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tock: The Meaning of Limited War
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McClintock, Robert. The Meaning of
Limited War. Boston: Iloughlon
Mifllin, 1967. 239 p.

I[lere is presented a series of ease
studics in limited war, several of which
are Dased upon the personal cxperi
ences of the author. The hook was
written while Amhassador McClintock
was assigned as the State Department
Adviser to the Presidenl of the T1.5,
Naval War College. The stated purpose
of the hook “is to study the nature of
past, present, and probable war in the
last half of the twenticth century,” and
in the words of the aathor “is .
writlen by a professional diplomat for
the elucidation of the citizen who is
concerned,”

The author’s analysis of the past and
present limited wars, Le., wars where
there is no direcl confronlation he-
tween nuclear powers, indicates that
each has the common propertics of:
(1) the use of surrogate forees, (2) the
respeet of sanctuaries, (3) the inclu-
sion of the new Communist political
invention of “wars of national libera-
tion,” and {4) the use of international
organizations {or either debate and/or
settlernent, It is these Tactors which
place the wars of today in the political
rather than the military arena, and, al
least to the author, it is not so much
whether we win or not, but, rather, arve
we still there when the game is over?
The nuclear stalemale has made general
war “a terminal folly,” and if the frec
world, primarily through the use of sea-
power, can moke national wars of liher-
ation unproductive, cventually diffcr-
ences Detween nalions and ideologics
can be setiled only at the conference
table. Tor as the author states, “It is
the thousand year view that the slates-
man must assume, and in this perspee-
tive the diplomat may take hope from
history.” Perhaps.

T'he Meaning of Limited War is casy
and interestiug reading, and although

the military oflicer may toke exception
to, and, s0me  Cascs, umhragu at,
specilie portions or vignettes, the hook
dovs provide insight inle the meaning
of “lLimited war” from a diplomatic

point of vicw.
A. J. ASHURST
Commander, U.S. Navy

Mtshali, B. Vulindlela. Rhedesic: Back.
ground to Confliet. New York: [aw-
thorn Books, 1967. 255 p.

The author al this hook is a South
African Zulu who is currently working
on a Ph.D. degree in politieal scienee at
New York Umversity. His discussion
of the problem of Rhodesia is obvious-
ly lrom the viewpoint of the DBlack
African, and Mr, Mishali makes no
claim for impartiality. ITis hook is,
however, straightforward and well doc-
umentled. It secks to examine the hack-
ground of colonial development in
Rhodesia and to trace the events which
led to Rhodesia’s unilateral declaration
of independence in 1965, In his analy-
sis of the Rhodesian controversy Lhe
author is highly eritieal, nol only of
Britain, the United Nalions, and the
Organization of African Ulnity for
their inability or failure to take effee-
tive action against the regime of lan
Smith, but also of the disunity within
the Afvican nationalist movement in
Rhodesia itsell. The volume points out
that the political cnergies of the Al-
ricans have been seriously dissipated
by the ulter failure of Lhe black na-
lionalist organizations 1o act in unison
against the white-dominated Rhodesian
Governmenl. The author acknowledges
that power is now sccurely in the hands
of the white selllers aud that Rhodestan
independence is a {ait accompli which
will be extremely dillieult 1o reyerse.
His conclusion, however, that the erisis
in Rhodesia has done 1rrepam])lc dam-
age to relations between Dblack and
white throughout Afriea is hard 10
contesl,
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