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Ryan McIntire  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 05:30 PM

19

Ryan,

The only thing lacking in this first assignment is a depth of analysis of the 7th and 8th questions (see notes), which centered on the trustworthiness and subjectivity of the accounts.  You simply say “I find these stories credible” without really supporting your claim.

Part 1

My name is Ryan McIntire. I recently got out of the military and this is my second term of college. I served in the Navy as a corpsman, which is like a medic. Not too many people know that Marine Corps is a department of the Navy and all Marine medical personnel are actually in the Navy. I didn't even know this until I got orders to a Marine infantry unit, where I did two deployments to Iraq. I am taking this course because I do not know what direction I am heading with my life and wanted to take classes I would find fun and interesting until I get used to being back in a academic environment. I have very little knowledge or connections to the Vietnam War, the only things I really know were things taught to me during boot camp. Not knowing too much about the Vietnam War I would say America has learned a lot of lessons but is not putting them to good use in today's society.

Part 2

The biggest thing that caught my attention from part 1 of the Patriots book is how the story is told from both sides. Any book or story about war written from only one side is naturally going to have one sided opinions. By writing from both sides you get a good perspective of what was really going on. After reading part 1 I believe Ginger the southern guerilla stuck out the most. Most Americans are used to hearing war stories from our point of view and in this story she talks about killing numerous American GI's as if it were no big deal. I believe a large majority of people would look at this story and be astonished that a female took such a large role during a war. Well I read it I was amazed because I never heard a story from an enemy perspective like this one. Although this story stood out most in my mind the phrase that really caught my attention was in the first story when Bernard Trainor talks about wining the hearts and minds of the people. This really caught my attention because while training to go to Iraq and while in Iraq on of the big phrases that is used is, win the hearts and minds of the Iraqi people. Although they are two totally separate wars this phrase has been used in both of them. I believe the stories I have read so far are trustworthy and believable but being a combat veteran I know there are a lot of war stories that false details added as time goes on. But I know first hand you never forget what happens during war so because they were there, I find there stories credible.


Feedback:


Sean Urban  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 04:58 PM

18

Sean,

Re-read the questions for the second half.  You spent too much time on simply retelling Donlon’s story and not enough analysis on questions 7 and 8.  You even write yourself, “Some of these stories are almost unbelievable”…    Yes, analyze that.

Also, your writing had a number of spelling/grammar mistakes… Rodger, motor fire, dashed threw 

    Hi my name is Sean Urban I just moved down to Eugene from Portland to go to school at Lane Community College and to get out on my own. I am taking this course for history /Social credits and to help me understand more about this American conflict. My relation to this conflict is my father who was drafted when he was out of high school. He was part of the 101st Air Born in Vietnam. What I think we should have learned is to what extent  should we pay for democracy in countries with dictators and communism and to know what the people of those countries really want . Do we know what the people want? If there is a direct threat or a possible threat we should act but only after peace talks and so on.

    One of the speakers that stood out to me was a Green Beret Captain by the name of Rodger Donlon. Donlon commanded a Nam Dong Special forces camp that was training a Vietnamese strike force of about three hundred men. At two thirty in the morning they were attacked by a reinforced battalion of Viet Cong. A third of the Vietnamese knew the attack was coming and turned on the American,Nam Dong and a hundred of their own people . Donlon in the battle "dashed threw a hail of small arms fire and exploding hand grenades,""completely disregarded" serious shrapnel wounds,"marshaled his forces," personally "annihilated "an enemy demolition team, dragged wounded men to safety, carried weapons from one place to another, administered first aid, directed motor fire and all the while scrambling back and forth across camp. His valiant efforts resulted in the successful defense of the camp.This earned him a Medal of Honor .He was the first person to receive the Medal of Honor in the Vietnam war. Some of these stories are almost unbelievable  that people could go threw such horrific circumstances. I believe in the stories told that they are very credible and true due in part to the shocking and terrifying fighting that took place.I do not think that some one would lie about that. People would not just forget that part of their life even if they wanted to.


Feedback:


Nathaniel Coxon  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 04:57 PM

15

Nathan,

You do not address questions 7 and 8 at all. (see notes)

Watch grammar/spelling mistakes such as “nor were their advise”

You meant “nor was their advice”

Hello, my name is Nathan Coxon.  I am a student working towards my Engineering degree.  I have always wanted to learn more about the Vietnam conflict.  My fiance's father served in Vietnam and, although he never talks about it, his family says it changed him.  If anything, America should have learned that in order to liberate a people we should fully understand their culture and their intended goal that they hold for their country.  It seems that there are some similarities between what was happening in Vietnam and what is happening in Iraq today. 

Of all the stories in Part 1 of Patriots the story that stick out the most is Roger Donlon's story.  I think it stuck with me the ost because it showed how the American troops were not being taken care of nor were their advise heeded.  At one time he is recalling the gruesome details of losing someone that he had grown to love as family. This just illustrated the cold reality of war that not many people see.  I like how the book shows both sides of the conflict.  It really puts war in perspective.


Feedback:


Chelsea Romney  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 04:56 PM

25

Chelsea,

Your entry was the best in the class.  I am happy you addressed the complexity of my questions head on and so completely.  Excellent work.

If I had to be picky, you don’t have to include or restate any of my assignment questions in your work.

I enjoy the process of learning.  I was born and raised in Salem, Oregon.  I graduated from high school at Interlochen Arts academy in Michigan.  I started studying music, but then I decided to change my major to Culinary Arts.  My husband and I were studying at Brigham Young University Idaho, but I took some time off from school to have our first son.  After my husband graduated, we moved to Eugene to pursue his Masters degree in English at the University of Oregon.  I hope to finish a General Associates degree here at Lane Community College.

I have to admit that this class appealed to me because it fulfils a general education requirement, and it’s an online course, which allows me to stay home with my boys (we have two now).  But I’m also really interested in the topic, and I signed up for the class because I thought it would be good for me.  I chose to take this particular course because I know very little about the Vietnam War and I would like to understand it.  I know that it probably had a lot to do with the Cold War, and our battle with communism.  Because America didn’t agree with communism, we sent soldiers to Vietnam to help them resist communist supporters.  The war went badly, and both sides lost a lot of people.  We accidentally killed whole villages of civilians.  The American people protested the war, and we brought the soldiers back home.  I’m not sure what we accomplished.  I’ve heard a lot of people who feel that it was a failure.

I think that Vietnam was seen as a country, torn by war, that resembled America when we were trying to form our own democracy.  We entered the conflict thinking that it would benefit our country and theirs.  Our success in the World Wars probably bolstered our confidence and pride in American warfare and technology.  I think that the biggest lesson that America should learn from this war is that we are not so powerful that we can always use force to change situations.  We are a powerful country and I think that we should make stands on issues that we strongly disagree with.  But war should be avoided, especially with a draft, if it is possible.  I’ve heard a lot of people comparing the situation in Iraq to Vietnam.  I’m not sure if it’s really the same.  I’d like to know more about it to see if those people are making unfair comparisons.

            Do we have similar problems in society?  The obvious comparison is the war against Terrorism.  America has troops in a foreign country.  A large number of Americans are tired of the war and want to pull the troops out.

A lot of the stories were interesting, so it was hard to decide which stood out the most.  But Tran Thi Gung’s story stands out to me because, in a lot of ways, her story was hard to relate to.  In addition to the fact that she was a successful female soldier, her viewpoint represents guerrillas who were fighting the U.S. soldiers.  She didn’t show as much emotion as I think that I would if I had been in the same situation and killed as many people as she did.  She didn’t think of herself as a murderer, but as someone trying to defend her country.  She says, “I wanted to do something to liberate my country and help people get enough food and clothing” (16).  Her interview suggests that in the course of her first battle, she went from being a scared little girl trying to avenge her father to being awarded a medal as “Valiant Destroyer of American Infantrymen” (17).   She says that she didn’t feel any guilt about this, but that she would have felt sorry and guilty if she had gone to America to kill Americans. 

How reliable, trustworthy, believable are the speakers you've read so far?  After all, unlike you or me, THEY WERE THERE, at that specific point in time.  Does that give them more or less credibility?  Are they objective and factual or do they suffer from too much subjectivity, too much time having passed, too much forgotten?

Most of the interviews seem to be objective, but on the other hand, each of them contains subjective, personal memories.  It’s difficult to see how someone could be completely objective about something they witnessed first hand.  But so far, all of the speakers in the book sound like they are telling the truth.  Christian Appy says that in his book he tried “to ensure that people participated in the events they describe.  Some have careers that have been amply documented.  Others shared official records, awarded citations, photographs, or letters.  When I had serious doubts in accuracy or plausibility of an account, I did not include it.  Moreover, everyone in the book agreed to use his or her real name” (XXVI).  From what I read so far, it seems like the interviews are truthful, and the fact that everyone agreed to use their real name holds them accountable for what they say, making them more liable to tell the truth.  It is not my nature to be skeptical of people, so I am not generally skeptical in my reading.  Maybe it is a fault of mine, but I usually just assume that people tell the truth unless I have a reason not to.

I think the fact that they were there gives them a lot of credibility.  There is no way for us to really understand what it was like.  They know.  They were there.  They experienced it.  In the case of Tran Thi Gung, years of her life were dedicated to this cause.  She said that from six in the morning until six at night she fought the Americans. 

            I do wonder if in the translation process something is lost.  It seems that in the accounts of the Vietnamese, they are emotionally distant.  There is not much emotion in their words.  Maybe they have just been hardened by war, or just got used to killing.  Gung shows almost no emotion about killing Americans: “They held his body and cried.  They cried a lot.  This made them sitting ducks.  Very easy to shoot” (17).  This lack of emotion makes their accounts seem very objective and factual.  In Tran Thi Gung’s account, she seems disconnected from her experience, as if she is merely stating the accomplishments of someone else.  There is not much emotion.  When she was about to embark on a very dangerous journey, from which they did not think she would return, they conducted a funeral ceremony for her.  She mentions it more than once, but she doesn’t really say how she feels about it.   It seems like she’s just trying to emphasize how dangerous the mission was. 

            Though it was a long time ago, each speaker describes vivid memories with specific instances and details from them.  It seems like some of the memories might be so painful that they would like to forget them.  Jo Collins, for example, doesn’t seem like she’s lying about her experience as a Playboy Playmate, but she does seem to think that what she did to support the troops was kind of heroic (maybe more than it really was).  And some people don’t even want to talk about it.  Gung says that talking about it gives her nightmares.  Ta Quang Thinh says that he has “many memories but I don’t want to remember them” (21). And Appy says in the preface that some people wouldn’t tell them their stories, because they didn’t want to remember them.  Appy relates that “along with tears came countless other emotions, not always predictable—flashes of delight, anger, nostalgia, regret, relief, guilt, and pride” (XXV).  With stories filled with so much complex emotion, it’s hard to believe that everyone is being completely objective.  It’s hard to objectively remember things that you wish you could forget.


Feedback:


Leah South  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 04:53 PM

25

Leah,

Fantastic job.  Your analysis is right on the mark.  You probably have read (in the week 2 forum) that many of your classmates “like” the Appy book better, but it is just a series of stories, upon which we can not (and should not) base our entire learned experience.

My name is Leah, I am taking this course because I have limited knowledge of the Vietnam Conflict and that bothers me. My only relation to Vietnam is that my father is a Vietnam vet. Growing up he never spoke about Vietnam, he never saw battle, never killed anyone. The main lesson that I would have hoped Americans would have learned from Vietnam is not to push your own beliefs and way of doing things on others. One of the ideals of America is that people have the right  to run their lives however they choose. This ideal should be universal and apply not only on an individual level but on a national level as well. I believe that the hypocrisy of Americans in relation to this ideal still exists. America continuously denies people rights based solely on the fact that their beliefs, traditions, attractions differ from that of their own or at least differ from the majority.

I thought that all the stories of that I have read were both insightful and tragic. One that I will not forget is the account from Roger Donlon. His account I found particularly interesting because he points out the lack of trust that American soldiers had to maintain with what was suppose to be their allies. Not only to have, but to know you have enemies within your soldier population, and be able to do nothing about it until they actually turn on you, would be very psychologically destructive. The fact that one-third of Donlon's Vietnamese soldiers were really Viet-Cong, his "enemies", makes the American soldier's paranoia more understandable.  If one-third of the Vietnamese soldiers in that particular group were the "enemy", then how many more infiltrates were there, how could any soldier completely trust anyone if he couldn't even trust some of his Vietnamese comrades. If there was only a couple Viet-Cong infiltrates in a group then the scale of destruction that they could reap would be considerably less than having one-third of your fellow soldiers actually being you enemies. If it were only a couple, most likely all they would accomplish is gathering information.  However, having such a large portion of these infiltrators increases the immediate danger to the American soldiers.

I think that the speakers in the book are biased. Their bias is understandable and predictable. I think that they gave honest accounts of what they experienced and were truthful to their own knowledge and understanding. I believe together the speakers paint a pretty accurate picture of the Vietnam War/Conflict. Individually, I would not base my entire viewpoint on that of one speaker. This is simply because I think it foolish to ever create your own views of anything based on the word of one person. I think that for the most part the speakers tried to make their accounts objective. I think that the subjectivity found in their accounts is necessary in order to make their accounts believable. I don't think that any amount of time would be able to dull the memories of the Vietnam War/Conflict or of any war. The Vietnam War/Conflict was an extremely traumatic event, especially for those involved.  The things that these individuals experienced are not the type of things that one could forget.


Feedback:


Christa Curfiss  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 04:44 PM

21

Christa,

I’m sorry you had a problem.  Be sure to type your answers in your computer word processor first, check for spelling and grammar, and save.  THEN, copy and paste the text into Moodle.  Moodle has a 2 hour “timeout”, so did you actually take that long to start typing before you clicked save?  Many other factors could have caused the problem, such as your ISP, computer, modem, etc, dropping the connection.

Terrific introduction.  Like you, I have an uncle who is a veteran of Vietnam and the subject of the war of “off limits.

The only thing lacking in this first assignment is a depth of analysis of the 7th and 8th questions (see notes), which centered on the trustworthiness and subjectivity of the accounts.  You simply say “all are valid” without supporting your claim.

(First I just want to say that I'm writing this entry for a second time.  When trying to save my entry the moodle system booted me off-line, causing my whole entry to be lost.  Needless to say I am a bit shaken up about that.)

            Like many of my childhood friends in south western Ohio, I was the child of a veteran.  Our fathers and uncles had served in Vietnam.  Though growing up most of us were forbidden to speak of the war.  It was the secret we weren’t allowed to know.  Any knowledge about the war that we gained came from Hollywood.  The war was the elephant we crawled around in many of our family rooms.  Now it is my generations turn for their own war.  My sister, like my father, is now a veteran.  She is an MP in the U.S. Marines.  She like my father does not speak of her war.  The whole family does their best keep silent on the topic.  I don’t know if the family room can hold another elephant.  I am taking this course to better understand history, my country, and the people in my life.

            There are many lessons to be learned from the Vietnam War, many of which are quite pertinent today.  For example most of the U.S. troops in Vietnam could not speak Vietnamese.  Today in Iraq most of our troops can not speak Farsi.  In booth conflicts the difficulty in communication was, and is, quite problematic.  During the Vietnam War most of our troops (and for that matter our government) new nothing of the 2,000 years of traditions and culture of Vietnam.  Unfortunately, cultural ignorance has been a debilitating factor in our nation’s current conflict in Iraq.  Our government failed our Vietnam veterans when they came home by not giving them the proper medical treatment they deserved, both mentally and physically.  My father and his friends would often say that the VA hospital wasn’t fit for a dog. This seems all too similar to the current Walter-Reed Army Hospital scandal.  By studying and understanding history, we are not just telling tales of yore, but gaining an understanding for our future.  Like the old saying goes “Those who are ignorant of the past, are doomed to repeat it.”

            It is hard for me to pick just one story that stood out for me in part one of the book Patriots.  I feel that to fully understand the history of an event you must hear the story of all sides of the event.  I believe that each speaker was true to their own experience of the war.  All of their stories are valid because it is their truth.  One speaker that I took great notice of was Tran Thi Gung.  This was the first time I heard the prospective of a Vietnamese guerrilla fighter about the war.  I was startled by the ease with which she spoke of killing Americans; however, it was her closing statement that really caused me to think.  In the last paragraph she states: “…I never felt guilty about the killing I did.  It was war.  Wouldn’t you shoot me if you saw me holding a weapon and pointing it at you?  I think it was justified.  But if I went to America and killed people there, I would feel very sorry and guilty.  Since the Americans came to my country, I don’t feel guilt.”  I wondered how I would react if a foreign nation rolled its tanks through my own country.  Would I take up arms against them?  I probably would.  The U.S. government told my father and his friends that they were defending our nation from the threats of Communism.   My father was jolted by patriotism to join the U.S. Army.  It is Ironic that it was also patriotism that drove the guerrilla’s that he was trained to kill, to fight him and his fellow troops. 

 -Christa Curfiss


Feedback:


Kristina Clark  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 04:17 PM

19

Kristina,

Lacking in this first assignment is a depth of analysis of the 7th and 8th questions (see notes), which centered on the trustworthiness and subjectivity of the accounts.  You simply say I said “they were there” and that makes them credible.  You do not really supporting your claim, although you hint at it with you say “to color things their way”.  Go with that idea and explain it more thoroughly.

Also, numerous spelling mistakes detracted from the readability of your paper.

 HI! My name is Kristina. I recently re-married my x-husband, he is the love off my life. We have a wonderful 3 year old son and another son that will be born durning this term. I am taking this class because I am a history major. As for my connection to the Vietnam War is basicaly the fact that I am an american and belive that most americans know more about the personal lives of celebrities then they know about their own history. I feel one of the lessons that should have been learned for this war is to understand your enemy, their culture, their ideals, their history. I think that the war in Iraq is yet another example of not knowing the people we plan to fight. I think that it was thought that all the iraqies would

praise their god that the Americans had come to save them.

   While reading the introductions in "Patriots" the entry by Tran Thi Gung Really caught my attention. Most likly because she was, well, a she. I had never given any thought that women fought in this war, I quess thats because I made the same mistake that America made, not knowing the people or their culture. As for the reliability of the speekers, any one in that situation is going to color things their way. However I feel that their credibility is strong, Like you said they were there! The facts might be a little off at times but what rang true for me was the underlying emotion. Where it be fear, sadness, certainty, or righteousness.


Feedback:


Molly Carr  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 03:53 PM

23

Molly,

Nice intro and honest answer to the “lessons learned” question.

I too, have had the experience listening to Vietnam Vets in high school classes that were very similar to your experience… not completely what you expected.

I am happy you addressed the complexity of my questions head on and so completely.  Nice work.  Unfortunately, numerous spelling mistakes detracted from the readability of your paper.

I have not pesonally known anyone in the Vietnam War, but when I was in high school we had a couple of speakers come and talk about that war, in which they fought, and I had always wanted to learn more about it because they seemed to have different feelings about it than those I had heard from a lot of other people; They seemed to accept it more.  I remember listening to one of the men whose face was distorted because he had been shot in the head and somehow managed to live.  As he spoke there seemed to be so little anger and regret, which intrigued me because I had listened to some people who had been severly affected by their service in Vietnam...not to say this getleman wasn't...but he was not so full of regret and bitterness and didn't seem to have been treated badly when he returned home, while from others I heard the opposite.  Anyway, in addition to that movies like The Deer Hunter have made me want to learn more about the history of this confict, which seems to be shrouded in confusion and conflicting views.  As far as the lessons we should have learned, I feel I need to learn more about the confilct to properly answer, but in general terms I feel they should have been the lessons we learn from any war or confilct...simply the value of life and the difference between HAVING to fight and fighting FOR a real cause or for DEFENSE in contrary to fighting for the egotistical beleifs which sometimes surround our culture and country.  Like I said though...I need to learn more about Vietnam before I develop a true opinon on the matter.  In contemporary society I beleive there are problems which can be related to those in or of the Vietnam conflict, namely the situation in the Middle East, but once again I need to educate myself more before I state an opinon clearly and with a stern stance.  From what I can tell the most similarity comes from the lack of knowledge of WHY we are in another country and for exaclty WHAT we are over there for.

In the Patriots book all of the accounts in Part 1 were worthwhile and though they seemd to be one-sided for the most part I don't think their values were or are diminished by this fact because everything in war is one-sided; How often does the other side sympathize extensively with the other?  However, in the book it was obvious it happened from time to time.  The man who attacked the leper hospitial obvisoulsy wasn't proud that lepers were killed by his decision to not trust a man who told him the truth about the hospital, which he thought to be a threat.  The story that caught my attention most was the account of the woman who fought agaisnt the US troops because there seemed to be less sympathy on her part...especially as she talks about not feeling guilty for killing because we came into her country.  However, even she mentions feeling compassionate briefly for the man she captured and failed to blindfold.  I suppose her account caught my attention because of how she talks of our country and troops in relationship to the difference it would have made if she had come into our contry instead of the opposite.  The fact that she was a small woman in a big conflict also interested me probably because of the beleif some people have about women in conflict.  To read her account is no different than to read the others...it is simply reading the account of someone in war.  The boundaries of who should fight seem to disappear when you read her account because the focus is on the conflict and the issues surrounding it rather than the trivial matter of gender.  Also, the idea of Vietnamese nationalism comes through very clearly in her account, and I think it is important to understand their views of nationalism as well as ours.


Feedback:


David Farris  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 03:51 PM

15

David,

The second half of your assignment has problems.  You like the Hiep story simply because it is the first one?  Then, your analysis of questions 7 and 8 (see notes) is very weak.

Unfortunately, some spelling/grammar mistakes detracted from the readability of your paper.  Read the last sentence in the first paragraph.  I still can’t figure out what you are trying to say.

I am 23 years old and this is my second year at Lane Community College. My major is Criminal Justice and I plan to become a Police officer of some sort. I am taking this course because of a mix-up in my schedule and I needed to take another class in its place. A co-worker of mine told me about this class and I decided to take it with him. My relationship to the Vietnam conflict is through my father. He was in the Navy at the time on a Carrier ship off the coast of Vietnam. He never stepped foot on the shores of Vietnam. Well Americans should have learned that we should never have stepped in the middle of someone else's civil war.  We think that were the global police. This thought has gotten us, Americans, into a lot of trouble and to be hated by a lot of the world. I do think that we have similar problems in contemporary society because we are involved in another civil war in Iraq. We are in very similar situation but the only difference is that Americans only the president this time instead of the GI's as well.

Dang Vu Hiep is one speaker that stood out to me because he was the first speaker in the book that was Vietnamese. This was extraordinary to me because I have only ever heard about the Vietnam Conflict from American stories and voices. It seems totally foreign to me to hear a real story about someone wanting to attack Americans like they were the bad guys. Hiep's story seems credible because it coincides with all the American facts of the war. Believing his story is made easier because of this but I still think that unless I heard it from someone who is a historian or something of the sort I won’t be convinced. Objectivity is part of any story so that isn't in question to me; it's whether or not the stories are tainted because of the hatred for the opposition.


Feedback:


Luke Todd  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 03:48 PM

21

Luke,

Unique paper.  Be sure to follow directions.  By choosing two stories, instead of one, you gave neither the amount of space needed to answer questions 5 and 6 well (see notes).

But, I did like your analysis, especially considering the first story.  Unfortunately, you end up saying “I think every story is an amazingly honest” which does not quite support your earlier analysis that some are better than others, like Trainor’s story.

Patriots Journal 1

       Hi, My name is Luke as I'm sure you already know.  Luke is the first name and Todd is the last.  Randall is the middle in case you were curious.  I will be 25 in a month tomorrow.  Born in NY, lived in MD, Jr. High and High school in Boise,ID and moved to Oregon in Nov. 2001.  I lived in Bend until last year when I moved to Eugene to attend LCC.  I plan on moving to Ashland in the fall and studying International studies at SOU.  What can I say I guess I get nervous if I stay in one place too long.

    I am taking this course because I love history and I think the history of U.S. involvement with Vietnam is of extreme import, now more than ever.  I have no direct relationship with Vietnam.  My dad was too young by a hair, my step-dad's dad was in the air force and could see the writing on the wall; he made sure Blaine (step-dad) went to college.  So my interest stems from my interest in, umm, everything, I guess.  History is so important for understanding what is happening now,  Vietnam war history especially.  U.S. forces are yet again embroiled in a conflict where the people don't want them there, the culture is not understood or respected and Americans don't want them there either.  They were originally sent under false pretenses, again.  At least the president actually declared war this time .

    There were two stories that really caught my attention.  The first one, right off the bat, was Bernard Trainor's.  I was amazed at the full circle turn of his feelings in regard to the war.  After his first tour he still believed that they were doing the right thing; that they were there for good, bona fide, reasons  and that they could win the war.  After his second tour it was almost the exact opposite.  Here is a guy who is relatively in the know.  He's is going to be privileged to much more information than the average grunt and yet he still sees the whole thing as a dead end.

    The second story that really stuck out for me was the short story of Ta Quang Thinh.  I was amazed by the humanity reflected in his story.  He was carried around and cared for in the jungle for four years. And then physically carried home, all the way to the north.  Obviously his was a very sad story but the part that keep remembering was how he was cared for no matter what.

    I don't think any of these stories are going to be completely objective, how could they be?  Each person who was there had their own unique experiences and feelings.  They all had their own opinions going into the war and their thoughts and feeling during the war are going to be influenced by that.  I think the stories where the person shows a change of heart or the ability to think things through and use the experiences they are going  through to formulate their opinions are going to be a little more objective than the stories where the people seem to be trying to justify their earlier actions. 

    As the prompt states "THEY WERE THERE," and thats the point, but also possibly the death of objectivity.  It may be impossible to take each individual story at face value but the collection as a whole is amazing.  I think every story is an amazingly honest and trustworthy portrayal of that persons experiences and thoughts.  Taken as a whole we can get a very clear picture of what was happening.


Feedback:


Daniel Loverro  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 03:45 PM

18

Daniel,

The main thing lacking in this first assignment is a depth of analysis of questions 7 and 8 (see notes), which centered on the trustworthiness and subjectivity of the accounts. You simply say I said “they were there” and that makes them credible.  Sorry, no.

Daniel Loverro

History of Vietnam

Journal Week 1

    I've always had a interest in the Vietnam War, and not only the war itself but it's impact on American culture. The movements it rallied, and political back fire have so much influenced the kind of country we live in today. I mean whether or not you think its a good or bad thing, the war in a way triggered this divided country right now. Prior to Vietnam, people didn't really question authority. Americans had all the trust in the government as if they were always doing the right thing, during Vietnam and after, many people questioned that, and it hasn't been the same since. Also such films as Platoon and Forest Gump have furthered my interest in the time.

    One of the stories that really stuck out to me was from George Watkins. The guy is still living today, but he lost both his legs and both his eyes when he stepped on a mine in Vietnam. He talks about not really knowing all that much about the war going into it besides that we were fighting against communism. He also talks about being constantly walking and on the move, while commonly not sleepy for 30 to 40 hours at a time on average. He even says they didn't sleep for up to 90 hours. It just amazes me what these guys went through, and makes me feel like I have it off easy. Them being there definitley gives them more credability, I don't see how it can't. Maybe it just depends how you look at it.


Feedback:


DeAnna Morris  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 02:37 PM
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DeAnna,

Fine job with this first assignment.

You didn’t really pick a single story to focus on, as the directions asked.  Do that in the future.

I did like your analysis of the speakers.  Many students did not address this part well.  You did, just stick with it.  For example, you wrote, “Maybe over time this is the emotion they have come to realize, I don't really know.”  Yes, I think you do.

1) My name is DeAnna Morris and I am an Anthropology major.  I am taking this course because my father was in the Vietnam conflict and he had serious post traumatic stress.  He threatened my mother's life on more than one occasion, woke up from dreams screaming, and even at one point kidnapped my brother and I.  I have avoided a lot of Vietnam history to this point, and even watching movies about it upsets me greatly.  I felt that it was time to face my demons with this and take this class.  I am hoping that I am able to come away from this class with a better understanding of what happened and lose some of my fear.  I think that American's should have learned that just because democracy works in our country, it doesn't mean that we have the right to dictate to other countries that they should have our type of government.  I also think that we should have learned that without the backing of the rest of the major countries in the world we should not be declaring war on other countries regardless of the "good intentions" we may have.  This is true for Iraq as well.  The same things are happening, and Americans are beginning to speak out against what is going on there.  I wonder if we will learn from this conflict or if we will continue to make the same mistakes in the future.

2) So I made it through the reading, with many tears and much emotion.  I really was impressed that the author was able to get so much candidness from these veterans.  Also that there are accounts from not only both sides, but different people with different roles, not just soldiers.  The story that Phan Xuan Sinh told was especially moving to me.  The pain he must suffer knowing that his unit killed all of those fishermen, including women and children is incomprehensible to me.  You could feel the emotion he feels for the couple that refused to leave their land.  The common theme I noticed with the North Vietnamese accounts was their apparent joy for killing Americans.  The Americans and South Vietnamese didn't mention hate or revenge when they killed the enemy, just that they had to do what they had to do.  Maybe over time this is the emotion they have come to realize, I don't really know.  At the time something entirely different may have been going through their minds.  I found it impressive that a couple of accounts, including Bernard Trainor's admitted making huge mistakes that led to the death of innocent people.  These types of admissions lead me to believe that the speakers are being truthful and trying to tell the story as well as they can.  It is hard for me to be analytical about this when I am so emotionally wrapped up in it.  I look forward to reading more, but also am unsure how it will affect me.


Feedback:


Nathan Shay  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 02:31 PM
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Nathan,

In the second part, you mention only that your choice of the Watkin’s story is because he was the most injured. That is much too brief an explanation.

In your analysis, which gets close to the point, you included the line “I believe that every speaker is trustworthy and believeable.” which detracts from the complexity that you attempt to address later.  Take more time with this.

Also, numerous spelling mistakes detracted from the readability of your paper.

  My name is Nathan Shay.  I am a 20 year old 2nd term Sophomore from the U of O.  I am getting all my Gen Ed done cheaply since I changed majors about a year ago and that set me back quite a bit.  I am taking this course because a) I love history b) I like studying about Communism and such since I am now a Political Science major at UO and c) because it is one of the most controversial times in our nations history.  I have a small relationship with the Vietnam conflict because I am asian.  The big thing that I believe needed to be learned from Vietnam is that combat continually evolves.  Look what happened to the British during the Revolutionary War.  It was no longer feasible to line up and march down and enemy.  The Americans were able to employ hit and run guerilla tactics.  We do have a similiar problem today in Iraq.  Now obviously these are not the same circumstances, but there are similiarities.

  Obviously, all of the speakers catch my attention, but the sepakers from the North Vietnamese side catch my eye simply because they show a different side of the war that what has been projected to us.  However, George Watkins's testimony stands out the most to me.  He was a soldier that was drafted into the military so he had no choice in going into the war unlike everyone else who tells their story.  He also is the most injured as he has no legs or eyes.  I believe that every speaker is trustworthy and believeable.  However, I am not sure how reliable they are.  Yes they were all there during the war, but they are biased.  They were not observers during the war, they were in it so they have an opinion based off of their own experiences.  This does, I believe, give them more credibility though.  I don't think that they have forgotten much at all and that they are objective.  They are all credible yet shockingly clear sources.  With their first hand experiences and recounts they offer unparalleled views of the conflict from both sides.


Feedback:


Richard Royse  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 02:20 PM

20

Richard,

Careful with spelling and grammar.  You used the term “anti-beliefs” and I am still reading your last sentence of the first paragraph and not understanding what you are trying to say.  You write about Gen. Viep, instead of Hiep. These, and more, mistakes detracted from the readability of your paper.

Your analysis of Hiep’s credibility does not take into account that fact that he was a high ranking military official.  Have they always been known to speak their minds freely?  How about in a Communist country?  How does that fact affect freedom (and truthfulness) of his speech?

My name is Richard Royse, I'm a sophomore here at Lane and I moved from Beaverton to get an education down here in Eugene. I plan on eventually transferring into UofO when I finally get all my transferable credits. I'm taking this course because for one I enjoy online classes, and also because I've always been interested in the Vietnam War. My relationship to the Vietnam War is my Father fought in it. He was only 18 when he was drafted, and served two tours. So I would like to learn what he went through and get an idea for myself, instead of relying on what he tells me, because I know he doesn't tell me a lot. I believe what most Americans should have learned from the Vietnam conflict is that we can't always be involved in other nations conflicts, regardless of the extent. And when our own nation’s interests or beliefs are being impaired, that we not act on just those reasons. Because those same reasons are what lead us into warfare. And it was that way in Vietnam with our anti-beliefs in Communism and that it being spread through out Asia. As well as in Desert Storm in a way, when the Kuwaiti oil fields and Saudi oil fields were being threatened, these were interests not so much of beliefs. And it can be said by some that our current conflict in Iraq is over oil. So I believe these events current and past all relate to contemporary society and to the Vietnam Conflict due to the fact that Americans interests in beliefs are the only ones they believe in and that no other countries opinion to disagree is valid.

After reading the multiple stories in Part One, the one that stood out most to me was Viet Cong General Dang Hu Viep. It was interesting to hear from the Viet Congs standpoint and especially from a high ranking General who learned so much against the French occupation, and his higher education in the Soviet Union.  His story caught my attention due to the fact that he understands American military tactics so well. And he studied these tactics and devised attacks to deal with them. I believe General Vieps accounts of his actions in Vietnam are complete credible. For one he understood American air power, and that it was the biggest strength against them. So understanding this he explains how his forces were able to use certain tactics against helicopter landing zones, which was a key defensive and offensive tactic the Viet Cong used. And also because it was what American Forces used most in landing and evacuating troops. I believe Hieps accounts are factual, because the way he explains how exactly they attacked American forces and in certain ways. He wouldn't have been credible if he hadn't of gone in to detail about how those attacks were coordinated so I believe his accounts are factual based on that. Although a lot of time has passed, I do not believe General Hiep has lost memories of his past. I'm sure his noting's and journal entries certainly re-fresh him when he needs to remember certain events. So I think it would be inappropriate to say that he has suffered from to much subjectivity and lost memory.


Feedback:


Bryant Gooch  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 12:28 PM

20

Bryant,

Good first paper.  I am a bit confused on your analysis of Tran Thi Gung’s account.  You take her “pride” to task and admit that it may mask some problems with credibility (good), but then you write, “I believe that what I have read so far is close to a hundred percent accurate.” which seems to abandon that better analysis.

I am taking this class because it is a multi-cultural requirement and of all the classes I had to choose from in this category, I thought Vietnam would be the most interesting. I am working on a B.S. degree in business. I've taken many music classes at LCC and am pursueing a career as an artist also. I am 21 years old and I don't have much knowledge about the Vietnam War at all. I don't usually like history very much but the Vietnam war was relatively recent and the more recent the history, the more I enjoy learning about it. I think a lesson americans should have learned from this war is that war simply doesn't work very well. The morality of war is rightfully a very controversial subject but even if there was unified agreement that war was just, if it doesn't produce the desired outcome then the question of morality is irrelevant. I do think we have similar problems in contemporary society. I think that hate and suffering are the problems but I don't feel that I know a good solution on how to address the issues.

The story that I enjoyed the most in part 1 of the Appy book was the autobiography of Tran Thi Gung. She was motivated to fight against the South and Americans by her feelings toward revenge. Of all the passages I read from part 1, she seemed to be the most proud. For this reason I think that her interpretations are likely to be the most innaccurate. I don't think her testimony is innaccurate just most likely to be because I think that when somebody has a lot of feelings of guilt, then they are a lot less likely to glorify themselves. Tran Thi Gung stated that she didn't feel guilty and that she felt justified when she killed Americans. Because of the nature of everybody's interpretation, I believe that what I have read so far is close to a hundred percent accurate. I do believe that memory suffers with the passage of time. However, specific traumatic events I have no doubt will stick clear in memory for a lifetime. I think the fact that the speakers were actually there gives them more credibility. Also, from what I have read there's not alot of subjectivity anyway. When a speaker does say something that is subjective, they acknowledge the fact that it is subjective by using the terms: I feel, I think, etc.


Feedback:


Joshua Benton  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 11:51 AM
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Josh,

Your last paragraph interests me the most, especially considering your current job.  You admit that as time goes by, stories change.  You also talk about the fact that some people “choose” not to remember.  But you wrap up with the statement “Overall I would say that all these stories are objective” and then make some comment about the inclusion of “feelings” makes the stories “interesting”.  

In this class, we are looking for historical fact.  Can we find it in these accounts?

Journal Entry #1

    My name is Josh Benton.  I am 24 and will transfer to the University of Oregon for Business in the fall.  I was in the Navy for 4 years.  In the Navy my job was a jet engine mechanic.  I was deployed on the USS George Washington in the Persian Gulf for 7 months.  During my deployment we went to a few different countries.  I have been to: Suda Bay, Crete , Dubai of the United Arab Emirantes, and I have been to Naples and Rome, Italy.  I have climbed Mt. Versuvius and been to Vatican City. 

    I am taking this course to better help me understand why the Vietnam War took place and why we sent a lot of our soldiers over there only to come back tainted.  I say tainted because I work for Lane County Veteran Services and see first hand how the war affected many of our soldiers lives not just then, but now.  I would say that is my only relationship to the Vietnam conflict. 

     Americans should have learned from the Vietnam conflict to not fight other countries' wars for them.  If we fight other countries' wars for them the cost outweighs the gain of political power.  Today we still have not learned this.  We are fighting a war that should not have been our fight only to loose many of our soldiers. 

    Out of the stories told by soldiers and a playmate of the Vietnam War I enjoyed reading Bernard Trainor's.  His story caught my attention because it reminded me of when I was in high school and how much I wanted to get into the military.  His story stands out from among the others because he talks about his struggle to maintain his position in the Corps because of his lack of aggression.  Then his troops messing around, by dumb luck found a tunnel that led to the discovery of important records of VietCong soldiers and political power.  Also revealing that the mayor of Danang was a double agent.  These stories intrest me in a way just like an Indiana Jones flick. 

    I believe that all these stories are true to some aspect.  I learned while in the military and working with veterans that there are things you remember well and things you choose not to remember.  All of these stories are memorable events that took place in their lives and I didn't find much reason why someone would want to forget the event.  As time goes by the stories told by people tend to change, but the main structure of the story stays the same; meaning that details may be forgotten or changed to spice it up. Does that make the story less credible?  I would say no.  I would though say the dates of the events that took place are less credible due to the time that has passed.  Overall I would say that all these stories are objective because events like those told have lots of feeling that you could not keep out of the storie which makes it more interesting. 


Feedback:


Michelle Toney  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 02:45 AM

23

Michelle,

Excellent job.

The only constructive criticism I’d give is that when you say “Who am I to say this didn't happen the way they say it did”, you are selling yourself a bit short.  All students should analyze what they read.  Your personal turnabout on Tran Thi Gung’s story is a start.  You mention arrogance.  Don’t you still think that accounts for some subjectivity in her story?  Are all of these accounts to be believed 100%?  I sure don’t think so.

My name is Michelle Toney.  I am a full time student here at Lane, and I also work full time as a certified optician at PeaceHealth Optical.  I am a biology major with plans to continue on to graduate school to become an optometrist.  My husband, John, and I have been married for 8 years and we have two beautiful children, Gage (10) and Chloe (7). 

I chose to take this course because I know very little about the Vietnam War.  I was born in 1976, so the war was over.  None of my history classes in high school covered Vietnam.  With our current war in Iraq I’ve heard many references that there are many parallels between the two wars.  I don’t know much about Vietnam and I wanted to find out more.  I also need a history course to fulfill my general education requirements so I thought this would be a great opportunity to learn about this important part of our history. wink

I don't have a close relationship to anyone that was in Vietnam, however my husband often talks about how his father did 3 tours as a mechanic with the Navy but not with much detail because his father doesn’t like to talk about it.  My father wasn't drafted because he was in college.  A good friend of mine was able to get out of his draft because he was defending his world-class championship title in artistic roller-skating.  Now that I have been carting around my Vietnam book, people are starting to share their stories of how they were lucky not to have served.  So maybe I will discover someone that did and get the opportunity to hear his or her story.

We are engaged in another unpopular war with many protestors much like the Vietnam conflict.  So I feel we do have similar problems in our contemporary society.  We have had a few conscientious objectors who are enlisted in the military but refuse to go to war because of their personal beliefs.  Those who are protesting are "attacking" the politicians instead of turning on our troops.  I feel that American’s are demonstrating today that they have learned from the Vietnam era to support our troops, regardless of their feelings toward whatever political conflict our country is engaged in.

In Part 1 of the Patriots book Dang Vu Hiep's account caught my attention and wrapped me into the book by pulling my emotions of being proud of our country into my reading.  He apologizes for recalling the lyrics of "The Cassava Offensive" song but after reciting the lyrics says that his years in Central Highlands was the high point of his life.  I feel he apologized out of respect to the interviewer but he was very proud of his ambushing and outsmarting the Americans. 

The speaker that stands out the most to me was George Watkins.  I found myself tearing up while I was reading his story.  I had an image of him in my mind like I was sitting there with him.  He didn't know much about Vietnam when he was drafted and it sounds like the military didn't really inform them of what they were doing once they got there.  He endured such a life changing injury for nothing.  I think he doesn't have bitterness because so much time has gone by and he's forgotten.  This is his life now.  It can't be changed, he had to accept his disabilities and try to move on with his life, but he definitely sounds like he has remorse and sadness for what happened to him and those that he killed or disabled. 

The patriot stories that I've read so far sound very believable but that they could be suffering from too much subjectivity.  There could be some elaboration involved because of all the time that has passed.  I found Tran Thi Gung to be arrogant at first but then I realized it was more resentment than arrogance.  When she said in last paragraph "...if I went to America and killed people there, I would feel very sorry and guilty.  Since the Americans came to my country, I don't feel guilty."  Wow!  That comment made me change my attitude toward her, she was defending her home! 

As for their credibility...  Who am I to say this didn't happen the way they say it did.  I was taught absolutely nothing about this war growing up.  Why?  I think it was shoved under the carpet out of embarrassment for losing; the high number of casualties and the way most Americans treated our troops when they came home.           


Feedback:


Morgan Hockema  Last edited: Saturday, 7 April 2007, 01:35 AM

21

Morgan,

Fine job with the first parts, but the “summation” of each of the stories, just to answer questions 7 and 8 (see notes) was not necessary.   (As a matter of fact, you were the only student to attempt to answer them the way you did.) As a result, you didn’t get to the depth of analysis that I was looking for.  Re-read those last two questions.

Also, some spelling/grammar mistakes detracted from the readability of your paper.

I am a 23 year old mom of a three-year-old boy Lucas who keeps every moment a busy one.  We are pregnant with our second child, a girl, and she is due in August.  I am an Oregon native, so living in Northern California for the last six months makes me crave the peace and woods of Oregon.  My fiance and I have been taking classes together for a long time.  We went to Lane for 2 years and then transferred to Missouri for a year of school.  We realized we were too far away from our families and came home to finally settle in Humboldt county.  I am taking this class to fullfill my last requirement for my AAOT.  I am very interested in history so I thought this might be a class I could learn from and enjoy, which is crucial to keep yourself motivated with online classes.  I don't have much connection to the Vietnam war because it was well before my time and I don't have any relatives that I know of who fought in it. 

I think that Americans, as well as anyone fighting a war, should hopefully have learned to think before they act and not shortchange the enemy's intelligence.  Each side of the war had very smart people planning and staging ambushes, and I think both the North and South Vietnamese didn't realize what they were fully up against.  I think the Vietnam war was a poor government decision that affected thousands of people's lives.  I think we have exactly the same issues in society today.  We are in a war, which I feel is totally unneccessary and is not accomplishing anything.  The people who live in these countries are not sure they want us there, even the ones America is supporting.  Like most of the people who lived through Vietnam, I am also hoping the war ends soon.

I think I have two stories that equally stole my attention.  The first was of Tran Thi Gung, the woman who fought for North Vietnam at the age of seventeen.  Her bravery and spirit was huge, even though the author emphasized how tiny her actual proportions were.  She was such a badass that she received the title "Valiant Destroyer of American Infantrymen."  At the end of her story she says, "..I never felt guilty about the killing I did.  It was war...But if I went to America and killed people there, I would feel very sorry and guilty.  Since the Americans came to my country, I don't feel guilty." (Patriots, pg 19)  I can definitely see where she is coming from.  They came to her hometurf and pointed guns at her, what else was she supposed to do rather than fire back?  This tiny woman has done so many things that women were not heard of doing as much back in her day.  She wanted to seek vengence for her fathers death as well as liberate her country, so she went out and did something about it rather than relying on others to do it for her. 

The second story was of George Watkins, the man who lost both of his legs at the pelvis from a land mine.  This man fought against North Vietnam and yet admired them also.  Many places were burned down and the people would return and begin again.  His most powerful words to me were "They had to be some good people to withstand all that.  They come right back to nothing and start over.They's some of the most determined people I've ever run into.  They did what they had to do." (Patriots, pg 23)  George did not seem a bitter man as the previous story of Ta Quang Thinh who broke his spine.  George seems to have deep feelings for that time in his life but they don't seem sharp or condescending.  He is like a lot of other people who asked the question, "why?"  

I am going to sum up the last questions all kinda together for each of the stories because that will make the most sense to me, and that is good.  The first story of Bernard Trainor seemed believeable enough, although when he went into the war he had a lot of narrow assumptions of Communism and all that it entailed.  He admits to that also when he talks of going back after leave.  He saw that they were fighting for their country and what they believed in and it was no longer just a  "Communist expansion".  Bernard has a lot of credibility to me because he was in the midst of it.  He went into the war, and learned a lot of things, both great and horrible.  He is rather factual about the events he faced, but he does have a fair share of subjectivity involved.

Dang Vu Hiep, who spent ten years in the Central Highlands of Vietnam I would say is extemely credible.  After ten years he was someone who had the art of war down to a T.  He had a big distrust for South Vietnam and the American troops.  He knew that the American air strikes were planned, no matter who put a bunch of balogna into his head.  He knew that it would have taken much longer to assemble an air raid than the few hours it took proceding the American's defeat.  Although a lot of time has passed Dang Vu seems still rather witty, he even remember the song about cassava!

Roger Donlon mostly got my gut by explaining how people died and what important events had happened to them (one running on stumps of legs until he died and the other finding out he was having twins prior to the battle)  He seems to have a rather keen memory of his time in Vietnam, and I don't get a lot of opinion in his story as I have in some of the others.

Then comes Tran Thi Gung, the North Vietnam female guerrilla warrior.  She is very believeable, but I personally cannot imagine being stuck in a tunnel for seven days!  And then to realize all of the exits were blocked, AHHHH!!  She obviously had strong feelings of hate for the South Vietnamese, but her story did not have any negative tones or opinions.  She felt her killing was justified and I think I can agree with her.  She wanted her country to be able to live freely and be done with the fighting so that they could be successful, who doesn't want that?

In the third chapter, I couldn't help but pity these men, they suffered so much.  Ta Quang Thinh had his spine broken when his building was bombed, paralyzing him from the mid back down.  He was away from his family for six years, and finally returned as a cripple.  I am sure he sometimes thought he would rather be gone than suffer as he had.  His wife from before the war visits him once a year, so it is obvious that for some people their lives were never the same after Vietnam.  He is a very sad man, and I think that the next guy and him should have met so that he could have given Ta Quang some of his positive vibes. 

George Watkins lost his legs AND sight in Vietnam and still seems to possess a thirst for life that the previous man was void of.  But can you blame the paralyzed man for holding in so much subjectivity?  I am not sure how I would react to either situation these men were in, but I can see that both roads are possible. 

Pran Xuan Sinh simply lost his right foot from a land mine, so he was very lucky.  He seems like a total peace-lovin hippy and I think those qualities can sometimes open you up to your life experiences.  He did not want to fight with these people, he wanted peace and could not believe how much hate for the South and the US the North possessed.  He is too laid back to have much subjectivity, but he is just as credible and believeable as the rest of the people in this book so far.  

Jo Collins story made me laugh I must say.  She seemed to put off the idea that she was rather uneducated, which back in those days may have been appealing.  I thought it was comical that she was worried about her wardrobe.  If I was going to a country at war, I would simply want to know if I got to have a gun for protection or what, forget about what I was going to wear!  I guess I really didn't take her seriously because she really wasn't in deep as the rest of the people I have read of, so I have to say she is less credible, as is the last story of Deirdre English.  She helped create the National Student Strike to oppose the war and she needed a lot of guts to go to schools and encourage people to walk out.  Even though she wasn't over in Vietnam, I am glad she was doing what she could here in the US.

Overall, I really like the Patriots book so far.  The stories are short and full of interesting things.  I enjoyed reading how North Vietnam had to learn the tactics of fighting huge helicopters rather than men, and even some of the sadness is good to learn about because it makes it so much more intimate and close to you.  It helps you really understand and sympathize with both our troops and the enemy.


Feedback:


Rebecca Merrigan  Last edited: Friday, 6 April 2007, 11:34 PM

15

Rebecca,

Good so far.

Numerous spelling/grammar mistakes detracted from the readability of your paper.

Hello! My name is Rebecca Merrigan, I am 19 years old and am excited to be taking this class. I chose this particular class for several reasons. I have never taken an online class before and because I am six months pregnant and I work almost full time,I thought that it might be easier than transporting myself to campus every other day. I am interested in history, espically war history. In highschool I took an AP US History class and really enjoyed it. Out of all the online course options, this one interested me the most.  

I don't have a direct connection with this war, none of my family fought in it. In directly, this war impacts my life because it has shaped and changed American Society. I havn't completed the reading or video but based on my own knowlege of this war I can think of a few lessons America should have learned. First off, this should have tought the American public the tradgity that can happen in a war where there are to many unknown factors. There were so many unnessairy deaths of civilians and soldiers. We went into this war at a disadvantage. We were fighting an enemy that was almost impossible to distinguish from civilians. We couldn't distinguish our enemy from the normal villager and that resulted in a lot of innocent bloodshed and animosity towards our soldiers. Secondly, the vietcon clearly had the advantage when it came to the terrain. We were fighting in their backyard. They knew the territory, not us. WW2 was really our first exposure to jungel warfare and they were the experts, not us.

This can be compared to our current situation in the mideast. Were over there fighting an "invisable enemy" in a territory unfamiliar to us. The technology may have changed but the lesson remains the same. In Vietnam we had the superior weapons too but we lost in the end. I'm not saying thats how its gonna go down today, I'm just saying that we need to be carefull not to repeat the same mistakes in these similar situations.

 As for the second part of the journal entry, I am still waiting for amazon to send me my books. I ordered them on tuesday so it doesn't look like they will arive in time for the deadline tomarrow. Too bad for me because now I will be behind. But I do have the videos and have watched the first one. Very interesting...if not slightly depressing.


Feedback:


Tammie Vieth  Last edited: Friday, 6 April 2007, 08:06 PM

18

Tammie,

Terrific start.  Unfortunately, your paper does not address questions 7 and 8 at all. (see notes)

Hello Mr. Escobar,

    My name is Tammie Vieth and this is my third term at Lane. In August I moved to Eugene, OR from Hawaii. ( I know..I REALLY was crazy). In actuality I had a bad case of island fever and I wanted to experience that mainland. However after only 8 months I am packing my belonging to move back to Hawaii. The last three terms have been thought provoking, mentally stimulating and very enjoyable. I am very pleased to have been able to experience Lane. However I have just recently been accepted to the University of Hawaii and will be moving in the next two week. This being the reason I am taking all online classes. I chose this class because I'm not very familiar with the history behind the Vietnam War. I've been told that the war in Iraq has many similarities to the Vietnam War, however I've never been able to express my opinion on the topic because of my lack of understand of the history of the Vietnam War. This is what has driven me to take this course. With the knowledge that I presently have concerning the Vietnam War I feel that over all America should have learned not to commit to war if of country as a whole, was going into it half heartedly. When a nation is split with controversy over a war, we then cannot unite and battle the war in which the purpose and outcome isn't well defined. Without unity we have nothing.

I think we do have similar problems within our contemporary society. It seems that our nation, at this time in war, is scattered and the provisions of the outcome of this war seem to be foggy, just as the Vietnam War.

Part 2

I found the first chapter in Patriots by Christian Appy to be very intriguing as well as heartbreaking. The stories explained perspectives from all sides of the war. These people's accounts are very powerful. The experiences they described are filled with emotion because they actually experienced the war first hand. I think that all of the stories have equal credibility because these people are speaking of their experience and perspective of the Vietnam War.  Even though decades have passed after the Vietnam War, these experiences have not left these patriots memories.  War is a very traumatically experience.  To some of these patriots, memories of The Vietnam War occur in their dreams, these flash backs haunting them even when they escape from reality, their past is still present.

I found that all the accounts stood out in their own unique way. Every persons story held a different a diverse view on the war. However I was especially taken away by the account of Tran Thi Gung. My first reaction to Tran Thi Gung story was disbelief on how shameless she was to talk about killing American soldiers. Seeing that she was the first women that I encountered in the book, I was taken away by her words. She spoke with a undeniable hatred of the enemy. Her hatred can be seen in the following quote:

 "A soon as I started to fire, I killed an American. After he fell, some of his friends came rushing to his aid. They held his body and cried. They cried a lot. This made them sitting ducks. Very easy to shoot. From then on we knew that if we just shot one American soldier others would rush to him and then we would shoot many more." - Patriots

After reading this chilling quote I thought to myself in disbelief. I couldn’t comprehend how someone could speak with so little empathy in regards to human life. However after I read her story I put her account into perspective.

I did this by thinking about it this way....I suppose if the United States was invaded by a foreign country and the invading forces allies killed my father, friends, and invaded my freedom, I too, would want to fight for the cause that my father so passionately believed in before he was killed.

After putting her perspective into focus I then understood her stand point. She was fighting for what she believed in. She was defending her country and in her eyes, fighting for the better good of her homeland, Vietnam. 


Feedback:


Joseph Schmidt  Last edited: Friday, 6 April 2007, 05:11 PM

21

Joseph,

This class should be very interesting for you.  Thanks for your thoughts. The only thing lacking in this first assignment is a depth of analysis of the 7th and 8th questions (see notes), which centered on the trustworthiness and subjectivity of the accounts.  You simply say “They are reliable as recollections” which is not exactly what I asked, but what could be a VERY interesting discussion.

I was born and raised in the mid-west, South Dakota to be exact. I joined the Army at 17 and retired a year ago at 37. I am taking this course because it meets a requirement and more importantly the subject interests me. After last term, I need to take classes that are interesting to me. Before joining the Army, I read a lot of books on the Vietnam War; that and my service are my only links. I guess I romanticized the war, as any teen or young adult does; thinking they are the warrior-stud that could have made a difference. After being in the Army for a year though, I did not read another book on the subject until this course. Realization that you are not the answer conpounded with an education in what the military world truly is will erase adolescent 'romantic' ideas. I would hope that Americans; especially politicians, would have learned to leave the fighting to generals and to give them everything they need for victory. It proved us well in Iraq; part one, but seems to have been a forgotten in Afghanistan and Iraq part two. Our intentions in all cases may have been in the right place, but the planning and execution...not to mention our understanding of the indigenous populations seems to have been pitifully lacking.

To me all of the speakers stand out in Part one and further in Part two. It is not the glossed over stuff found in some history books, but true recollections of the people that were there...both sides. They are reliable as recollections, and I believe they are what the speakers believe to be true with a credibility that can only be earned from being there. I’m sure the majority of it is factual, as Appy supplies excerpts to tell you of the historical facts. The speaker that stands out to me not only for what he did, but how I can relate to it, is Roger Donlon. As he describes his experiences, he tells you why soldiers do what they do. We are not in it for the money or fame (a weak attempt at a joke), that’s for sure. We’re not blood-thirsty murderers; we do it for our comrades, our ‘brothers’. That closeness gets you through a lot of crap, you don’t want to let your soldiers down, so you try harder. No job in the civilian world is like it. Believe me, after retiring it is difficult, I have not been to combat, but when you lose that closeness it leaves you with a great feeling of being alone. Now put the reception that most Vietnam Vets got upon coming back to the ‘world’. People ask "how can you do those things", but he did what he had to do to survive and to help his fellow soldiers survive. I truly respect and admire each and every one for surviving all they went through. In part, I guess I hope to learn a bit more in this course.


Feedback:


Ronda Wilson  Last edited: Friday, 6 April 2007, 02:04 PM

19

Ronda,

The main thing lacking in this first assignment is a depth of analysis of questions 7 and 8 (see notes), which centered on the trustworthiness and subjectivity of the accounts. You simply say “I totally believe” her story.  Yes, it is surprising/graphic/compelling, but is there anything else to it?  That alone does not make it historical truth.

Part 1

I started college again after I decided that Corporate America isn't for me.  I want to be in an environment that is positive and decided nobody else is going to make that change for me so here I am.  I am 33, married with a 2 year-old and am working towards becoming a first grade teacher. 

I wanted to take this course because I really don't know much about the entire subject.  All I know of the Vietnam War is what I have seen in movies and that's it.  I don't even think we covered this subject when I was in high school!  I do not know a person or family that had a family member involved in the war so I have no direct  relationship in that manner.  I would have hoped the lessons learned would have been to not punish the soldiers who were there.  From what little I do know was that the soldiers returning from Vietnam were treated poorly to say the least.  I think now, when soldiers come home from the Iraq conflict they receive a hero's welcome, but on the other hand, the conditions of the VA hospitals is in direct conflict of how well we treat them.

Part 2

I liked the story by Tran Thi Gung the most.  It is the one that I keep thinking about, the one story that lingers in my mind.  As I read about her, a young girl to have your father murdered and then have to retrieve his body... how could you not have complete and utter hatred for the "puppets"?  I totally believe her story and how she recounts it makes me visualize this dark dirty underworld of tunnels they lived in for so long.  I think she was very honest and blatant about her feelings; how she wasn't upset about picking off soldiers as they were in her country but she would be upset about coming to the US and killing as it is not her land.  That statement just sticks with me and makes me look at the current situation of the US in Iraq and all of the insurgent soldiers...


Feedback:


Christian Ward  Last edited: Friday, 6 April 2007, 12:29 PM

19

Christian,

Coming from Southern California myself, I am in complete agreement with you about leaving it.

Overall, you paper was good, but I am a bit confused on your analysis of the accounts in Appy’s book (questions 7 and 8, see notes).  You write “absorb it all with a grain of salt” which, to me, admits that they may have some problems with credibility (good), but then you write, “I feel I have no place to judge what these people have been through.”  I certainly did not ask you to do that.  Then, when you write “I feel that they are totally credible because they were there.”, you simply repeat what I wrote in my directions and seem to abandon a better analysis.

My name is Christian Ward and I'm twenty seven years old.  I moved to Eugene Or. about five years ago from Southern California.  I decided to come north to try and escape the traffic jams, high rent and dog un-friendly land lords.  I like to get out of town and into the woods as much as I can and if I can't get out of town I play soccer.  I'm a cook by trade (I cook at Iraila Mediterranean rustica) and professional student. 

I'm in this course because I'm interested in history, any kind of history.  I think the history of Vietnam is important to understand because I feel the world hasn't quite learned from that experience.  To me it seems The United States entered a kind of vicious cycle of violence and had the chance to exit that cycle but didn't after the Vietnam tragedy.

I feel a relationship to the Vietnam tragedy because my mother is from the Philippines.  I guess I feel involved as a product of colonialism.  My father was a Marine from Delaware and my Mother is from the Philippines, I just kind of feel like the byproduct of the Super Powers of the world and their affects on smaller countries in Asia.  While starting to read Karnows book I was flipping through the pictures and came across a picture of some "Amerasian" street kids and was surprised to learn that the communists shunned these racially mixed children pushing them into lives on the streets as beggars or peddlers.

Yes! we are still dealing with the same issues.  I can't help but see our current war in the middle east as just another Vietnam tragedy where innocent people are being ground up in the superficial fight over control of the world by the powerful.  So yes, we're still at it.  We haven't learned to just simply let people be and live off of what we have in our own borders.

Part 2

The speaker that stood out to me the most was Tran Thi Gung (Ginger) on page 15.  She was a young Vietcong guerilla who had participated in more fights "than she could possibly remember."  She stood out to me because of what she had been through and how normal it seemed to her, she seemed righteous in her cause because what could she do, the biggest super power in the world was invading her country!  She was 17!  She killed more people than she could remember at seventeen, stuck in a tunnel with just some grains of rice for seven days.  She was just a little girl to me but made to grow up instantly.  This stood out to me because no seventeen year old girl in the U.S. could be put through that and survive, because we have no Idea what it's like to be on the other side of a super power trying to impose its ideas on our country.  Since I've been alive, our country has always had the most nuclear bombs.

As I read these stories in Appy's book I keep in mind each person's personal experience and absorb it all with a grain of salt.  How can I tell a crippled American vet he was a baby killer.  Or tell a member of the Viet Cong to have used peaceful resistance against their oppressors.  I feel I have no place to judge what these people have been through.  I feel that they are totally credible because they were there.  Of coarse each is an individual under their own special circumstances so I just have to read and listen. 

As far as time passing and the accounts becoming muddled, I find it hard to believe that a person can forget killing another human or being trapped in a tunnel for seven days with no light.

.


Feedback:


Mark Whitcomb II  Last edited: Thursday, 5 April 2007, 03:59 PM

22

Mark

You wrote “It is all to easy for us to sit in judgment of those who fought in the conflict” …  I certainly did not ask you to do that.  

I’m glad you continued on for a much better analysis.

My name is Mark Whitcomb. I am 27 years old and live in Eugene. I have been attending Lane Community College since Fall 2005 and my major is Political Science/Economics.

I am taking this course because frequently in the media I hear references to the occupation of Iraq being much like the conflict in Vietnam. Frankly I do not know much about the conflict in Vietnam other than the very brief discussion about Vietnam that I remember from High School. I don’t have any personal relationship to the Vietnam conflict given that it was over before I was born and to my knowledge no one in my family served in the military during the Vietnam conflict.

A lesson that Americans should have learned as a result of the conflict in Vietnam is that no nation can impose a form of government on another and expect the people to willingly accept it. From what little knowledge I have of the Vietnam conflict the American government was attempting to impose a government that favored capitalism (verses communism). In addition, an important lesson that American’s might take note of is that using force to bring about peace is an oxymoron.  I think that this is an important lesson that the current administration in Washington, DC should remember.

 The story that has caught my attention the most thus far is that by Tran Thi Gung on P. 15-19.  The passion with which she describes fighting for her country and the eloquence she had when describing attending a Funeral Mass for herself was very intense.  Though I consider myself a pacifist and opposed to violence and war in general I was moved by her commitment to defend her nation.

The speakers that I have read so far seem very credible. After all, they were there! It is all to easy for us t o sit in judgment of those who fought in the conflict but they were actually involved in the fighting. I feel that this gives them much more credibility. What amazes me thus far is that when the Vietnamese are sharing their stories they seem to be doing it with a great sense of pride. This is contrary to the Americans who I sense have a sense of regret.

I think that perhaps there might be too much subjectivity only given that at the time that these stories were documented the outcome of the conflict was known.  The Americans failed in their objective of preventing Ho Chi Minh's forces from conquering South Vietnam.  Thus, the American's are more than likely disappointed on some level and of course the people writing from the perspective of the Vietnamese have reason to gloat in a sense given that they realized their goals.

Overall though, I am thrilled to have the opportunity thus far to see this conflict from the perspective of people who experienced it from both sides.


Feedback:


Andrea McNurlin  Last edited: Thursday, 5 April 2007, 12:02 AM

20

Andrea,

Fine job with a couple suggestions for improvement.

You write, “While everyone experienced it differently, and from different aspects, it truly is the same story.”  This statement definitely needs a better, more detailed explanation.

In your last paragraph, you wrote “It seemed to me that they were relating horrific events, but had detached themselves from them so much that they were able to just say "yeah, I killed people" without any emotion, which I found a bit disturbing.”   This would be a good example of the depth you could have discussed when addressing the truthfulness and objectivity questions I asked.  (7 & 8, see notes)

My name is Andrea McNurlin, I'm a 19 year old student at LCC. This is my first year in college, though I took a few online classes through LCC during my junior and senior years of high school.  I enjoy doing online courses because it allows me to work easily around my schedule, which is a bit hectic now because I've recently moved out on my own, and have been painting and furnishing my house.  I also like them because I enjoy the self motivation that is necessary for getting things done.

I joined this course primarily to fill requirements, but after reading about it I'm looking forward to the books and videos and learning all about the Vietnam War.  I've never really studied it before, I have however read "The Things They Carried" by Tim O'Brien, and I feel like it's a very important historical event, not just because of why it happened, but also because of the cultural revolution it was surrounded by.

I don't personally have a relationship with the conflict, several family members were drafted, but do to extenuating circumstances neither went.  Looking back on the situation, and from what little I've read and heard, one of the biggest things America should have learned is to think long and hard, and examine the situation fully before entering a war.  The stakes are much too high to rush into anything. Also, quite obviously, public opinion and support is key - in order for anyone to fight, they must feel there is a reason, upsetting morale will do nothing for the cause.   I'm sure many people will compare the Vietnam War with what is currently going on in Iraq, and while there are many obvious differences, I do feel that many of the lessons learned during Vietnam could, and should, be applied to our current situation.  I think that in both wars our leaders needed to step back and look at what the fight was really about.  The Iraq war seems to have a disconnect between popular/public opinion and what's actually happening, and that's something that we should have learned doesn't work well from the experience of Vietnam.

As far as the book goes, it's definitely opening my eyes, and it's hard to read just one part at a time.  I'm eager to read more.  At first upon reading I figured that the stories relayed would have lost something in the translation, or have pieces missing from so much time passing, but now I realize that is certainly not the case.  While everyone experienced it differently, and from different aspects, it truly is the same story.  I think many people who were involved and experienced a dislike for the opposition would be surprised to see that they all felt the same things.  So while time has passed, and human emotion and experience does get in the way, I st ill find what the speakers are saying to be highly credible.  When you get into such an intense and life changing moment, as much as you would like to forget it, you are doomed to remember.  I think this happens in an effort to help us learn from our past experiences and mistakes.

While many of the stories had an impact, some had a lack of emotion that made their points hard for me to react and respond to.  It seemed to me that they were relating horrific events, but had detached themselves from them so much that they were able to just say "yeah, I killed people" without any emotion, which I found a bit disturbing.  But both  Ta Quang Thinh (p. 20-21) and George Watkins (p. 21-25) from the section "Paying the Price" put their stories in such a way that I could find a way to relate, without having any personal experience that is similar.  Both men lost things that are irreplaceable, their ability to walk, a wife, and the ability to see, and they can no longer find the reason for it.  The war was a situation that they were forced into, and they were trained to react without questioning in order to survive.  They were both deeply wounded, physically and emotionally, from the things they experienced, and saw things that no one should ever have to.  They are haunted by things they will never be able to forget, and never want to remember.  I think the fact that they were just normal people pulled into something that they ultimately paid a grave price for, and that they were able to relate their stories with both facts and emotion helped them stand out above the rest for me.


Feedback:


Sharon Wurtz  Last edited: Wednesday, 4 April 2007, 10:37 AM

10

Sharon,

Your response (165 words) was much too brief to earn a decent grade for a week’s worth of work.  I don’t see real answers to questions 4-8 (see notes)

You claimed that since he (Trainor) was there, that makes him credible completely lacks any analysis.  Nixon said “I am not a crook” and Clinton said “I did not have relations”.  They were there also.

Iam a full-time LCC student, mother of five. I have unresovled issues with the Vietnam war, see I was born in the 60's, so by the end of the war I can remember some things, that I really wasn't old enough to understand, I believe this course will help with that, I also love history.  I think the people should have learned that war "in my opinion", is mostly about  the fact that We have always been known as a " Great Peace Keeping Nation with Power. Americans opposed war in great numbers then and now. That is one of the things I do remember the opposion from the americans.            Bernard Trainor stood out to me, I believe he was reliable, and his story and long time experience makes him believable. I think if you were there and lived to tell a story, it makes it takes on more credibilitity.  Too much time will never pass and not much will be forgotten for these soldiers.       


Feedback:


Paul Rasmussen  Last edited: Tuesday, 3 April 2007, 09:04 AM

21

Paul,

Fine job on first assignment, but next time, stick to picking out the single story that I asked for.  As a result, you spent time on 3 different stories, and less space on the depth of analysis needed for the 7th and 8th questions (see notes), which centered on the trustworthiness and subjectivity of the accounts.  About Watkins, you wrote “I can't believe that he claims to have no bitterness about his situation” only later to write all of the accounts “I would have to say that these speakers were very credible.”  This is a bit contradictory.  You also mention the “emotion” involved.  I’ve often found that adding emotion to something makes is stray farther from the historical truth.  You?

Hi there, my name is Paul Rasmussen. I just recently moved to Eugene to be closer to my girlfriend who is a student at U of O.  I am generally a dilligent student and have taken an online class before so I hope you will be pleased with my performance this term. I am taking 13 credits, all online, so hopefully I can keep on top of it and get some good grades.

    I am taking this course because I have always been a bit curious about the Vietnam conflict.  I really have no connection to the conflict, but am still very interested in the details of it.  I honestly know next to nothing about the war itself at this point-just what I have seen from movies, and I'm not sure what lessons Americans should have learned from it.  I suppose that Americans should have learned that life isn't always fair and sometimes you find yourself wound up in a situation that doesn't benefit you directly.  In contemporary society, we have a similar situation in Iraq (minus the draft aspect of it).  From what I've heard, there was a lot of extrememly cruel, racist behavior in Vietnam during the conflict, particularly from our side.  Americans should also have learned that behavior such as that is not the best way to win a war.  It just poisons the world we live in with it's ignorance.

    I just got done reading part 1 in the Patriots book and I really got a better feeling for what it must have been like to fight in Vietnam.  The story that stood out in my mind was the one told by Roger Donlon, the first American to receive the medal of honor in VIetnam.  His story was very detailed and it almost painted a picture in my mind of the attack on his village.  I had no idea that so many of the south Vietnamese were traitors.  Donlon said that a third of his outer perimeter turned against them.  It must really suck to be unexpectedly ambushed and on top of it, have to fight a bunch of guys you thought were on your side.  It would just add insult to injury.  I admire Roger for his valiant effort that day and all the lives he saved. 

    It was also strange to read from the people who fought for the Viet Cong forces against us, particularly the woman (Tran Thi Gung).  It was actually heartbreaking to read her story, because she spoke so casually and guilt-free about killing many American troops.  I understand she believed was she was fighting for and her country was invaded, but it still troubled me to read her acccount. 

    It was also depressing to read about George Watkins, the American grunt who lost his legs and eyes from a mine.  He spoke like a very uneducated person, and you could tell he was just a guy living a normal life with his family until he got drafted.  I can't believe that he claims to have no bitterness about his situation.  His life was destroyed by a conflict that he was never interested in being a part of.  It was basically stolen from him and he just lives on, blind an unable to walk.   He aslo  seems to share the same philosophy of many others in his situation- "why did all these people die?"  How very sad it must be to be so unfortunate and not even understand the situation.

    I would have to say that these speakers were very credible.  They have very detailed, emotional accounts of what happened and I think that no matter how much time passes in their lives, the years of the war will always remain prominent in their minds.  How could you possibly let experiences like watching people die and shooting hordes of strangers slip from your mind?  I imagine that such experiences remain crystal clear in your memories until the day you die. 

    When I picked up the patriots book to read part 1, I didn't think I would enjoy it or be touched by it in the least.  I was wrong...


Feedback:


Robert Meador  Last edited: Tuesday, 3 April 2007, 03:46 AM

20

Robert,

I would have liked a bit more on your analysis of the credibility questions paragraph.  You touched on some important issues, but then failed to explain them well.

 For example, you wrote, “I believe that the accounts of the Vietnam War told by the people who experienced it are about as reliable, credible, trustworthy, and believable a source as we'll ever have.”  Actually no.  If I heard two different people give a similar account of the same historical event, that would be MUCH better.

You wrote, “ and I certainly wouldn't trust the government's account of a war” except who has the actual battle plans and field orders.  Today, some Americans believe Hollywood actors know more about what is going on than the government/military does.

Finally, you wrote “Certainly the people telling their stories are subject to exaggerations and biases but even if only a fraction of what they say is true, …”  You should go with this idea about exaggerations.  Did you see any in Tran Thi Gung’s story?  And how do we determine what the “fractions” of the truth are?

Hello, my name's Robert Meador. I'm a returning student to LCC. I'm working towards my AAOT. I should have it in a couple terms. I'm taking this course because it interested me more than my other options and also I work nights so online classes are very convenient.

I don't really have any close personal ties to the Vietnam War beyond those associated with any American, being part of our history. None of my family members that I've ever met were in Vietnam but I know plenty of people that were very concerned when the draft came about.

I think Americans should have learned from the Vietnam War to not fight a war unless there was a clear, obtainable and justifiable objective. I believe that with the war on Iraq our society is facing  a similar issue today. I personally feel that we can't "win" the war in Iraq and that we never should have gone there in the first place. 

As far as the reading goes, I think the story that Tran Thi Gung tells stuck out the most for me. It's unusual to hear of women fighting in wars. It sounds like she was quite the soldier and had killed many people. I also found it very interesting that they held a "death ceremony" for her before she was even dead, and that she attended it. I had never heard of a culture doing such a thing. I can't imagine attending my own funeral.

I believe that the accounts of the Vietnam War told by the people who experienced it are about as reliable, credible, trustworthy, and believable a source as we'll ever have. It's hard to trust the media (although back then the media was different) and I certainly wouldn't trust the government's account of a war. Certainly the people telling their stories are subject to exaggerations and biases but even if only a fraction of what they say is true, it's indisputable that what took place during the Vietnam War was horrific. I believe that by listening to the stories we have from the people who experienced the Vietnam war are as close anyone today can get to understanding what took place there and what the soldiers went through.


Feedback:


Peter Browning

No entry


Ken Starke

No entry


Sarah Sperry

No entry


Tiffany Parrett

No entry


Lindsay Brown

No entry


Ryan Bailey

No entry


Jacqueline Heady

No entry


Christina Morgan

No entry


Toni Stormont

No entry


David Stich

No entry


William Rigole

No entry
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