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he literature of the American war in Vietnam, has, in recent years, provided a much 
richer acknowledgement of the dimensions of the conflict beyond Southeast Asia, 
including the effects of the war on U.S. alliance relationships.1 In her excellent 

article, Effie G. H. Pedaliu explores the impact of the war in the period 1964-68 on U.S. 
relations with European NATO states, which, despite the wishes of the Johnson 
administration, were unwilling to participate on the battlefields of Indochina. The article 

1 The literature of efforts to recruit allies and of US coalition warfare in Vietnam includes Robert M. 
Blackburn, Mercenaries and Lyndon Johnson’s ‘More Flags’: The Hiring of Korean, Filipino, and Thai Soldiers 
in the Vietnam War (Jefferson: McFarland, 1994); Jonathan Colman and J.J. Widén, “The Johnson 
Administration and the Recruitment of Allies in Vietnam, 1964-68”, History, 94, 4 (December 2009),483-
504; Stanley Robert Larsen and James Lawton Collins, Allied Participation in Vietnam (Washington, 1975), 
134-5. Recent works on transatlantic relations in the era of Vietnam include Eugenie Blang, Allies at Odds: 
America, Europe and Vietnam, 1961-1968 (Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 2011); Jonathan Colman, A 
‘Special Relationship’? Harold Wilson, Lyndon B. Johnson and Anglo-American Relations ‘at the Summit’, 
1964-1968 (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2004); Sylvia Ellis, Britain and the Vietnam War (New 
York: Praeger, 2004); James Ellison, The United States, Britain and the Transatlantic Crisis: Rising to the 
Gaullist Challenge, 1963-1968 (Basingstoke: Palgrave, 2007); Martin, Garret Joseph, General de Gaulle’s Cold 
War:  Challenging American Hegemony 1963-1968 (New York:  Berghahn Books, 2013); Andrew Priest, 
Kennedy, Johnson and NATO: Britain, America and the Dynamics of Alliance, 1962-68 (London: Routledge, 
2006); Thomas Schwartz, Lyndon Johnson and Europe: In the Shadow of Vietnam (Cambridge: Harvard, 
2003). 
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provides an outstanding synthesis of the existing literature of the Vietnam War’s impact 
on transatlantic relations, while developing the analysis by emphasizing the viewpoints of 
some of the smaller NATO allies.   
 
Pedaliu maintains that the United States’’more flags’ campaign – which began in 1964 - to 
recruit at least token numbers of third-country troops was intended to dignify and 
legitimize the engagement in Vietnam. However, no European politicians regarded 
Vietnam as being important enough to push against hostile public opinion and send 
soldiers. Having learned from the colonial past, European leaders doubted that the 
United States could prevail in the former Indochina, not least because of the fragility of 
the regime in South Vietnam. Especially after the Americanisation of the war in 1965, U.S. 
efforts to preserve South Vietnam created, as Pedaliu suggests, “a growing uncertainty in 
West European capitals over the long-term intentions of the United States and its role in 
NATO” (559). President Lyndon Johnson’s announcement in May 1964 of “bridge 
building” to Eastern Europe compounded the anxieties, given that the initiative seemed 
to show that “US attention was wandering away from Europe and that the United States 
was seeking détente on the worst possible terms” (558). There were fears that if the 
situation in Vietnam deteriorated significantly, then American resources could be 
diverted to Southeast Asia, a concern that appeared to come true with the drawdown of 
U.S. troops from West Germany in 1967. The European NATO allies were concerned that 
American actions in Vietnam weredetrimental to relations with the Third World. Finally, 
they had moral reservations, with fears that the ‘Rolling Thunder’ bombing campaign 
might generate mass civilian casualties comparable to those in Europe during the Second 
World War.  
 
Just as U.S. policy during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962 was framed without 
consultation, the decision to go to war in Vietnam was made unilaterally without 
reference to allied perspectives. The American tendency to unilateralism bolstered 
President Charles de Gaulle’s desire to assert French independence on European and 
other issues. American policymakers rued his proposal for a neutral Vietnam, but, as 
Pedaliu indicates, it struck “a chord with the European public” (561). 
 
The irony is that the military involvement in Southeast Asia of former colonial powers 
may well have further tainted, not legitimized, U .S. policy in the former Indochina: 
Pedaliu contends that the “impact on the rest of the world and the negative reactions 
unleashed in Europe would have counteracted any benefit” (569) to Washington. 
Alongside providing generalized, public expressions of support for their American 
partners, European NATO governments sent non-military aid such as medical and police 
support. They provided indirect financial support for the war by holding inflated U.S. 
dollars. The transatlantic relationship was secure enough to permit dissent, as Pedaliu 
emphasizes. She concludes that by 1968 “US and European diplomacy had worked 
together and succeeded in keeping a ‘family squabble’ hidden” (570). Moreover, the Soviet 
invasion of Czechoslovakia in August that year helped to renew NATO’s anti-Soviet 
rationale. 
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Pedaliu’s analysis is detailed, nuanced, and persuasive, and she demonstrates a masterful 
grasp of the substantial literature. She reveals how the issue of Vietnam influenced purely 
transatlantic issues such as the American scheme for a NATO multilateral nuclear force 
(MLF), with U.S. conduct in Southeast Asia encouraging the Europeans to push their 
reservations towards the MLF with greater force. The account of the perspectives and 
contributions of some the smaller states, including Belgium, Greece, Norway and Italy, 
provides a refreshing change of emphasis from the more common focus on Britain, 
France, and West Germany. Norway, for example, emerges as one of the most 
troublesome American allies in relation to Vietnam. There is scope for the voices of the 
smaller states to emerge more directly rather than largely through the records of the 
larger actors. As the weight of the article falls – reasonably enough – on European 
perspectives, U.S. contributions to the management of transatlantic tensions over 
Vietnam are not so evident. Overall, the article provides an important contribution to 
understanding some of the implications of the Vietnam War beyond Southeast Asia, and 
to appreciating the dynamics of the transatlantic relationship in an era of uncertainty. 
 
Jonathan Colman teaches international history at the University of Central Lancashire, 
Preston, England. He obtained his Ph.D. in 2003 from the University of Liverpool. Since 
then he has published extensively on British and U.S. foreign policies – including the 
relationship between the two countries - during the Cold War. 
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