bamford avoids pejorative comment in his 
largely objective development, it becomes evident that he 
brings the reader to the conclusion that much ofthe activity 
of the NSA is inconsistent with traditional American ideals 
and institutions. He avoids the measure of public outrage, 
however, that well might be directed toward the clandes­
tine society of "technotyranny." Perhaps such musings of 
societal impact, the chilling effect of Big Brother, and the 
resultant gradual degeneration of private freedom are best 
described by the political philosopher or the futurist. Each 
of us, however, must heed the warning to corral the rouge 
elephant. -

Book Review: G.v~~~. / ~ 
Secret Defoliation in 1Jietn-a ID rj 

By B.W. PfeitTer· 

The Chemical Scythe: Lessons o{2,4,5- T and Dioxin, by 
Alastair Hay, Plenum Publishing Corp., 233 Spring St., 
New York, NY 10013; 1982,275 pp., $27.50. 

The Chemical Scythe is a most valuable addition to the 
growing literature dealing with the use by the United States 
of chemical warfare in Indochina. Its author, Dr. Alastair 
Hay of the Medical School of the University of Leeds, is 
eminently qualified to present this story, which reveals 
much previously classified information about U.S. herbi­
cide programs in Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia. 

. 'l I ndeed, with respect to defoliation efforts in Cambodia, 
this book reveals information the Air Force has fought to 
keep secret. Last JuJy the National Veterans Task Force on 
Agcnt Orange lost its court fight under the Freedom of 
I nformation Act to obtain some 20 pages which were delet­
ed from a draft Air Force report entitled: "Operation 
Ranchhand: The United States Air Force and Herbicides 
in Southeast Asia, 1961-1971." As the Nell" York Times 
noted (July 26, 1982), "Disclosure, the court said, would 
violate the integrity of the decision-making process where­
by senior Air Force officials determined thc content of the 
official history." Thus, the Air Force W"as permitted to 
delete a certain incident from its "'history .. • , 

But despite the court decision. the facts are now in the 
public record. The Chemical Scythe describes in meticu­
lous detail the events deleted by the Air Force censors. It is 
a fact established by an official U.S. team of experts and 
others that the Fishhook region of Eastern Cambodia was 
attacked repeatedly by defoliating aircraft ill the spring of 
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1969. The U.S. government neither confirmed nor denied 
responsibility but negotiated with the Cambodian gov­
ernment and French rubber planters to pay for the multi­
million dollar damage to their rubber plantations. There is 
evidence that the CIA's Air America carried out this clan­
destine operation. Former Senator Frank Church wrote 
me on July 26, 1971, that, "I have been!oid.·1W"WCver, that 
Air America was responsible for the Cambodian defolia­
tion. My source was .... an individuaf"who E;Tna~Posliloif' 

'fOKnow the facts in this matter." When the CIA obtained a 
copy of this letter, it immediately dispatched an agent 10 
deny the allegation. According to a CIA report, "Senator 
Church said he couldn't remember off hand where he 
learned this information .... He said hefully accepted our 
denial." As Dr. Hay documents in The Chemical Scythe, 
Church was still covering up as late as 1978. 

Why does the Air Force in 1982 still try to conceal a ): 
comparatively minor operation of 19691 As The Chemical 
Scythe explains, the official version, expounded by Henry 
Kissinger in The White House Years, is that the Fishhook 
region was secretly (and illegally) bombed by B-52s in 1969, 
because according to Kissinger, it was necessary to destroy 
Viet Cong sanctuaries in the region. Kissinger writes that 
"recent intelligence from a rallier [deserter], as well as 
photo reconnaissance, showed that the Communist head­
quarters for all of South Vietnam was located just across 
the Cambodian border .... The B-52 attack took place on 
March 18, 1969, against North Vietnamese Base Area 
353 .... From April through early August 1969 attacks 
were intermittent .... Afterward raids were conducted 
regularly." 

Kissinger's maps show Base Area 353 precisely where I 
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Defoliated rubber plantation in Kissinger’s Base Area 353. Note absence of bomb craters. 

spent several days and nights studying the effects of the 
April 1969 defoliation raids. As detailed in The C/innic,u/ 
Scythe, it was heavily populated with Cambodians and 
French Rubber plantation emplo)ces and their families. 
After reading Kissinger‘s totally inaccurate description of  
the area, I wrote the U.S. Air Force for documents which 
might support him. 

On November 7,  1980, Charles W .  Hinklc. Oliice of  
Assistant Secretary of Defense. \ w x c  me. 7 h c  n iq i  coor- 
dinates in the message ( M A C  1782 COMUSMACV) are 
those provided by a North Vietnamese ra//ier[Pentagonese 
for deserter] as the location of COSVN headquarters 
[COSVN was the Pentagon acronym for Kissinger’s 
“Communist Headquarters for all of  South Vietnam’?. 

Mr. Hinkle enclosed a map of  the Fishhook area wi th  
Base Area 353 drawn according t o  the coordinates in the 
message MAC 11782 which he also scnt me. This message, 
sent in February 1969 from Gcncral Abrams to General 
Wheeler. states in part, “Recent inlormation de, eloped 
from photo reconnaissance and ii rallicr give, 115 hard 
intelligence on COSVN H Q  facilitits in Base Area 3 5 3 . .  , . 
The area is covered by thick canopy jungle.” .This i s  not 
true. The Department of Defense map shows the area to be 
sparsely covered with brush and surrounded by several 
small villages. When I asked for the photos of Base Area 
353, Mr. Hinkle: wrote me on December 19, 1980. “The 
Organization of the Joint Chiefs of Staff has advised that 
they d o  not have the photographs which you requested. 
Further, they have advised that they have no information, 
other than that previously provided t o  you[i.e. thecoordi- 
nates provided by the deserter] to substantiate the precise 
location of Base Area 353.” 

Thus Kissinger’s only source for his description of the 
so-called “Communist Headquarters in Cambodia” is a 
deserter! 

Mr. Hinklealsosent meacopy oiiirepor1ofthe“Menu” 
(8-52) strikes against Base Area 353 showing tonnage of 
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bomhs dropped bcsinning on March 18, 1969, and sup- 
posedly continuing through January 1970. This approxi- 
matcly 10 mile square area supposedly received 6529 tons 
01 bombs delivered by 228 B-52 bombers. A typical 8-52 
mission consisted of five aircraft whose bombs carpeted an 
area about one half mile wide and three miles long. Thus I 5  
B-52s would have saturated the whole of Base Area 353 
w i t h  man? hundreds of  craters some 25 ft. in diameter and 
10-15 it. deep. What would 228 B-52s have done’? 

All this was supposedly going on unnoticed by the thou- 
sandsofrubber workersat the French Mimot rubber plan- 
tation only ten miles away. Dr. Kissinger can’t he serious. 
These alleged sanctuaries were the excuse Nixon and Kis- 
singer used to invade and subsequently destroy Cambodi:i. 

As The CheniiralScythe records, there were no sanctu- 
aries in the Fishhook region and therefore no bombing 
could be justilicd. But the myth has to be kept ali\i. 10 
maintain Kissinger’s credibility. When presentcd v i t h  t h e  
dilemma OIN ti! i c  oniittod :an)’ rcfcrcnce :o \%hat’:icii.i:illy 
happened i n  1969 in C~mbodio(dclo1intion) :Inti dncr !hmj  
in detail what did not take place. Kissinxu re luwd to 
answer Thca Sliciiiic,o/ .Si:i,tli‘,’h author. ‘The r\ir Force. 
caught in bctwc.cn. himpi) de!eted al l  relercnce\ to the 
defoliation. 

The Cheniiral Sc.vfhz goes far beyond the wartinie uses 
of herbicides. It is indeed a book for people wi th  many 
diverse interests: chemists concerned with dioxin- 
contaminated substances, toxicologists, medical person- 
nel, manufacturers of chlorophenol-related compounds. 
environmentalists. historians. T h e  chapters dealing with 
Seveso and Love Canal are must reading for all who are 
concerned with environmental pollution. 

The Chemical Scythe is the first book in a series project- 
ed by the International Disaster Institute. The  aim of the 
series is to provide scientific and readable accounts on the 
most recent areas of disaster research. Dr. Hay’s hook sets 
very high standards for this much needed series. - 
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Defoliated rubber plantation in Kissinger's Base Area 353, Note ab5ence of bomb craters. 

spent several days and nights studying the effects of the 
April 1969 defoliation raids_ As detailed in The Chemical 
Scythe, it was heavily populated with Cambodians and 
French Rubber plantation employees and their families. 
After reading Kissinger's totally inaccurate description of 
the area, I wrote the U.S. Air Force for documents which 
might support him. 

On November 7, 1980, Charles W_ Hinkle', OIfice of 
Assistant Secretary of Defense. \\:rotc me, "The map coor­
dinates in the message (MAC 1782 COMUSMACV) are 
those provided by a North Vietnamese rallier[Pentagonese 
for deserter] as the location of COSVN headquarters 
[COSVN was the Pentagon acronym for Kissinger's 
"Communist Headquarters for all of South Vietnam'l 

Mr. Hinkle enclosed a map of the Fishhook area with 
Base Area 353 drawn according to the coordinates in the 
message MAC 1782 which he also scnt me. This message, 
sent in February 1969 from Gl.!l1crai Abrams to General 
\Vheeler. states in part~ "Recent information UC\ eloped 
from photo reconnaissance and a ralli-::r gives us hard 
intelligence on COSVN HQ facilities in Base Area 353 .... 
The area is covered by thick canopy jungle_" This is not 
true. The Department of Defense map shows the area to be 
sparsely covered with brush and surrounded by several 
small villages. When ( asked for the photos of Base Area 
353, Mr. Hinkle wrote me on December 19, 1980, "The 
Organization of the Joint Chiefs of Staff has advised that 
they do not have the photographs which you requested. 
Further, they have advised that they have no information, 
other than that previously provided to you [i.e. thecoordi­
nates provided by the deserter] to substantiate the precise 
location of Base Area 353." 

Thus Kissinger's only source for his description of the 
so-called "Communist Headquarters in Cambodia" is a 
deserter! 

M r_ Hinkle also sent me a copy ofa report oftheUMenu" 
(8-52) strikes against Base Area 353 showing tonnage of 

Number 18 (Winler 1983) 

bomhs dropped beginning on March 18, 1969, and sup­
posedly continuing through January 1970_ This approxi­
mately 10 mile square area supposedly received 6529 tons 
of bombs delivered by 228 8-52 bombers, A typical B-52 
mission consisted of five aircraft whose bombs carpeted an 
area about one half mile wide and three miles long. Thus 15 
B-52, would have saturated the whole of Base Area 353 
with many hundreds of craters some 25 ft. in diameter and 
10-151'1. deep_ What would 228 8-52s have done? 

All this was supposedly going on unnoticed by the thou­
sands of rubber workers at the French Mirnat rubber plan­
tation only ten miles away. Dr. Kissinger can'1 be serious. 
These alleged sanctuaries were the excuse Nixon and Kis­
singer used to invade and subseq ucntly destroy Cambodia. 

As The Chemical Sc)'the records, there were no san~tu­
aries in the Fishhook "region and therefore no bombing 
could be justified. But the myth has to be kept ali\t.: to 
maintain Kissinger's credibility. When presented \\itb the 
dilemma of why he omitted any rderence to wha(acuJ:llty 
happened in 1969 in Cambodia(d~folil.\tion) and J~"(rirwd 
in detail what did not take place. Kissinger refused to 
answer The Chcmical Scythe's author. The Air Force. 
caught in between, simply deleted all references to th'.! 
defoliation. 

The Chemical Scyr/w goes far beyond the wanime uses 
of herbicides. It is indeed a book for people with many 
diverse interests: chemists concerned with dioxin­
contaminated substances, toxicologists, medical person­
nel, manufacturers of chlorophenol-related compounds, 
environmentalists, historians. The chapters dealing with 
Seveso and Love Canal are must reading for all who are 
concerned with environmental pollution. 

The Chemical Scythe is the first bOOK in a series project­
ed by the (nternational Disaster Institute. The aim of the 
series is to provide scientific and readable accounts on the 
most recent areas of disaster research. Dr. Hay's book sets 
very high standards for this much needed series. _ 
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irvman*s lot. 11 is a twentvfour a day 
working. s*eating. grunting job. Bulb.. 
lieve it or not. he's sort of proud of the 
name - 'grunt'." 

SFC ROBERT TORSRUD 
Fort Knoa. KY 

The Marine's Fight 

PAYBACK FIVE MARINESAND 
VIETNAM, by Joe Klein. Ballantine 
Bocks. New York. 412 pages. 83.96. 

PAYBACK is the story of live of the men 
who served in Charlie Company, 1st Bal- 
talioo, 3rd Marine Regiment in August 
196?., Gary Cooper. John Steiner. John 
Wakefield. Bill Taylor. and Dale Szuminski 
were not typicalVietnam vets. All enlisted 
in the Marines; al l  were white. This is not 
a combat narrative; rather it is a characfer 
study of the live men - who they were 
and who Ihey are today. 

Until journalist Joe Klein became inter- 
estedinthe lifeanddeatholGaryCooper. 
he had not thought very much about the 
men who lought in Vietnam. His view of 
vets was shaped by the Vietnam Veterans 
Against the War protest in 1971 and 
media reports which implied an impres. 
$ion 01 violent. angry men bordering on 
the edge of sanity. Reports of Gary Coop- 
er's tragic death confirmed Klein's nega- 
tive assessment. However. his research 
tors magazinepiece aboutCooperled him 
to alter his feelings about veterans. 

Klein became interested in the meh 
who had served with Cooper in Vietnam. 
andhe eventually located and intarviewed 
twenty men from Cooper's unit. As he 
talked with these men. Klein discovered 
that most appearedtobefairly normal and 
were living uselul lives. None had re- 
turned from the Waf entirely unscathed. 
but theirproblemswerenol all productsol 
the war. Agent Orange. post traumatic 
stress syndrome. and the ill treatment 01 
Vietnam vets were factors in people% 
liV.6. but Klein emphasizes the normal 
difficultiesencountered by men whogrew 
up and live in the working class. Each 01 
the five men treated had a unique per- 
sonality, handled his stress in his own 
way. and adjusted in his own fashion. 

This is a fascinating book. The men are 
treated with compassion end rgspect. and 
their differing views about the war.and life 

Herbkidal Warfare: The RANCH 
HAND Projoct in Vietnam, by Paul 
FrederickCecif.Raogn. NewYork. loI& 
S29.96. 

Hard-charginp tankers and cavalrymen 
should not be put off by the title of thia 
book. In terms of interest and insight. 
Herbieidal Warfare delivers much mote 
Ihan it seems to promise. 

Paul Fredericlr Cecil is a retired Air 
Force officer writing about his we1 in 
Vietnam. Cecil lought his war as part of a 
small company of brave pilots who flew 
ungainly C1236 whiledumping an ocean 
of herbicide on enemy.controlled jungle 
and croplands across Indochina. The 
author's concise and straightforward nar- 
rative pieces together the story of OPERA- 
TION RANCH HAND lrom the tentative 
experiments of the early 1960s lhrouph 
th,e.pr.oqram's termination amidst a blaze 
of media-fanned Criticism in 1971. It is a; 
fascinating history from more than one. 
point of view. First of all. the exploitsol the 
RANCHERS - whose near-dailyexposure 
l o  hostile fire made them the war's most 
shot-a1 pilots - makes a darn good story 
in itself. Among the various characters 
who appear in this book - bureaucrats. 
brass hats. RVNofficieIs. andcriticsol the 
war - the air crews stand out Clearly as 
the heroes. Cecil is especially efkctive in 
portraying the RANCHERS colorful sub- 
culture. with its mixture01 impudence and 
professionalism, looniness and great 
courage. 

At another level. the book provides 
furth,er evidence that the United States 
lost the war because much of its colosaal 
militery eflort was irrelevant. Although ' 
Cecil insist$ that defoliation and crop de- 
struction woie elfective. he does not land 
perhaps cannot) muster a persuasive 
case. 

Rather than winning him over. Cecil's 
argument is apt to leave the re@er frus. 
trated by the vision of so much'courage 
wasted and so much neasure Invested 
without reward. At its peak.:RANCH 
HAND was dousing Jndochina MI!l Some 
fivemilliongallonsof Agent ORANGEand 
Agent PURPLE each year. D u i i n u  
period 1967-1969. over a milli0"n-and- 
half acres were sprayed annually. The 
profligate use of resources was so great 
that the Air Force at limes followed up 
defoliRtion operarions with giant 862 . . .. , 

eigressad by one 01 mv young SDIUIW.. 

"Ah. Agent ORANGE - loo bed they 
didn't know i1 was Canc.rous b.fOrr ¶hay 
arermd dropping i~ on people." 

A. J. BACEVICH 
LTC. Armor 
2/3 ACR 

MOSCOW, 1941: The Frozen 
Offensive. by Janusz Piekalhiewicz. 
Presidio Press, CA. 280 pages. 620.00. 

Moscow. 1941 is literal prool of the old 
adage that you cannot tell a book by its 
cover. The cover i8 slick; in lac1 the entire 
physical appearance (including many ex- 
cellent photographs) is impressive. It i s  
the text that disappoints. 

Polish author Janusz Piekalhiewicz at. 
tempts a chronological explication of the 
1941 battle that halted German forces 
just short 01 Moscow. Unlortunately. the 
account is garbled by a lack of coherent 
organization and focus. Originally pub- 
lished in German. Moscow. 1941 is 
further disheveled through indifferent 
translation and editing. 

Except for the opening chapter (which 
includes an odd. quote.in-ful1 of the Gsr. 
man pre-Earbarossa terrain study. left 
adrift by Piekalkiewicz without any com- 
mentary whatsoever), each chapter un- 
folds in two parts: a day-by-day chronol- 
ogy and an "ovarvieW."Though interest- 
ing. the anecdotal items composing the 
chronologies too frequently have no con- 
nection either to major campaign events 
or to each other. The overviews Ieck ens- 
lytical insight. androurinelyskip over key 
events or issues. For example. Piekalkie- 
wicz fails to explore in depth the dise- 
greements over str#tegy within the Get- 
man High Command. anQ neglects any 
meaningilul analysis 01 Soviet strategy 
altogether other thanoccasional mislead- 
ing references to the l e t2  campaign 
against Napoleon. He also showa, little 
understanding 01 the profound politico- 
military implicatiom of Hitfor's purge of 
senior commanders in December 1941. 
calling this instead "a simple personnel 
change." 

Such analysis as does occur is often 
unsubstantiated or even patently incor. 
rect. as when Piekalkiewicz asserts in his 
Foreward that Hiller erroneously believed 
a blitzkrieg-tweeampaign would not suc- 
ceed in Russia end therefore "launched a 
war of attrition ... instead d ino the r  blilz- 
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tryman's lot. It is a twenty· four • day 
working. swealing, grunting job. But be· 
lieve it or not, he's sort of proud of the 
name - 'grunt'.·· 

SFC ROBERT TORSRUD 
Fort Kno •• KY 

The Marine's Fight 

PAYBACK: FIVE MARINES AND 
VIETNAM, by Joe Klein. Ballantine 
Books. New York. 412 pages. 83.95. 

PAYBACK is the story of five of the men 
who served in Charlie Company. 1st Bat­
talion. 3rd Marine Regiment in August 
196·f.-Gary _Cooper. John Steiner. John 
Wakefield. Bill Taylor. and Dale Szuminski 
ware not typical Vietnam vets. All enlisted 
in the Marines; all were white. This is not 
a combat narrative; rather it is a ch.ilrjl;Cler 
study of the five men - who they were 
and who t"ey are today. 

Until journalist Joe Klein became inter­
ested in the life and death of Gary Cooper. 
he had not thought very much about the 
men who fought in Vietnam. His view of 
vets was Shaped by the Vietnam Veterans 
Against the War protest in 1971 and 
media reports which implied an impres· 
sian of violent. angry men bordering on 
the edge of sanity. Reports of Gary Coop· 
er'S tragic death confirmed Klein's nega· 
tive assessment. However. his research 
for a magazine piece about Cooper led him 
to aller his feelings about veterans. 

Klein became interested in the meh 
who had served with Cooper in Vietnam. 
andhe eventually located and interviewed 
twenty men from Cooper's unit. As he" 
talked with these men. Klein discovered 
that most appeared to be fairly normal and 
were Ii~;ng useful lives. None had re­
turned from the war entirely unscathed, 
but their problems were not all products of 
the war. Agent Orange. post traumatic 
stress syndrome. and the ill treatment of 
Vietnam vets were factors in people', 
lives. but Klein emphasizes the normal 
difficulties encountered by men who grew 
up and live in the working class. Each of 
the five men treated had a unique per­
sonality, handled his sUess in his own 
way. and adjusted in his own fashion. 

This is • fascinating book. The men are 
treated with compassion and rli'spect, and 
their differing views about the war·and·life 

Herbicidal Wert.,.: The RANCH 
HAND Project in Vietnem, by Paul 
Fredorick Cecil. ""eger. New York. 19111. 
t28.8S. 

Hard-charging tinkers and cavalrymen 
should not be put off by the title of this 
book. In terms of interest and insighi, 
Herbieidal Wllfa'lI delivers much more 
than it .. ems to promi.e. 

Paul Frederiel Cecil is a retired A.i,. 
Force officer writing about his war in 
Vietnam. Cecil fought his war as part of a 
small companV of bra"e pilots who flew 
ungainly C123s while dumping an ocean 
of herbicide on enemy·controlled jungle 
and croplands across Indochina. The 
author'S concise and straightforward nar­
rative pieces together the story of OPERA.. 
TION RANCH HAND from the tenta,ive 
experimen1s of ,he early 19605 rhroUQh 
th,e.p.r.0'fr~·m·s termination amidst a blale 
of media·fanned criticism in 1971. It IS a­
fascinating history from more than one~ 
point of view. First of a", the exploits of the 
RANCHERS - whose near·daily expOSure 
to hostile fire made them the war's most 
Shot-at pilots - makes a darn good story 
in itself. Among the various characters 
who appear in this book - bureaucrats. 
brass hats. RVN officials. and critics of the 
war - the air crews stand out clearly as 
the heroes. Cecil is especially effective in 
portraying the RANCHERS' colorful Sub­
culture. with its mixture of impudence and 
professionalism, looniness and gre.t 
courage. 

At another level. the book provides 
further evidence that the United States 
lost the war because much of its colossal . 
mi"t.rv effore was irre'evant. Although '. 
Cecil insists that defoliation and crop de· 
struction wele effecti"e. he does not land 
perhaps cannot) muster a persuasive 
case. 

Rather than winning him over. Cecil's 
argument is apt to leave the r,~er frus­
trated by the vision of so much:'co~rage 
wasted and so much «easure invested 
without reward. At its peak.;; RANCH 
HANO was dou.;ng Indochina W'i~tl some 
five million gallons of Agent ORANGE and 
Agenl PURPLE each year. O'u~'nLl!l! 
period 1967-1969. over. milli<.tn·and­
half acres were sprayed annually. The 
profligate use of resources was so great 
t'hat the Air Force at times followed up 
defo(i.tion operations with giant 962 

expre.Hd by one Ot my vounu 5glUlalli. 

··Ah. Agant ORANGE - Too bad thoy 
dldn·t know it was c::ancerou. before they 
.. arN<l droppi", it on peopla ... 

A. J. BACEVICH 
LTC. Armor 
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MOSCOW, 1941: The Frozen 
Offensive, by Janusz Pi.kalkiewic •. 
Presidio Press. CA. 280 paoe •• $20.00. 

Moscow, 1941 is literal proof of the old 
adage that you cannot teU 8 book by its 
cover. The cover is slick; in fact the entire 
physical appearance (including many ex­
cellent photographs) is impressive. It is 
the text that disappoints. 

Polish author Janusz Pieka{kiewicz a.­
tempts a chronological explication of the 
1941 battle that halted German forces 
juel short of Moscow. Unfortunately. the 
account is garbled by a lack of coherent 
organization and focus. Originally pub· 
lished in German. Moscow. 1941 is 
further disheveled through indifferent 
translation and editing. 

Except for the opening chapter (which 
includes an odd. quote-in~fu" of the Ger· 
man pre-Barbarossa terrain study, left 
adrift by Piekalkiewicz without any com­
mentarv whatsoe ..... r). each chapter un­
folds in two parts: a day-by-day chronol~ 
ogy and an "overview." Though interest· 
ing. the anecdotal items composing the 
chronologies too frequently have no con­
nection either to major campaign events 
or to each other. The overviews lack Ina­
Iytica' insight. and routinely skip over key 
events or iSlues. For eJC8mple, Piekalkie· 
wicz failS to explore in depth the di,.· 
graemants over sn"tegy within the Ger· 
man High Command. anq neglects any 
meaningiful analysis of Soviet strategy 
altogether other than occasional mislead­
ing references to the 18\2 campaign 
aglinst Napoleon. He 1110 shows little 
understanding of the profound poiiuco· 
mHit.rv implications of Hitler', purge of 
senior cornmandefS in December 1941, 
calling this instead "a simple personnel 
change," 

Such analysis IS does occur ia often 
unsubstantiated or even patently incor· 
recto as when Piekalkiewicz asserts in his 
Foreward that Hitler erroneously believed 
a blitzkrieg·lype campaign.would not suc· 
ceed in Russia end therefore "launched. 
war of aurition ... instead of >.no.her blitz· 
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