Episode 12-13 Forum

Question 2

by Joe Escobar - Friday, 9 March 2007, 10:49 AM


2. How have Americans memorialized/remembered/forgotten the Vietnam War, and what do these reveal about changing American attitudes to the conflict?
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Re: Question 2

by Layla Yarr - Tuesday, 13 March 2007, 06:29 PM


For the first decade after the fall of Saigon, America was relieved to not have to deal with the conflict that so polarized and alienated its people.   Returning veterans were looked upon, at best, as poor souls who had endured a cunning enemy in steaming jungles who suffered flashbacks and were forever damaged.  At the other end of the spectrum, they were viewed as demonic baby killers.  In other words, they were stereotyped.  

For soldiers returning to the US after the defeat, there were no parades, no honor guards, no spectacular greetings at the airports.  It was as if the war had never happened.  

In the late 70's and early 80's, Hollywood began to examine the aftermath of the Vietnam tragedy.  Movies like "The Deerhunter" explained how normal American kids could be twisted by a ruthless enemy... and movies like "Coming Home" told us what it was like to be here now, but not really.  Somehow, America realized that these young men and women answered the call, and participated in a politically corrupt war in an altruistic manner, only to be shunned and forgotten by the very people they served.

This attitude caused collective guilt all around.  All of a sudden, it was ‘cool' to be a vet. The baby boomers, like cells dividing, all lined up as to who went to Vietnam and who didn’t.  People had such a wide range of personal excuses and justifications to explain their actions/participation during the war.

During this time, the Vietnam Wall was commissioned and built.  The belated parades and honors began.  The toll on human damage was acknowledged.  The Veterans Administration opened clinics, and the healing began.  The one big attitude change for the majority of Americans was the

separation of the actions of the politicians from the actions of the foot soldiers.  No longer were the soldiers and Marines considered malevolent.  They were doing their job, and surviving….nothing more.   To this day, that is the prevalent message.  

As more time is put between the Vietnam War and the present, those who participated in the war (or the prevention of it) are aging.  Events are slowly being forgotten and that war will become like all the others - a footnote in the pages of history.  Young people today most likely look at that war like the soldiers of Vietnam looked at WW2.  
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Re: Question 2

by Gloria Hendrickson - Tuesday, 13 March 2007, 09:30 PM

Americans have memorialized, remembered and tried to forget the Vietnam War. As a society I don’t think we have tried to forget about Vietnam but I’m guessing that there are individuals who have tried.  I don’t think that the Vietnam War will ever be forgotten. I think that it will always be one of those wars that will always be analyzed by professional and society.

 I think that one of the best things is how society has help veterans come to understand that we do care what happened over there.  The Vietnam Veterans Memorial which is also known as the wall is one of the biggest memorials to date.  I believe that the building of the wall has shown how Americans attitudes have changed towards the conflict. I know that when soldiers came back from the Vietnam they were treated as criminals and they were blamed for the war. They also had a hard time readjusting to being back in society. American’s took their frustration out about how they felt about the war on the soldiers.

 The American attitudes have changed over the last thirty-two years.  Civilians have come to understand that it wasn’t the soldier’s fault they were there. They were just doing what they were ordered to do. Another change you see today is how the people treat soldiers today. The soldiers that come home from the Iraq war get the support that they deserve. They get parades and banners, which none of the Vietnam veterans ever got until years later. I can also tell you that the soldier’s returning from the war still have to jump though paper hoops to have their medical conditions taken care of. I guess some things still need to be changed.
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Re: Question 2

by Grant Gieseke - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 01:20 PM

Americans have tried to forget about the war, the same way anyone tries to discard a negative memory.  One cannot dwell on failure, and mistakes it is no way to be succesful, collectively or individually.  As a nation we have learned something from this war.  I think we learned a lot militarily on what to do to end and win a war quickly and efficiently.  There was a lot of second guessing and tit-for-tat incrementalism in our military and the military as seen in Iraq will go full bore to wipe out the regime in power.

I feel bad for the way troops are treated and I think war veterans should have all their medical expenses taken care of for life, anything less would be uncivilized.  They are the lifeblood of our country and should be treated accordingly.
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Re: Question 2

by Brandi Connole - Tuesday, 13 March 2007, 09:39 PM

  You know, when I was in high school, Vietnam was not mentioned in my history class. None of the more recent wars were mentioned. We learned about things from two centuries ago. Obviously, this is something that the schools (at that time) didn't want to rehash or discuss. In this way, I think we do a huge disservice to our military. It would have been nice to actually have a WW1 or Korean veteran come into class to share their experiences. One way to remember our veterans is to show respect and listen when they are willing to talk about their time spent in the service. My dad was in the Army and he had a tour in Vietnam. I know, when he is talking about something that happened over there, my ears are always perked. It's like a secret war that people try not to think about.

  The "Wall" is way we can memorialize our service men and women. Some day I will make it to Washington DC so I can see this along with the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier. I think, when there is something material that is created for remembering, there really is no way to forget.  I saw the traveling "Wall" several years ago with my dad when it came to town. Gosh, you know, how can you forget when you see something like that. It is very powerful to actually see names of people that came home in body bags. People that served our country. The Tomb of the Unknown Soldier was made before the Vietnam War but I think is also serves as a remarkable reminder of what our country is made of. We remember our military with a tomb that is guarded 24 hours, 7 days a week, rain or shine.

  I think this war was a major wake up call to the American government. I'm not sure if anyone won.  All sides suffered.  I get the impression that the government at that time, thought we were invincible and everyone should bow down to us. The Vietnamese people had a stronger will than we did.  You really have to give them credit for that. Both sides engaged in torture which I think has gotten more heinous with each war. From WW1 and WW2 to the Persian Gulf and now the Iraq War. People can hate with such extreme. As far as American attitude towards the conflict, I can speak for myself and say that I really didn't have an idea of "what" the whole conflict was about. So by taking this class, I'm given more information than I can comprehend with all the secret deals being made and policy changes, etc... I'm thinking of the Vietnamese in a different way (for the most part) than I did before this class. I've tried to think compassionately about what the Vietnamese people have had to go through for so many years. They didn't just have to fight us but the French and Chinese as well. They have probably seen more destruction than peaceful times. My hope is that someday, the world will be able to look more closely at wars of the past before countries are so quick to entangle themselves with another war.
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Re: Question 2

by Amanda Anderson - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 12:16 AM

The Vietnam Memorial Wall was built to help remember the fallen soldiers who lost their life serving our country. When the wall was completed there were ceremonies and parades to commemorate the fallen soldiers finally giving some reconciliation to the soldiers that had served and fallen in the war for their country. The real toll of American casualties had finally hit home and the American people could see the true damage taken during the war. The Veterans had finally been given the opportunity to be treated with the assistance of the government funded clinics and recovery wards. This is the first step of healing that these soldiers had received since the war had ended, but for some it was just too late. By this point the American people had started to comprehend the situation and started to see the damage that was perceived to be done not only by the soldiers but also by the politicians. Before this point not may people had a good understanding as to what really occurred in Vietnam, this lack of knowledge not only came from the government but also the media and news papers. Now the soldiers where not labeled as mass murders but rather as a soldier going to duty and performing the duties given by our government. Even today that message is still held true the vets are hero’s of America not murders of Vietnam. As the years go on and the history books turn to more current activities such as the Gulf War and the situations that arising in Iraq, the Vietnam War will only become another chapter of history in the books of our children just like WW2 did when Vietnam occurred. Our long American population a lot of time looks at the war as a piece of history, just like the young population looked at WW2 during the Vietnam era. Even though the war is now a piece of history thrown into books and movies we should never forget the trauma each and every man and woman received during the war and the years proceeding. These young men and women served our country lost many lives, only to receive defeat not only in Vietnam but in America to, let’s not forget the many years of pain these soldiers had serving our country as we stood behind and watched.                                            
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Re: Question 2

by Gordon Roberts - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 04:59 PM

Most of you know that I am a veteran of the Vietnam War. I cannot divorce myself from that fact, so I shall not attempt to as I transcribe my answer to this question.

The most visible non-human memorial to the sacrifices made by U.S. KIAs (Killed in Action) of the Vietnam war is clearly "The Wall" in Washington, DC. There is no way one can come away from that memorial without deep feelings of grief, guilt, anger or compassion, to name a few of the profound emotive states one may enter after interacting with The Wall.

Yet, this is not, in my opinion, the most visible reminder of the horrors and tragedy of that war. The most visible reminder I see every day are the thousands of Vietnam Veterans on the streets - homeless today. Some live in their cars or vans, others may retreat to shelters or other temporary quarters. We, as a natiuon, have not learned. The sub-standard health "care" given to veterans of the Iraq war is nothing new. I personally know (or knew, as some are now deceased) many vets of my era who are permanently scarred, physically and/or emotionally due to "care" they received at VA medical facilities.

I honestly do not think American attitudes (how does one define "American attitudes??) have changed. We are now "shocked" by what is being revealed about "care" of veterans at Walter Reed Army Medical Center in Washington, DC (home of "The Wall). American seems to, as Gil Scott-Heron so aptly put it in his recording "We Beg Your Pardon America," - look it up on Amazon or elswhere - "America leads the world in shock, but America does not lead the world in deciphering the cause of shock."

This is true today. We will be "shocked" for awhile, but this will pass as we pursue our individual "American Dreams."

And so it goes.
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Re: Question 2

by Julie Listoe - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 06:05 PM

Hi Gordon,

I was very interested to read your forum post, with you being directly involved. Just a few questions out of curiosity if you don't mind... Do you feel that the government's efforts to offer post-war counseling to veterans of the Iraq War is a result of the way Vietnam War veterans were treated? Do you think this practice would have been helpful back then? Do you feel that our country's citizens have a heightened respect for troops today?

Thanks,

Julie
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Re: Question 2

by Arian OsborneNeill - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 07:33 PM


i too have often thought of the homeless vets around. saddened that if they committed a crime, they are ineligable for benefits. and odds are that their crime was the result of non-existant or poor care for their (more than likely) ptsd or drug addictions they acquired in Vietnam. it's despicable. a fellow iraq vet in my husband's therapy group at the va clinic is married to a german woman and she is appalled at how the US treats it soldiers. i often think of that too. the irony of it.
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Re: Question 2

by Gloria Hendrickson - Thursday, 15 March 2007, 04:14 PM

I totally agree with you about the wall. There is nothing that can make you feel those kinds of emotions at once except for all of the homeless Vets on the Street. I disagree with the American Attitudes I believe they have changed maybe not about War in general but I think Americans have come to the understanding that we are doing our jobs as soldiers and can't be blamed. When soldiers come home now, they don't get spit on or looked at like they were trash. I know that when soldiers came home Vietnam they had things like that happen to them. Civilians are learning. But as soldiers I think that we can't let them forget that soldiers need their support to improve medical care for our soldiers that need it. Whether it is from any war to the one we are in now. We have to support our troops and never forget what they are going through. And never forget the price we pay for going to war.
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Re: Question 2

by Brandi Connole - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 02:37 PM

Gordon,

Thanks for sharing your thoughts about the war. I have to agree with you about the sub-standard care that veterans get. My dad was also in the war and has gone to the Roseburg VA clinic/hospital once for something minor years ago. He told me, he would never go to another VA hospital again. It left such a bad taste in his mouth.  As you mentioned, Americans can be shocked over what happens in a war. I guess, I'm a little desensatized, because I did get the feeling from what my dad has shared with me over time, to how bad things can get. What happens is war is very sad for all sides. It isn't fair. Life isn't fair some times. We should never forget what our men and women in the service give up for our freedom. I thank my dad on Veteran's day each year and I think it takes him back a little. Almost like he doesn't know how to answer. He really doesn't need to answer.

  I feel the only way we can learn from war is by talking with our veterans on a "real" basis. Not some fake hand shake or smile. If they are willing, listen. We have to get the real picture about what is going on, not information that is filtered from the government.  The government should provide better medical care for veterans. Maybe then  we wouln't have so many people that are unemployed or homeless.

Thanks for your service !

Brandi
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Re: Question 2

by Layla Yarr - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 03:40 PM


After reading Gordon’s post, I decided to speak with my dad, who is also a Vietnam Veteran.  I have enjoyed the opportunity this class has afforded me in opening dialogue about between my dad and I about his war experience for the first time.  I shared some of what Gordon’s perspective was in his post and asked my dad what his thoughts were.

Below are some of the details of the conversation I had with him:

First off, the Wall is very intense, not only for me, but for most folks who view it for the first time.  I first saw the "traveling wall" in Eugene in 1989 or so... I don’t remember clearly because I had to be drunk to go down there in the first place.  I cried a lot and felt extremely guilty.  I heard Ron Phillips (who committed suicide shortly after that) and WD Ehrhart recite poetry.  We were all a mess.  I finally saw the real wall in DC with my buddy John Moffett. We were past crying.  It was very intense, and I recommend it for anyone who wants to be a soldier or Marine.   I saw the latest traveling wall last year.  

It seems to me that at the end of all wars, there is neglect on the part of the government to take care of the human devastation.  President Grant screwed over the civil war vets.  The vets of the Spanish/Amer. war (1898) as well as WWI were ignored and even persecuted.  Finally after WW2 they initiated the GI Bill and funded better vet hospitals, although still not enough for the wars they created.  The Korean War was swept under the table, and ignored. Not by the veterans though.  

For Vietnam, the VA hospitals were overwhelmed, so, this "shocking crisis in Vet care" is old news... part of the fine print when you enlist.   By the time I got to a Vet hospital (in Roseburg) my experience was very life saving and positive.  However, I did wait to see my own dentist rather than theirs.  I do recall from my own experience in 1969 that my friend, Jerry Walker died from a septic infection due to neglect by a drunken doctor who waited too long to treat Jerry for a simple infected cut.

As for the homeless, there is no direct cause.  I’ve heard that during the Vietnam War, the draftees were taken in no matter what problems they had.  I believe this because I saw it with my own eyes in the AFEES station in Miami where I was inducted.  Imagine being next to an undiagnosed manic-depressive in a rocket attack, after he’s had a bottle of Jack Daniels. 

Then there are the guys who SAY they are vets and hope for sympathy. The local VA 'aid station' on River Rd. actually has a shower facility and computer room for the homeless vets that wander in there.    

Then there are the PTSD survivalists living in the woods.  Then just for contrast, there were the 2000 plus Marine Air Wing Vietnam vets, all staying at a good hotel in Dallas whooping it up and wearing polo shirts with those cute little knee socks that old guys prefer.  

As for America, it’s all about the newest sound bite and then on to the next Anna Nicole or Vets Hospital.  I get a little jaded at this part. Young guys are going to continue to volunteer for their country, and the politicians are going to continue to send them home in a body bag.  And perhaps little by little we will learn to achieve peace and freedom with out war.  Long after most of us have "moved on" from the Walter Reed Shocker, there’s going be a guy in a shabby hotel room with his wheelchair, fake leg, a bottle of pills, and a head full of nightmares.  
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Re: Question 2--goodnes me, long post! sorry....

by Arian OsborneNeill - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 07:16 PM

After the Vietnam War ended the American public just wanted to forget about it. It was an embarrassment. The government, and this included more than one administration, had been deceptive. Official and secretive documents dubbed "The Pentagon Papers" were leaked to the press by Daniel Ellsberg in 1971. The anti-war movement was embarrassing to the government as well as some troops overseas. It caused racial tensions at home and in Vietnam. People just wanted to put it behind them. As one vet said in Episode 13, "It was taboo to talk about and you certainly weren't going to be asked about it". 

This only prolonged the healing of so many vets, who couldn't help but remember. Day after day after day. For years. Truly. For most vets, it will never be forgotten. PTSD is a very real problem for many many vets. And for such a long time it was not acknowledged that the government should help the vets with the mental wounds of war. Even if a vet was not in direct combat, odds are his base was assaulted by RPGs or gunfire. And after Tet, troops began to know that it didn't matter where they were in Vietnam, they could be attacked. Being in a heightened state of anxiety for a year is not something that simply goes away when you leave that situation. Tom O'Hara's account of life at the Phu Cat Air Force Base and his obviously low opinion of those who suffer from PTSD made me furious. How totally nice for him that he wasn't the one guarding the base and being shot at. How totally nice for him that he slept through it all. My husband suffers from PTSD from his service in 2003-2004 with the Oregon National Guard in Iraq/Kuwait. So I took personal offense to his remarks, as I imagine most Vietnam vets would. Episode 13 stated that it was believed (in 1983) that a "quarter of a million" vets probably suffer from PTSD. 

Not only is the Vietnam War remembered from that consequence of war, but also with the revelation that Agent Orange was highly toxic and vets were dying from it. This caused illness, cancer, birth defects and death. As we can plainly see, even today, the government doesn't really want to take care of it's vets. It costs much less money to ignore them than treat them. It's infuriating really.

By the 1980's however, people were ready to remember Vietnam again and to memorialize it. The Vietnam memorial was finished in 1982. The American Experience we watched was produced in 1983. Hollywood made movies about the experience of combat duty. There were many many books published, such as Karnow's book and Tran Ngoc Chau. Books are still being compiled and published. To this day we are still trying to decipher what went wrong.

The 1980's may have been a time to begin memorializing the Vietnam War, however, the American public still wasn't ready to send regular military troops to help aid a foreign country. Our cowboy ways of "my way of the highway" were still remembered as a true mistake on America's part. At the end of Episode 13 this is stated over and over again. Not only by officials involved in the conflict, such as Westmoreland, but by the vets themselves and the citizens of this country. Vietnam should never be repeated. It was considered the Vietnam "Lesson".  We should make sure we have support of our allies and know everything we can about the "enemy" before the United States is ever involved in another conflict the scale of Vietnam.

But that was 24 years ago. We have forgotten the "Lesson." Bush 43 didn't take heed to the history lessons of the past. He chose to forget. I wondered while watching the last ten minutes of the last episode of Bush had ever seen it. What a difference a major event on American soil can make and how a president can manipulate Congress with that event and with false or bogus information, to proceed in having Congress pass the War Powers Act, for his own agenda, spreading our retaliation of a hideous act by terrorists, into an attack of a neighboring country without U.N. approval.

However, because of the mistreatment of Vietnam vets, mistreatment of vets by the general public will never happen again. We know the real blame is with the administration, not the troops themselves. This lesson has not been forgotten by the American people.
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Re: Question 2

by Alicia Castillo - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 09:45 AM

I think many Americans have remembered the war in many ways.  Many Americans who fought in the war, to this day are affected by it.  Many people have night mares of the war and physical injury or diseases.  When President Bush declared war in Iraq and wanted to send more troops to Iraq, this I am sure brought back more memories of the Vietnam War.  Especially for the people who were involved in the Vietnam War.  Young adults today are learning about the Vietnam War, learning about the government and the decisions/mistakes they made during the war.  I am sure this is bringing back many memories. I watch the new today and I think to myself, does the world not remember the ordeal American went through back then.  Many Americans lost their lives, many Americans that were not in the war protested and took their own lives. How could American forget the war?  I spoke with some people who actually were involved in the war; they have not forgotten the war and never will. Many of them told me that they were so disappointed when they heard what was going on back in the US and what the president was saying about the war. It was sugar coated and the truth was not told.

I think that today, in many ways the government has forgotten about the decisions made when the Vietnam War was going on.  I wonder if President Bush thinks about the Vietnam War and the mistakes that were made then by President Johnson.  You would think that he would do some research and not repeat the same mistakes.  The war going on now is a repeat of the Vietnam War, maybe not in the same retrospect but in many ways you can see there is a lot in common.  It has been going on for years now and more and more troops are being sent.  The reason the war has not ended is because we have not won, we have not made our point (President Bush has not made his point).  The attitudes of the people today are not positive; many people are wondering why the war is going on, when it is going to stop, why is it still going on.  I am sure many people are asking the same questions they were during the Vietnam War. As I look around I see people protesting this war, questions not being answered.   How can we not compare this war to the Vietnam War?  Our attitudes are negative for this very reason. It is hard to change to mind of people who have such strong feelings for the war and strong disagreements.  You can not change the mind of people who already have their mind made up about the war.  The war is such a touchy subject. 
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Re: Question 2

by Grant Gieseke - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 01:32 PM


Bush went into Iraq to take the malicious, violent and dangerous Saddam Hussein out of power.  This was coupled with threats of weapons of mass destruction.  Bush declared war and within a week or so the government of Iraq and Saddam Hussein were dismantled.  This would have worked if we invaded North Vietnam and used these same tactics.  Instead we waged the war in the South and never invaded the North to cut off the supply lines.  As for the guerrillas or insurgents, that is another issue entirely that we have yet to figure out.  I feel the first step in conflicts like this is to neutralize the oppositions army and government like we did in Iraq.  Bush must have learned something from his predeccessors during the 1960s.
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Re: Question 2

by Gordon Roberts - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 04:58 PM

Grant,

I respectfully differ greatly with your opinion. The U.S. DID bomb the supply lines (read: Ho Chi Minh Trail). I was personally involved in that effort. No, there was no wholesale invasion of North Vietnam. And, no, we are NOT winning in Iraq.

Sorry, I can't write any longer today. I wanted to post more replies, but I simply cannot.

Peace!

Gordon
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Re: Question 2

by Gordon Roberts - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 04:55 PM

Alicia,

You are absolutely right about the nightmares and the memories coming back. When I heard about the initial "surge," I had a couple of really rough nights (and days). Now that Cheney/Bush/Rove want even MORE troops for their slaughterhouse, I am beside myself. Let's hope that today's anti-war activities nationwide will bring congress and more of the general public to a heightened awareness of just how bad this war is.

We don't need 50+ thousand names on another memorial!

Peace,

Gordon

Question 1

by Joe Escobar - Friday, 9 March 2007, 10:48 AM


1. Did the United States win or lose the Vietnam War? Can it be won or lost today?  Justify your answer.
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Re: Question 1

by Grant Gieseke - Tuesday, 13 March 2007, 05:38 PM

      The United States of Americas involvement in the Vietnam conflict resulted in a LOSS.  There is no way to cut this topic in any other direction.  I take that back, if you talk to General Westmoreland he would tell you that we killed more of them than they killed of us.  This statement, in his opinion, would result in an undisputed victory for America.  This body count strategy to me does not make sense on the grand scale of war.  The United States entered the Vietnam with the following intentions; to contain/ eliminate the spread of communism in the Indochina region and to institute a democratic system that would facilitate capitalism and free trade.  These goals were not fulfilled in anyway and many American lives were lost in the process.

      Around 58,000 American soldiers lost there lives during this Vietnam conflict.  These men were sent to fight for the South and ended up fighting the war with the U.S military pulling all the strings, and we still lost and have no one to blame but the decision makers.  We wanted democracy in Vietnam, which entails a majority rule system of voting.  The majority of Vietnam wanted to be reunified and ruled by their own.  The Diem government was tyrannical and was a puppet for the United States.  This is not what the people wanted, they wanted Vietnamese rule and in 1975 they got just that.  It took the U.S. a while to realize we were fighting a war for people who wanted us out of their country.  Vietnam was reunified and Saigon, the former capitol of the South, was renamed Ho Chi Minh City. 

      I am not at all saying that we could not have won this war.  The United States was involved under very diplomatic criteria, and instead of steam-rolling the country in a couple months we fought the Vietcong in this south instead of taking it right to the North.  We were too diplomatic to win this war outright; instead we played the North to see just how much they wanted to fight.  To our chagrin, they wanted to fight until the bitter end for what they believed in and unfortunately the southern forces did not have this same resolve.

      The war is over and the country remains communism, the U.S. did not complete their goals and lost many lives and this resulted in nothing other than a losing effort.  To this day, with the most powerful army in the world the U.S. could invade and do what we are doing in Iraq.  Iraq is looking a little like Vietnam, but the difference being we have won that war.  It is over we ousted one of the most powerful military presences from power and their infrastructure has been destroyed.  Hindsight is 20/20 and mine tells me that maybe we should have stayed out of both of these conflicts, but this does not mean that at the time I was not for both, because I very well could have been.
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Re: Question 1

by Jason Hall - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 03:56 PM


Grant, this is a very impressive post. I agree very much with everything you said. I also believe that the U.S. should not have been reluctant in taking the war to the North. It would be very interesting to see what the outcome would have been if the U.S. would have done so. This opinion was cemented only further when Admiral Thomas Moorer stated in the videos that you “must overthrow the government”, a decision that should have been made in Vietnam. I can't imagine the guilt that our leaders must have to this day. Two people it seems to me, that have this guilt written all over their faces are McNamara and Westmorland. I wouldn’t trade places with them even if they paid me. Made it’s a fitting punishment for being key figures in a war that could have been fought and run in a very different way.

Show parent | Split | Delete | Reply

Re: Question 1

by Casey Sullivan - Tuesday, 13 March 2007, 08:51 PM

The United States lost the Vietnam War.  More specifically, the United States defeated themselves in this war.  Although it can be said, and was by a vet named David on the video, that the US troops won every major conflict they faced on the battlefield, their leaders, American Politicians, lacked the will to fight this war the way it should have been fought, decisively.  Instead, the overwhelming pressure of nuclear threat from Russia and China stunted the US efforts.  US politicians were forced to fight the North Vietnamese forces in the South and to try to reconcile a government whose very foundation was in tatters. 

There were many instances during the war in which the US could have emerged victorious or withdrawn with dignity.  Faulty decision-making caused by skewed views ignored all of these opportunities.  Rather, the US chose to fight without direction or will and then withdraw when the country for which we were fighting needed us most.  This withdrawal was the deciding factor when it came to US involvement, and its conclusion was failure. 

Not only did the US lose this war, the South Vietnamese, the Laotians, and the Cambodians lost their homelands.  US bombing and the eventual Communist rule in all three of these nations resulted in millions of deaths and the destruction of their cities and countryside.  Even the victors in this war, the Northern Communists, lost a great deal in regards to casualties and destruction. 

I guess the point I am trying to make is that everyone lost the Vietnam War, to a certain degree.  The US did not succeed in any of its objectives, South Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia lost their countries, and the Northern Vietnamese won a country without the means to sustain itself...no clear victors. 

The US cannot win the war today.  We have destroyed our relations with Vietnam with our deceitful actions during the war and our complete abandonment afterwards. 
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Re: Question 1

by Casey Sullivan - Tuesday, 13 March 2007, 09:12 PM

this is a continuation of the above post...

...Before the war began, the US was training the Northern Vietnamese soldiers, then the US started to train the Southern soldiers to invade the North.  During the war, the US supplied the South, but offered the North deals.  Under both LBJ and Nixon, Vietnam was a fiasco, wrought with secret dealings, fear, and wanton disrespect of both sides.  There is no way that the US could ever provide the people of Vietnam, Cambodia or Laos with enough monetary compensation to make up for the devastation we have caused these nations.  We, the descendants of that generation and the generations beneath us will forever have to live with the fact that America made a terrible mistake in Vietnam, one which we could never forget or forgive. 

 Sorry about the split in posts, I accidentally posted it before I was done and was unable to edit. 
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Re: Question 1

by Chase Rivers - Friday, 16 March 2007, 04:04 PM

I like your interpretation of question 2, "could it be won or lost today?".  If we were, say, to try to go back and repair what we have caused destruction to, and tried to fight this war again, I think the circumstances would be quite similar.  No clear victors.  Diplomatic relations between these two nations would be likely to fail due to covert actions and deceit committed by both sides during the Vietnam Conflict. 

On your continuation to this post, I would like to say that it could be possible for us to win this war technologically, as we have advanced weapons, stealth technology and detection capabilities.  I do, however, believe that the war would have the potential to be protracted, as it proved to be in the past.  The Vietnamese army proved to be most capable of functioning well under situations of extreme diress, and find ingenious solutions to fighting guerilla war.  With clever camouflauging skills and makeshift weapons, they proved to be quite evasive and destructive.  They were capable of inflicting casualties while maintaining safe distances.  I believe this would be a difficult enemy to defeat, even with modern capabilities.
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Re: Question 1

by Trevor Duncan - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 03:28 PM

I do agree with you that the US defeated themselves and the major reason for this is because American Politicians lacked the will to do what was needed to win the war because of the threat of Russia and China getting involved. But I don’t exact ally know how the US could have withdrawn with dignity. By leaving Vietnam you basically are saying you give up and so technically you loose, so I don’t see how withdrawing earlier or under any other circumstances without the defeat of North Vietnam would change the conditions of the withdrawal, your still leaving the fight. I also believe the north did win the war because they accomplished their goals of unifying the north and south into a country that still exist as a sovereign country today. Lastly US and Vietnamese diplomatic relations are not that bad. The US state department has an article I found by google searching US, Vietnam relations that says:

“In the last 10 years, a new chapter has opened between the United States and Vietnam. The U.S.-Vietnam relationship is still young. President Clinton only lifted the embargo in 1994. We established a liaison office in January 1995, and we normalized relations in July 1995. We opened our consulate in Ho Chi Minh City in 1997. Our first Ambassador came in 1997 and I am only the second Ambassador to a unified Vietnam. Our presence in Vietnam has grown rapidly, to a medium-sized embassy in Hanoi and consulate in Ho Chi Minh City. And, we will probably grow a little more in the future.

Breakthroughs in 2003 enabled us to conclude several agreements that had been underway for years without apparent progress. These were the civil aviation agreement that will permit air service on U.S. or Vietnamese carriers between Vietnam and the U.S. That could include between Hong Kong and Ho Chi Minh City within the next year. Our new counter narcotics agreement will enable the U.S. and Vietnam to work together to stem the flow of illegal drugs through Vietnam, as well as carry out other law enforcement and counter terrorism training. And our textile agreement established parameters for the import of textiles to the U.S. We now anticipate more dialogue and cooperation with Vietnam in dealing with regional and transnational issues such as fighting against narcotics, trafficking in persons, and terrorism.”

So it sounds like things aren’t as bad as you may have believed.
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Re: Question 1

by Thad Wind - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 10:25 AM

Who won or lost is easy. By any measure you care to name, the United States lost. There was no “Peace with Honor.” Casualty rates have never been used to declare victory in a war. The marginal fiction that we weren’t running things when Saigon fell in 1975 doesn’t save anything but a little face.

            On page 339 of the Karnow book there is a quote of a memo by Johnson, “…the United States would assist the South Vietnamese to “win their contest against the externally directed and supported Communist conspiracy.”” Clearly we didn’t accomplish that. North Vietnam was fighting primarily for a unified Vietnam under Vietnamese rule, theirs as it happens, and they clearly achieved that without any qualifications.

            I am intrigued by the question about whether we could win the war now. I think my answer has to repeat what I said in my Patriots Journal. Yes, if we were willing to accept the casualties that would result from a full scale invasion (there isn’t a friendly country nearby that would allow us to amass and prepare prior launching such an invasion like Kuwait.) We do have the best professional army in the world, we would “win.” And then we would begin the same process that the French, and the Chinese before them, went through. Only it would be worse.

The ability of small numbers of motivated people to inflict harm outside of the relation in size of force is greater today than it has ever been.  The Vietnamese have already proven their dedication and motivation. And they have already proven to themselves that they can win. Giap says it best “…as long as it took, regardless of the cost.”

I would argue that it is no longer possible for old style invasion and conquering of nations to succeed. I feel there are two fundamental reasons:

1.      Historically successful invasion/conquer events relied on a combination of genocide and cultural assimilation that are repellent and illegal in today’s world.

2.      Technology advances in communication and weaponry have not only distorted the ability of small numbers to inflict harm, but also enabled small numbers to have a large impact socially and politically by enhancing the communication and cooperation possible between like minded dedicated individuals.

Americans never understood what was happening in Vietnam, and even if we had, we wouldn’t have been able to perpetuate the means to effectively deal with the problems we faced. Things like the Phoenix Program would likely have made an enormous impact if we had begun doing them earlier, but the damage such things would have had politically would probably have been even more severe than the casualties we were taking.

I think this discussion has its roots in a concept of infallibility that we Americans seem to carry around like baggage. There are very few great leaders, nations, powers that have never lost. Losing is fine, just as making a mistake is fine. A little reading on the American Revolution illustrates nicely how losing isn’t always the path to defeat. The army of the revolution under George Washington lost a good deal of its battles, yet we still won the war. It’s a trite example, but the point is valid. We lost, so what? Losing doesn’t invalidate the sacrifice, courage, or honor of the men and women involved in the war. The fact that we probably ought not to have been involved in the first place doesn’t either.
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Re: Question 1

by Jon Roth - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 11:08 AM

The United States suffered a major loss in the Vietnam war. North Vietnam won in the same way that Kissenger predicted, they didn’t lose. They avoided complete annihilation, which is the only way in which they could have been defeated in a military war. There were several opportunities presented earlier on in the war which could have allowed the US to have a more graceful defeat than they did, but none of them were taken. None of the objectives that were stated by any of the presidents who were in charge of the war were completed. We did not achieve peace, we did not unify the country under a democracy, and we most certainly did not prevent communism from prevailing in the south.

The Vietnam war was completely and totally unwinable for the US. The biggest reasons being that we did not have the motivation to keep us fighting in the war, and there was no clear oppressor. Both the North and the South were committing atrocities and oppressing their people, on top of that you add the American military bombing their allies, and you begin to see everyone as a bad guy on some level. We really had little to no reason to be there, and the arguments for going to war seem, looking back, flimsy. Looking back on the war it seems on some level like we were suckered into fighting the war for the French, and then they decided they didn’t want it anyways.

Even today I believe that the US could never win a war like Vietnam. When a people are so set against you that they are willing to sacrifice everything to drive you out, you have no chance. The Vietnamese of the north were willing to give everything that they had in order to drive us out, and our soldiers didn’t have that resolve, they were just counting their days and hoping to make it to the end. Whenever apathy fights fiery determination, the conflict is already decided.
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Re: Question 1

by Chase Rivers - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 01:06 PM

I believe that the United States lost the Vietnam War, and also that there would be no hope for the war to be won today.  The United States was (and still is) equipped to handle a war under conventional terms, and the Vietnam War was anything but.  Their terrain is quite different from ours, and the soldiers of the Viet Cong are acclimated to fighting in the jungle.  Regardless of our tremendous power technologically, it was no match for the determination of a small army of determined people.  The Viet Cong have impressive tactics and an ability to synchronize their troops in a way far superior to us.  Their guerilla tactics and ability to plan covert and unexpected military operations showed them to be quite advanced, and that was nothing we were prepared for.  In Patriots, Malcolm Browne spoke of a hamlet called Dam Doi, where, about once a year, a Viet Cong batallion would overrun the hamlet, burn all the buildings, and massacre the people.  In one instance, 12 of the bodies were laid out around the flagpole, hands tied behind their backs, like the spokes of a wheel.  This sort of attack has tremendous power.  That at any given moment, they could be subject to a sudden uprising or ambush (not to mention exploring the aftermath of a village slaughtered) must have been terribly difficult for American soldiers to withstand.  I can understand how an act of war, such as that, or the bombing of the Brinks Hotel in Saigon, could be portrayed as an act of terrorism today.  These attacks, however terroristic, demonstrate brilliant military planning. 

The Viet Cong are also quite adaptable and committed.  It would be difficult for American soldiers to be so passionate and dedicated to a war that doesn't seem to pertain to us.  Although our troops were fighting for the cause of democracy and to put an end to Communist agression/power, they did not seem to have such conviction.  The American spirit seems to have been easily broken under such stressed conditions.  These are people who have been oppressed for centuries and are fighting for their own homeland.  VC troops, even after tremendous defeats during Tet and other battles, would rarely surrender and allow themselves to be captured.  I'm sure if we were fighting here to put an end to our own oppression, our soldiers would have that same conviction.  However, this is not the case. 

American tactics for the war in Vietnam were basically, "shoot, kill, destroy."  I don't believe that puts you in the best position to win a war, not to mention conquer the hearts and win the minds of the people.  No matter how much forest we burned, how many villages were demolished, how many bombs were dropped, the VC somehow managed to regroup, rebuild the bridges and replenish the troops.  And I'm sure they would have held out much longer.  Also, it is difficult to know which lives to spare and which to shoot.  Our troops could never be sure if the 12-year-old they passed on the street could be next to plant a mine or fire a weapon.  The enemy and the ally were often hand-in-hand.  If we don't speak the language, can't read the lips and don't know the culture, how can we pick out and defeat the enemy?  It seems there is no winning, no conquering, no emerging victorious under these circumstances.  If you bomb the whole country and kill everybody, what is there to pick up and help rebuild?  What lives are left to re-establish?  Is there even any country left to say you have saved?  Then the soldiers start to question their motives, and start labeling themselves "redcoats" (taken from one vet's account in episode 5).  Then, our troops began to feel the need to retaliate to brutal attacks, begin hearing of other batallions slaughtering innocent people, such as in My Lei, begin to see that "nobody's right, when everybody's wrong" (Buffalo Springfield).  And even when America began to feel that they were taking control and making advancements, something like Tet comes along and, although it was a military victory for the U.S., It made the soldiers feel like they were fighting for nothing.

Finally, one more reason why I feel that the Vietnam War could not be won is that America has too much commitment at home, to its people.  America did not, nor do I feel that we would today, have enough support from other nations.  It puts quite a bit of stress on our economy to fund our actions in a war, not to mention assist the wobbly government we are supporting, provide funding to them, and take care of our own civil affairs.  Civil affairs are always a priority with American leaders (although today, with a more conservative administration, a greater financial commitment would be likely).  The war really divided the nation, as it always does, and no doubt would today.  With a nation divided, it can be difficult to commit fully to a war, especially one with such potential to escalate and lead to more trouble in foreign policy with other nations, i.e. the nuclear threat from Russia and China.  We are also hesitant to enlist our young boys and send them off to fight a foreign war.  Especially now, when many people in America are still standing in the wake of the Vietnam War, terrified at the thought of revisiting such a brutal, deadly, and unsuccessful war.  The Viet Cong, however, seemed to have an endless supply of soldiers willing to die and withstand almost anything...  I don't imagine this has changed much to date.

 America did not put an end to Communism in Vietnam.  The Communists suffered terrible losses, innumerable casualties, and Ho Chi Minh didn't even outlast the war.  Cambodia and Laos have suffered tremendously at our hands and the hands of our enemy... Vietnam truly was the war nobody won.
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Re: Question 1

by Trevor Duncan - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 03:31 PM

In most circumstances there is a clear winner and loser. With Vietnam I think the distinction between loser and winner is a little blurred. The United States won the majority of engagements with North Vietnamese forces but was forced to leave the conflict because of pressure from the U.S. civilian population. I do believe we could have won the Vietnam War. America had a huge advantage in the military sense, at any moment during the Vietnam war the U.S. could have invaded the North with troops and completely crushed the north Vietnamese army. Now this might have brought some other countries into the war, as happened in Korea, but the U.S. still could have invaded the North. America could have also bombed the ports of the North to rubble but she didn’t because we didn’t want to get the Russians involved. So it wasn’t a matter of if America could win the war but if she was willing to do what it took to win. Thinking that way, we lost the war the moment we decided to get involved because the leaders back home wouldn’t let the military do what it needed to do to win in Vietnam. The U.S. didn’t play to win but played not to lose where as the north was playing to win long before America even got involved . Could we win today? I don’t know, we definitely have the ability and better more advanced weaponry then 40 years ago. I really don’t believe that any army in the world can go toe to toe with the U.S., her military is just to powerful. So if the same situation arose in Vietnam or maybe some other country elsewhere in the world, it isn’t a matter of if we can win but a matter of are we going to do what it takes to win this time around or will we just cut and run because we’ve had enough. Has America become a country that isn’t afraid to start a war, but is afraid to finish one?
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Re: Question 1

by Kyle Haaby - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 04:15 PM


You make a great point when you say, "We lost the war the moment we decided to get involved..." I feel the United States entered a war we had no chance of winning. The history of determination from the Vietnamese people showed we would only be able to win if we completely dominated them with power. "Nickel and diming" them in fear of escalating Russian and Chinese involvment would never win the war. So in fact we put ourselves in a lose, lose situation. We either use the necessary force needed to defeat them and risk increasing Russian and Chinese involvement or continue to hold back and take a beating politically and socially within our own country. Since the threat of nuclear warfare and possibly creating World War III was not an option, the only thing we could do was began to de-escalate and take a hit to our reputation across the world. As a result, thousands of American soldiers were killed in a war that accomplished nothing.
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Re: Question 1

by Casey Sullivan - Thursday, 15 March 2007, 09:23 PM


After reading other posts, I believe that I may have misinterpreted the seond question in this post, "Can it be won or lost today?"  In line with others' posts, if the war were to be fought today, with our advanced technology (heatseeking capabilities, advanced satellite capabilities and smarter bombs and missiles), the enemy would be much easier to locate and destroy.  We would not have the same technical difficulties we had 40 years ago.  Also, I believe that with today's nuclear awareness and the lack of nuclear threat it creates, our attacks would be more centered in the North and more succinct.  I believe that the war would be over relatively quickly today.  However you are to interpret the question of whether or not the war could be won today, the answer you should be "NO."
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Re: Question 1

by Kyle Haaby - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 04:33 PM


I interpret this question somewhat differently. I don't think he's asking that if the war were to take place today, could we win it. I think he is asking can we still win the war today by learning from the mistakes we made. We physically lost the war, but can we win it in other ways by still getting something productive out of what happened? Obviously we have the power today to win it, but we also had plenty of power and technology back then to win it as well, we were just handcuffed and not able to take all the necessary measures needed. I think this question is asking us if we can learn from what happened and apply those lessons today, at least gaining something positive from all the negative things that happened. I feel the main things we need to learn from this war is the understanding of how devistating war can be. It's very easy to make decisions when you're not sending your own kids to battle. I wonder how many advisors would support the war if their sons had to participate, so why is it ok to send other mother's children to die in an unjust war? We need to make sure that war is only an absolute last option. Another important lesson is to make sure you fully understand your opponent before getting involved. History had shown the resilience of the Vietnamese, but we continued to ignore it, showing our arrogance. If we would have realized a war of attrition wouldn't work and our only way of winning was to risk Russian and Chinese involvement, then maybe we would have reconsidered entering it in the first place. However, whats done is done and it's important to at least learn from the mistakes we made. Unfortunately, I seem to see many of the same mistakes being made by our government today.

Question 3

by Joe Escobar - Friday, 9 March 2007, 10:49 AM


3. What is the single, most significant legacy of the War in Vietnam for the USA?
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Re: Question 3

by Jerry Ogren - Friday, 9 March 2007, 01:01 PM

I believe that the one legacy that might not be thought of to most people is humility. Prior to this war we had not been beaten and had succeeded in wrapping up two separate world wars. We went into this country expecting to show our superior power and be bowed down to but that did not happen. We let this piss ant country and its gorilla militants and organized solders show us the door after more than eight years of military combat in Vietnam. As a country at least for the time being we should have realized that charging into an unknown country far from home without a real clue who we are fighting or why the people of that country are not fighting them on their own was a bad idea. We are now arguably in a war in the middle east that is under the same attack and mind set. We have charged into a country and done close to the same thing. It is not a lesson or legacy that is widespread or understood as it is obvious we are still making the same mistakes but, people will always be able to look back and see when the United States was forced into submission by this little country and also by the Public who believed this really was a pointless useless fight.
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Re: Question 3

by Casey Sullivan - Thursday, 15 March 2007, 09:05 PM


I agree with you to an extent, but wasn't it our complete lack of humility that caused us to continue the war in Vietnam, not wanting the rest of the world to see us bend?  I believe that it was our lack of humility that got us involved in Iraq, Iran and South America before that.  It is our belief that America must act as the world's police force to ensure peace...as least that is our projected belief.  In reality, our lack of humility as allowed our government to perform bold and sometimes outrageous acts to procure financial gains.  For example, our war in Iraq...isn't oil our true motivation?  If so, our war there is anything but humble. 
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Re: Question 3

by Carl Sawyer - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 12:41 PM

     Howdy! While I see your point, which is definitely interesting, I would argue that the United States was incapable of humility during and since Vietnam. Defining humility as modesty or respectfulness: the quality of being modest or respectfu l, I would agree with Casey that we were practicing the opposite of humility; arrogance. The four US administrations that entered, escalated, and/or continued the war in Vietnam did so out of sheer pride and arrogance. Each successive President stated that he did not want to be the first to lose a war and further stated that it would damage America’s prestige and credibility on the world scene to “give up” the fight. The military had no humility and instead blamed the loss on the politicians not allowing them to fight “their kind of war.” The politicians all blamed the military and each other for the loss. The US populace blamed the soldiers, the military establishment, and the politicians for the loss, yet accepted no blame themselves in allowing a republic to form instead of a true democracy.

     In my lifetime, 41 years to date, America has always been the single most arrogant nation on the planet. We demand human rights from other countries, and then deny these same rights to women, minorities, and homosexuals at home, because we are good “Christians.” We torture suspected “terrorists,” and fail to provide basic rights to our own political prisoners, especially under neo-cons like W., while condemning other nations for same. We execute our criminals, only to later find out, whoops, we goofed up, he was really framed by corrupt cops and prosecutors just looking for a conviction to appease the mob then criticize other nations for doing the same thing. Travel overseas and watch Americans make fools of us by screaming at people because they do not speak English; we are called Ugly Americans for a very good reason. No, humility is the last virtue that I would use to describe the vast majority of Americans and their particularly their government.
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Re: Question 3

by Alicia Castillo - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 01:19 PM

Carl,

You made an excellent point, I totally agree with you.  From watching the videos and the way Americans acted, I would have to say that we acted like ugly Americans.  But, on the other hand we could not stop the choices the American government was making during the war. If it were up to the people we would have ended the war before it started.  Today the same thing is going on; we are fighting a war for really no reason.  To win, to prove a point. The choice the governments making is giving all Americans a bad name, a type of stereotype.  People come to the US and look at us like just because we went to war in their country; we are going to look down on them and treat them bad. Well, not everyone is like that. During Vietnam we would kill people just because they looked like a Vietnamese, did not matter who there were and what they were doing. They would be shot dead. 

What shocks the hell out of me is that the government is making the same mistake today.  President Bush sending more troops over to the war, how long does he plan on letting this go. Everyday you turn on the news and hear of another bombing, another US troop killed.  Everyday when I hear this on the news, I think of the Vietnam War, I know in reality we are currently in another Vietnam War.  Just makes me wonder how long this is going to last. I guess time will tell I just hope the government makes the right choices; after all they already ruined our reputation. 
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Re: Question 3

by Carl Sawyer - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 02:34 PM

Howdy Alicia, thanks for the reply. I would just like to say that, I personally, take the videos and the books, especially the Karnow book, with a very large grain of salt. They are all three extremely biased from a liberal perspective showing the absolute worst side of America while portraying the North Vietnamese as innocents.

While America certainly did do some horrible things in Vietnam, there was also a lot of amazing things accomplished by both individual service members and civilians, and by the US government and civilian agencies. None of it is mentioned it the videos or books. At the same time, Uncle Ho and his crew were responsible for far more atrocities than the United States and the South Vietnamese committed combined. The books, and especially the video, gloss over all their atrocities, except for a little bit about Hue, and don’t show pictures or video of them decapitating children, disemboweling women, genital mutilation of men and women, and other such atrocities committed daily on a large scale against poor peasant villagers as a warning to other not to be disloyal to the Viet Cong. That doesn’t even begin to address some of the crimes committed against US service members and civilians.

I was speaking in generalities about the US and Americans, I fully realize that not everyone fits my description of Americans, but I feel the vast majority do. It has also been my experience that the American public has never needed help from its government to be Ugly Americans. Just my opinion and worth what you paid for it. Nada.
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Re: Question 3

by Carl Sawyer - Sunday, 11 March 2007, 08:31 PM

I believe the single most significant legacy of the Vietnam War for the United States of America, her politicians and her citizenry, is the legacy of divisiveness.

Prior the Vietnam War, there was certainly disagreement in political and social discourse, but the war and it’s prosecution caused a schism in America that has continued in political and social discourse through the present day.

Pre-Vietnam, the vast majority of Americans were able to have polite, respectful, meaningful discussions on a subject, and even if you disagreed with one another, you still respected the other person’s right to hold their opinion. Yes, there were obvious and rancorous exceptions.

During the Vietnam War, however, a new phenomenon of political and social dialogue became the norm… and it continues today. That is to lie, about everyone and everything.  All parties involved in the Vietnam War lied. The pro-war Hawks, the anti-war Doves, the Americans, the South Vietnamese, the North Vietnamese, the Soviets, the Chinese, everyone lied to each other, about each other, and, often, to themselves.

The lies were told to further their position, to indict the opposition and their position; to cover up failings in policy or perception of policy; and simply to cover one’s rear echelon. There appears to be little remorse or even recognition by most involved in the continuous lying. These lies about Vietnam are even perpetuated today in popular media and in textbooks, by politicians and professors, by aging “Hippies” and “Vets,” and by others that originally participated in the deceit.

Today, we see the same type of behavior in our government and politicians (equally by both parties,) in our fellow citizens, in our media, in our colleges, in our churches, in short, in nearly every aspect of our lives.

If Americans disagree with someone, instead of having a mature, rational, intelligent conversations and providing facts to back up their assertions or opinions, they verbal attack that person or organization, usually with zero proof and utilizing numerous logical fallacies to “make their case.” Take a look at all of the comparisons between Iraq and Vietnam for some excellent examples.

A couple of timely examples are Fox News Chairman and CEO Roger Ailes deliberately confusing US Senator Barak Obama with Osama bin Laden and Representative Harry Mitchell, D-Arizona, claiming that every Iraq War veteran has been or is being treated like those at Walter Reed; both simply political posturing in an election year and both far divorced from any semblance of the truth.
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Re: Question 3

by Arian OsborneNeill - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 07:59 PM


ah...damn...no offense but it might be because the boomers are still in charge. unfortunately the x'ers aren't very interested in politics, probably due to our complete lack of faith in the government and growing up realizing that despite our parents' best efforts they haven't really changed too much (the exception perhaps some environmental laws) and aren't any better at running the country than their parents. we are a disillusioned bunch, but can we truly complain when we aren't really willing to get involved and change things. the closest thing we got is obama. i wonder, like i believe we might, if we really will make positive changes when we're in charge? course there's always the possibility we'll be superceded by the "milliniums".  
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Re: Question 3

by Carl Sawyer - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 02:48 PM

Ah… drats… no offense taken. Lol. I am technically a Gen X’er myself. I was born in 1965 and the boomers ended in 1964. I always consider myself a “tweener” because I have absolutely no connection with the mindless MTV generation. J

I don’t think it matters that the Baby Boomers are still in charge, I was speaking of Americans as a whole. I have noticed as a general rule of thumb that the younger the crowd nowadays, the less respect for others opinions, feelings, and rights. Well, the young and the true believers of the left and right and any religion.

I personally hope I am dead before the Gen X’ers take over, let alone the Milliniums! Damn kids and their rock-and-roll music! Oh, wait, that was my gerneration.

Oh, btw, Barak Obama is a Baby Boomer. He was born on August 4, 1961.

On a personal note, please tell your husband (and you) to hang in there with the PTSD. With treatment it does get better over time, although sixteen years later I still have sand coming out my ears. ;)
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Re: Question 3

by James Herman - Tuesday, 13 March 2007, 01:46 PM


    I believe the legacy of the Vietnam War is, ironically the loss of the “hearts and minds” of the American people. Both S. Vietnamese and Americans believed there was no way we could lose the war.  We never had lost a war, why should we lose this one? The tragedy is rooted in lies and poor communication. The result: the war progressed with no evidence of attrition, and the public began to get skeptical of their government’s ability to manage the conflict.    Anti-war and peace protests spread like wildfire.  The BOOM Tet happens!  The public sees thousands of civilian and American deaths, further disheartening them.   And to top it off William Westemoreland, our commander of forces in the war saying essentially I’m proud of our men here they’re very brave.  I mean what is the public to think? It seems heartless to me.  Eight years of protest at home nothing was gained, after a while the public didn’t support the war and the government didn’t listen.  This caused resignation and cynicism in everyone at home.  I see this in my parents; they don’t want to vote it because doesn’t matter. I feel it has greatly disenchanted my generation and the generations before me.  
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Re: Question 3

by Julie Listoe - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi James,

That is a very sad but true consequence of the Vietnam War. The public disapproval of the war did little to end it. I can see a very clear relationship between that and the situation today, with something like 80% of the American public disapproving of Bush's troop escalation. What do you think of this?

Julie
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Re: Question 3

by Thad Wind - Thursday, 15 March 2007, 01:28 PM


I think James is on to something with this. The incredibly betrayal of the public trust that was involved in getting into, and then staying in Vietnam was part of a fundamental shift in perception.

Nobody has ever liked politicians, not even other politicians. Prior to the sixties though, I think something could be said to the idea that the common consensus was that while some or many politicians were corrupt or not acting in the public interest, there were also many that were acting in the public good. The sixties brought so many events, of which Vietnam was one, that shook the foundations of American politics. In roughly 14 years we had three highly political assassinations, Vietnam, and the most publicly corrupt presidency since the late 1800's.

I think it is correct to say that part of the result was reaction on the politician's part to be less bold and less open. On the flip side, I think the rest of us have become more distrusting and apathetically cynical.

There are lessons to learn from Vietnam, ones that we clearly haven't learned and probably wont on a cultural level. The average person in the late 50's and early 60's believed that military intervention was an acceptable means toward our national interests. Clearly we have proved since then, repeatedly, that we still believe that. The Walter Reed scandal is an excellent example of another lesson we could have learned.

There are also lessons that we did learn, some good and some bad. The casualties in Iraq are so low in part because of what we learned about combat medicine in Vietnam. The incredible access to the military that the Press had in Vietnam is gone. Those are just two examples.
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Re: Question 3

by James Herman - Thursday, 15 March 2007, 02:44 PM


Thanks Thad,

I agree with you, and i support your post.  One thing i overlooked that you mentioned is that we did actually learn some things out of the tragedy.  A positive outlook is not often seen.
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Re: Question 3

by Casey Sullivan - Thursday, 15 March 2007, 09:14 PM

I also agree with you Thad and think that the Walter Reed scandal is an excellent example of how our government cannot be trusted.  Another startling revelation in the Walter Reed scandal is that we have learned absolutely nothing from our horrible treatment of veterans of the Vietnam war.  We are still treating our soldiers, the very individuals resonsible for the existence of our society, as cheap labor.  Rather, soldiers should receive nothing but the best fro their sacrifices for our country.
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Re: Question 3

by James Herman - Thursday, 15 March 2007, 02:53 PM


I think things haven't changed much.  During the vietnam tragedy though, there was the "silentmajority" of support for escalation.  It seems there is a military agenda that we the people have no say in whatsoever.  Maybe this is the disenchanted generation in me talking, i don't know . . .
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Re: Question 3

by Alicia Castillo - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 09:57 AM


James,

 I totally agree with you.  If the people did have any say at all in the war and the decisions made, then we would not be at war now. I do not think the people agree with the war going on today or what happened in the Vietnam War.  People did not understand why it went on for so long. People, today do not understand why the war that is going on now is sitll going on.  There are questions out there that still need to be answered.
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Re: Question 3

by Arian OsborneNeill - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 07:47 PM


hear hear. i agree!
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Re: Question 3

by Julie Listoe - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 02:44 PM

The Vietnam War was a reality check for the United States. Prior to the conflict, the US had never lost a war. We were a superpower with the weapons and ego to match. On paper, the War in Vietnam should have been an easy win, and our government and military leaders convinced our country’s citizens it would be. This almost arrogant attitude led to a lack of understanding and ultimately defeat, in the tone of an ancient proverb.

Approaching the war as a strictly military operation and ignoring the country’s culture and background was our largest downfall. We failed to realize that having the most powerful weapons didn’t always equate to victory. Victory is achieved through winning the hearts and minds of the people, not bombing them into submission.

The United States also failed to recognize the capabilities of an effectively operated guerrilla system. We quickly learned that patience and invisibility made for a dangerous enemy.

The new US mentality developed through the loss of the Vietnam War carried into later conflicts for the United States. In 1993, when 18 American soldiers died in Mogadishu, President Clinton ordered complete withdrawal from Somalia. In the First Gulf War, ground troops were not implemented until Iraq had been thoroughly bombed. Even then, troops were only placed in harms way for a mere 100 hours.

This “reality-check” legacy saved several lives in the post-Vietnam era, and is apparently being relived today.
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Re: Question 3

by Grant Gieseke - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 12:30 PM


I would definitely agree that this is the first war that the United States lost.  We were too arrogant and we did not do what it took to win the war.  We just did enough not to lose.  This ended up costing us due to the resolve of our the communist forces and the NLF.  I am a little unclear on the "reality check" legacy, but I think you mean we thought we could easily win any war and by fighting the Vietnamese we were issued a reality check.   This would also seem to be on point.  I agree with your forum entry.
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Re: Question 3

by Jason Hall - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 03:02 PM


The Vietnam war brought changes to the U.S. legacy in several ways. The largest and perhaps most important, is the American people no longer follow their government blindly. We now see the importance of questioning the decisions of our leaders and holding them accountable for the choices they make. Leaders should not be above the power of the people, this is evident even today in our area with the tax hike that was originally voted against by citizens in our community.

Another change came in the way the world views the U.S. and how they react to our foreign policies. We are no longer seen as a savior country with pure intentions. We are seen as a dominating police force led only by our piss and vinegar and selfish ambitions. Even if we have our best intentions at heart, world governments will forever question our motives and there will always be countries with hatred for the U.S.

The legacy that has always bothered me is that of the U.S. fighting men and women who fought in Vietnam. The “don't ask, don't tell” issue vets faced when returning from their tours had devastating effects on their mental wellbeing. Even to this day vets shy away from sharing their experiences, perhaps because of the brutality and what they faced over seas. The real reason they shy away is because of the distress they encountered when they arrived home as monsters and baby killers not as heroes fighting for the good of their country. Americans wanted to forget Vietnam, instead they forgot the people who did their duty and gave themselves to what they saw as protecting the freedom you and I enjoy today.
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Re: Question 3

by Gloria Hendrickson - Friday, 16 March 2007, 10:41 PM

Jason, I totally agree with you about Americans wanting to forget Vietnam. I also agree with how people wanted to forget about the people that did their duty. Most Vets I know shy away from sharing their experiences becasue it is still to this day to hard for them to talk about.  I also think that they don't talk about it because civilians wouldn't be able to listen without passing judgement. That is something that civilians don't understand that if you weren't there you can't understand what it was like.

Another note, in this day and age the "don't ask, don't tell" program in the military is about sexual preferances. I'm not sure if it was the same back then.
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Re: Question 3

by Jason Hall - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 02:48 PM


Thanks for the reply. On one of the last videos, one of the Vietnam vets had talked about how it felt when he arrived home and nobody wanted to know he was in the war or the experiences he had lived through. On the other hand vets did not want talk about the war because of the immense opposition to it and what they had witnessed during their tours. I am aware “don’t ask, don’t tell” relates nowadays to sexual orientation, I was only using it to describe the situation facing vets as they returned home.
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Re: Question 3

by Samuel Van Rooy - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 03:50 PM

I believe the single most significant legacy of American participation in the Vietnam War is that it forced Americans to try to understand the truly horrific nature of war and some of the unintended consequences of war. 

Civilian casualties, torture, and the like have been aspects of war for as long as history has been recorded.  In wars prior to Vietnam, though, civilian populations were sheltered from this information, especially the gruesome photographic evidence of the atrocities.  It is one thing to say that children were burned beyond recognition by U.S. weaponry, but it is another to see photographs and hear the stories of those children (like Bong MacDoran in Appy's book, p 522).  And to think that this great organization, the Committee of Responsibility to Save War-Burned and War-Injured Children only "provided medical treatment in the United States for about eighty Vietnamese children" (522).

Another aspect of the wanton destruction includes the war against the very land itself.  Again, this practice was not new, having at the very least been practiced by General William Tecumseh Sherman with his "scorched earth" policy in the South during the American Civil War.  But the degree to which we destroyed South Vietnam and Cambodia was unparalleled, dumping some 19 million gallons of chemical defoliants over those two countries as well as Laos and Thailand (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Agent_Orange).  Landmines from both sides are likely still found in some areas - other places in the world where they were used invariably ended up with wards full of legless children.  Our bombing of Laos effectively destroyed the Plain of Jars, an irreplacable area of artifacts.  It seems that we could only have had a more alarmingly negative effect of the environment if we had used nuclear weapons.
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Re: Question 3

by Julie Listoe - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 05:56 PM

Hi Samuel,

I really enjoyed reading your post. You made excellent points. With the War in Vietnam being the first televised war, civilians certainly were exposed to more of the war's reality. I wonder if this public awareness was one of the reasons the war was so publicly opposed. What do you think?

Julie
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Re: Question 3

by Samuel Van Rooy - Saturday, 17 March 2007, 10:42 AM

I think that the public awareness had something to do with it, certainly, but it was that awareness combined with a lack of understanding the purpose of our involvement over there.  After a while, it becomes hard to convince everybody that you're fighting Communism when really you're just killing Asians.  It is a similar situation now in Iraq, though certainly not to such an extreme degree, but our government has equated terrorism with Iraq and thus our military force is applied to what is mostly a civilian population with some insurgents, like the Vietnamese population and the Viet Cong.
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Re: Question 3

by Kyle Haaby - Wednesday, 14 March 2007, 04:41 PM

It’s obvious that the Vietnam War left behind many legacies. We learned as a nation that we aren’t invincible and realized the government may not always take actions in the best interests of the people. People began questioning the decision making of the government and because of this, I feel like the most significant legacy of the Vietnam War was the increase of distrust it brought upon the American people.

After World War II, the credibility of the government was high as well as the support of the people. However, the Vietnam War exposed much of this credibility and distrust grew. The Gulf of Tonkin incident initiated much of this growth in distrust. First, the military lied about the nature of the event. They claimed the attack was unprovoked when in fact the two destroyers were on secret intelligence operations when they were attacked in defense by North Vietnamese forces. They then fabricated a second attack that was later proven to not have occurred at all. The Tet Offensive was also a huge factor as it exposed the United States’ true stance in the war. General Westmoreland had previously claimed that we were winning the war and the end was in sight, but Tet showed we weren’t in as good of shape as we thought. In the end, 58,000 Americans died in a war we weren’t even trying to win. With the threat of involvement by Russia and China, the U.S. military didn’t take all the necessary actions needed to win the war. The thought of this did not sit well with the American people and is one of the biggest reasons why the credibility of the government was ruined. As a result, this led to concern that the government might take future actions similar to Vietnam or not take the necessary actions needed in fear of another Vietnam.

The distrust grew so much that it divided much of the country. Most didn’t even support the troops fighting because of the hate they had towards the government. The troops went to Vietnam alone and came home alone. People weren’t thankful of their actions and American politicians turned their backs on them after all they had done for the country. Many had trouble just finding jobs. There was even the case of the Agent Orange spray that was used by the U.S. military. This was a chemical regularly sprayed in Vietnam and resulted in many complications to U.S. forces and Vietnamese people. Exposure resulted in cancer, birth defects, and psychological problems. No one was ever told of the risks involved and one veteran with cancer was quoted by saying, “I died in Vietnam and didn’t even know it.” This became a big symbol of deceit and betrayal within the country.

I feel like the distrust caused by the Vietnam War has led to much of the same distrust towards the government you see from people today. The U.S. government has continued to take actions leading to people questioning their decision making. The government somehow linked the 9/11 attacks to the Iraq War claiming the threat of terrorism when they were two completely different events. This is a threat that may have been blown out of proportion similar to the feelings Americans had during the Red Scare. We then enter a war pre-emptively on the basis of possession of Weapons of Mass Destruction when none were found. This deceitful nature has divided the country much like it did during Vietnam. This may be a signal that we need a change in our government. The Preamble of the Constitution starts by saying, “We the People…,” but it seems like the people don’t have much say in the actions made by our government.

