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Which story (or stories) were the most disappointing for you to read and why?  You may have been disappointed with the speaker him/herself (with their attitude, for example) or disappointed by the events in their story (with the frustrating way in which they were treated or in the negative situations in which they had to interact with others).  Start your journal entry with this negative, critical point of view first.

In the second part of your writing, address any positive lesson(s) you may have learned from one or more of these accounts.  Is there any "hope", "light at the end of the tunnel", or "potential for good" that comes out of any of these stories?


Daniel Loverro  Last edited: Monday, 23 April 2007, 08:33 AM

Patriots Journal

The process of getting into and starting out in Vietnam really interested me, I have some knowledge somewhat about what went on the during the middle and towards the end of the war. But I didn't know so much about what steps we took in the beginning.

Paul Kattenburg's account as head of the State Department's Vietnam Task Force is a bit negative. After questioning the war and suggesting the U.S to pull out of Vietnam, he was critizied by many other officals. At that time period we had not really fought a war like Vietnam before, Several sought out facts as opposed to finding out how the country actually was and the state it was in. Many were concerned of Ngo Dinh Diem, rising political leader in the far east. Someone who often spoke on Communist infiltration. The government was worried of his potential threat, but not certain exactly what he would do. As an American i can understand this in a way, preventing something that could be potentially threatning in the future. That's what these guys were concerned about.

On the other hand, you still have to know what your getting into, or as i like to say, is the juice worth the sqeeze. This country had never really experienced a war quite like Vietnam before. The government thought the heart of the enemy was outside the jungle forrest climate, and the U.S wasn't used to this type of jungle guerilla warefare. And it bothers me to think our soligers were sent in there when we weren't prepared or aware of what we were getting into. Thats what Paul Kattenburg was trying to say, he knew from close to the beginning this was a war that cannot be won.
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Re-read the question.  Your first paragraph mentions worries about Diem, but is very unclear what those worries were.  The second part was supposed to be a positive lesson learned, and I don’t believe you addressed that at all.

Spelling and grammar problems made writing difficult to read.


Sean Urban  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 05:00 PM

The story that stood out the most was the story of Vo Nguyen Giap. He was general, and a powerfull member of the Communist party, He was also a architect of Vietnamese military police. This story was dissapointing to me becouse he talked about how the american war was one of the most atrocious wars in history, and about the mass loss of Vietnamese life and massacres that took place. I think that the determination and will power of the Vietnamse eventualy led to thier victory. I think we can use the example of the Vietnamese people as an insporation to see the war on terror throw till it is completed.
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Much too brief an entry to answer all questions well. This cannot be one week’s worth of work after reading over 100 pages. Almost no analysis and no support.  Of course Giap, the “enemy” would claim Vietnam as the worst in all of history.  Then to say we should use the Vietnamese as an inspiration for the war on terror… what does that even mean?

Spelling and grammar problems made writing difficult to read.


Richard Royse  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 05:00 PM

The most disappointing story I read was Henry Prunier’s account of him being part of the “Deer Team” which was organized by the Office of Strategic Services. Pruner’s role was to train and equip Vietnamese guerrillas, as well as meet Ho Chi Minh. I was disappointed not by Pruniers mission in Vietnam and his efforts to support Ho Chi Minhs revolt against the Japanese. But what happened because of American failure to recognize Ho Chi Minhs ideologogy, and leave the Vietnamese vulnerable to brutal French Occupation again. I was disappointed because in Pruniers accounts, the Vietnamese were proud and honored to have the U.S. aid them in their struggle for independence. This is what disappointed me most, was that the very same struggle the U.S. faced the Vietnamese were facing, and they reconized America as an example of what a nation could and can be like if independence is achieved. I was also disappointed with the American Governments grudge and ignorance about Ho Chi Minh. Prunier is vital with his accounts of Ho Chi Minh and how Minh himself used America as an example to his people, giving direct quotations from the Declaration of Independence. I believe Pruniers account not only shows what could have happened if at the time the American Government was open to Ho Chi Minh’s ideas. But also what could have happened had America backed Ho Chi Minh regardless of his Communism ideology.

I learned one crucial positive lesson after reading all of the stories and it comes from Ngo Vinh Long. A young intellectual Vietnamese boy who later came to America for higher education. The lesson learned was that an individual involved in the conflict of their nation becomes the best representive in the conflict. By this I mean long had seen everything from the beginning to end of the Vietnam conflict and had the most understanding of its wrongs and rights. And I believe that people like Long are usually the only ones who are able to know whats best for the own nation and what can be done to either fix or save it.
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Excellent Job Richard.  Well thought out and analyzed.


Nathaniel Coxon  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:59 PM

In part two of Patriots I was most disapointed by Malcom Browne's story.  It wasn't so much that I disagreed with Browne's story, it was more like I was taken back at the injustices that went on before and during the Vietnam conflict.  The most disapointing part of Browne's story is the ritual suicide that took place in Hue on June 11, 1963.  During the war there were many struggles going on within each government (North and South), one of which was the right to religious freedom in the south.  Diem had put laws in place that virtually made it impossible for someone to practice anything but christianity.  When Browne tells of the Buddhist monk Thich Quang Duc burning himself to death I got a good sense of the hopelessness of the time.  Here was the South Vietnamese government that was supposed to be acting as liberators of the Vietnam people and they were just as corrupt as the North.

Near the end of part two there is a story told by Sergei Khrushchev, son of former Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev.  During his story he talks of life as it was growing up during the Cold War.  To me his story offers hope  in the form of soldier interaction. Sergei tells this story that he was told by a Soviet Naval Captain about soldiers that would exchange gifts with the supposed enemy.  Anytime two soldiers can put aside their governments differences at a time of war it reveals the true compassion of the human spirit.   
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Nice Job Nathan.  I like your story choices and “lessons”.


Christa Curfiss  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:57 PM

            In my reading of the collective works in the book Patriots I find myself continually disappointed with the actions of my own government.  For example in Paul Kattenburg’s entry he writes about U.S. policy makers attempting to use the notion of “one size fits all” when “nation building.”   Policy makers such as Walt Rostow believed that the U.S. could persevere in Vietnam by taking the same actions that they had in Peru.  These policy makers did not differentiate between the tremendously different histories of Vietnam and Peru.          

I was also saddened by the use of propaganda by my country.  In John Singlaub’s entry he disuses how the U.S. captured people from the north and told them that they had been brought to a “Liberated Zone” held by the “Sacred Sword of the Patriot League”,  both the zone and league we fictional and created by the U.S.  “Freedom” is not built on fiction.  My country’s actions in Vietnam seem to have been radically different from its lip service of truth and liberty.

            Human perseverance is quite remarkable.  When reading the accounts put fourth by the individuals in the book Patriotism I am left with a hope that we can make the world better.  Sworn enemies can eventually come together to speak, I just hope that in the future the speaking comes first, avoiding the warfare.
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Crista,

Your paper is on the right track, but it does not address the second part with enough detail. The second part refers to no specific story.  Even the first part is “slim”.  You have one sentence on Kattenburg and 2 on Rostow.  A assume you mean to spend the most time on Singlaub, by giving him his own paragraph.  


Leah South  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:57 PM

One speaker whom I found disappointing was Rufus Phillips. In his last paragraph he says that we shouldn't have pulled out of Vietnam. He plays on the domino effect made up by Eisenhower. America's distaste for Communism is what involved the US after the defeat of the French. Because the US thought it fit to force it's policies and it's government on another country caused the deaths of millions. It bothers me that there are still people who would defend this atrocity. Another that plays into that it is acceptable to kill millions so that your way of doing things is adopted instead of letting Vietnam choose for itself was Malcolm Brown's encounter with John Wayne. According to Brown's account; Wayne said that things would go a lot smoother if it wasn't for the pantywaisted liberals. If accurate, this shows to me that John Wayne was ignorant and encouraged ignorance in America. The determination of the Vietnamese conquered over the US. I believe you shouldn't try to influence people until you are well informed on the topic. Later on in Brown's account he discusses a monk who is on house arrest under the Communist rule. According to this monk, on the word of Brown, the Communists are being just as oppressive as Diem was. I would have hoped that they would have learned from the oppression of Diem to have more respect for others.

The passage in which Richard Olsen is pulled ashore by a small Vietnamese lifeguard I find the "light at the end of the tunnel". It's not that a Vietnamese lifeguard saved him. It's that he automatically presumed his savior was Viet-Cong and then came to a realization. "We looked into each other's soul and he was brilliant."
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Leah,

Wonderful story choices and very well written.  Just to be a little bit picky, I could have used a bit more on the second part of the question.


Luke Todd  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:44 PM

Journal 2

    They were many many disappointing things that we read about in this section but the issue that stands out the most in my mind is how preventable the whole thing was.  The fact that as Henry Prunier mentions, Ho Chi Minh was looking to the US for help.  He used our declaration of independence in his speech and in the Vietnamese declaration.  I thought Paul Hare's story was quite interesting.  He was a diplomat, there to ease relations with the Vietnamese.  It was his job to get to know them and work with them and yet he says that he never made any lasting relationships there.  He mentions the "sense of dislocation, that uncertainty."  To me, this really illustrates the hopelessness of what the Americans were trying to do in Vietnam.  They were trying to impose something on these people that was not wanted.  The two cultures were not going to mix this way.  Even the people who went there to work with the Vietnamese could not form any relationships with them.

    The stories of Kattenburg and Colbert were very disappointing for me to read.  They both talk about how the American leaders were continually given information informing them that the war was going badly and could not be "won" as they were defining winning.  Despite all this these leaders chose to bury themselves in their self-imposed ignorance and "stay the course."

    There were not many positive things in these stories.  I had to look at the little things inside the stories as opposed to entire stories.  As in Luyen Nguyen's story, on the whole it is an awful story of senseless violence, torture and waste.  But his sense of duty to his men is admirable.  He said that he "absolutely believed," in his ability to take his men north and bring them back.  So, even though none of the others had come back, he was willing to risk his life to try and save these men.  There was no little amount of ego involved also but it was still an admirable thing to have done; he could have just stayed and not cared.

    The story of how Malcolm and Le Lieu Browne met is definitely a positive occurrence amidst  otherwise negative stories.  Some "hope" that I think we can get out of the stories of Kattenburg and Colbert is just the fact that they were there, saying what they said and doing what they were doing.  The American leaders chose not to listen to them but at least they were. 
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Luke

Excellent job and wonderful story choices.  One future suggestion would be to limit the number of stories you mention so you can spend a little more time on them.


Tammie Vieth  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:44 PM

    The story that was most disappointing in my eye was Luyen Nuyen story. This story was disappointing to me because of the mentality of the US government in protecting these men. These commandos were put into North Vietnam with a death wish.  For example, I couldn't believe that these men were dropped off in black uniforms when the North Vietnam soliders only dressed in brown. They were shooting targets from the moment they stepped into North Vietnam. These men didn't have a chance but yet they were willing to give up their lives to fight for what they believed in. They were only young boys who hadn't been given a chance to live but yet they were sent on a death mission even when the missions before had be devastating unsuccessful. With no proper combat experience they were naive to the situation. However, Luyen Nuyen had been so optimistic towards the situation. After he and his squad had been caught and imprisoned he refused to give in and repeat what the indoctrination wanted him to say. He refused to repeat the following statement: "I was a puppet the U.S, a henchman, and that the U.S invaded Vietnam to dominate our country. " He kept to what he believe in and even though they hurt him and kept him in solitary confinement for eleven out of twenty three years and he never gave up.

    When Luyen spoke about finally being released and going home to see he family for the first time in twenty one years it was emotionally provoking. I can't even fathom not being able to watch my children grow up. He mentioned how his oldest son was ten when he left and when he returned, his son had an eleven year old son of his own. His experiences that he has encountered in life have been so dramatical but he has been brave and optimistic. He never let the worst get to him. For this I admire him greatly.

    I think the "light at the end of the tunnel" came when Luyen and his wife were able to have a new life and move to the United States in 1990. I think that being in a country where you were held captive would stir memories that you have no desire to remember. By moving to the US he could live a calm life. Luyen Nuyen was also granted $42,500 in compensation for being a lost commando. This money was a more than well deserved compensation. His heart is so big that he sent the remainder of his money, after he paid his lawyer, to his children.

    Over all this story was touching in many different levels. In my opinion I think that Luyen is a hero and a role model. He was so brave, selflessness, and loyal. I hope that his future being spent as a student counselor is pleasant for him.
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Tammie

Very nice job.  Your paper was unique in that you found both the negative and positive examples from the same story.  Normally, this would not have been a good idea, but you pulled it off very well.


Morgan Hockema  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:41 PM

I find that a few of these stories related to starvation for the people in Vietnam.  Starvation is something that terrifies me and I feel terrible that the innocent (children and elders) had to be punished like this.  In some instances the reason was due to war, people being forced into fenced areas deemed as "strategic hamlets" and soldiers burning the fields, causing the people to have to begin again.  In other cases, perhaps the most severe, was when the Vietnamese were somehow convinced that they should plant more of juke and other plants rather than rice, a staple food.  It caused mass starvation, and I feel that the whole affect of war is so much more severe than what it appears to be on the outside.  Most people in the US probably had no idea this was going on when it was, and dumptruck loads of people were dying all the time. 

Something else that caught my attention was in Daniel Redmonds accounts when he mentions the North Vietnamese being sprayed down with DDT.  Given, this was done before people realized how harmful it was, but I can only imagine what long term affects this attempt to rid people of lice during the Vietnam War has caused. 

Malcolm Browne was a brave man to release information of the corrupt issues in the information being given to the people in the US.  The US was told that American soldiers were over in Vietnam to train South Vietnamese to fly, but in all reality, they were bombing regularly, landing back on the strip with empty bomb racks.  Malcolm saw proof of this in the smoke stains on the planes and the places of the actual pilots in the planes.  Often the Vietnamese was in the back watching an American do the work.   I was also very affected by the Buddhist event he witnessed.  I cannot imagine watching such a gory spectacle.  It had to be very life changing and intense for Malcolm, as well as every monk and nun there to go through the ordeal.  Malcolm's story was full of truths that went unannounced for quite some time.  Each one seems to further cement the idea for me that a  lot of the Vietnam war was useless.   Malcolm  spoke of times when they would land in rice paddies and run around shooting up and then discover nothing to conquer!  And he says it was typical!  My goodness!

Paul Kattenburg had a few good points in his piece.  I feel that he was largely opinionated in them, but they are nontheless true.  He brings up that a meeting of the National Security Council Executive Committee, the people had really no real idea of what Vietnam was really like.  They were out to create nations and one way should suit everyone if it works for one, right?  Well, no, that is rare.  Each country has it's own barriers to overcome before becoming an independent nation, at civil rest.  I think the US figured that South Vietnam wanted to be fighting, but they were really seeking peace so they could live in comfort again.  The government didn't seem to like Paul's sudden thoughts being voiced so they withdrew him from talks of Vietnam policy and took him to Guyana.  It's too bad the government has a hard time hearing things they don't like because many times, listening to others opinions could have saved them a lot of trouble and dead soldiers.
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Morgan

I’m not sure what story your first paragraph on starvation was based on.  While true, it seemed out of place in this assignment.  Good for you that you kept writing.  I agree with your “negative” example, but I’m don’t believe you made it clear that the Kattenburg story was a  positive example.


Michelle Toney  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:29 PM

After reading these stories I wouldn’t say I was disappointed in the speaker, but found myself to be frustrated and disappointed with the officials they came in contact with and how the speakers were treated when they spoke out.  

Any disappointment I’m feeling is that America sits in a bad light due to our leaders stubbornness.  In Paul Kattenburg’s story he shared how he didn’t feel America knew enough of the history of Vietnam’s conflicts to get involved.  That America based most of their need to get involved on communism.  Kattenburg blurted out during a meeting with many superiors that he felt that America should  “withdraw” from Vietnam, “leave with honor.”  I feel that President Johnson’s response of “we haven’t gone this far with this whole thing to give it up now,” to be very arrogant and foolish.  He and his administration refused to look at Vietnam’s situation in reality.  Pulling information from other countries, to make life-determining decisions for another.  They were so focused on the evil of communism and the “domino effect” that they refused to look at the simple fact of the Vietnamese didn’t want to fight. So to deal with Paul Kattenburg they excluded him from discussions of Vietnam and transferred him to another post because he was causing too many waves. I feel that this happens a lot and that is very disappointing to me, that officials refuse to acknowledge when they are wrong and that enough is enough.

The positive lesson I learned is to have respect of other country’s cultures.  So quickly we demonstrate a superiority complex of we are the better culture, or our country is the most prosperous, so everyone in the world should live as we do.  In Giap’s story he points out that the Vietnamese cannot compare themselves to the Americans in wealth, science, or technology, but they won the Vietnam War by having a strong belief in themselves and in their culture.  They knew that they would have to sacrifice their homes, villages and cities in order to win, but they saw it as a small price to pay for their independence as a country.  Every culture deserves equality of respect.  Americans get involved in wars without researching why conflicts are even starting and we stick our noses into business that isn’t ours.  We don’t understand unity as a culture.  We are a very competitive nation and very dominating.  I feel that Americans need to respect that there are other ways to live besides our way of life here in the states.  I think we are going through that right now in Iraq.  We are doing more harm than good trying to inflict a democracy by giving them a government like our own. Maybe our way of leadership doesn't work for them because they don't have the same way of living as we do.  Not everybody there wants to live like we Americans do here, they have their own beliefs and cultures.  I hope that there is a light at the end of the tunnel soon.  Before we make the same mistakes that we did while we were in Vietnam and we destroy another country and its culture. 
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Michelle

Excellent job and effective story choices. Well thought out and analyzed.


Ronda Wilson  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 04:07 PM

I first thought my most disappointing story would be by John Singlaub because of how pompous he came off. Pompous by even trying to validate the propoganda that was forced was necessary, and the "generous gift packages" of medicine and fishing tackle would rectify the immenent death awaiting these "commandos". Then I read Luyen Nguyen's story, and maybe it's these stories that are so unimaginable that frustrate me the most. He volunteered to go with the next team of commandos to prevent them from deserting, knowing none of the previous teams had returned once behind enemy lines. He too was captured and was held prisoner for twenty-one years. 7665 days of incomprehensible pain and torture, grief, and isolation that this man endured for a war that never should have been in my opinion. The US told them in training they were being paid by the US and fighting for the US, not fighting for their own beliefs and freedoms. Not fighting for their own country and their history but for a nation that was too afraid to back out and be seen as weak or cowardly. Nguyen had chances to just acknowledge to his captors he was an ally to the US and believe their propoganda, but chose to remain silet to avoid potential death doing labor. Which is a worse fate I wonder, hard labor or torture or is it really the same thing just a different method of breaking a spirit. Nguyen was not released from his prison until 1982/1983 and this is the part that disheartens me the most because I was ten years old at the time of his release. How can someone be released from a war that had supposedly ended years and years ago just taste freedom not so long ago? Where was the almighty savior of the United States all these years? Why did we never send humanitarian aide and people back to this devestated country to rebuild what we helped destroy? Nothing ever changed because of this war and as a prime example of this statement; in Malcolm Browne's story he went back to Vietnam in 1994 to find the monks he had known during the war and they were being held on house arrest under the Communist leaders! Thirty plus years since the whole debacle started and nothing improved, nothing changed, and nobody won. In 1999 the US decided to give $42,500 to the surviving commandos which is absolutely ridiculous and deplorable. How many even survived this brilliant "commando" plan, a handful? What about giving them free medical care for the rest of their lives or would that have been over the $42k lump sum they were given (minus attorney fees and taxes of course)? All they got was some lousy money to make up for years and years lost with their families. Can there really be an appraised price for that?

I really struggle to find good or positive from the readings thus far. Hard to equeate war with positive but in Daniel Redmond's story he was part of Operation Passage to Freedom where he helped transport almost a million Catholic North Vietnamese to the South (to help boost Diem's grasp). It is kind of a hand-in-hand good and bad story. He helped relocate these peasants and save them from torture and murder from the Communists, but they were leaving the only place they had ever known, packed what they could with them, and were being led onto boats by American soldiers. So yes, the positive was that this million or so were led out of an embattled North Vietnam in hopes to find a better life. Paul Hare's storuy also showed me a brief flickering of some positive things that were happening during the war. He was sent to South Vietnam to do pacification work, or in other words, do some good things to try and counteract any influence the North might have. He was involved in helping rebuild schools, clinics, and repairing temples destroyed by the Viet Cong. He never went into detail of the projects or if there were multiple teams doing this type of rebuilding all over the South, but it might have set an optimistic tone for the villages he did do work in.
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Ronda,

Excellent job and story choices.  One thing to avoid would be the inclusion of too many hypothetical questions in your paper.  There were 6 in your first part.

In your first part, be sure you know the U.S. was “out” of Vietnam in 1973 and that continued “repression” was caused by Ho Chi Minh’s communist government who had won victory in 1975.

Watch for spelling errors, which make the writing difficult to read.


Bryant Gooch  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 03:52 PM

I havn't been disappointed with any of the stories in this book. I think all the feelings/attitudes and experiences from the witnesses of the tragedy are legitimate. I really enjoyed Malcolm Browne's account. To observe a monk burning himself to death would be incredible. In a way, I can say that reading about the burning of the monk was the most disappointing to read. Disappointing because of the brutality but not because of the material. I'm at a loss for words as far as what to say about it. I think it was effective but I would hope in the future or even in the present that an individual wouldn't feel oppressed to the degree that they would do something as horrible as burn themself to death. Or as Diem's sister in law apparently stated by accident, "barbecued". I found this to be very amusing. It almost made me laugh even though it is such a serious subject. I probably have a twisted sense of humor but it seems like such a funny term to use.

A lesson I have learned from these readings is that thinking is always a good thing. Also listening to people I have learned from Diem is a good idea. If Diem had listened more to the Vietnam citizens and even the U.S., I think there would have been considerably less bloodshed. If Diem had been open and tolerant and not so stubborn when he was chief of state, then I think events would have had a more positive spin on the people's welfare. The Buddhists should never have had to go to such drastic measures as to burning themselves just to have freedom of religion. Diem should have listened, acknowledged and granted the their requests for religious freedom.
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Briant,

Your paper lacks the needed analysis in the first part.  The disappointment part is your reaction to the events of the story, not the gaining of knowledge.  I also don’t have a problem with your initial reaction to the story.  I don’t think ANY of us in the U.S.A. can really understand what would bring a person to do such a thing to themselves, whether it be a Vietnamese monk or an Iraqi suicide bomber.

Also, the second part refers to no specific story.


Sharon Wurtz  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 03:44 PM

Most of the stories talked about the false and negative reports given to the americans by the goverment,and press. It seems to me they went out of there way to cover things up.The fact that the americans went inwithout any knowledge of Vietnam,or what was happening there. Many goverment and military officals ignored many important documentsfrom people who had been there and saw what was going on.

In 1954 we had no idea if Ho Chi Minh was still alive or not; We didnt even have an American in the embassy who could speak Vietnamese. The Americans tended to believe what they read and saw on television. The soldiers fighting there begin to lose their belief in why they were there. The good things the Americans were doing there,like digging wells, building roads,farming, were all total ignored. These were all negative points of the stories that had an impact on me.

But the most disappointing story to me was, Luyen Nguyen. The way he was treated and for so long he could have made it easier on himself, but he chose to stay loyal. He stayed with his men. Despite not being expected to go North because of his rank, he stayed loyal and went North with his men.

Talk about disappointing to me, $ 42,500.00 compensation for 21 long years in a prison camp. That both angers and saddens me.

It is very hard for me to find any thing positive lessons in this readingeven the soliders found it hard to remain positive and Americans to remain loyal to the soliders. I guess the on potential for good is that America was awaking and that not everything depends on the will of the government. The statement" As the leading power in the world, America cannot behave like the elephant in the china shop". When it comes to war we cannot assume who is afraid of America and who is friend.
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Sharon,

Nice start, but you wound up with the first 2 paragraphs being an introduction for your shortest “story” 3rd paragraph. 

Also, the second part of your paper is too brief and refers to no specific story.


Ryan McIntire  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 03:39 PM

1) The most disappointing story for me to read was " The emperor has no clothes" with Robert McNamara. I was disappointed with Robert McNamara as a speaker because he visited Saigon and made comments about how things were worse in Vietnem then they were a year ago, then he turns around and tells reporters we are making great progress in every dimension.

2) I think most of these stories have hope and potential for good. But I think the hope and potential for good are long term things and the advantages of the lessons we learned weren't felt until after the war. I believe during the war there were to many nagetives going on for people to see the good but now that so much time has past we can look back a see the potential for good that came from these stories.
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Ryan

Much too brief an entry to answer all questions well.  This cannot be one week’s worth of work after reading over 100 pages.

The second part refers to no specific story and is too vague.  You are the only student who believes that most stories have the potential for good, so I question your analysis.

Spelling problems made writing difficult to read.


Chelsea Romney  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 03:35 PM

This series of stories emphasizes how wrong it was for the Americans in charge to be so two-faced and deceitful.  I am disappointed by McNamara’s decision to continue sending South Vietnamese commandos on “top-secret, small-team infiltration missions almost guaranteed to fail” (Appy 94).  I do not understand his motives for sacrificing so many lives when they knew that it was going badly and had little hope of improvement.  The story of Luyen Nguyen is so sad.  He had so much faith in their mission and gave so much to it.  I share John Singlaub’s confusion in McNamara’s decision.  “The program did produce some good intelligence at times, but most of the agents were either captured, killed, or doubled. I asked for permission to drop the program, but Secretary of Defense McNamara did not want that.  There was great pressure from McNamara to increase the number of forces operating in the North [...] I can’t explain why they wanted to do this except that it may have been good conversation at the cocktail parties in Washington” (Appy 92).  Why?  What was it that motivated McNamara to make such decisions when he knew the costs and knew that they would most certainly fail?  The decisions that the American leaders made do not seem logical or strategic.  It seems like they were concerned about something else.  I’m not sure what it was- but I do not think that it was worth the costs.  Chester Cooper said, “Going to Vietnam with McNamara was no picnic because he insisted on flying in a converted tanker to demonstrate that he could rough it and save money.  You flew until you were exhausted and then had fifteen minutes to wash up and attend a three-hour briefing” (Appy 85).  Why was McNamara so concerned about how he came across and not what was being accomplished?  How could he ignore so many important things (like the huge number of lives being wasted and the opinions of qualified people who were there and could clearly see what was happening,) and make such contrary decisions?  What was McNamara really trying to do?

            One of the hard things about America’s conflict with Vietnam is that its roots are so deep.  Vietnam has been occupied and mistreated for generations.  It seems like a lot of the views that the Vietnamese hold are tied to their family’s experience in the different conflicts.  And although the stories are really sad, one thing that seems positive is the way that the Vietnamese people Appy interviews care about their parents.  Le Lieu Browne’s story tells about how, even though her father supported the country’s independence after the Japanese left, “the Viet Minh came and took him away.  He just disappeared and we never knew what happened to him” (Appy 73).  Ngo Vinh Long tells about how the French tortured his father; he seems proud of his father’s strength: “Doctors said that he had only a week to live, but he refused to die.  He died only five years ago” (Appy 55).  Through all of horrible events that these people saw and experienced- the example that their parents set for them is very important to them.

            Another positive thing that I’m learning from these stories and from this class in general is how complicated the situation really was.  That might not seem positive, but what I think these stories show is how this war involved so many different individuals and perspectives which a lot of people who talk about Vietnam don’t consider.  We want to be able to summarize it and say that the war was completely negative.  One example from the reading that shows that the situation was not necessarily clear-cut is the way that John Singlaub talks about the Tet Offensive as a point in the war when the U.S. was actually being successful.  In fact, he “couldn’t believe the newspaper clippings my family was sending me after the Tet Offensive.  Here in the United States, people thought it had been a great victory for the Communists and a terrible defeat for us.  Well, we didn’t feel that way [...] It was an enormous victory for us and we should have really pressed on” (Appy 93).  Whether or not Singlaub is right, I think we might be too quick to accept what media sources tell us about things.   A positive lesson that we can learn is that it may not be possible for us to know everything that is happening on the other side of the world through our T.V. or Computer screens.

What I found the most hopeful in this section was Malcolm Browne’s story of how fighting stopped on Christmas.   It was a moment in which one could see the light at the end of the tunnel, and remember that both sides really just want peace.  “For that one night of the Christmas season there was no fighting...” (Appy 67).
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Chelsea,

Excellent job and story choices. One future suggestion would be to limit the number of stories you mention so you can spend a little more time/depth/analysis on them.

Also, one thing to avoid would be the inclusion of too many hypothetical questions in your paper.  There were 5 in your first paragraph.


DeAnna Morris  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 03:33 PM

The story that sticks out for me as being disappointing, or rather disgusting, is the story told by John Singlaub.  It is reminiscent of slavery in my eyes.  They kidnap these men, make them think they are helping them, saving them, and then on false pretenses, coerce them into doing anything they wanted.  I cannot for the life of me figure out how the soldiers and the men in charge who created and carried out this mission could sleep at night.  John Singlaub just nonchalantly speaks of these actions as though it was no big deal to send these men to their demise.  Maybe since he was just doing as told, how else is he supposed to act.  To his defense, he did at one point ask for this program to be stopped, although his request was denied.  Another thing that bothered me was that he called Jane Fonda and Ramsey Clark traitors, and that was just a snide remark he wanted to fit in to be published.  At one point he even talked about how great it was to have killed so many northern Vietnamese that their bodies were just piled up.  I found him to be distasteful and insensitive.  The only saving remarks for this man were the ones regarding establishing a relationship with the mountain people of Vietnam and helping villages accomplish some good things, such as sanitation.  Of course he barely mentioned this missionary work.  As far as any lessons learned or hope in this story?  I think that the only lesson I learned is that America and it's government will do anything, and I mean anything, to  win a war.  He did offer some alternative ways to try to win some battles that were not heeded or never even heard, so I guess in that sense at least he tried to come up with a better way of winning. 
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DeAnna,

I agree with your first paragraph.  Fine work.  The second part of your paper is too brief and should have referred to a different story.

The second part was supposed to be a positive lesson learned, and I don’t believe you really supported that position.


Toni Stormont  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 03:31 PM

I found disappointment in a lot of the stories,Im not sure if my thinking is part of my upbringing and how the things you are told stay with you untill you acquire the knoweledge yourself, and then make up your own mind. Or how we can ignore the facts that are presented, to not think of things that are "ugly" I cant say why i never understood Vietnam as yes as a youngster you have no idea what war really is. Then as I grew older the thoughts of the war i suppose fade .So one of the biggest disappointments for me was my own lack of knowledge of our countries history.

One of the stories that made me go back and read it more than a few times and yes the diasappointment of the outcome puts a lot of perspective on not only us but the vietnamese ,the buddhist, and catholics was the chapters by Malcolm Browne. Being a journalist and covering some of the stories he did and to read his account of the buddhist monk who set his self on fire (another action im ashamed to admit i never knew )  his stories on Dam Doi and to grasp what those people went through , his stories on tortue are just a small bit on the terrors of this war. at the end of his writings  it says that he went back to vietnam to visit and to find that the human rights problems under the communists were as bad as when under Diem. All of the time and effort spent on this war to find they were no better off than before was a big disappointment.

Positive things out of war? These stories show both sides and hearing some of both for me brings so much emotion out.The way the vietnamese believed in their cause and what they would do to me was poitive.The hardhips they endured for so many years show what strong people they are.Knowing how the amercians helped those in the south showed some humanity, Be it positive or negative, I can only comment on my own thoughts and to even understand those i know i must have more knowledge.

This class is forcing me to learn and to know how little i do know about our country and the role it played in Vietnam.So im not sure if im grasping what your wanting from me. I could write pages of the emotions i have went through in the readings and films and how my thoughts are jumbled by the politics of this war.So if im heading the wrong direction please let me know as its not my lack of trying its my confidence,after the last assignment that leaves me to ponder

21

Toni,

Spelling and grammar problems made writing VERY difficult to read.  This should be your biggest concern.  You should at least be writing in a word processor which will check spelling and grammar.  I’d also recommend that you have someone else read and correct your work.

Now, I was able to “get” what you were trying to say.  To answer your last paragraph questions to me, yes, you are on the right track.

Your first “negative” paragraph on Malcolm Browne is fine. But, the second part of your paper refers to no specific story, which it should.


Nathan Shay  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 03:02 PM

In general, all the stories were disappointing to me in relation to the first group of stories.  I was disappointed in the amount of detail and passion in the stories involving the politicians and non-war combatants.  This could be because the first stories contained accounts from actual combatants only.  I think that the first stories were much more interesting, and therefore more credible, because they are first hand stories from individuals directly involved in combat.  The notable exceptions in the second section are John Singlaub and Luyen Nguyen.  Other than these two accounts, the second section disappoint me in their depth and personal relation to the reader.

I think that there were positive lessons in these accounts.  John Singlaub describes the rotation of medics through villages and them doing civic actions for the villages.  This gave them the feeling of "being missionaries".  However, the number of positives are far outweighed by the amount of negatives.  The Communist propangda in Luyen Nguyen's story begins to crush the morale and such within the Vietnamese commandos.  One can see that through the stories and accounts that the war in not progressing the way the Americans wanted it too.  Morale and support is wanning not only in Vietnam, but more importantly at home in USA.
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Nathan,

I think you missed the point of this assignment.   I didn’t ask you to compare the Part 1 and Part 2 stories.  I also didn’t ask you for your “level of satisfaction” concerning the book.

The second paragraph begins on the right track to answer the second part of the assignment with Singlaub’s story, the “positive” lesson, but you end up reverting to the negative position.  In this case, you don’t truly give the support and analysis needed for either part of the assignment.


Christina Morgan  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 02:06 PM

One of the first stories in section two that was incredibly frustrating for me was the story of Ngo Vinh Long.  He thought he was doing such a good thing for his country by helping out the american troops, the troops he thought were going to lead his country into a peaceful time.  He stood by their actions, defending them to his people, and eventually had to come to realise that he'd been snowed over.  He had to realise on his own, through experience and travel, that the practices of the US and Diem were inhumane and savage.  Richard Olsen also told a story of being in Vietnam as an "advisor."  If I were him, and had experienced the things he did, I would be extremely pessimistic about having been in Vietnam on the side of the South.  Maybe it has a lot to do with culture differences, but to take naps in the middle of the day in a war zone?!?  I wouldn't want to be fighting with/for anyone who didn't want to fight for themselves.  Paul Kattenburg also had a job I do not envy.  He had frequent interaction with the heads of state, having them ignore sound advice, turning a blind eye, and claiming ignorance despite a plethora of information Kattenburg provided.  I would have wanted to be placed elsewhere too.

There were a lot of negative things in this section of the book, but I think there were a lot more positive outcomes.  Aside from Le Lieu Browne's view of Madame Ngo, there were also things like Ngo Vinh Long refusing to move on until he'd helped his fellow countrymen-he acted in good will.  If that had been more common, maybe the war would've stopped a lot earlier.  Paul Hare had the ability to earn the trust of the Vietnam troops through good-oldfashioned honest interaction.  Honesty is something that can't usually be faked-most people can tell when you're being false or insincere, and that will obviously cause mistrust.  Malcolm Browne's story is probably the one that was the most emotional for me. I have seen pictures (probably Browne's picture) of the burning monk over the years, and somehow never even made the slightest connection between that and Vietnam.  I don't think I ever knew that the event even happened in Vietnam.  What an intense and powerful thing it must have been to witness the lengths to which people go in the name of their beliefs-and how inspirational for the Buddhist people, showing them that despite what might be done to the physical body, your faith is what matters.
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Christina,

I liked the first part of your paper, but your comment in the second paragraph that there were more positives than negatives is very difficult to prove, and I don’t think you did so successfully, especially with the Malcolm Brown monk story.  Most of your fellow students referred to that as the most negative story of the bunch.

One future suggestion would be to limit the number of stories you mention so you can spend a little more time/analysis on them.


Mark Whitcomb II  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 01:21 PM

There are several stories that were very disappointing for me. The story that comes to my mind first is that of Paul Kattenburg. I enjoyed Kattenburg’s writing very much but was disappointed by the history that he revealed in sharing his story, specifically the story of Walt Rostow and the point-of-view of the American’s in command of the early days of the war.

“What’s good for Peru is good for Vietnam”. This is a statement made by Rostow who happened to serve as a National Security Advisor to both Presidents Kennedy and Johnson. The assumption that there is a cookie-cutter approach to fostering stable governments has been disproved time and time again in recent history is thus flawed at its core. In addition, Rostow had no working knowledge of the history of longing for self-determination that had long existed amongst the people of Vietnam.

What I find disappointing is that when Kattenburg had the courage to state that he felt that it would be best to leave Vietnam with honor those he served disagreed with him and took the point of view held by Rostow. Secretary of State Rusk said that there was no evidence for what he was saying though Kattenburg was bringing back reports from Vietnam of the conditions worsening at a rapid pace. Vice President Johnson, quoting Kattenburg replied, “We haven’t gone this far with this whole thing to give it up now”.

I am disappointed because early into America’s war in Vietnam there was clear evidence that victory was unattainable. However, Kattenburg’s writing exemplifies the apparent arrogance of the American government during this time. Clearly the rationale, at least amongst those in command, was that the United States would be victorious, period. Unfortunately, the history, the longing of the people for self-determination, and the day-to-day worsening of conditions in Vietnam at this time were not enough to change the minds of those in charge.

I found a very positive lesson in the writing of Sergei Khrushchev. In addition to enjoying reading the Soviet view of the Vietnam war, I found hope the last paragraph of his writing. “With all this fighting terrorism since the 9/11 attack they are making the same mistakes, oversimplifying and creating more enemies than friends. As the leading power in the world, America cannot behave like the elephant in the china shop”.

These last two sentences at the end of Khrushchev’s portion of the book seem frightening at first glance. And by all means, they are! The reason that I find hope in this statement is that during the Vietnam war, as Khrushchev noted, the American people were awakened to the fact that the American government is often doing things on our behalf that we do not condone. In response, the American people demanded change and change came about.

I find potential for good in this statement because it is my hope that the American people will once again come to the realization that just because our government says that a policy is in our best interest does not necessarily mean that it is. Interestingly, in watching the videos I have noticed that many of the sentiments put forward by the American leaders of that era are strikingly similar to those of today’s leaders. It is my hope that the American people will demand change as we did forty years ago.
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Mark,

Top notch paper. Very well thought out and analyzed.  If someone asks to see an A+ example of a journal entry, may I use your example (keeping your name private, of course) ?


Joshua Benton  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 01:00 PM

    The most disappointing story I read would be the one told by Henry Prunier.  His story was the most disappointing to me not because of what was told, but the later events that followed after his story. 

    He and the rest of his seven man team known as,"Deer Team," were sent to Vietnam to help the Vietminh organize a guerrilla group to harass the Japanese.  When they arrived they welcomed them with open arms. They discovered quickly that the Vietminh were ill armed and they brought them weapons.  They trained them to use them and learned very quickly compared to Henry.  I think what Deer Team did was a good thing even though we eventually switched sides.

    I am disappointed because we at first helped the Vietminh and then we turned our backs on them to gain the French as an ally.  I do not really understand why we would help someone only to turn our backs on them.  I would consider that as bad as stabbing someone in the back. 

    After their mission we should have learned that the Vietminh were not going to be easy to defeat because of their commitment to their cause and thier ability to learn quickly. 

    Another story that disappointed me was told by Malcolm Browne.  His story of the Buddhist Monk was saddening.  Our country was to me seemed like they were supportting Adolf Hitler like murders.  The south were killing Buddhists and trying to make everyone Catholic.  What were we thinking supporting another Hitler known as Diem?  In our country we have freedom of religion why couldn't we get Diem to invoke the same right? 

    The last of the stories that I believed to be disappointing was the one told by Luyen Nguyen.  He was a South Vietnamese soldier with orders from our country to go to North Vietnam with a group of commandos to pretty much wait for death or capture.  His only orders were to go up North and set up a safe zone.  The usually hurry up and wait scenario used by our military.   He was captured and tortured for nearly 21 years of his life.  The disappointment in this story is that we sent him to die and did nothing about it until 1999 which is 35 years after he was sent to the North and captured.  I think this man should have received a little more than the $42,500 in compensation for his loss of 21 years of his life, even though, he wasn't a citizen of the U.S.

    I would have to admit it is really hard to find any good come out of any of the stories told in this chapter. If I were to find any good come out of these stories it would be how everyone ended up when the author collected the stories.  The author depicted everyone as being better off now then they were now.  Most of his summaries at the end of the stories lacked the hurdles that most of these people had to face after the events that took place in there story.  I will use the last dissapointing story told by Luyen Nguyen as an example.  First off he misspelled his name wrong in either the heading or his final summary.  Second the $42,500 the U.S. awarded the commandos is better than nothing, but what is the money going to do for these people when the problems they have money could never fix.  

    Probably the most positive lesson learned by most of the Vietnamese people was that their country is not as well off as ours and that they should move to the U.S.  I say this is a lesson learned because most of the Vietnamese people that told these stories now live in the U.S. and have an education.  They are some type of professor or scholar. 
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Joshua,

Terrific job.  Good story choices and although your positive example did not come from any single particular story that was told, your recognition of where these people ended up (in the USA) was unique.

On a picky note, please be sure to check your spelling.  Some mistakes.

Finally, you wrote:

The south were killing Buddhists and trying to make everyone Catholic.

This is not accurate.  You later mention that Diem did not allow religious freedom, and this is correct.


William Rigole  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 08:40 AM

The story that was most disappoiting for me was Daniel Redmond '' the doctor who won the war in Indochina'' because of Dooley a man who used untrue propaganda of the war on his own people. I liked the speaker gust didnt like this guy Dooley and his actions. the thing he did that got me mad is when he used a deformed Vietnamiess guy and said Ho Chi Minh tortured him when he was a simple begger.

A positive lesson i learned from Henry Prunier '' these were not ragtag farmers'' is the U.S and NVPA were once friends and worked together for a couple of weeks to stop a anti japanese resistence. the lesson i learned is a friend can stab you in the back.Their was potential for a good politacal relationship with the NVPA if we would of stayed friend thousands of lives could have benn saved.
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William,

Much too brief an entry to answer all questions well.  This cannot be one week’s worth of work after reading over 100 pages.

I’m don’t believe you made it clear why the Prunier story was a  positive example.

Spelling and grammar problems made your writing difficult to read.


Joseph Schmidt  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 08:20 AM

The story that is the most disappointing to me is Paul Kattenburg's. It is disappointing because it reinforces my ever-growing pessimistic view that politicians are idiots, totally in it for themselves and the power. Also, that being a public servant and such is nothing but a notion of an era long past. Paul attempted to voice an opionion of withdrawal based on our ever-increasing non-effect but was quickly dismissed and not included in further NSC meetings. It amazes me that most politicians are lawyers, taught to see things from every conceivable angle; yet when they become politicians they attempt to forge the facts into a shape that supports their own egos and desires. As Paul said the French had put everything they had into Indochina, and they had been defeated. Logic would tell me to study my opponent, learn their beliefs and culture, before committing troops.

There are actually several stories that I felt were positive for various reasons. From Evelyn Corbet's tale who makes me feel a little better, in that there are honest and smart people in public service. To Chester Cooper who wittingly describes himself as a 'pain in the ass.' A man who tried to resolve things and did not give up. Sergei Khrushev whose end assessment seems to be right on if a bit disturbing: "...America started to understand that not everything depended on the will of their government, that the world was not that simple. But now they have forgotten. With all this fighting terrorism since the 9/11 attack they are making the same mistakes, oversimplifying and creating more ememies than friends. As the leading power in the world, America cannot behave like the elephant in the china shop." Nor do I think we should be a timid church mouse. We can learn from this assessment, fighting terrorism-I agree with, but nation-building? Why bring back a failed scheme of LBJ and JFK, neither of which I am a fan of. But the story I truly felt was the most positive was that of Luyen Nguyen, a true patriot who believed he was fighting for his country and his future. Enough to spend 21 years in prison without capitulating to the North and without renouncing his beliefs. A hero with heart and 'stones', perhaps their are Iraqi's who feel as such. Now, we need to find them.
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Joseph,

Top notch analysis in the first part of this assignment.  I’m not sure if you convinced me that Khruschev’s story is a “positive”, but I believe I knew what you meant, AND you included other stories too.


Robert Meador  Last edited: Saturday, 21 April 2007, 12:15 AM

For me, the most disappointing story in Part 2 of the Patriots book was the story of Luyen Nguyen. I find it terribly depressing to think of anyone being imprisoned for 21 years, especialy when 11 of which were spent in solitary confinement. I can't imagine going through that and somehow keeping sane. When he told of being given the opportunity to write to his family but he chose not to because he knew they had long ago assumed him dead and the knowledge that he was imprisoned would just bring them sorrow again. I'm sure his desire to communicate with his family was tremendous but he put them before his self. This is one of the most selfless acts I've ever heard of someone doing. The idea of such solitude while his children grew up without him and his wife remarried is very sad to think of.

Strangely, at the same time, I find Luyen Nguyen's account to be one of the more positive ones in that he was eventually set free. For him there was a "light at the end of the tunnel." After being released, NGuyen's wife upon hearing that her husband was still alive, divorced her 2nd husband to be with Nguyen. Also, he was able to see his children again and his grandchildren for the first time.

Another account that has some "hope" or "potential for good" was that of Rufus Phillips. It seems pretty much every account of Vietnam from an American has been that or presence there was a mistake. Phillips states that he believes we shouldn't have pulled out of Vietnam, which seems to be an unconvential view. He believes that if we had pulled out Communism would have taken over Laos, and Cambodia and had a "domino" effect throughout Southeast Asia. It'd be nice the think that our presence in Vietnam had positive outcomes for Southeast Asia despite the time and many lives invested in the war.
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Robert

Your paper was unique in that you found both the negative and positive examples from the same story.  Normally, this would not have been a good idea, but you pulled it off.  The positive view was not as well supported, but you included another story, by Rufus Phillips.  Unfortunately, your analysis is a bit mistaken here.  Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos DID fall to communism after the U.S. pulled out in 1973.


Rebecca Merrigan  Last edited: Friday, 20 April 2007, 04:27 PM

One of the stories that disapointed me was Ngo Vinh Long's story. He was the South Vietnam student that grew up on the Mekong Delta, and later went to the U.S. He was hired to write maps for the military and the experiences he witnessed during these travels disapointed me. He talkes about the "agrovilles" created by the Dieam government. He described these poor villages where people lived in terriable conditions and were starving. The families living in these villages were held mutually responsible for eachother's activies so if one familie's son joined the NLF, then the whole village would suffor for it. He goes on to state that by 1959 there were already 100,000 political prisoners in the South.  The most disapointing factor of this is that this concept of agrovilles was  a U.S. policy.  It reinforced to the Vietnamese that the Diem government was just a prop for U.S. policy and control. After sufforing so long under colonial control, it makes sence they would be suspicious and untrustfull towards another foreign power.
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Rebecca,

Your paper is simply descriptive of the Ngo Vinh Long story.  There is almost no analysis.  Also, you failed to address the second half of the assignment completely. (the part about the “positive” lesson)
Spelling and grammar problems made writing difficult to read.


Christian Ward  Last edited: Friday, 20 April 2007, 01:31 PM

            I first became disappointed about the Vietnam War when I learned the Americans had supported the French in trying to hold their colony.  I thought the Atlantic Charter was a step towards ending colonialism and the beginning of freedom for small nations to try and govern their own lands.  But, it seems like when Truman came to office we forgot all about the goals of the Atlantic Charter and our policies started to be based on “containing” communism, an ideology I feel has caused a lot of needless tension and warring.  It was just a big disappointment to me that we would forget about democracy and pull all these secret and illegal moves just so a certain type of politics wouldn’t spread.  French imperialism seemed the exact opposite of what we were preaching.  It almost seems like we supported the French just because they were white Europeans.

            I then became disappointed by the refusal to negotiate with the communists at the Geneva Accords after the French were defeated.  It was disappointing to me that the Americans from the beginning of the talks were unwilling to work for peace because The Vietminh were communists.  It just seemed stubborn and ignorant to me to waste a chance at peace because of the politics of the Vietminh.

            I think this ignorance and stubbornness to deal with the communists and the history and culture of Vietnam were the cause of a lot of needless blood shed.  The Americans seemed to constantly view the situation in military terms instead of humanitarian and cultural terms.  In Le Lieu Browne’s interview she criticizes the Americans for never trying,”…to understand our culture (Vietnamese culture), customs, and sensitivity.”  American military never took serious the determination of the North to fight for their independence.  They consistently wrote off the effort of the Vietminh as a Soviet ploy to control the world.  If the U.S. had realized that the Vietminh were there to stay and that they were interested in independence and not just taking orders from the Soviets, maybe they would have pulled out before all the casualties.  On page 87 Sergei Krushchev tries to shed some light on some of the misconceptions the Americans had about their venture in Vietnam,” The Soviets thought Hanoi was controlled by Beijing and the Americans thought Hanoi was controlled by Moscow.  In reality, the Vietnamese had their own ideas.  They played their own game.  The winner would not be the Soviet Union or China or the United States, it would be the Vietnamese.”

            Again I think that a lot could have been avoided if the United States wouldn’t have cut of talks and communications with the communists and the Vietminh.  I was disappointed again and again that the United States didn’t just hold some sort of peace accords with the Vietminh instead of wasting all those lives and resources.

            One thing positive to me about the Vietnam War was the people’s movement in the United States that stood up to voice their opinion for world peace and an end to the violence.  The American people during the end of the 60’s held organized protests to let the government know they’re wishes for end to the bloodshed.  They didn’t just sit by and let their government use their resources for a political war in far away Vietnam.  This public voicing gives me hope that the American public has real power to influence the military when they don’t agree with the violence.

            A quote I particularly like that illustrates the anti war movement is on page 89 of Appy’s book, during Sergei Khrushchev’s account, he says, ”During the Vietnam war I thought the U.S. antiwar movement was a sign that America was awakening.  I still have that opinion.  That was when Americans started to understand that not everything depended on the will of their government, that the world was not so simple."
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Christian,

Top notch job on this assignment.  Your introduction (Atlantic Charter/Geneva Accords) was amazing.  I almost got worried thinking you were not going to include any Patriot’s stories or answer my posed questions.  But you did so convincingly.

If someone asks to see an A+ example of a journal entry, may I use your example (keeping your name private, of course) ?


Paul Rasmussen  Last edited: Monday, 16 April 2007, 11:16 AM

The most disappointing story for me to read was the story by Luyen Nguyen, the vietnamese commando who was captured by the north vietnamese soldiers in 1966.  This poor guy was a south vietnamese soldier who was one of many that was basically sent to his death during the conflict.  The Americans would send vietnamese soldiers to the North on missions that almost always ended in capture or death. 

    Luyen Nguyen's men were instructed by the Americans, who claimed to be in charge, to drop into the North behind enemy lines.  They told Luyen Nguyen that if he didn't accompany them, they would desert the mission.  He was at a rank that allowed him to stay out of the North, but he was confident and believed he could pull the team out alive, so he went.

    After surviving for a month undetected, they were finally captured five miles from the Ho Chi Minh trail and taken to prison.  In prison, they were subject to horrendous torture.  They were shackled up and left in dark cells until they were nearly dead.  After being kept barely alive for months, Luyen Nguyen was taken to a prison camp, where he was offered a forced labor position with benefits such as trips back to the south.  In order to get into forced labor, he had to admit to being a U.S. puppet.  He had seen many comrades die in forced labor, so he refused. 

    Luyen Nguyen had a wife and seven children in the south.  The most disappointing thing about this story in my mind, was the fact that his whole family thought he was dead.  His wife waited and waited, and eventually re-married and relocated with the children.  For 21 years, he was incarcerated by the enemy.  That is nearly the length of my entire life so far. 

    The only good thing about this story is the happy ending.  Luyen Nguyen was eventually released and his wife divorced her second husband to be with him once again.  They moved together to the U.S. in 1990 and nine years later, congress gave $42,500 in compensation to the surviving commandos from the war.  He sent money to his children in Vietnam and completed a master's degree in American studies.  He is now a student counselor. 

    I think the positive lesson to be learned here is what can transpire to make you realize how great life really is.  After spending so many years in such a horrible place, robbed of your freedom, you would probably begin to think about how important freedom really is.  Luyen Nguyen was eventually released and now leads a successful life with his wife.  I would be willing to bet that anyone who was in a position similar to his is eternally grateful for every day of their life.  It is a good thing that some of these people, such as Luyen Nguyen, continued on and made the most of their lives after having so many years taken away from them.  It is a story of strength, patience, and devotion that is an inspiration to everybody who takes their independence for granted.
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Paul

Your paper was unique in that you found both the negative and positive examples from the same story.  Normally, this would not have been a good idea, but you pulled it off.  The only problem is that this paper was more descriptive/narrative in nature, rather than analytical.  Avoid simply retelling the story.  I have read them.  Instead, show me why of all the stories, this is the most negative/disappointing and which other story had the most positive message specific to the Vietnam War.  Your positive example was more of a “life lesson”, a human victory of the spirit.  Nice, but less specific to Vietnam.  Make sense?


Peter Browning

No entry


Tiffany Parrett

No entry


Ryan Bailey

No entry


Lindsay Brown
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