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unwise to get into the habit of feeding offal of any kind to dogs owing
to the risk of hydatid infection, even though this may be overcome by
adequate cooking procedures. It is, incidentally, desirable to cook all
meat fed to dogs in order to reduce the incidence of tapeworm infection.
Cysts of tapeworms are found in beef and pork which is it for human
consumption, and they are quite impossible to detect except by special
histological techniques. They are rendered completely harmless by cook-
ing, but if ingested in raw meat, develop into large tapeworms which
may be responsible for chronic ill health,

Some other source of vitamins A and B group therefore require to
be found. The most convenient source of vitamin A is the fish liver oils.
These are readily available, and in view of their potency require to be
administered in only small quantities which may ecasily be disguised
in the feed.

Vitamins of the B group are usually obtained in sufficient quantity
in flesh meats, even it offal is not being used. However, if for some
reason, such as cconomy, a significant proportion of biscuit is being fed,
unless this is of a wholemeal flour type, some supplement will be re-
quired. The richest most readily available source of the B vitamins is an
extract such as ‘Vegemite’ or ‘Marmitc’. When diluted, both of these
have a beety flavour, and their addition to a normal feed does not present
any difliculties.

Dogs which are fed meat without a significant proportion of bone be-
come grossly deficient in calcium. In man, although minimum daily require-
ments for calcium are laid down, these figures are recognized as being
very arbitrary, and it is undoubtedly possible to maintain equilibrium
with much lower intakes. Calcium has, in man, been quite accurately
described as ‘an element in secarch of a disease’.” The nonsense which
has from time to time been written about the sinister implications of
low calcium intakes is mostly the product of the unnecessary verbiage of
pscudo medical personnel who have never scen a patient in their lives.

However, the situation in dogs and other animals is rather different.
Requirements are considerably higher (a 40 1b dog requires about ten
times that for a 150 Ib man) and symptoms of deficiency rapidly appear.
The effects of an inadequate intake are manifested not only in the
skeleton, but also in the general health. Adequate blood calcium levels
are necessary for the proper function of nervous tissue (gross deficiency

5 Clements, F. W., and Josephine F. Rogers. Diet in health and disease. A. H.
and A, W. Reed. Sydney, 1966,
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causes the development of greatly increased nervous excitability resulting
in tetany) and maintenance of muscle tone.

It is difficult to imagine where, in the wild state, carnivores would
obtain their calcium requirements other than from bone. It would seem,
therefore, that bone is a good source, despite claims made from time to
time, usually by individuals interested in the sale of pet foods, that bone
is poorly utilized. It has been shown cxperimentally” that at least 20 per
cent of calcium from bone is utilized. A further objection which is made
to the feeding of bones to dogs is that there is a risk of perforation of
the gut. Although I have personally scen two cases of perforation of the
gut in humans, caused through the ingestion of pieces of bone, 1 have
never heard of a similar phenomenon in a dog which has actually been
confirmed by operation or post mortem.

If bones are not available the calcium requirements must be supplied
by one of the salts such as dicalcium phosphate.

It may be queried whether there is any real significance in feeding
a dog a diet which is slightly inadequate in one or morc of the essential
nutrients, such as those mentioned above.

In most cases the significance is probably very little, and dogs fed
on such diets will, to all appearances, scem fit and healthy. The effect
is only likely to be noticed when striving for peak performance. An
analogy may be drawn with an athlete who is able to run a mile in, say
4 minutes 10 seconds. Against average, or even very good opposition he is
certain to be outstanding. Against oppuosition of international standard,
however, where a mile in 4 minutes or less is commonplace, he will appear
second rate. With a little more attention to detail, such as special nutri-
tional requirements, he could feasibly raise his performance by the small
amount required to be in world class.

With a hunting dog, the diflerence lics between a kill and a near
miss. And in the final tally, there is no credit given for near misses. [

s Udall, R. H., and McCay, C. .\l. The feed value of fresh bone. J. Nutrition,
1953, 49, 197-208.




A DICTIONARY OF BATTLLES, by David Eggenberger, George Allen
and Unwin Ltd., London, 1968, pp. x + 526, 105s, (Stg.).

Reviewed by Dr R. ]. O'Neill, Senior Lecturer in History of the Faculty of
Military Studies, University of N.S.W., at the Royal Military College, Duntroon.
SO many times have most of us wanted in an impatient instant to put
our hands on the date of such and such a battle, on the details of its
conduct and on the circumstances surrounding its cause. In his Dictionary
of Battles David Eggenberger has provided such a work, in one volume
which is convenient to use and yet comprehensive in its range from the
Battle of Megiddo in 1479 B.C. to Operation ‘Junction City” in Vietnam,
February 1967. Between these limits, Eggenberger includes accounts of
1,560 battles and there are also some 150 brief entrics which refer to
parts of larger battles. Not only are land battles covered, but also the
major naval and air encounters of history.

Each article contains, on the average, some 100-200 words and
includes the strategic situation prior to the battle, the date of the
encounter, the commanders of the opposing sides, the numbers of troops
taking part, the tactics of the opponents, the casualties suffered and the
results of the battle. Thus the Dictionary of Baitles is no mere almanac
of dry facts but a series of readable, intelligent descriptions of action and
interaction on the field of combat. Where individual battles are part of
a larger war, such as Stalingrad in World War 11, they are dealt with
in a general description of that war and then in an individual article on
the battle concerned. In this way it is possible to understand a good deal
about a battle without necessarily being familiar with the general historical
background to each conflict and so the Dictionary should be of great use to
the general reader as well as to the specialist in military history. In this
way, Eggenberger has overcome one of the most common objections to
such reference works which frequently require so much background
knowledge that their content is of use only to those whose need for them
is small.

The general scheme of Eggenberger’s contents seems to be quite
comprehensive and it is difficult to make serious quarrel with his decisions
on what to omit. There are some curious and apparently arbitrary
exclusions such as the battle of Beaune-la-Rolande in the Franco-Prussian
War. One would think that given his inclusion of Coulmiers, he would
go on to relate the course of the battles for Orleans, Towever, these are
quibbles and do not detract from a work which has ar least plumbed the
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depths of colonial wars to include campaigns such as that of the British
in Ethiopia in 1868. Unfortunately, those colonial gains which were
made by military force but without a major battle, such as the French
conquest of Tonkin, are not eligible for a mention.

As is inevitable in a book of this nature there are minor slips in
matters of detail. Field Marshal von Rundsted’s christian name was Gerd,
not Karl and that of Marshal Malinovsky was Rodion, not Radion.
Hindenburg's part in the planning of the German breakthrough at
Gorlice-Tarnow in 1915 seems to be confused with that of Falkenhayn.
However, the clarity of the two colour maps deserves praise. The maps
cover a wide range of engagements and skilful design has enabled entire
campaigns to be followed on the map, rather than through hundreds of
words.

Altogether, Eggenberger has produced a reliable, comprehensive
and convenient source book for students of military history and his work
is recommended particularly for those who are seeking background
information on which to base deeper studies. []

THE WAR WITH JAPAN: A CONCISE HISTORY, by Charles
Bateson, Ure Smith, Sydney, 1968, pp. 395. $7.95.

Reviewed by G. P. Walsh, Lecturer in History in the Faculty of Military Studies,
University of N.SW., at the Royal Military College, Duntroon.

CHARLES BATESON, journalist and historian, has filled a long felt
need with this short and comprehensive history of the war with Japan,
1941-45.

Mr Bateson opens his account with an excellent and exciting
chapter on the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbour which is perhaps the
best chapter in the book. After a discussion of the Japanese armed forces
and their plans for achieving their Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere,
he then deals in turn with the Japanese military successes in the Philip-
pines, Malaya and Burma. Chapter six deals with the Coral Sea and
Midway Battles, and chapter seven with the struggle for New Guinea,
where the Australian Army distinguished itself. The remaining seven
chapters, commencing with one on the first Allied offensive at Guadal-
canal in August 1942, tell the story of the Allied thrust to victory. The
author tells his story well and does not shrink from the historian’s task
of drawing conclusions from the evidence. In the final chapter Mr Bateson
examines briefly but critically the decision to drop the Bomb. He says
unequivocally that the final Australian campaigns in Bougainville, New
Britain, New Guinea and Borneo were unnccessary, as were the assaults
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on Tarakan, Brunei and Balikpapan which were dictated ‘largely by
political motives and international jealousy.” And he reminds us that:

Victory in the Pacific was not, as, for example, MacArthur's propagandist
communiques made it appear at the time, and as many American writers
have made it appear since the war’s end, a wholly American victory. It was
an Allied victory, although the United States played the predominant role
with its principal and decisive advance, not MacArthur's drive to the

Philippines but Nimitz' sweep across the central Pacific. Indeed, the first

successes against Japanese troops were won by the Australians in the South-

West Pacific. They held the arena after the fall of Malava and the Indies

as in Furope Britain had held the arena after the fall of France.

Many difliculties confront an author attempting to write a concise
history. Such a history may be the essence of an author’s longer and
more detailed work; it mav be an extension of an author’s interests or
specialist publications in a general field; or it may just have to be the
result of painstaking basic research and digestion. Mr Bateson’s book
belongs to the last category which is perhaps the most difficult to pull off.
Something, apart from detail, is usually sacrificed in a concise history
and this book is no exception. Bateson's history is generally well-balanced,
but politics suffers, The political setting and conduct of any war is
extremely important, for, after all, war is just an extension of political
action. It is significant and unfortunate that such books as Herbert Feis’,
The Road to Pearl Harbor (1962) and Robert Divine's, The Reluctant
Belligerent (1965), are missing from the list of suggestions for further
reading. Nevertheless, Mr Bateson has overcome most of the pitfalls of
writing a concise history and performed his task fairly well.

The maps to support what is otherwise a reasonably good narrative
are the most disappointing feature of the book. Many of the maps are
quite useless or just superfluous. One map is reproduced three times!
Twice as end papers and once as showing the ‘Pacific Ocean Theatre’.
(Figure Two). Furthermore, the maps show little other than location.
Even on this score they are sadly deficient, as they omit to show places
which are scenes of battles referred to in the text. This is inexcusable,
It is surprising that the author and the publishers show such a lack of
understanding of the use of maps to support an historical and military
narrative. Naps are, after all, a form of language, an effective shorthand
means of depicting a situation or supplementing the written text. Maps
are an important component in any military history and even more so
in a concise account. They are more important than illustrations, yet
there are four times as many illustrations as there are maps in Mr
Bateson’s book. Any concise history dealing with the Pacific war should
be supported by good maps executed in the best tradition of military
historiography, even if this means that some of the illustrations have to
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be sacrificed. It is a great pity that the effectiveness of such an otherwise
useful book is reduced in this way. []

MACARTHUR AS MILITARY COMMANDER, by Gavin Long.
(Batsford, London: Van Nostrand, New Jersey, 1969, 63s.)

Reviewed by Ronald Monson, Publications Officer at the Australian War Memorial
and former war correspondent with the Daily Telegraph.

GENERAL Douglas MacArthur throughout the great vears of his
military career was surrounded by a band of flattering publicists of his
own choosing who presented him to the world as a god-like being—an
image he did nothing to shrug off.

Indeed he knew he was cast in the heroic mould, and with his
matchless histrionic talents he played out his assigned role with the
smoothness of a Hollywood performer.

Intolerant of criticism, he saw his few detractors in high office in
Washington and the Services—most of whom still stood in awe of him—
as self-seeking plotters out to destroy him. He took the full credit for all
his great achievements and was not above having his minions distort facts
to give him credit where none was due.

To winnow fact from fction and arrive at a just assessment of
MacArthur as a military commander—which the editors of this, the sixth
volume in the Military Commander series, required—called for a clear-
sighted historian, completely free of bias.

Fortunately such a man was available—but the call for his services
came almost too late. Gavin Long, the general editor of the 22-volume
official history of Australia in the War of 1939-45, of which he wrote
three volumes, became ill while he was writing MacArthur as Military
Commander, and he knew he was dying of cancer as he started on the
final four chapters of the book. His great courage and fortitude kept him
going until his task was completed. His chief concern with the military
biography of an outstanding general who had preceded him into the
silence was to get at the truth of the matter.

After describing MacArthur's performances in three wars Long
concludes: ‘It seems likely that MacArthur will be written into history as
an advocate of politicomilitary doctrines and as one-time ruler of Japan
rather than as a great captain.” Even his claim to these two niches in the
halls of fame are threatened, Long believed. ‘Already, in both these roles,
his influence has been proving less potent and his policies less far-seeing
than many had fancied,” Long wrote. ‘But he was a man of his time—a
time of great emotional and intellectual confusion among his fellow
countrymen.’
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As Chief of Staff of the U.S. Army during the Depression years
between the two World Wars, MacArthur interlarded his official pleas for
military preparedness with denunciations of ‘pacifism and its bedfellow
Communism’.

‘Pacifism,” he declared in a speech in June, 1932, ‘hangs like a mist
before the face of America, organizing the forces of unrest and under-
mining the morals of the working man. Day by day this canker eats
deeper into the body politic . . ." For voicing such sentiments, he wrote
later, he was slandered and smeared almost daily in the press.

‘It was bitter as gall and T knew that something of the gall would
always be with me.” But he resolutely set his face against any form of
appeasement. When the Chinese hordes poured into Korea in October
1950, nullifying the complete victory MacArthur had already won over
the North Koreans, MacArthur was prepared for all-out war with Red
China, whatever that might entail. To him, in war there was no substi-
tute for victory.

But he over-reached himself in his long communique of 24 March
1951, in which he taunted Red China as lacking industrial power and
being unable to maintain ‘even moderate air and naval power” He
intimated that he was prepared to meet the commander-in-chief of the
enemy forces in the field in order to find ‘military means of realizing the
political objectives of the United Nations in Korea, to which no nation
may justly take exception, without further bloodshed.’

In short he was calling on China to surrender to him—just at a
time when his superiors in Washington were preparing to discuss a settle-
ment. As a result President Truman sacked him, the war in Korea
reached the stalemate that MacArthur had predicted, and after more than
two years of bickering both sides, as Long succinctly put it, agreed that
there was a substitute for victory. Truman, the former gunner who never
rose to a higher rank than a major in the reserve, had shown that the
Supreme Commander Allied Powers was fallible.

However, Long wrote, while MacArthur had become an embarrass-
ment to the President and had to go, the blame for the unfortunate
manner of his dismissal rested less on MacArthur than on the unfirm and
vacillating leadership in Washington. ‘Undoubtedly, President Roose-
velt would have managed things better, Long says.

Before assessing MacArthur as a military commander Long takes
him through his peacetime service in the Philippines where his father,
General Arthur MacArthur had been Commander of the American forces
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and Governor-General at the turn of the century, to active service in
Mexico, through the two World Wars, his government of Japan, and to
his triumphs and downfall in Korea. Long says MacArthur was a lucky
general. Much of the responsibility for the speed of his defeat in the
Philippines in 1942 was his for having failed to make adequate prepara-
tions against invasion, though he had spoken of the possibility of a
Japanese invasion as early as 1939. He had been Military Adviser of the
Philippine Commonwealth since 1935. In other countries, Long says,
a commander who had been through such a debacle would not have been
given another active command. ‘MacArthur’, he adds, ‘was too eminent a
figure and too much a popular hero to be thrust aside without violent
repercussions at home, and loss of national prestige.’

In the military operations that took MacArthur and his forces on
their epic sweeps from Papua to Morotai and Luzon, Long says that his
judgments were sometimes right; sometimes ill-advised. ‘The credit for
the successes rests as much on Admiral Halsey on the spot and on the
Joint Chiefs of Staff in Washington as on MacArthur.” he writes.

‘The prescience with which he may at times seem to have been
endowed was generally the outcome of the cracking of the Japanese naval
code before Pearl Harbor; even then his responses were often too slow or
too cautious.

‘In adversity he displayed a lack of fibre and resilience. In France
in 1918 at times when his division was in sharp action it was as part of
an increasingly victorious army. In his next campaign in the Philippines,
when he was 62 and commanding forces doomed to defeat, he did not
prove an inspiring leader.

“Then and in the South-West Pacific Area before the tide turned he
was petulant and reproachful, constantly blaming his superiors in Wash-
ington, and his subordinate commanders and their troops.

‘When in 1942-43 he had under his command some of the best
infantry in the world he was markedly distrustful of their performance.’

Although he does not say so, Long undoubtedly had in mind the
implied slurs by MacArthur cast on the performances of the Australian
troops slugging it out with the Japanese on the Kokoda Trail in October
1942.

On 21 October General Blamey passed on to Major-General A. S.
(‘Tubby’) Allen, then commanding the 7th Australian Division, the
following message from General MacArthur: ‘Operations reports show
that progress on the trail is NOT repeat NOT satisfactory. The tactical
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units, as they have done in the past. | believe they will continue to do
so, revising their procedures whenever necessary.

All units have officers with varying degrees of experience and the
Recce Flt is no exception. If a particular task requires a pilot with depth
of experience in the matter he can, with warning, be provided. If a
battalion operation requires the same DS pilot for 2 or 3 days for
continuity in phases, he can be provided. It is not, of course, practicable
or desirable to provide permanent pilot/unit affiliations.

Fortunately, I can reassure the author that the problems with which
he seems to have had a lonely struggle are constantly the subject of the
closest liaison and friendly discussions in Vietnam between the aviators
and users. The result of these mutual efforts has been the evolution of
highly professional co-operative pilot techniques which have adequately
met the changing pattern of operations.

The colonel seems to summarize his philosophy on the whole ques-
tion in the last sentence of his article—However, the fact remains that
an officer from the battalion is required in an airborne role to carry out
these tasks’. The statement is not factual and reflects an attitude with
which T must disagree entirely.

Australian Army Aviation Corps, H. A. F. Benson, Maj. []
Amberley,
Queensland

MONTHLY AWARD

The Board of Review has awarded the $10 prize for the best
original article published in the June 1969 issue of the journal to
Lieutenant-Colonel R. ]J. Stanley for his contribution ‘Opportunities in
Cadet Training'.






