








LETTERS AND COMMENTARY

TO THE EDITORS

It’s a pity that Brigadier John Essex-Clark did not read Paul Ham’s Vietnam—The
Australian War with a more critical eye (Australian Army Journal, Summer 2007).
The book holds too many errors that range from the silly to the serious for it to
be classified as a ‘history student’s textbook’ There is no doubt that Paul Ham can
write well and what he has written is easy to read. One expects, however, that the
narrative and its references be reliable. This is where Vietnam fails the test. The
book is sprinkled with silly statements like the Australian Army Training Team’s
existence was top secret; it was not. Colonel Serong’s travel and the selection of
where the initial AATTV was to be deployed are also incorrect. The seriously false
explanation of the ARVN regiments’ action and the behaviour of the Black Panther
Company during Tet 1968 at Hue is scurrilous nonsense. There are many state-
ments made in the book that are without corroboration.

Sadly there is almost a sinister sub-text to the explanation of the return of the
body of the first national serviceman to be killed—Private Noack—to Australia.
The policy of the return of remains changed in January 1966 and, if the next of
kin requested it, the body would be returned to Australia at public expense. As a
side-note to this change, the Commonwealth reimbursed all who had previously
paid for the return of remains. Ham writes that the Task Force borrowed a lead
coffin from the Americans and that the Americans had thoughtfully injected
embalming fluid into the corpse. International protocol required that bodies
be embalmed and sealed in hermetically sealed coffins prior to transhipment.
One gets the distinct impression from Paul Ham’s explanation that the borrowed
lead coffin would need to be returned to the Americans, and that the Australian
Force Vietnam did not care for the body of one of its dead. Such basic errors
that are easily proven to be wrong raise a question against the total book, and
this book—owing to its subject—should be subjected to strong critical analysis.
Unfortunately, Paul Ham may have skimmed through too much to the point that
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it overwhelmed him and he found half-truths and created a few more myths about
Vietnam. Vietnam—The Australian War adds weight to the adage ‘do not judge a
book by its cover’.

Yours sincerely
Bruce Davies

Point Lonsdale
25 January 2008
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NOTES FOR CONTRIBUTORS

he editors of the Australian Army Journal welcome submissions from

any source. Two prime criteria for publication are an article’s standard of

written English expression and its relevance to the Australian profession
of arms. The journal will accept letters, feature articles, review essays, e-mails and
contributions to the Point Blank and Insights sections. As a general guide on length,
letters should not exceed 500 words; articles and review essays should be between
3000 and 6000 words; and contributions to the Insights section should be no more
than 1500 words. The Insights section provides authors with the opportunity to write
brief, specific essays relating to their own experiences of service. Readers should
note that articles written in service essay format are discouraged, since they are not
generally suitable for publication.

Each manuscript should be sent by e-mail to <army.journal@defence.gov.au>, or
sent printed in duplicate together with a disk to the editors. Articles should be
written in Microsoft Word, be one-and-a-half spaced, use 12-point font in Times
New Roman and have a 2.5 cm margin on all sides. Submissions should include the
author’s full name and title; current posting, position or institutional affiliation; full
address and contact information (preferably including an e-mail address); and a
brief, one-paragraph biographical description.

The Australian Army Journal reserves the right to edit contributions in order to
meet space limitations and to conform to the journal’s style and format.

GENERAL STYLE

All sources cited as evidence should be fully and accurately referenced in endnotes
(not footnotes). Books cited should contain the author’s name, the title, the publisher,
the place of publication, the year and the page reference. This issue of the journal
contains examples of the appropriate style for referencing.

When using quotations, the punctuation, capitalisation and spelling of the
source document should be followed. Single quotation marks should be used,
with double quotation marks only for quotations within quotations. Quotations
of thirty words or more should be indented as a separate block of text without
quotation marks. Quotations should be cited in support of an argument, not as
authoritative statements.
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Numbers should be spelt out up to ninety-nine, except in the case of percentages,
where arabic numerals should be used (and per cent should always be spelt out).
All manuscripts should be paginated, and the use of abbreviations, acronyms and
jargon kept to a minimum.

BIOGRAPHIES

Authors submitting articles for inclusion in the journal should also attach a current
biography. This should be a brief, concise paragraph, whose length should not
exceed eight lines. The biography is to include the contributor’s full name and title,
a brief summary of current or previous service history (if applicable) and details
of educational qualifications. Contributors outside the services should identify the
institution they represent. Any other information considered relevant—for example,
source documentation for those articles reprinted from another publication—should
also be included.
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