


War serves as cover for ethnic cleansing 
as shown by the Holocaust in Eastern Eu-
rope. The state of national emergency en-
gendered by war often leads to the suspen-
sion of normal civil behavior and a disre-
gard of law. Armies have become involved, 
but paramilitary and nationalistic groups 
seem to carry out this cleansing with a great-
er vengeance. Naimark unilaterally states 
that armies are routinely involved in this, 
but the research of his book does not read-
ily support that assertion. 

The destruction of the past is done to erad-
icate the memory of those who occupied the 
land before, much like the revision of history 
in Orwell’s 1984. In Chechnya, the Soviets 
bulldozed graveyards and used grave-
stones to pave roads. Homes are system-
atically razed and the cultural infrastructure 
dismantled — libraries destroyed, street 
names changed, and the language forbid-
den. American soldiers have found out how 
difficult this is — they rebuild an area during 
the day and at night, the dominant group 
will try to destroy the rebuilt areas. 

Naimark does not see a great deal of hope 
for the future. He believes the concept of 
noninterference in the internal affairs of oth-
er sovereign nations contributes immeas-
urably to ethnic cleansing, without converse-
ly recommending any mechanism within the 
current international order that can act to 
prevent and stop ethnic cleansing. Further, 
Naimark is somewhat off base in his asser-
tion that the West’s failure to bomb the rail 
lines that ran into the camps during World 
War II would have made a difference. Any 
logistician knows how easy it is to repair rail 
lines, but perhaps from a moral standpoint, 
Naimark makes a point. Naimark ends with 
the hope that American and international 
intervention against the Serbs has turned 
the tide, however, most of the ethnic clean-
sing under Milosevic occurred once con-
certed action had been taken against him. I 
readily recommend Fires of Hatred for any 
unit’s bookshelf, as it serves as a primer to 
readily understand ethnic cleansing for any-
one that could be deployed outside the con-
tinental United States to an area ravaged 
by ethnic cleansing.  

MAJ ROBERT G. SMITH, USA 
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Warrior Politics: Why Leadership De-
mands a Pagan Ethos by Robert D. 
Kaplan, Random House, New York, 
2002, 198 pp., $22.95 (hardcover) 

The future of warfare and global govern-
ance is behind us. In Warrior Politics, Rob-
ert Kaplan highlights major classical and 
contemporary readings of warfare and in-
ternational relations to provide the frame-
work for future foreign policy decisions. Ka-
plan’s focus for this framework is not on 
utopian ideals, but on the reality of man’s 
brutality. 

Kaplan asserts that the reality of man’s 
brutality is war. Moreover, war is subject to 
democratic control only when it is a condi-
tion separate from peace. He proposes that 
future wars will be unconventional and un-
declared, fought within states rather than 
between them. He reasserts LTC (Ret.) 
Ralph Peters’ idea that our future enemies 
will not be soldiers but warriors without ma-
terial risk or a stake in civil order. Those 
cultures that do not compete well techno-
logically will produce these warriors. These 
warriors will not be fragile to conventional 
warfare. 

Therefore, Kaplan predicts that going to 
war will be less and less a democratic deci-
sion. He suggests that small groups of civil-
ians and general officers will make the de-
cision to use force. He asks what democ-
ratic restraints will remain on the resort to 
force. 

Robert Kaplan is a correspondent for the 
Atlantic Monthly. He is the well-published 
author of Balkan Ghost, The Coming Anar-
chy, The Ends of the Earth, and Eastward 
to Tartary. A journalist by trade, Warrior Po-
litics is an easy read. His firsthand experi-
ence in recent crises form a valuable base 
for his writing. 

His intention of not making it a lesson on 
the classics themselves, but on their rele-
vance to today and tomorrow’s foreign pol-
icy dilemmas, makes this an accessible read 
to all. For those who have read Thucydides, 
Sun Tzu, Machiavelli, Hobbes, Churchill, or 
the others highlighted by Kaplan, it offers a 
contemporary perspective on the classics. 
For armor soldiers, it highlights the impor-
tance of reading military and political history. 

1LT JOHN P.J. DEROSA  
1-77 AR BN 
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Allies at War: The Bitter Rivalry Among 
Churchill, Roosevelt, and De Gaulle 
by Simon Berthon, Carroll & Graf Pub-
lishers, New York, 2001, 356 pp., $26.00 
cloth. 

Scheduled to be a BBC/PBS television se-
ries, Allies at War explores the discord the 
world did not see hidden behind the allied 
leader’s united front. Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
Winston Churchill, and Charles De Gaulle 
held the destiny of the Free World in their 
hands as Nazi forces stormed through Eu-
rope in the 1940s. Inspiring their troops 
and their nations with confidence in victory, 
these three statesmen stood firmly together 
against the axis powers in public. In private, 
however, their relationships were marked 
by contention, distrust, duplicity, and ruth-
lessness. 

Berthon neatly traces the steadily escalat-
ing political environment that made the dis-
putes inevitable. Roosevelt was a rigid anti-
imperialist. Aside from defeating the enemy, 
his long-term aim was to disband all of Eu-
rope’s empire, including the British and the 

French. Churchill, caught in the middle, was 
determined to preserve the British Empire 
and resist the Nazis, but had to have the 
cooperation of his two allies. De Gaulle fa-
natically wanted to regain all of France and 
maintain her empire as it had been before 
the Nazi occupation and the Vichy collabo-
rator government. In his view, cooperation 
was secondary to his main goals. Opposi-
tion between the three increasingly eroded 
negotiations that not only significantly col-
ored allied policy during the war, but also 
colored relations of De Gaulle’s France with 
Britain and America. 

With the fall of France in 1940, the Nazis 
would occupy two-thirds of the country and 
the remaining one-third would be governed 
by the collaborating new state based at the 
Spa town of Vichy. Two Frances would 
emerge, the Vichy France and the Free 
France of De Gaulle. Vichy France broke 
off relations with Britain in July 1940 when 
the British navy attacked a portion of the 
French fleet at Oran in Algeria to end the 
possibility of it falling into German hands. 
Not yet in the war, the break with England 
made it more important for the United States 
to maintain relations with Vichy France. This 
was an effort to reduce Germany’s influ-
ence to a minimum, prevent the surrender 
to the Axis of the French Fleet or French 
bases in Africa, and serve as a channel of 
intelligence to Axis plans and activities. De 
Gaulle, starting from nothing in England, 
gradually built up the forces of the Free 
French, but could not convince his allies 
that France could be restored to the status 
of a major power. 

Prime Minister Churchill and President Roo-
sevelt so doubted the loyalty of General De 
Gaulle that they kept the Anglo-American 
invasion of North Africa a secret from him, 
as well as the Normandy landings, and ex-
cluded him from the Yalta Conference. Nev-
ertheless, De Gaulle had 1,300,000 men un-
der him at the end of the war. This earned 
him a place in the peace settlement, with a 
little help from Churchill. Britain knew that 
France would be a power to reckon with dur-
ing the post-war period. Prophetically, 
Charles De Gaulle would become President 
of France. He lost no opportunity to chas-
tise the United States and even blocked 
Britain’s early attempts to join the European 
Common Market. This legacy, that affected 
both Britain and the United States at crucial 
points of their post-war development, is 
rooted in the extraordinary relationships be-
tween three titanic figures that became al-
lies at war. 

This clearly written and solidly researched 
work would have been enhanced by foot-
notes or more extensive endnotes. It would 
also eliminate confusion for the reader if 
foreign phrases were translated. Neverthe-
less, this book has much to offer for those 
interested in international relations. 

DENVER FUGATE 
Radcliff, KY 
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