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ABSTRACT
The historiography of the Vietham War’s effect omérican society and culture often
focuses on the public image of its veterans. Hmsts and other scholars credit liberal
and apolitical Vietnam veterans for reshaping Aceers’ opinions of those who served.
These men deserve significant recognition for tlebsages; however, historians
consistently overlook another aspect this topiongervative Republicans in the mid-
1970s through the early 1990s made a concerted &falter how Americans viewed
Vietnam veterans and their performance in the adnflThe few scholars who have
examined this issue suggest conservatives wantgdeib Americans’ distaste for
military endeavors after the loss in Southeast Asizoncept known as the Vietnam

Syndrome.

This dissertation argues conservatives’ effortsewaeore complex than simply
wanting to break down the syndrome. The war anbbgs threatened their
understandings of the exceptional nature of theddrfstates. This notion of
exceptionalism stemmed from the immense succebeaountry territorially,
economically, and in the international system, agaisshments realized with the
assistance of the American military. The perforogaaof the military establishment and
its soldiers in the Vietham War and the negatitermational and domestic opinions of
the country in the wake of this loss threateneder®lements of American success that
conservatives viewed as imperative to maintainigitlea of exceptionalism and the
power of the United States. As a result, a digpageoup of conservative Republicans in
the post-Vietnam era attempted to alter Americashewstandings of the nation’s matrtial

tradition and the concept of martial masculinitgttoravaged by the war. This
[



dissertation adds another layer to the historidgyay the effects of the Vietham War by
arguing that conservatives not only shored up Acaas’ belief in the martial tradition
and reshaped the definition of martial masculiriyt that they also significantly

influenced Americans’ newfound positive opinionsviétnam veterans.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

On May 28, 2012, President Barack Obama spokesdfittham Wall in
commemoration of what the U.S. government deeme&®h anniversary of the
Vietnam War> Standing at the monument, a symbol of a warléfaa deep scar on the
United States, Obama echoed the sentiments of Aargyicans, especially veterans,
who struggled during the 1980s to change the negatiage of those who served in the
war. The young president, who was only a child nvBaigon became Ho Chi Minh
City, empathized with the Vietnam Veterans, pragimeir valor for serving honorably
only to have their service reviled or ignored bg kmerican publié.

However, Obama’s words turned sharply from a singplamendation of the men
who fought in the war toward a justification of wthey deserved such accolades. “All

too often it's forgotten,” remarked the presidétitat you, our troops in Vietham, won

! Readers should bear in mind that American militatgrvention began in the region much
earlier than 1962. However, the date May 28, 20&gked the beginning of a 13-year program to
commemorate the half-century anniversary of the #WRnesidential Proclamation;: Commemoration of the
Vietnam War, Press Release from the Office of ttes®Secretary, May 25, 2012.”
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/201 28 Hpresidential-proclamation-commemoration-50th-
anniversary-vietnam-war. For a discussion of An@ritivolvement in the region before this date see
Mark Bradley,Imagining Vietnam and America: the Making of Postabial Vietham, 1919-195@hapel
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2000); @ge HerringAmerica’s Longest Wad" ed. (New
York: McGraw-Hill, 2002), 1-129; and Fredrik Logdye&Embers of War: The Fall of an Empire and the
Making of America’s VietnaifiNew York: Random House, 2012). For backgroundrimfation on the
Viethnamese perspective of the lead up to the Viatiéar, see David G. Mar¥ietham 1945: The Quest
for Power(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1995pd8l primers on the Vietham perspective
during the war include William J. DuikeBacred War:; Nationalism and Revolution in a Dividédtnam
(New York: McGraw-Hill, 1995) and Troung Nhu TayVietcong Memoir: An Inside Account of the
Vietnam War and its Aftermaf{hNew York: Vintage Books, 1986)

2«Remarks by the President at the Commemoratioei@eny of the 56 Anniversary of the

Vietnam War, May 28, 2012,” http://www.whitehousevfthe-press-office/2012/05/28/remarks-president-
commemoration-ceremony-50th-anniversary-vietham-war
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every major battle you fought in.” He suggested thigffered a poor image for years
because of the “misdeeds of a few.” He highligtitesir achievements abroad and lauded
their accomplishments at home after war, buildmmgrt emotional crescendo: “So here
today, it must be said—you have earned your platang the greatest generations. At
this time, | would ask all our Vietnam veterans ta please stand . . . as we say those
simple words which always greet our troops wheny ttane home from here on out:
Welcome home . . . Thank you. We appreciate yiglcome home?®

The tone and language of this speech, given tketyen years after the fall of
Saigon, largely reflected of the efforts of Vietnagterans across the American political
spectrum who worked for decades to gain propergmition for their servicé. Veterans
who helped memorialize their comrades through tieen@m Wall sought recognition of
reintegration issues and fought to gain respecthamadr for the duties they performed for
their country. Yet, upon closer examination, theglaage of Obama’s speech also
paralleled a style of rhetoric used during the KI8P many conservative Republicans
who hoped to change the public’s perception of athat signified the country’s first

military defeat’

® Ibid.

* Veterans of all political persuasions participatedfforts to change Americans’ opinions of
Vietnam veterans and their role the controversiaflict. These efforts ran the gamut of press cagns
literature, monument creation, parades, and paliparticipation. A listing of historical literateiron this
subject can be found as references throughoutliggrtation, but an excellent overview of the efof
veterans can be found in Gerald Nicoslame to War: A History of the Vietnam Veterans Noset(New
York: Crown Publishers, 2001). However, it is imamt to note that Nicosia mainly focuses on therésf
of liberals, Democrats, and non-political partigifa

® Historical literature on conservative efforts tmoge the memory of the Vietnam War has been
limited to works connected to the Reagan admirtistnaand its role in the creation of the VietnamIWas
well as the president’s campaign to re-assert Aca&rimilitary and political strength after its
diminishment from the loss of the war. Works withemphasis on conservatives and the creation of the
Wall include Patrick Hagopiafmhe Viethnam War in American Memory: Veterans, Méagyrand the
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Obama’s speech reflected the reality that the Vticonflict had created a
national trauma that had political, cultural, andefgn policy reverberations for decades.
The physic wounds of the war affected the pubimtsod in a multitude of ways, as did
the painful embarrassment of its I6%3utside of the United States, questions over the
prosecution and the loss of the war corrupted dregived prestige the United States had
solidified for itself during World War IT.

In conservative Republican circles, the war fusét gsues of civil rights,
women’s liberation, and the sexual revolution teate what conservatives deemed a
crisis of American identity and traditional valuiehe crisis widened after Watergate,

bringing even some moderate Democrats into the’f@lte election of Ronald Reagan in

Politics of Healing(University of Massachusetts Press, 2009). Worltk aim emphasis on the campaign to
re-strengthen America during Reagan’s terms incMadhael SchallerRight Turn: American Life in the
Reagan/Bush Era, 1980-199Rew York: Oxford University Press, 200&hdReckoning with Reagan:
America and Its President in the 19808ew York: Oxford University Press, 1992).

® For a discussion of the psychic wounds causediéin®m see, George Herringmerica’s
Longest War4™ ed.For a discussion of the turbulence of the decadkeol 960s see Maurice Isserman
and Michael KazinDivided America: The Civil War of the 196@¥, edition (New York: Oxford
University Press, 2011) and Terry H. Andersbie Sixties4™ edition (Boston: Pearson, 2012).

" As George Herring suggestsAmerica’s Longest Wakietnam “discredited and crippled the
military, at least for a time, and temporarily esiged the United States from the rest of the woBd6.
German political scientist Helga Haftendorn pustieslidea further stating that “high on the Reagan
foreign policy agenda was the need to reinvigoailiances and work together with friends around the
world. It was part of the Administration’s cred@thAmerica’s partners expected strong leadershiptizat
some of the misunderstandings and problems ofakehad originated in the very absence of such
leadership,” i.e. Vietham. Helga Haftendorn, “Todiar Reconstruction of American Strength,Tine
Reagan Administration: A Reconstruction of AmeriSarength?eds. Helga Haftendorn and Jakob
Schissler, (Berlin: Walter de Gruyter and Compd$88), 17.

8 For an excellent discussion of the rise of thewNRight” in relation to the turmoil of the 1960s
see, Dan T. Cartefhe Politics of Rage: George Wallace, The Origihthe New Conservatism, and the
Transformation of American PoliticSecond Edition, (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State UsitiePress,
2000), 294-323.

°In 1968, many Democrats had already moved away fhe party as a part of a targeted
demographic group identified by Republicans. Nizadministration lumped disaffected Democrats in
with white, ethnic and blue-collar members of tharking class (regardless of their political affiien in
what its aides and the president termed the “sit@jbrity.” Although Watergate sent many Democrats
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1980, who ran on a platform of the regeneratioArmokrican values and strength,
suggested that many Americans either agreed onysiimgd of change?

The Vietnam conflict also created the Vietnam Sgnu; a reluctance of the
American public to support future military interd@ms. The more martial-minded and
conservative members of the Republican Party lagdethis consequence of the war. It
stymied their goal of spreading American valuesulghout the world via military
pressure and intervention, and it prevented them freaffirming the American military
in order to preserve the long-standing martialitrawl that helped shore up the notion of
American exceptionalism. Because of this frustratibtheir ideals, many conservatives
worked during the 1980s to refashion the meanint®tonflict as a way of lessening
this “syndrome,” as well as to restore the imagthefmilitary to reestablish American

supremacy>

back into the fold, the lackluster presidency ofidiy Carter combined with the memories of the twrhaé
of the 1960s and the corruption of the early 195&0% many Democrats to the polls to vote for Ronald
Reagan in the 1980 election. For a more detailscudsion of the “silent majority” see, Dan T. Cagrighe
Politics of Rage324-370. For a good discussion of the Nixon yeand their effect on America (including
the “silent majority) see Bruce J. Schulm@ihe Seventies: The Great Shift in American CultBoziety,
and Politics(Boston: Da Capo Press, 2002) 23-52. For a diszussi the Carter years and their effect on
the populace see, Michael SchalRight Turn: American Life in the Reagan-Bush E280-1992(New
York: Oxford University Press, 2007), 27-48d SchulmanThe Seventie4,21-143.

1% Historian Bruce Schulman notes, “Many Americanssee that the nation had entered a period
of decline. No longer able to lead the world, th&teld States could no longer even find its own way
home...Even those who could not point to specifidtipal events like the war or the scandal felt that
something had passed—the American Century, hovaareviated, had endethe Seventied8-49.

1 A strong discussion of the theory that the Reagiministration wanted to break down the
“Vietnam Syndrome” occurs in political scientist Mdm LeoGrande’s worlour Own Backyard: The
United States in Central America, 1977-1982hapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres§9B),
specifically see pages 3-9. Arnold R. Issacs gasmuch greater depth on the “SyndromeViatnam
ShadowgBaltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press,7)985-102.
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The most studied aspect of this attempt is RoRa&lalgan’s efforts to re-establish
the U.S. image at home and abroad via the expans$idmerican military might?
However, the Reagan story has many more layerssihgnly rebuilding a fabled nation;
it ties into the larger campaign by the president ather conservative Republicans to
reconfigure the martial tradition of the countrydasave the notion of exceptionalism,
concepts on which U.S. military and internationalitical prestige rested and from
which American nationalism found much of its ceniént

The historical work closest to this dissertatiostbject is Patrick Hagopianthe
Vietnam War in American Memory: Veterans, Memoyiatgl the Politics of Healing
published in 2009? This work, however, only covers the role of theaBan

administration in this campaign. Hagopian conctuthat Reagan discarded the noble

12 Discussions of Reagan’s desire to rebuild the Acaerimage are prominent in Michael
SchallerReckoning with ReagaandRight Turn;Gil Troy Morning in America: How Ronald Reagan
Invented the 1980¢Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 200&rtin AndersorRevolution(San
Diego: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, 1988). An indéirey, more abstract look at Reagan and his desire
renew American military might can be found in Sudeffords,The Remasculinization of America: Gender
and the Vietham WgBloomington, IN: Indiana University Press, 1989).

3 Much of modern conservatism’s adherence to thitamjltradition comes from its strong focus
on national defense, the defense of freedom, ardpsect for tradition. Good examinations of conatve
tenets can be found in Charles W. Dunn and J. DAtoddward,The Conservative Tradition in America
(Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield Publishers,.Int996) and/arieties of Conservatism in America,
ed. Peter Berkowitz, (Stanford, CA: Hoover InstiintPress, 2004). Also, for a strong overview @&f th
American military tradition, see John M. Carrolida@olin F. Baxter, edsThe American Military
Tradition: From Colonial Times to Presesgcond edition, (Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield
Publishers, Inc., 2007).

|n The Pro-War Movement: Domestic Support for ther\iet War and the Making of Modern
American ConservatisifAmherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 2088)dra Scanlon touches on
some of the subject matter contained in this diaden as well. Scanlon argues that it wasn’'t utiso
that a “strong consensus” had emerged among ocaisess that “the alleged lessons of Vietnam relate
how the war was fought, not to the principles onchiU.S. intervention had been based,” 2. ltis th
author’s contention that this consensus was thiera the start. Conservative tenets made the war
important in relation to the principles on whicte thnited States entered the conflict. The consera
treated in both Scanlon’s work and this dissentatiever deviated in their understandings of thears
for and the lessons of Vietnam. The only two infiti@l figures Scanlon treats that do not fit thisldnare
Richard Nixon (often dismissed by staunch consergatas one of their own) and Barry Goldwater (much
less of a conservative icon than Scanlon portray3.h
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cause idea early on because it “was politicallybpgmatic and divisive” and accepted
that the message needed to be one of reconciligtida also argues that, although
Reagan played a role in rehabilitating the wannaénly passed off the task to veterans’
groups and others who wanted to memorialize the'&vhen Reagan’s rhetoric did
engage with the memory of the war, it was in “& lpslemical way, by lauding those
who fought in it.” As a result, Hagopian arguesaBan played a minimal role in the
revision of the Vietham War’s consequentes.

This dissertation posits that the Reagan administravas an insignificant actor
in the larger campaign to fight off the war’s etfor Although healing was an element of
Reagan’s plan, the administration did not fullycdisi the noble cause campaign when it
moved to a focus on the men who served. It simpgifred it to include the nobility of
those who participated in the war. Both Reaganadher conservatives rhetorically
seized these men and their service in order tanfeonthe martial nature of the United
States and its male citizens in the hopes of pegbieg the myth of America’s special
nature. In many ways, they strongly influenced Aiggers opinions of the aspects of the
war and its participants.

The story told by this dissertation, set mainlyhia 1970s and 1980s, highlights
the efforts of a collection of conservatives wheditheir positions as prominent
politicians, veterans, and intellectuals to retlastnarrative of the Vietnam War and its

meaning for American military tradition. A formeegeral, a decorated Marine, a

15 patrick HagopiariThe Vietham War in American Memory: Veterans, Méatgrand the
Politics of Healing 12.

% pid., 16.

7 bid., 16.



presidential administration, and the editors ofdbetessential magazine for
conservatives all fought their own battles to pcoend redefine this martial tradition in
order to save its corollary of perceived exceptiena At times their efforts intertwined,
while at others their campaigns were distinctlyrtban. Woven together they highlight
a concerted effort of adherents to the same palitteology that helped undo the
damage of Vietnam. They promoted a revisionistaiee that explained the defeat and
simultaneously resurrected the nobility of the taily and its soldiers®

In overlooking conservative Republicans’ contribus to the much-altered
understanding of the Vietnam War, historians haxerlooked the significance of their
influence in a multi-faceted stofy Although much of the American public rejected
efforts to redefine the war to garner support fditany endeavors in the 1980s, the
conservative rhetorical campaign helped reconfirmeficans’ faith in the martial

tradition. They successfully influenced the breakd®f long-held stigmas toward the

18 A good discussion of the tenets of modern consismecan be found in Michael Schaller and
George RisingThe Republican Ascendency: American Politics, 12@8&t,part of The American History
Serieg(Wheeling, lllinois: Harlan Davison, Inc., 2002}26. The authors point out that by the 1950s and
1960s American conservatism became a “fused” anthrmore cohesive ideology that downplayed some
of the tensions between “social conservative timutism and fiscally conservative libertarianismé a
focus on combating the communist threat. Thesadeasupposedly were eased by the efforidaifonal
Revieweditor Frank Meyer, as well as further efforts bg periodical and its creator William F. Buckley.
In this “new” conservatism, support of isolationibecame a thing of the past.

19 Although Patrick Hagopian devotes his bddie Vietnam War in American Memdoythe
contributions of the Reagan administration to tlemary of the Vietnam War, most books regarding the
re-fashioning of the war’s narrative and the memadrif among the public do not lend these individua
much credence in shaping the American consciousmetize subject in the 1980s. These works include:
Kristin Hass,Carried to the Wall: American Memory and the Viein¥eterans MemorigBerkeley:
University of California Press, 1998); Jerry Lembdke Spitting Image: Myth, Memory, and the Legacy
of Vietnam(New York: New York University Press, 1998); andifia Sturken,Tangled Memories: the
Vietnam War, the AIDS Epidemic, and the PoliticRefmemberin¢gBerkeley: University of California
Press, 1997). Moreover, many of the works regarbimg Americans views of veterans changed only
focus on liberal and non-political veterans. Thieseks include Myra MacPhersdmng Time Passing:
Vietnam and the Haunted Generati@arden City, NY: Doubleday, 1984); Gerald Nicosiame to War:
A History of the Vietham Veterans Movenigatv York: Crown Publishers, 2001; and Fred Turi®hoes
of Combat: Trauma, Memory, and the Vietham \Waw York: Anchor Books, 1996).
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war’s participants that often stemmed from the amrdrsial nature of the defeat.
Conservatives contributed to shaping the new imag¥®setnam veterans and the
institution for which they served when they empheditheir martial nobility and duty to
country, and they helped salvage the charactdreofrilitary itself. This emphasis
reaffirmed the martial tradition and shored uprigh that America’s success as a nation
was somehow a divinely inspired destiny that eleddt to a special status in the world.
This story begins with the first conservative tokla the campaign to reverse the
Vietnam War’s effects, General William C. Westmarel. In an attempt to save face for
himself and the American military, he jump-starbexservative efforts long before
Reagan’s insistence, during his 1980 presidengiapaign, on the noble cause of
Vietnam?® The general spent his time as Army Chief of StE68-1972) attempting to
rehabilitate the image of the Army and its membldiescontinued after his retirement to
hawk his claims of the media’s role in the lossh&f war and the military’s lack of
battlefield defeats to anyone who would listen.,Yletoughout, his insistence on the

valor of the men who fought in this unpopular andny executed war softened their

% Ronald Reagan typically holds credit for applythg term “noble cause” to the Vietnam War.
Reagan used the term in his August 18, 1980 spedtie Veterans of Foreign Wars’ national convemtio
However, as this dissertation argues, the spirihisfterm turns up in numerous writings and spesdi
other conservatives. Moreover, other historiaagtithat Reagan started using the term in 1980 and
stopped using it by the next year, when it becale® Americans would not accept the war in that way
(Patrick Hagopian argues thisTine Vietnam War in Americaiemory). Although Reagan did not use
this exact term he carried a 20 plus year legadly im of talking about the war in similar, but ribe
same terms. Not only does this dissertation suggeagan never stopped pushing the idea of the énobl
cause,” but historian Toby Glen Bates documentgR&a rhetoric on the war, not that the idea ofilityb
began floating around in Reagan’s language in &y 960s and remained with him after he left the
presidencyThe Reagan Rhetoric: History and Memory in 1980&r¢a (DeKalb: Northern lllonois
University Press, 2011), 44-63. The “noble caupelesh is called “Peace: Restoring the Margin of
Safety,” A Speech to the Veterans of Foreign Warsvention, Chicago lllinois, August 18, 198the
Public Papers of President Ronald W. Regd@onald Reagan Presidential Library,
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/referencg/8aLhtml.
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image and made their entrance into the martialttcexdmore palatable by the mid-1980s,
reconfiguring this major element of America’s faké of exceptionalism.

The story’s next subject is former Marine and emahDemocratic senator James
Webb who began his crusade to redeem the tarn@tadcter of the Vietnam veteran
during the 1970s. Sitting in a classroom at GeangetUniversity in 1974, frustrated by
his invisibility to those for whom he fought, Wetbcided to begin writing what would
become a best-selling, hyper-masculine, and owetep novelFields of Fire;a tale that
supposedly closely resembled his and others’ timéétnam?®* He also worked to soften
the blow of reintegration, in turn, attempting toderate many Americans’ harsh views
of a group of men they believed were crazy, norefional, and an embarrassment. His
determination to place himself and his comradestim tradition of martial masculinity
opened up a dialogue about the nobility of the iwafand veteran) who served, but lost
the war. This modification of one of the most $iigant concepts of the martial tradition
helped to repair it in the wake of the war and @édhe possibility of closing the
wounds the loss in Vietnam caused to the notioexo&ptionalism.

The most public figure of this tale of nationalffeenation and the renewal of
conservative principles is President Ronald ReaDaning his eight years in the White
House, he and his advisors made a concerted &ffarpe away the stigma placed on the
war and its participants by insisting that both bgfized the United States’ highest
ideals: commitment to freedom, honor, and duty.gaashamelessly focused on the
pomp and circumstance and the symbolism of medasremorials as a way to reveal

the most positive aspects of the war and elevatedntroversial defeat into the

%L Robert TimbergThe Nightingale’s Son@New York: Simon and Schuster, 1995) 222-223.
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American military tradition. That unabashed tribtdamilitarism created a path for
Americans to accept the Vietnam veteran as a \¢al@mber of the U.S. military and
glorified the institution as one of the most import actors in the history of the nation
and its perceived exceptional nature.

In contrast, the members of the last vein of thesys the editors of conservative
periodicalNational Revievand its creator/editor William F. Buckley, spetiid time
trying to situate the war or the men who foughtithin the martial tradition because
they deemed it unnecessafyrheir campaign focused on the creation of a safithe
American military establishment and of Americanepttonalism, rather than working to
justify the already valiant efforts of the men wioaght in Vietnam. They began this
effort, reluctantly, with Richard Nixon who quicktlisappointed them. After the
election of Ronald Reagan, they renewed their giteo redeem the country and its
values, but they ultimately deemed Reagan’s attempa strong and redemptive foreign
policy in Central America a failure. It was not iitthe Gulf War that the magazine’s
editors found its true knight in shining armor;enn improved, and technologically
savvy American military that could reestablish gg@ttons of America’s special nature.

Tied together these stories illustrate the detestron of conservatives to keep the
stigma of Vietnam from destroying American militargdition and the notion of
American exceptionalism, a campaign that went tvejlond trying to restore public

support for interventionist foreign policy endeas/oiThe individuals involved wanted to

2 william Buckley and the other editors Nftional Reviewefused to place the blame for the
war's loss on those who served in it. This dissentareats this issue in the chapter “Saving gy’ on a
Hill.”
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preserve the tradition of militarism that undergidhe country’s role in world affairs,
while saving its fabled image as a beacon of haykestrength across the globe.

The possible destruction of the concept of Ames&gecial nature moved these
conservatives to refashion the war and perhapsittiar-reaching impact on their goals
for the country. Although the participants in theanpaign did not destroy the Vietham
Syndrome and usher in an era of major public sugpomilitary interventionism, they
stopped the bleeding of the martial tradition asaorollaries in the wake of the
Vietnam War. American notions of martial masculirahd militarism during this period
of revisionism changed radically, sustaining theiportance and preserving their

influence on the country’s mythology.

11



CHAPTER 2
AN EXCEPTION TO THE WORLD: THE CREATION OF AMERICAN
EXCEPTIONALISM

In late spring of 1945, just weeks after the deditAdolf Hitler and Germany’s
unconditional surrender to the Allied forces, Riest Harry S. Truman addressed the
American people regarding the Allies’ ability tonnthe war in the Pacific. Of course,
the atomic bomb determined the outcome of the Sk@dorld War, but before that
fateful decision came to fruition, the country’§ze@ns needed reassurance that a defeat
of the Empire of Japan in a larger ground war exist

Japan, Truman told the American public “shouldireaihat this Nation, now at
the peak of its military strength, will not relaxill not weaken in its purpose” as it
moved from a dual front war to one solely focusedle Asian empire. With a freshly
produced and massive arsenal of weaponry, as wallsggnificant amount of well-
trained manpower, he argued, the country no doabtine men, the material, the skill,
the leadership, the fortitude to achieve totalorigt'

In fact, Truman declared, the melding of Americaar wroduction with the heart
and soul of its warriors allowed the United Stateseach this martial pinnacle. Akin to
the men of the Revolution, “the American soldietto$ war is as brave and as
magnificent as the American soldier has always bé#nhas the initiative and ingenuity
he has always had.” But matching that soul withUhéed States’ relatively newfound

manufacturing abilities, according to the presideras the recipe for triumphant success

! Harry S. Truman, “Special Message to the Congpes#/inning the War with Japan,” June 1,
1945,The Public Papers of the Presidents, Harry S. Trurh®45-1953The Harry S. Truman Library and
Museum, http://www.trumanlibrary.org/publicpapérdéx.php?pid=52&st=soldiersé&st1.
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that made him “a better soldier and a more sucgkessldier than he has ever been
before.”?

In assuring the American people that the natiorastial strength would defeat
the Japanese forces, Truman presented a rhetorgssage that helped define how the
United States and much of the world viewed Amesicuilitary, its soldiers, and its
international power after World War Il. These wostal the eventual outcome of the war
shaped the pathway for the solidification of itsevans’ place within the hallowed myths
of America’s martial tradition and its corollary wfartial masculinity. Moreover, they
promoted the myth of American exceptionalism torenpdented heights.

Many believed the post-World War 1l clout of theité States rested on the
special nature or divinely-inspired destiny of tweintry, a concept helped along by the
U.S. military’s numerous and often surprising ssses dating back to the Revolution.
When the nation’s power reached its pinnacle inld/@rfar Il and the early Cold War
era, this myth, along with martial tradition an@ ttoncept of martial masculinity,
strengthened and solidified. Yet, just over tweyagrs after the end of the Second
World War, America’s inadequate performance in 8east Asia threatened these major

elements of the country’s image of itself and sfatace in the world.

The Origins of the Exceptionalism Notion
The first time a discussion of the special natdréhe United States arose was as
the Puritans crossed the Atlantic Ocean under diagce of John Winthrop. He told

the colonists to start a new life free of religigpessecution that “we must consider that

2 |bid.
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we shall be as a city upon a hill. The eyes opatiple are upon us.Winthrop’s words
admonished his fellow travelers that the world wiosdrutinize their actions, and
therefore, their failures. This initiated amongstket of new colonists a sense of
exceptionalism when their colony succeeded; sometbiher, non-Puritan colonists also
conformed to over timé.

As the colonies expanded in number, many moreesettidopted this
understanding of their ability to survive and ewetily thrive in their often harsh, new
physical environmertHistorian Reginald Horsman suggests, “in less rfabie
circumstances the Americans could have become faih@®e many groups of people
who have believed themselves favored by Providdnaewho eventually have been
chastened by disappointment.” But their experigaiffered, and “what was unique in the

American experience was overwhelming success ohdhbatiful North American

3 John Winthrop, “A Model of Christian Charity, 163Collections of the Massachusetts
Historical Society, Boston, 1838, Third Series,1748,Hanover Historical Texts Project,
http://history.hanover.edu/texts/winthmod.html. Gervative Americans often cite Puritan John
Winthrop’s thesis “A Model of Christian Charity,”riiten on theArabellaas it sailed for the
Massachusetts Bay Colony, as the first instantkisfvalue of exceptionalism among “Americans.” 3&e
words also reflected the biblical passage Matthet45King James Version), “Ye are the light of the
world. A city that is set on a hill cannot be hid.”

* Strong discussions of Winthrop and the Puritameeggnces in North America, as well as their
role in the development of New England culture #r@notion of exceptionalism can be found in Edmund
S Morgan,The Puritan Dilemma: The Story of John WinthrBgrt of the Library of American Biography
Series, Third Edition, (New York: Pearson, Inc.0@Pand Michael Parkedphn Winthrop: Funding the
City Upon a Hill,Part of the Routledge Historical Americans SerfBgw York: Routledge, 2014).

®> William Cronon discusses the “dynamic and chang@iationship between environment and
culture,” 13, inChanges in the Land: Indians Colonists and the &gplof New Englan(New York: Hill
and Wang, 1983He also suggests that Europeans viewed the newdapd in which they now lived in
terms of their own European culture and perspectigeming it harsh and inhospitable and working to
tame it, 22. , He also outlines their attemptsuivise on European terms from 34-53 American
Exceptionalisn(Jackson: University Press of Mississippi, 1988)borah L Madsen discusses in
significant depth the cultural creation of exceptitism among those who survived the harshnesseof th
Eastern seaboard, 16-40.
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continent and the remarkable events that domintddustory from the seventeenth to
the mid-nineteenth century.”

Moreover, their attitudes toward Native Americand ¢eir aggressive
interactions with them augmented among the cols@shentality that they were special,
as many settlers brought with them racial ideolegithe “Old World” that deemed the
Anglo-Saxon race superior to the “savages” theyentered in the “New World"”

The first elements of an American military traditiarose in the era as well. The
colonies created local militias to protect the oadts, an act that took on new urgency as
they moved further inland and precipitated moreflegirwith Native Americans.

Initially, male colonists saw participation in d@ay’s militia as a significant burden, as
the protection of their family and property hel@ager importance than the security of
their colony. Historian Harold Peckham argued desafjo in his seminal woilkhe
Colonial Warsthat, although colonists and the future Americaved the heroism of the
citizen soldier, “indifference” marred commitmeatthe militias and the early American
military.®

This understanding played a role in morale durimgsmavith Native Americans
and the Wars for Empire that reached all the wayddh America. However, that
mindset changed during the American Revolutionpaemging, but not solidifying,

men’s comfort with the realities of the citizendiel. George Washington’s leadership of

® Reginald HorsmarRRace and Manifest Destiny: The Origins of AmeriBaial Anglo-
Saxonism(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1981), 83.

"Horsman discusses this understanding of Anglo-SaioRace and Manifest Desting;24.

8 Howard H. PeckhanThe Colonial Wars, 1689-176@ hicago: University of Chicago Press,
1965) , 1-4.
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the Continental Army, according to noted militaigtbrian Don Higginbotham, had
much to do with this change as he “had to createvaarmy without shared traditions . . .
composed of men almost exclusively from civiliarchgrounds from all over America.”
Washington, albeit ignoring the dissension and laicsétrong cohesion among many of
these men, highlighted this diversity in his “FaeéivDrders to the Armies of the United
States,” noting his surprise “that Men who camenfidifferent parts of the Continent . . .
would instantly become one patriotic band of brete®

Washington and the soldiers of the Revolution tye@flected a new variety of
masculinity forming in American society.Previously, cultural and social norms in the
colonies made submission to the crown a signifipant of the definition of masculinity
because that characteristic ensured stabifliyow, this newly popular definition of
manhood accepted mental and physical aggressioft@mded on male submission to a
higher institutional authority, at least in the Bra&l world. This type of masculinity also

included characteristics like “ambition, assertiess, and a lust for power and fani&.”

° Don Higginbotham@George Washington and the American Military Traditi(Athens:
University of Georgia Press, 1985), 72-73

19 George Washington’s “Farewell Orders to the Arntitthe United States,” November 2, 1783,
Writings of Washingtor7:224 as quoted in Higginbothafeorge Washington and the American
Military Tradition, 73. Credit also goes to Higginbotham for the parapéd wording regarding
Washington ignoring the problems he had in makiisgiren a highly cohesive unit, 73.

" Good biographies and works on George Washingtdnde Ron ChernoviVashington: A Life,
(New York: Penguin Press, 2010) and Joseph J, HiksExcellency: George Washingtghlew York:
Vintage, Random House, 2004).

12 E. Anthony RotundoAmerican Manhood: Transformations in Masculinitgrfr the Revolution
to the Modern ErgdNew York: Basic Books, 1993), 17-19. It is impatéo note that this more aggressive
style of mainstream masculinity was only one of yngypes of mainstream masculinities adhered to by
American men.

13 bid., 11.
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The pinnacle of manhood was one successful in Badgpendent, virtuous, honest,
stalwart, [and] loyal to male comradé$.”

Moreover, supplanting the colonial desire to protamily and property, rather
than giving one’s all to the militia, was the iddfaresponsibility to the new nation. Duty
became “a crucial word for manhood” after the Ratioh, according to E. Anthony
Rotundo, a concept that stemmed from New Englahdew®tion to community and
developed from their Puritan background and thgioel’s influence on the region’s
society™ By the late 1700s, Americans had laid much ofgteeindwork for its national

traditions and concepts.

The Establishment of a Strong Martial Tradition
Detachment from the motherland gave the America@®pportunity, as Thomas
Paine concluded, to “begin the world over againd ¢he successful challenge to
England’s power augmented the notion of Americazepionalism, which amplified the
military’s role in helping America fulfill its desty and created along the way what

would become a concept of persisting importancetiatanasculinity-°

14 Kimmel calls this type of man the “Heroic ArtisaKimmel also identifies two other types of
masculinity in the late ¥8and early 19 century. The “Genteel Patriarch” “refined andsttratic” and
the “Self-Made Man” whose characteristics woulddyae more accepted in by mid-century after the
market revolution occurred. His characteristicsrexted more to finances, particularly his abilityoe
upwardly mobileManhood in America: A Cultural HistorffNew York: Free Press, 1996), 16-17.

'* Rotundo, 11-13.
® Thomas Pain€ggommon Sens&792. This quote is found in the “Appendix to tHeird
Edition” of Common Senswhich is presented in its entirety on the websitemushistory.org. The index

of the pamphlet is found at http://www.ushistorg/paine/commonsense/index.htm, while the appeisdix i
found at http://www.ushistory.org/paine/commonsésease6.htm.
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The early 1800s saw a continued evolution of athese concepts and traditions;
the U.S. military’s role in the supposedly excepéibnature of America and the events of
these years had a significant impact on the conmfgipie martial man. Further territorial
expansion created by the Louisiana Purchase in ¢&afed a need for exploration of the
West, starting with the Lewis and Clark Expedit@i804. This voyage and others that
followed included many army volunteers due to tleegperience in wilderness survival
while protecting the country’s frontiéf.

The efforts of the military in this and future exig@ns both on the land and at
sea served to professionalize the military andgaahthe fledgling institution and its
soldiers’ significant respect among the Americaogbe. Their examination and
documentation of the wilderness and the land itselted a sense of career
professionalization for the military among the plgge as soldiers and officers’
knowledge expanded scientific understandings ofabied.

Moreover, their experiences in the “wild” made thieemoes willing to sacrifice
their comfort and maybe even their lives for theedepment of the nation. Filibuster
William Walker personified this perceived selflessa to many in the mid-nineteenth

century, Amy S. Greenberg contends, because leotiters before him, “proved his

YA good condensed version of Lewis and Clark’s peasfurnals of their expedition is found in
Landon Y. JonesThe Essential Lewis and Clarilew York: HarperCollins, 2000). Stephen E. Ambrese
Undaunted Courage: Meriwether Lewis, Thomas Jefferand the Opening of the American W8kw
York: Simon and Schuster, 1996) despite Ambrose$egsional transgressions, continued to be a good
reference for the expedition. Moreover, there anétiple editions of Lewis’ journals both abridgedda
unabridged in existence.
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masculinity through heroic courage, aggressivityg eejection of both physical and
financial comfort.*®

As for professionalization of military affairs, tiiest step in that direction
occurred the year before the Louisiana Purchadethé formal authorization of the first
U.S. military academy at West Point, N¥ Although helpful in preparing a small
number of cadets for military service in its fidgcades, it initially focused on expanding
American knowledge of engineering, math, and s&éhc

It was not until the Mexican-American War that grsficant number of West
Point-trained men proved their mettle on the biglié, part of an era that Stephen E.
Ambrose called its “The Golden Agé-'Their successes institutionalized the importance
of professional training of the country’s militavaders and formalized the issue of
martial masculinity.

However, the War of 1812 played its own part indifyling the American martial
tradition and notions of exceptionali$h British threats and disrespect of the United

States on the high seas led to domestic concems #ie country’s place in an

18 Amy S. Greenbergdylanifest Manhood and the Antebellum American Emgiew York:
Cambridge University Press, 2005), 158.

¥ The edited work, Robert M.S. McDonald, éehomas Jefferson’s Military Academy: Founding
West Poin{Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 20)0gives a strong account of the origins of the
academy. For a full overview of its history sebgd®dore CrackelWWest Point: A Bicentennial History,
(Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 2002).

2 Matthew S. Muehlbauer and David J. Ulbrigtays of War, American Military History from
the Colonia Era to the Twenty-First Centu(idew York: Routledge, 2013), 145

L In Duty, Honor, Country: A History of West Poiffaperback Edition, (Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins Press, 1999), Ambrose suggest these gglehms are 1840-1860. He devotes a chapter to this
culminating era in the book, 125-147. Theodore Kehdiscusses this period West Point: A Bicentennial
History, 107-136.

22 A good overview of the war is Donald R. Hick@yie War of 1812: A Forgotten Conflict,
Bicentennial Edition, (Urbana, IL: University ofiflois Press, 2012).
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international system that was becoming increasiimgportant to the United States,
especially in relation to economics. The countgkta risk to defend its honor on the
high seas as well as to defeat Native Americansinvihe United States that aligned with
Great Britain in what many called the “Second Wlndependence.” Historian Donald
S. Hickey suggests this was an exaggeration, ahteat “was more imagined than real”
because Britain’s real objective simply was to tie Napoleonic Wars at any c6st.

Yet, the ability to survive the war, which turneat ¢o be a diplomatic draw
despite the weakness of a small American militarthe face of a mighty superpower
(albeit one preoccupied with the events on its ocamtinent), served to augment the
country’s belief in its exceptionalism. Moreoverlad to the election of another popular
military veteran to the presidency in 1828, Andidaekson, the hero of the Battle of
New Orleans’

This continued a rather steady tradition of thetga of veterans to the
presidency rarely broken for any real length ofeiomtil the period between 1912 and
1945 and again in 1992 with the election of Bilif@n. Diplomatic historian Alexander
DeConde noted in his study of masculinity and tfesidencyPresidential Machismo,
that “in times of real or imagined internationakess” historically the American populace

always tended to support their presidents “as thahgy were father figure$>As a

2 bid., 303.

2 Excellent biographies of Jackson include: H.W.riAndrew Jackson: His Life and Times,
(New York: Doubleday, 2005), Jon Meachaamerican Lion: Andrew Jackson in the White Hoslew
York: Random House, 2008), and Sean WileAtmirew JacksorRart of The American Presidents Series,
(New York: Times Books, 2005).

% Alexander DeCondéresidential Machismo: Executive Authority, Miligaintervention, and
Foreign RelationgBoston: Northeastern University Press, 2000), 292-
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result, it made sense that American voters oftemetlito a presumably strong and
valorous military veteran for leadership.

President James K. Polk’s chance to become a mfatti@r figure arrived in
1848, as aggressive thirst for territorial growdhced a war with Mexico so the United
States could claim California, allow the countrytrtaverse the continent, and gain new
ports to the Pacifi€® The military’s role in this expansion of the ctnyts territory and
its international power solidified during the Meare American War, enhancing its
prestige. A victory that relied on officers anddsers from the military and citizen
volunteers, it created a new sense that the USitates military and its martial men were
a powerful force with which to be reckoned anduitlier professionalized the
institution’s ranks.

John S.D. Eisenhower argued “the success of Antedoas represented a
remarkable feat,” even though many are “temptedo regard the unbroken string of
American victories as eas§"Yet, it was quite easy for Americans of the timeée the
hyper-successful outcome of the conflict as rerifgy the idea of a powerful,

unstoppable America fulfilling itsanifest destin§?

% Good modern discussions of the War with Mexicdide John S.D. Eisenhowep Far from
God: The U.S. War with Mexico, 1846-1888w York: Random House, 1989), Amy S. GreenbArg,
Wicked War: Polk, Clay, Lincoln, and the 1846 Uryasion of Mexic§gNew York: Alfred A. Knopf,
2012), Timothy J. HendersoA,Glorious Defeat: Mexico and its War with the WéwitStategNew York:
Hill and Wang, 2007), and Richard Bruce Winddfs, Polk’'s Army: The American Experience in the
Mexican WarCollege Station: Texas A & M University Press, 200

27 John S.D. EisenhoweBo Far from Godxxi.

BManifest Destinys the belief that the United States and its aitizeere destined to traverse the
North American continent. One of the first instasmioé a discussion of this concept is in John L.
O’Sullivan’s essay “The Great Nation of Futurity,he United States Democratic Reviegdd6, No. 23,
November 1839, : 426-430. This source is avail&ole Cornell University Library’sViaking of America
journal archive: http://digital.libtary.cornel.edugi/t/text/text-idx?c=usde;idno=usde0006-4. Freder
Merk discussed this concept at lengtiManifest Destiny and Mission in American History: A
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The acquisition of new territories of the Unite@tss, the Mexican-American
War, and military filibustering turned into provimgounds for American masculinify.
Greenberg argues, “New American territories wereraced by some American men
because they offered opportunities for individuaddic initiative and for success in love
and war.®*® Other forms of accepted masculinity existed, saEhestrained manhood in
which men used “their religious faith, their domesirtue and treatment of family
members, their ability to abstain from drinking and their success as breadwinner” to
highlight their virility.** However, many men now based mainstream mascubnithe
characteristic of great physical strength and thktyato dominate others with
“aggression and violencé?

By the 1860s, men throughout the United Stateslam@onfederate States of
America had the chance to prove they possessee thesacteristics on the battlefields
of the Civil War. Participation in the War Betwettre States often hinged on a main

ideal of martial masculinity, duty to nation anslideals; however, it also allowed for the

ReinterpretationNew York: Knopf, 1963). He suggests Americanséedd they had found “a new earth
for building a new heaven,” 3. However, he beletlee concept had little support among the populace
and was merely used as a rhetorical tool, 245.

2 Good examinations of the filibusters include Céat{. BrownAgents of Manifest Destiny: The
Lives and Times of the FillibusteX€hapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres§8D), Amy S.
GreenbergManifest Manhood and the Antebellum American Empind Robert E. MayManifest
Destiny’s Underworld: Filibustering in Antebellumm&rica (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 2002) anthe Southern Dream of a Caribbean Empire,1854-18&ton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 1973)

%0 Greenberg, 3.

31 Greenberg, 140.

32 Greenberg 12. Greenberg also identifies refinescuiaity as another predominant type of
masculinity during this period. This concept'aadicteristics were more in line with business avliipal

ideals. Moreover, she and others discuss the ififee alosely related primitive masculinity thattha
similar physical and aggressive criteria, but waiside the realm of martial endeavors, Greenberg, 9
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evolution of one of its key components: martialthevhood, which often maintained
combat motivatiori> The band of brothers George Washington spokegzrding the
Continental Army became of the utmost importanceneCivil War. Historian of the era
James M. McPherson, suggests that this “experiehcembat did more than strengthen
existing bonds; it also dissolved the petty rivedrand factions that existed in some
regiments and forged new bonds among men who saeiéphant together:”

In the years after the Civil War, as a new genenadf men came to the forefront
of society, men who had not had the chance toqgyaate in war, the definition of
manhood seemed to go into crisis. The signifitaciinological and industrial changes
of the latter half of the Icentury altered everyday lif8. These changes damaged male
understandings of their place in society. Althosgime like sociologist Michael Kimmel
suggested this occurred because “the courage #rshsafice demanded by that great
struggle [the Civil War] contrasted sharply witle thoft, pampered life of the business

and professional classes after the war,” it washmmore complex®

3 James M. McPhersoRpr Cause and Comrades: Why Men Fought in the @ial, (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1997), 3.

34 bid., 85.

% A good overview of these changes and the respaagism in the urban environment is
Raymond A. MohlThe New City: Urban America in the Industrial AG860-192QWheeling, IL: Harlan
Davison, 1985). An excellent examination of thelsenges and the responses to them in rural, northern
America is Hal S. BarrorMixed Harvest: The Second Great Transformatiomdahe Rural North, 1870-
193, (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Presgdr).

% Michael Kimmel,Manhood in America223. Much has been written about this period of
tumult in both urban and rural areas. For the psepmf this dissertation, this chapter’s focus keithain
more on urban, rather than rural menThe Paranoid Style in American Politics and Othes&y/gNew
York: Knopf, 1965) historian Richard Hofstadter gagts this period constituted a psychic crisis thaty
Americans of mainstream political persuasions wanigelled because its continuance might serve to
promote social and political radicalism, creatirigde political groups and altering the course afekican
politics in a supposedly negative way. Kristin Hogan argues ifighting for American Manhood: How
Gender Politics Provoked the Spanish-American anitgpine-American WargNew Haven: Yale
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The massive influx of immigrants in the mid anclatneteenth century from
Germany, China, and multiple areas in Southern ggjrpurportedly threatened the
livelihood of the common man due to a loss of jatasile the women’s suffrage
movement that began in 1848 endangered men’'sitaaitroles in society’ The closing
of the frontier also threatened their virility besa as Frederick Jackson Turner believed
the rugged individualism developed by forging a Bihd new communities in the
wilderness would die out and endanger the advanteafidmerica’s exceptionalisti.
Then, in the early 1890s, a severe economic dowttiithe country that would last until
1898, further preventing men from fulfilling thergdle task of providing for their
families® Fear of not meeting the requirements of Amerivasculinity, including the
lack of war to serve as a proving ground for it leany men to question their ability to

achieve manhoot.

University Press, 1998), 13-14 that this psychisisras well as elites’ remedies for it had siigaifit
gender causations and implications.

37 An excellent overview of U.S. immigration is Rodgzaniels,Coming to America: A History of
Immigration and Ethnicity in American Lif8econd Edition, (New York: HarperPerennial, 2002pr an
in-depth look at immigration from Southern Europee Mark WymanRound-Trip to America: The
Immigrants Return to Europe, 1880-193taca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1996). A datarrative-
based discussion of Chinese immigration is founidisnChang,The Chinese in America: A Narrative
History (New York: Viking, 2003). Excellent works regardithe women'’s suffrage movement and the
women’s movement as a whole include Eleanor Flex@entury of Struggle: The Women'’s Rights
Movement in the United Stat@éew York: Atheneum, 1972), Sally McMille&eneca Falls and the
Origins of the Women'’s Rights Movem@éew York: Oxford University Press, 2008) and RRtbsen,
The World Split Open: How the Modern Women’s Mover@danged Americ&evised Edition, (New
York: Penguin Press, 2001).

3 The Frontier Thesis became a significant partistbhical studies from its inception in 1893 in
Turner's academic essay “The Significance of trenfer,” given to the American Historical Assocaati
at the Chicago World’s Fair.

% Timothy Knight discusses the Panic of 189®anic, Prosperity, and Progress: Five Centuries
of History and the MarketdHoboken, NJ: John Wiley and Sons, 2014), 97-112.

0 Kristin Hoganson discusses this issue in significiepth in the chapter “The Manly Ideal of
Politics and the Jingoist Desire for War"kighting for American Manhood,5-42
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In the meantime, the country itself seemed on #rgeyof failing in its role as an
exceptional nation. Concerns arose among sonfeigdvernment and the military over
whether or not men emasculated by domestic problemotd make good soldiers,
especially since the country needed them for tix¢ stage of American expansion after
the close of the American domestic frontier: intgional territorial acquisition.
Moreover, many men began to wonder if they wouler @et the chance to prove their
martial manhood like their fathers and others e @ivil War. The battlefield, in the eyes
of many, both the elite and the common man, tatghirage, strength, endurance, duty,
principled sacrifice,” the exact elements of whaheant to be “real” maft.

Many young American men of the Iate”l@entury got the chance to test their
manhood in the Spanish-American War, an event fochvpro-imperialist politicians,
businessmen, yellow journalists, and jingoists deed?? Even members of the upper
echelon of the military seemed to point towardimted States’ aggressive entrance
into international affairs, with naval theorist Adtl Thayer Mahan suggesting it would
prove the nation’s masculinity and point it towésdintended greatne&3The war ended
with the United States taking on the role of anenmgdist international power in both

Cuba and the Philippines, while its quick and sesfié¢ outcome in Cuba again

41 Kimmel, 234.

2 Good discussions of the Spanish-American War @eRhilip S. FoneiThe Spanish-Cuban-
American War and the Birth of American Imperiali$895-1902New York: Monthly Review Press,
1972), Louis L. GouldThe Spanish-American War and President McKifleyvrence, KS: University
Press of Kansas, 1982), and Louis A. PéFee, War of 1898: The United States and Cuba indrjsand
Historiography(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina, 1998).

“*3Hoganson, 10.
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amplified the strength of the American military aetterated the importance of martial
service for achieving manhodd.

After the war, martial masculinity remained for ngdhe pinnacle of manhood,
and it became important for men who were not alstigagaged in the military to
maintain the aggressive characteristics of the gpicEventually, competitive sports and
an element of competition in all areas of life @as a means to maintain the aggressive
strains of one’s manhoddThis preservation, or for younger generation ofesa
creation, of the bellicosity of maleness outsidevaf meant that the martial man was
always waiting in the wings to perform the psyclyital and physical duties necessary
to engage in warfare.

Vocal American imperialist Theodore Roosevelt caigypad for the maintenance
of the virtuous characteristics present in thisregsjve style of manhodHe told the
American public in 1899, “I wish to preach, not thectrine of ignoble ease, but the
doctrine of the strenuous life, the life of toildaeffort, of labor and strife.” He wanted

“to preach that highest form of success which comesto the man who desires mere

*4 The Spanish-American War lasted just over threathmin the spring/summer of 1898.
However, from 1899 to 1902 the United States fotlghtPhilippine-American war against Filipino
nationalists led by Emilio Aguinaldo. Both wardfiiied America’s imperialist desires. The Unit&dates
occupied Cuba from 1898 to 1902 and maintained & protectorate via the Platt Amendment until 1934
In the Philippines, it was not until 1946 that pifios gained full independence from the Unitedestat

** Rotundo, 222-223. .
“® Gail Bederman presents an in-depth discussiorheb@ore Roosevelt’s understanding of

manhood and his ideology of the strenuous lifslanliness and Civilization: A Cultural History of
Gender and Race in the United States, 1880-1@hicago: University of Chicago Press, 1995), 116-2

26



easy peace, but to the man who does not shrink dlamger, from hardship, or from
bitter toil, and who out of these wins the splendiimate triumph.*’

Roosevelt, soon to be president in 1901 after $assination of William
McKinley, also wanted this form of manhood to suevbecause it assisted in keeping the
idea of American exceptionalism alive among theytage. Moreover, it would bolster
the new empire and reinforce the martial strenfthe country. He implored his fellow
citizens to “shrink from no strife, moral or phyaslicwithin or without the nation . . . for it
is only through strife, through hard and dangemndeavor, that we shall ultimately win

the goal of true national greatne$s.”

The Solidification of the Exceptionalism Myth

This notion of exceptionalism and the strengthheflt).S. military found another
test in the ethnic tensions and system of alliant&sirope in the 1910s. The desire to
seek economic advantage in the situation in Eurape the isolationist tendencies of the
populace regarding warfare, initially kept Woodr@dilson from entering World War |
and forced his administration, according to Daviddénnedy, “to cultivate—even
manufacture—public opinion favorable to the wétr.”

When the Americans finally entered into battle @19, victory occurred rather

swiftly. European soldiers on both sides of theflecinvere war weary, and the infusion

*’ Theodore Roosevelt, “The Strenuous Life” http:ittesofdemocracy.umd.edu/roosevelt-
strenuous-life-1899-speech-text/

*® Ibid.

9 David M. KennedyQver Here: The First World War and American Soc{étgw York: Oxford
University Press, 1980), 46.
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of American blood psychologically benefitted thdidd, while it psychically defeated the
Germans? As Robert H. Zieger argues, “one clear resutticgct U.S. participation in
the Great War was that the fighting ended in weskrope at least a year earlier than
would have been the case without American belligeyg™* The Americans left the war
with even greater international political capitadyticularly in relation to Europe, and
Ziegler claims this “drove home the fact that Aroanwas Europe’s offspring and
successor>*

As for the war’s veterans, many did not fare welller the stresses of the war,
overwhelmed by the sights and sounds of bombeepland their ammunition, gassings,
machine gunfire, and the horrific nature of tremarfare®® However, it is important to
note that Europeans endured more, and for a mugjetqeriod, than the Americans did.
David M. Kennedy notes that “most of the young rrethe AEF (American
Expeditionary Force) had arrived too late and maweedswiftly to be deeply disabused

of their adventurous expectations” of warfaténdeed, they experienced shell shock too

*Y Strong examinations of the U.S. experience in Waver | include: Justus D. Doenecke,
Nothing Less Than War: A New History of Americagrizinto World War (Lexington: University Press
of Kentucky, 2011) and John S.D. Eisenhow&mks: The Epic Story of the American Army in WVl
I (New York: Simon and Schuster, 2001). For a gocehaew of the battles and strategies of the way see
Peter HartThe Great War: A Combat History of the First WoWr (London: Oxford University Press,
2014).

*'Robert H. ZiegerAmerica’s Great War: World War | and the AmericaxpErience(Lanham,
MD: Rowman and Littlefield Publishers, 2000), 2.

52 bid., 2.

*3 Denis WinterDeath’s Men: Soldiers of the Great W@iondon: Penguin Books, 1979) presents
the story of those who fought in the war. For gegdminations of how technology and warfare affected
the British men who fought in World War Il see &dteeseShell Shock: Traumatic Neurosiad the
British Soldiers of the First World Wéew York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2002) and Fiona R&rbken
Men: Shell Shock, Treatment, and Recovery in Britt914-193{London: Continuum International
Publishing, 2010).

>4 David M. KennedyQver Here 229-230.
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and came to the “realization that modern militawynbat was something quite different
from what they as eager troops had been led toceXpéet, many used the “outrage”
they felt at the impersonal nature of new warfarpgych themselves up and mete out
retribution. As Kennedy suggests in his study esthAmerican participants, “what
strikes the reader of these personal war recorttheisunflaggingly positive, even
enthusiastic note®®

Many believed that the best and the brightest drethe battlefields in World
War |, and the war, with its death and destructied,to a disillusionment and despair
among the world’s “Lost Generation” that maturediiy the war. However, that notion
held stronger ties in Europe and among a commuiitytellectuals and literary
writers>® American understandings of the martial nature a$eculinity and the power
and strength of their nation stayed well engraimegiainstream culture and the
government during this period. Although Kennedyuagy “despite the dreams of some
men at the time . . . the United States was n&®iD . . . yet heir to the mantle of
‘empire’ . . . still a pretender to the title,” thation certainly did not perceive it that
way>’ The United States, now a major player in therirt@onal system, prepared for
what many saw as inevitable future conflict, mag its industry and readying its

military during the interwar periotf.

5 bid. 211-212.

*® Noel Riley Fitch,Sylvia Beach and the Lost Generation: A Historiitdrary Paris in the
Twenties and Thirtie€New York: Norton, 1983).

>’ Kennedy, 347.

*8 The following books highlight the major strategied production planning that occurred during
the Interwar period. Michael G. CareBecoming the Arsenal: The American Industrial Miahtion for
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The Empire of Japan’s decision to bomb Pearl HaobdDecember 7, 1941 set
the fruits of this planning into motion. In thed#a Theater of World War 11, the
strategically prepared United States with a stnogngal machine behind it, fought with
Australia and New Zealand against a determinednptilitarily weaker Japar®’ The
United States and its allies in the European Thedéspite the tactics of the maniacal
Adolf Hitler, successfully pushed back the Germdibgrating the countries taken by
Hitler, and occupying Germariy When the final phase of the war ended with the
Japanese surrender on September 2, 1945 just wiekshe United States dropped
atomic bombs on both Hiroshima and Nagasaki, it elear that American technological,
industrial, and economic might gathered prior andrdy the war proved more than
effective.

At the end of the war, the martial masculinity ln¢ tUnited States busted at the
seams. The images of the major heroes of the 8attmld War demonstrated the

strength, power, and manhood of the United Statesonsense men such as Generals

World War Il, 1938-1942L anham, MD: University Press of America, 2010),rk&lodfelter,Beneficial
Bombing: The Progressive Foundations of AmericarPaiver, 1917-194%Lincoln: University of
Nebraska Press, 2010), Henry G. Cdlee Road to Rainbow: Army Planning for Global WE334-1940
(Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 2002) and/iiddJlbrich, Preparing for Victory: Thomas Holcomb
and the Making of the Modern Marine Corps, 19363 @4nnapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 2013).

*Excellent examinations of the entirety of World Wiaare Martin Gilbert,The Second World
War: A Complete Histor{fNew York: Henry Holt and Company, 1989), Max Hags,Inferno: The World
at War, 1939-194%New York: Knopf, 2011), and Williamson Murray aAtlan R. Millett, A War to be
Won: Fighting the Second World W@ambridge, MA: Belknap Press of Harvard Univer§litgss, 2000).
Good overviews of the war with Japan include JohrDawer,War without Mercy: Race and Power in the
Pacific War(New York: Random House, 1986), Ronald H. Spedagle Against the Sun: The American
War with Japar(New York: Free Press, 1985), Jonathan G. UtBning to War with Japan, 1937-1941
(Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1985).

% For specific discussions of some of the major fsoimthe European Theater see, Antony
Beevor,Stalingrad: The Fateful Sied&lew York: Penguin Books, 1999), John S.D. EiserdgmpWwhe
Bitter Woods: The Battle of the Bul@idew York: Putnam, 1969), Max Hastingsmageddon: The Battle
for Germany, 1944-1948New York: Vintage Books, 2005), and John C. McMsAthose Dead and
Those About to Die: D-Day, The Big Red One at Ontadech(New York: Penguin Books, 2014).
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Douglas MacArthur, George Patton, and Dwight Eisevédr. Yet, the average solider of
the war proved the mettle of the country even mane, he exemplified what it meant to
be a martial man.

John C. McManus, in his attempt to understand Heey fought in the war so
“effectively and cohesively” using “reserves of cage that they probably thought they
did not possess,” pinpoints martial brotherhoothasanswef! Many volunteered while
others waited for the draft, but almost all adhdoedn intense camaraderie that became
their “single most important sustaining and moiivgtforce,” an understanding that “was
pervasive among the troops who fought the WaAt its end, the war established the
pinnacle of George Washington'’s belief in the bahdrothers, and was a culmination of
well over 100 years of American efforts to prove ttotion of exceptionalism, develop
the martial tradition, and cultivate martial m&n.

The Second World War led the United States to nemme@mic, political, and
cultural heights due to its own performance, the afsthe atomic bomb, and the
significant damage done to Western Europe’s cipepulations, and economies. The
men who served, now known popularly as the “Grea@eseration,” returned home to

ticker-tape parades, received the G.I. Bill, anaitvem to augment and utilize the new

1 John C. McManusThe Deadly Brotherhood: The American Combat Soidi&¥orld War |1
(Novato, CA: Presidio Press, 1998), Kindle Editibnc 62.

%2 bid., Kindle Edition, Loc 69.

8 It should be noted that Stephen E. Ambrose usedetm for World War Il soldiers iBand of
Brothers: E Company, 506Regiment, 1FiAirborne from Normandy to Hitler's Eagle’s Nebtew York:
Simon and Schuster, 2001) and popularized in thdemmlexicon. However, it is important to notettha
this term is a part of the language of the mattadition, and it is the invention of George Wasjtim in
relation to the American myth, rather than a mooalern understanding that it Ambrose coined it.
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American econom${* Michael D. Gambone argues, they “deserve eqedlitcfor
establishing the footing of a stable and prospefousrica. Guardians of the country in
time of war, they took it upon themselves to acta®takers of the peace. The skills they
gained through the provisions of the Gl Bill fueleat sustained the postwar bootmAt
home, much as they did during the war, they becgunmgessential American men, this
time as husbands and fathers, economic providedspeoductive political and economic

citizens.

The Devolution of American Exceptionalism and its @rollaries
As for the government, the hegemonic position theéedd States took in the
international system after the war had its only neisitary rival in the Soviet Union,
seemingly proving the special nature of natione ideological incongruence between
the countries and their inhabitants pitted themregaach other. At home, Americans
feared anything that even resembled communismti¢tatis used fabricated stories of
communistic tendencies to deem their opponentsa®$’ ‘on communism, a euphemism

for their lack of masculinity®

6 American journalist Tom Brokaw coined this ternmhis 1998 booR he Greatest Generation
(New York: Random House, 1998). Excellent discussiof this generation’s contributions to society,
politics, and the economy can be found in GlenAl@&chuler and Stuart Blumi,he G.I. Bill: The New
Deal for VeterangNew York: Oxford University Press, 2009), Edwardritkes,Over Here: How the G.I.
Bill Transformed the American DreafNew York: Diversion, 2006), and Suzanne Mettteo)diers to
Citizens: The G.I. Bill and the Making of the GiesttGeneratiorfNew York: Oxford University Press,
2005).

% Michael D. Gambonélhe Greatest Generation Comes Home: The VeterAmiarican Society
(College Station: Texas A & M University Press, 3)0189.

% Two good monographs that deal with the topic dfi@psoft on communism are K.A.
CuordileoneAmerican Manhood and American Political Culturettie Cold Wai(New York: Routledge,
2005) and Robert D. Deamperial Brotherhood: Gender and the Making of C@l@r Foreign Policy
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K.A. Cuordileone explains that this “preoccupatwith masculine regeneration
and toughness” did not originate simply with feaver communism; it “was the product
of a singular historical moment in which a comptéxhock-waves and circumstances . .
. converged to summon a sense of beleaguered mairhoeed of rehabilitation””

Those issues included concerns of a standardizestiéam identity, homosexuality,
gender roles, economic overabundance, and globaridan powef? It was during this
early post-war period that modern American condeswatook shape with its emphasis
on tradition, national defense, and the destruaticihe Communist enemy and its
supposed American conspirators.

Internationally, Cold War tensions created a threar military conflict in Korea
that ended in a stalemdte Americans often ignore this conflict and histosaleemed it
“The Forgotten War;” however, when the conflict vilaprogress, it certainly garnered a
great deal of press coverage. The martial men whghit in this conflict had rather large
shoes to fill when it came to the image of the Aigger soldier and the military, and it
would seem the unsuccessful outcome of their waldceomehow tarnish the image of

the martial man and the America military. Yet, iamy ways, the conflict failed to

(Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 200aprdileone deals with attacks on liberals, wbikan
deals with attacks on Republicans and others by B@mnedy and Lyndon Johnson.

7 K.A. Cuordileone American Manhood and American Political Culturettie Cold Way 238.

% bid., 238.

% Bruce CumingsThe Korean War: A HistorgNew York: Modern Library, 2010), David
HalberstamThe Coldest Winter: America and the Korean \{iew York: Hyperion, 2007), Wada

Haruki, The Korean War: An International Histofizanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield, 2014), and
Max HastingsThe Korean Wa(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1987).
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blemish either, and unlike the men who would fighthe next decade in Southeast Asia,
Korean War soldiers found dishonor did not betadinh.

According to Andrew Huebner, credit for this belsrig American journalists.

Throughout the war, the media painted the pictoa¢ ‘tdespite being outhumbered,
outgunned, and bone tired, American Gls were fighlieroically,” and were simply
valorous “victims of circumstancé®This representation to Huebner “added complexity
to the warrior image. By showing a greater degfesisctouragement, sorrow, agony, and
fear, these image makers widened the definitiah@inasculine, American fightef*”
This addition to the definition of the martial miaded quickly. In the next decade, the
men who fought in similar circumstances in the Nah War were not as lucky to have
their experiences portrayed by the press or acddpteéhe American public in the same
way.

The political climate in Southeast Asia, a mix ationalism and communism that
the United States could never disassociate froncdh@nunism of the Stalin era and
beyond, embroiled the country, its institutionsj] &s ideals in their greatest test. The
United States, with its new powerful role as thedler of the Western World, saw the
situation in Vietnam as dire. From 1956 througii3,3he United States spent money,

gave military assistance, and then, eventuallpgaiin the fighting to prevent the

0 Andrew J. HuebnefThe Warrior Image: Soldiers in American Culturerfréhe Second World
War to the Vietnam Er@Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres§(8), 103.

bid., 129
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communist takeover of South VietndMmThe task seemed like an easy one for the
greatest military power of the West.

Then, in the 1960s, the idyllic environment createthe 1950s with its suburbs,
revolving credit, and picket fences, all courtesyorld War Il prosperity, began to
crumble. Of course, as Cuordileone pointed outt, fdntasy never fully existed, and
when it did, its participants were white, middlass families? The true story of the
1950s involved increasing frustration, particulatyong the African-American and
female populatiod? The Civil Rights Movement questioned America’sibamlitical
values, while the second wave of feminism forced lsx@d women to reexamine issues
of gender inequality and sexuality. With thesergpgeand their eventual demands came
social instability, cultural reassessment, andtjgali ramifications.

Many who believed in these changes began to questeogovernment, leading
to the largest anti-war movement the once isolatdinited States ever encountefed.
Protestors, in turn, created a sense among owddialarthe country’s domestic problems
would affect its international obligations. In amyavays, they did. Lyndon Johnson and

Richard Nixon both made decisions about the waarméd by concerns over the ever-

2 See the introduction of this dissertation forstitig of scholarly works on the Vietnam War.

"3 Elaine Tyler May dispels many of these mythsismeward Bound: American Families in the
Cold War Era(New York: Basic Books, 1988).

™ An excellent discussion of the Civil Rights Movemafter the Second World War is Steven F.
Lawson,Running for Freedom: Civil Rights and Black Poltio America Since 194Philadelphia:
Temple University Press, 1998nother good overview is Bruce J. Dierenfielthe Civil Rights
MovementRevised Edition, (New York: Routledge, 2008).

> Good overviews of the anti-war movement are AdaarfiBkle, Telltale Hearts: The Origins
and Impact of the Vietham Anti-War Movem@ew York: St. Martin’s Press, 1995), Penny Lewis,
Hardhats, Hippies, and Hawks: The Vietnam Antiwavigment as Myth and Memdithaca, ILR Press,
2013), and Melvin SmallAntiwarriors: The Vietnam War and the Battle for émna’s Hearts and Minds
(Wilmington, DE: Scholarly Resources, 2002).
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increasing negative opinion of it among the popel&aften, the main worry was what a
loss in Vietham would mean for American exceptisml All of this enraged American
conservatives who rallied against the social arldiga climate, as well as the influence
they had on political, foreign policy, and militaggcisions.

Moreover, the social and cultural changes of th@0$%xacerbated the crisis of
manhood, one of the most important aspects of Avaempower. The men fighting in
Vietnam were losing, and the power of the men enmibmefront began to wane. Long-
held notions of American manhood, the concept’stanyl ties, and its effect on the
power of the United States seemed in jeopardy. chlaes of the era, according to
Michael Kimmel, “provided a frontal assault on theditional way that men had defined
their manhood—against an other who was excluded ftol humanity by being
excluded from those places where men were real"ien.

By the time the country withdrew from the VietnanakVhaving failed at its main
objective to drive out communism and stop anotleanido from falling, as well as
losing 58,000 military personnel in the process, tmited States appeared both
domestically and internationally weak. Many wittie country, particularly
conservative Republicans, believed that Americaleédo inflate its image. As Susan
Jeffords suggests, “the stability of the groundadnch patriarchal power rests was
challenged” by the 1960s and a renegotiation wouatdlir in the 1980s via “a revival of

the images, abilities and evaluations of men anscuoiaity in dominant U.S. culture®

8 Kimmel, 280.

" Susan Jefford§,he Remasculinization of America: Gender and thedrdim War,
(Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press, 1984},
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The chaos of the 1960s also challenged long-hattittons about the
“specialness” of the United States and woundedhtherican military in a way that it
had never previously known. Because of the sigaficole of the American military in
gaining and maintaining the power and prestigéeflinited States, these wounds would
have a considerable effect on its own confidenckisrimage in the eyes of the world.
Conservative Republicans reeled from this loshiefdountry’s “specialness,” as
promoted in the mythology so important to theiraldgy. The weakened view of the
nation made them fear the collapse of American imegw, leading various adherents to
participate in a concerted campaign to shore upotig-established traditions and might
of the American military, the country’s notionsrafrtial manhood, and the idea of
exceptionalism that they believed made the UnitiateS of America soar above all

others.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESTORING THE SACREDNESS OF MILITARY TRADITION: WILAM
WESTMORELAND’S MISSION TO DELIVER THE AMERICAN MILTARY FROM
THE VIETNAM WAR

“The Vietnam experience was, as President Reagaddsrribed it, a ‘noble’
undertaking. Those who gave their full measureesotion to the cause—both the living
and the dead—have much to be proud of. Individuaig collectively, they have earned
the undying gratitude and respect of the vast nitgjof their countrymen, they were
stouthearted men and women. They merit our undetstg and deserve our respect.”

William Childs Westmoreland

On a spring morning in Chicago, lllinois, almosenty years after the Tet
Offensive, General William Westmoreland, once agstiood before a large contingent of
soldiers. The men, now veterans, converged onttbets of the fabled Midwestern city
for a “Welcome Home Parade,” meant to thank themtieir service. For hours, an
estimated 200,000 vets “some in civilian clothed atihers in baggy fatigues and
battered hats, bearded and long- haired,” manyowtthmbs and the ability to walk
paraded behind the former general and past halfiamspectators.

This was not the first much overdue “welcome homp&'ade orchestrated for
Vietnam veterans in the 1980s. Just over a yedieea much less attended parade
occurred in New York City, while smaller paradesurced around the country

throughout the mid-1980s. It also was not Westihaacgs first time serving as grand

! William Westmoreland, “The Myths, lllusions, ané&tities of Vietnam,” File:“Speeches 1985:
The Myths, lllusions, and Realties of ,” Box 49: $tfaoreland Speeches, General (ca. 1984-ca. 1980s),
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Céara.

2 Robert Davis et al, “Cheers, Tears, and ‘Welcorentl,” Chicago TribuneJune 14, 1986.
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marshal of such a parade. However, this one ddfeFbe number of participants and
spectators, and the warm reception for the vetesassequaled only by the dedication of
the Vietnam Walf The elderly Westmoreland'’s participation as thengrmarshal of this
moment of unprecedented public acceptance of teen&im veteran, stoically dressed in
full military regalia, symbolically culminated clego two decades of service to his
personal vision of redeeming the image of the war.

Westmoreland’s ultimate objective, however, wassnoiply to alter the
country’s perspective on Vietnam. He wanted to sth@pnegative social and cultural drift
toward the war's participants and the Americantaniji* If he could do this, he believed
it would save the image of both, culminating in fadvation of the country’s martial
tradition and the notions of exceptionalism it eoafd up. As Westmoreland knew, the
public’s perception of the armed forces influenttedhumbers and its federal support,
and any diminishment of its real or perceived somaey affected the country’s position
as the leader of the free world. The general,eataind true conservative, did not simply
want to save the tradition that defined his life;diso wanted to protect American

exceptionalisni.

3 At the National Salute to Veterans, the multi-dajebration dedicating the Vietnam Wall,
Westmoreland led a large parade of veterans attgrile event down Constitution Avenue in Washington
DC. Lewis SorelyWestmoreland: The General Who Lost Vietr{Bwston: Houghton, Mifflin, Harcourt,
2011), 296.

* Arnold R. Issacs presents the breakdown of Amerigzerations in Vietnam that helped create
these perspectives in the bodkthout Honor: Defeat in Vietham and Cambo(ialtimore: The Johns
Hopkins University Press, 1983). As Andrew J. Baalegtates imfhe New American Militarism: How
Americans are Seduced by Whlew York: Oxford University Press, 2005) “The Armas all but
destroyed [by Vietnam]—not only destroyed but alsfeated and cast aside” due to its performantieeor
perception of its performance in Southeast Asia, 37

® Although Lewis Sorely hints that Westmoreland doubt decide on which ticket he would run
for governor of South Carolin&\(estmoreland: The General Who Lost Vietna@7.-269), it is clear
Westmoreland's loyalty was with the Republican Paspecially considered who encouraged him to run:
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Westmoreland started this process in the mid-196@ he commanded U.S.
military operations in Vietnarhlt was then that he began to recognize a percéagd
of gratitude among the American populace for theisemen fighting in the conflict. As
divisions over the war intensified and contemptifeveterans and the military escalated,
Westmoreland began a crusade to set the recordrgteand reaffirm American pride in
its soldiers’ sacrifices. By the mid-1980s, hislieaefforts converged with those of other
conservatives to change how Americans viewed theraes and their war, to salvage the
historical image and traditions of the Americanitarl, and to re-establish the country’s

international strength.

The Making of a Loyal General and Adherent to the Mlitary Tradition

On March 26, 1914, William Childs Westmoreland wasn in Saxon, South
Carolina to a multi-generational southern familyosé American roots date to the 1650s.
The first generation of Westmorelands arrived irgWiia in flight from England during
the Civil War due to their martial support of Ki@parles I’ The family became well-

established in the American south, and, as Westaratdiographer Samuel Zaffiri

Gerald Ford, Ronald Reagan, Strom Thurman, ChBeesy, and Nixon and Ford’s Commerce Secretary
Fred Dent, all Republicans, 268. Moreover, futuf@FGstrategist Lee Atwater ran the petition campaign
encouraging him to run for the office, 268.

® A good overview of Westmoreland’s time as commarnd@&IACV can be found in Thomas E.
Ricks, The Generals: American Military Command from WaNdr Il to Today(New York: Penguin
Books, 2012), 231-292.

" Samuel ZaffiriWestmoreland: A Biography of William C. Westmordlédew York: Morrow,
1994), 8.
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notes, “there were Westmorelands in the Confedéuate/ from every southern state
except Florida®

The South Carolina branch of the family tree, Westtand’s direct ancestors,
arrived in the Piedmont in the early 1730s. Comtiaks in the Revolution, a choice rarely
made by South Carolinians, during the Civil Wanth@&ned against the Union and
fought for the Confederacy. After the war, theytomned to celebrate the cause,
attending reunions and participating in parade®tmr Confederate veterahs.

Westmoreland’s father, sired by a man whose owrefatamed him after
Abraham Lincoln’s assassin, married into the Chi&sily, which had similar
understandings of the Civil War. By the time tb&ufe general arrived, the once rather
poor Westmoreland family had begun to rise in daoid economic stature due to its
coupling with the Child$° The new opportunities afforded them meant yountjatf,
who loved dressing in military uniforms and perfangnCub Scout duties, held great
promise for the family. His sister Margaret saitbth day one they kept a tight rein on
him and began inculcating him with the idea thatdas something very speciat:”

The first institution to which he gave his allegiarwas the Boy Scouts of
America. Being a scout was a role he took serioastyat which he excelled through his

teenage years.However, it was the Army that would become hisltihg love. As

8 Ibid., 8.

? lbid. 9-15
19 bid. 17-20.
bid. 20

12| ewis SorelyWestmoreland: The General Who Lost Vietnas. InManhood in America: A
Cultural History, Michael Kimmel presents an interesting discussibout the effects of the Boy Scouts of
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Samuel Zaffiri claims, the future general’s fatbéen drilled Robert E. Lee’s famous
words “duty is the sublimest word in the Englishdaage” into young William’s head.
This lesson in masculine responsibility influenéesifuture desire to attend some form
of military school after he graduated from high@ah \While he hoped to attend the
Naval Academy, South Carolina Senator James F.eBymnfamily friend, convinced
Westmoreland that he needed a less “technicaliauiam in order to be successfdl.

He enrolled at the Citadel and went on to makendglible impression on his
classmates there, as well as on his instructors+eaexpkerienced men who knew the
characteristics needed to succeed in the militEng. instructors and administrators
pegged him as leadership material early on, antidgnd of his nine month initial
training period, they listed him first out of a kaimg of ninety-six students for
promotion™

The future general’s outstanding performance aCitedel gave him the
opportunity to transfer to West Point, where maagufty members praised him as “one

of the most outstanding” new cadets. The Clas®9861whose commencement speaker

America on the men of the country. Although he askedges these effects were well beyond the origina
purposes desires by its founder Ernest Thompsotoseaho was “antimilitaristic,” Kimmel suggestseth
real effects of the Boys Scouts were in line withEnglish founder Lord Baden-Powell who “stresaed
kind of obedient and patriotic masculinism,” 168patriotic youth brigade,” 169. The full discussion

the Boy Scouts is found on pages 167-171.

13 7affiri, Westmoreland22 contains Lee quote. This quote is from a lé@teneral Lee
supposedly wrote to his son, G. W. Custis Lee B218vhich was published by tiNew York Suon
November 26, 1864. For over a century many haveutisl the authenticity of the letter, an issueechis
1914 by Professor Charles A. Graves from the Usitienf Virginia Law School. Graves concluded Lee
did not make this statement based on significasgarch and analysis. His paper, “The Forged Lefter
General Robert E. Lee,” can be accessed on theivgish and Lee University website,
http://leearchive.wlu.edu/reference/addresses/gfateindex.html.

14 Sorely, Westmoreland3-4.

15 7 affiri, Westmoreland27-32.
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was General Pershing, boasted a wide array of eaynpreeminent men with whom
Westmoreland had no problem competifig\ confident cadet, who took the motto of
duty, honor, country to heart, Westmoreland engeckaeiving the “Pershing Sword”
from the man himself at graduation, indicating that‘'surpassed all others in military
proficiency” during his time at the acadery.

Before World War Il, Westmoreland spent two yearslawaii, coming back to
Fort Bragg, North Carolina just a few months bef@earl Harbor® His participation in
World War Il began in North Africa as the commandgthe 34" Field Artillery
Battalion of the 8 Infantry Division and continued in Italy. He rosebecomeChief of
Staff of that infantry during its time in Franceda@ermany?’ However, it was his role
in the Vietnam War, twenty years later, as the camaer of the United States’ Military
and Assistance Command in Vietham (MACYV) that dedihis career and the rest of his

life.

Image is Everything: Shoring up America’s Perceptio of the Military
As the commanding general of American operationgi@nam from 1964-1968,

Westmoreland believed he “owed it to history” toyade the American public with the

'®bid., 33-34.
7 bid., 42.
18 Sorely, Westmoreland] 2.

9 |bid., 14-24. Westmoreland discusses his timé&énEuropean Theater of World War ||
operations in his career autobiogragh$poldier ReportéNew York: Doubleday, 1976), 9-24.
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story of the Vietnam War as he understodd iEarly on, even while he was “in
country,” he focused on how the public perceivesldbldiers in the conflict, especially
as the public’s support of the troops serving ietdam waned. As Americans’ feelings
about the Vietnam conflict fractured under the pues of social and cultural upheaval
and undermined the military, the general went fatbprotection mode for the institution
and the war’s participants. As the war progreseedgensed there would be an image
issue for those who served. Ideas of how to respegdn percolating.

Westmoreland tested a theme in the spring of 18é7eventually matured into a
full-fledged crusade to change the image of théndm veteran. In a statement read to
the Ohio Veterans of Foreign War (VFW), Westmordlaresented a “proud father”
stance toward his men he would never relinquisbhmidg in on three tenets of the
martial tradition, “Duty, Honor, Country,” he desptely tried to communicate that there
was honor in the deeds of men serving in an unpomainflict?* He proclaimed to his
comrades in the VFW, “I wish all of you could sas,| am privileged to see, how
magnificently these young Americans are perfornfiage. They are truly inspiring. They
are aggressive and courageous...They are dedicatke $ervice of their nation and the

cause we serve in Vietnam—the cause of freed@iid the veterans he declared these

2 «Qverextension Called War Cause,” File:Clippingspical, Education 1970s, Box 65:
Westmoreland: Miscellaneous, 1970-1998lliam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library,
University of South Carolina.

ZL“Duty, Honor, Country” is the motto of the Unit&ates Military Academy, commonly known
as West Paint.

%2 From statement sent and read to Ohio chapteredffilitary Order of the Cootie an auxiliary of
the Veterans of Foreign Wars. Attached to “Leftem Westmoreland to Paul S. Plunkett, May 16, 1967
File: Personal Papers, Topical, Veterans Actigjté of FW (1964-1980), Box: 37, Westmoreland
Personal Papers, Veterans Activitiéé|liam C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth Caroliniana Library,
University of South Carolina.
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men as their martial equals who represented theobéise U.S. military and America’s
male population.

By late 1967, Westmoreland realized the controaérsture of the war created
reintegration difficulties for returning servicemand that their image and Americans’
opinions about the military would need strengthgtifite enlisted Congressman John
Marsh (D-VA), who visited American bases in Sousitessia, to work on a coordinated,
non-governmental effort to welcome Vietnam vetettamsie. Marsh eventually
spearheaded a program to honor the returning seman called ‘Operation Gratitud&'”
The Virginia Jaycees pilot project, which mirrodater efforts of the Vietham Veterans
Leadership Program, mixed propaganda and veteae@ption. Coordinated
community outreach events arose to promote awasa@fidle soldiers’ “sacrifice,” to
explain the reasons behind the war, and to giveecis the chance to express their
gratitude to the veterafis.

When he asked Marsh to work on these issues, Wesland had not seen the

worst of the Vietnam conflict or its damage to bédoved military. The infamous Tet

24 strong work on the reception of Vietnam veterapen their return home is Bob Greene’s
Homecoming: When the Soldiers Returned from VieiiNew York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1989).
Although some, such as sociologist Jerry Lembethe, Spitting Image: Myth, Memory, and the Legacy of
Vietnam(New York: New York University Press, 1998), digptite claims of Greene and his subjects that
Americans spit on Vietnam veterans after they retdrhome, the book still offers a strong examimatb
American treatment of veterans from the veteramspaetives.

24 Marsh'’s hope for Letter “Letter from John O. MatshWilliam Westmoreland, March 8, 1968,”
File: Military Papers, General, 1-19 March 1968xB®, Westmoreland, Military HistoryVilliam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

% From a list of objectives for the program Openat@ratitudesent to Westmoreland by
Congressman John O. Marsh, Jr. March 8, 1968. Mildary Papers, General, 1-19 March 1968, Box 6:
Westmoreland, Military Historyilliam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University
of South Carolina. Westmoreland also retained plelttlippings from the “opening” of the program in
this same file including “Marsh Urges CommunitieHonor Returning G.l.’s,” Thursday December 21,
1967, “Operation; ‘Gratitude’ Aimed at Vietnam Vgt¥irginia Jaycee New Dominion, February 1968;
“Jaycees Honor Veterans,” Winchester Evening Stéagnesday, February 28, 1968.
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Offensive in the first weeks of 1968, regardlesgotomplicated outcome, destroyed
many Americans’ faith in their political and militainstitutions?® While President
Johnson had already decided in late 1967 to repestmoreland, the timing of his
removal in June 1968 coincided with Tet, tarnisHirgimage’’

Returning home somewhat disgraced, Westmorelareptat an appointment as
Army Chief of Staff in July of 1968. During hisdoyear tenure, he attempted to
strengthen the image of the American military. Aongart of his efforts coincided with
a push throughout the military to bring respectkiatacmilitary service, to re-establish
active soldiers’ pride in their duties and insiitnt and to entice young men to jéfh.

Westmoreland conveyed his logistical “philosophydontinuing the work of the
Army” to the attendees of the Army Commanders’ @oarfice in December 1968. He
stressed his four M’s for the branch—Mission, Matien, Modernization, and

Management® He wanted to bolster those already in the armyhk also sought to

% George C. Herringdmerica’s Longest War: The United States and Vietr950-19754" ed.
(New York: McGraw-Hill, 2002)225-268 and Stanley KarnoWjetnam: A HistoryNew York: Viking
Press, 1983), 515-55®ntain good overview discussions of the Tet Offenand its effects. A more
specific examination of the offensive is James HlIBAhks, The Tet Offensive: A Concise HistgNew
York: Columbia University Press, 2007), while araemnation of the effects of Tet on public opiniaanc
be found in David F. SchmitZhe Tet Offensive: Politics, War, and Public Opm{banham, MD:
Rowman and Littlefield Publishers, Inc, 2005).

2" Lewis Sorely presents the story that Westmorekrethoval from as commander of MACV
occurred because the Johnson administration waot@éone “with a more agile, creative mind.” Jolmnso
and his advisers had made the decision in 19@&&tmoreland: The General Who Lost Vietna@9.

2 “Memo from Westmoreland to Secretary of DefensévivieLaird, August 5, 1969.” File:
Military Papers General, 1-14 August 1969, BoxMilitary Papers, General (June 1969-March 1970),
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Carolinian Library, University of South Canal. In the memo
“People Objectives—Department of Defense” the dmpamt’s objectives are “to enhance the image and
content of the military career” in order create ‘fitve serviceman of pride in himself, his uniforamd his
profession.”

29« etter from William Westmoreland to General Eavitheeler, November 30, 1968,” File:
Military Papers, General, November 1968, Box 7:itdily Papers, General (15 July 1968-July 1969),
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Céara.
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polish its tarnished image and bring others ineoftid *° He boasted to those attending
that “[tlhe Army has responded magnificently to dallenge of Vietham,” but stressed
that it was an institution “in transition in a sety in transition.” In order to combat
societal change, the army needed to focus on ‘@hérmied enhancement of the dignity,
pride, and motivation of the members of the Armwtiile working “to increase the
attractiveness of service” among the general mapeijation. The key was to cast “the
Army image in a light that will engender a high dsgof public respect and appreciation
for the Army’s vital contributions in securing thational objectives®

When Westmoreland'’s role as Army Chief of Staffeshédnd he retired from the
Army in the spring of 1972, he believed the instdn had fixed itself internally, but not
necessarily publically. He informed President Nixomis final Army status report that
Vietnam had forced the Army to deal with “uniquéidulties” and “unprecedented
challenges.” Even though he “pushed to restorettoadlly high Army standards” and
re-established soldiers “professionalism, discgliand morale,” Americans’ still had a
low opinion of their national army, and he reseritéd

The general held a skewed view of why the Amerjalolic held the military in

such low esteem. He felt their opinion stemmedifeomistaken focus on the appalling

30 “Memo from William Westmoreland to Secretary off®ese Melvin Laird, August 5, 1969” In
the memo for Sec of Defense, People in the DefBegartment, August 5, 1969, Westmoreland indicates
that “a sharp improvement in our image” is needethttract and sustain a properly trained force.”

3L« etter from William Westmoreland to the Major Camanders operating under the Chief of
Staff and Senior Officers Serving in a Joint ComdiaiNovember 30, 1968, File: Military Papers,
General, November 1968, Box 7: Military Papers, &ah(15 July 1968-July 1969)Villiam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.

32 etter from William Westmoreland to President Ricti Nixon, June 30, 1972,” File: Military

Papers, General, 29-30 June 1972, Box 11: Miligagers, General, (March-Dec 197&ljjliam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.
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behavior of a few soldiers in the war, rather tbarthe nobility of the many and the
institution>® These indiscretions, he claimed about six mongtsrb his retirement,
obscured the courageous and dedicated effortedajrat majority of our fighting
men.”*

His frustration with the American public’s opinioakso came up in
Westmoreland’s final letter to Nixon with the acatisn that Americans had overblown
these “transgressions of a few” and transferrethtteethe institution. He pleaded with
the president to make the next goal of the armangping up of his efforts to change its
image among the country’s citizens. Among othengkj it would enhance the military’s
ability to prepare for the next conflitt.

The general also commented on a topic that beclaeneenter of his post-
retirement efforts to heal the wounds of the Amaarimilitary. He declared to Nixon that
the men who participated in the war deserved aedett acknowledgment for their
nobility and dedication to American efforts in \iam. Westmoreland believed that

such recognition must have a strong link to theyatself, so no further doubts existed as

to its capabilitie$® After leaving his position within the Nixon admstiation and

33 Myra McPherson examines atrocities committed bsthvam veterans ihbong Time Passing:
Vietham and the Haunted Generati@ioomington: Indiana University Press, 2001) oggm481-511.
William T. Allison examines My Lai and its effedts significant depth ilMy Lai: An American Atrocity in
the Vietnam WafBaltimore:Johns Hopkins University Press, 2012¢teran George Lepre discusses
fragging and other atrocities kragging: Why U.S. Soldiers Assaulted Their OfficierVietnam
(Lubbock: Texas Tech University Press, 2011).

34 «_etter from William Westmoreland to Thomas Jayddan, November 26, 1971,” File:
Military Papers, General, 15-30 November, Box 10@itsy Papers, General, (March 1971-Feb 1972),
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Céara.

% “etter from Westmoreland to President Nixon, J80e1972.”

3% |bid.
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settling into civilian life, Westmoreland eventyathade changing the impression

Americans had of the military’s role in Vietnam kiisfining quest.

Revisionism: Controlling the History of the Militar y’'s Role in the War

Directly after he retired, Westmoreland at firsesplittle time on changing
perceptions of the war, and this was likely dulisounsuccessful run for governor of
South Carolind’ The topic often arose during his bid for offibet the message lacked
the focus it manifested later. However, with thiease of the American prisoners of war
in 1973, Westmoreland mentioned his hope that fhesddom and the “excellent
impression” they made on the American people wbelgp change attitud€ He
commented “someday, and it may be soon, the Amepeaple will appreciate the

excellent job done by their military representasiue Southeast Asia”

37 Lewis Sorely discusses Westmoreland’s gubernatansin Westmoreland: The General Who
Lost Vietnam267-277.

3 A strong examination of the history of Americaispners of War in Southeast Asia is
Frederick Kiley and Stuart I. Rochesteignor Bound : The History of American Prisonerd/dr in
Southeast Asia, 1961-19¥8ashington, DC: Office of the Secretary of Defertdistorical Studies, 2013).
Monika Jensen-Stevenson and William H. Stevensanteo some of the government’s contentionKiss
the Boys Goodbye: How the United States Betraye@utn POWs in Vietnagioronto: McClelland and
Stewart, 1990). They contend the United Statetsiguest to maintain its position in the war witk t
American people and to keep certain governmenetefiom coming to light left the POWSs in captivity
for as long as possible.

% The quote “excellent impression” from “Letter frafilliam Westmoreland to ‘Verne,” April
13, 1973,” File: Personal Papers, General, Apri3, Box 14: Military Papers, General, (March 19&bF
1972),William C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.
Appreciation quote from “Letter from General WillieWestmoreland to Richard Nixon, February 21,
1973,” Box 10: Military Papers, General, (March 197eb 1972)William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh
Caroliniana Library, University of South Carolirtde suggested their release, as well as their behavi
upon release, “provided prestige for the Armed Esfcand “a boost to the morale of all Americans.”
“Letter from William Westmoreland to ‘Verne,” Mardh 1973.” Box 10: Military Papers, General,
(March 1971-Feb 1972)Villiam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South
Carolina. In the same letter, he says: “The emtinntry can be proud of the appearance and attdafittee
POWs thus far. Hopefully, those that follow willgithe same favorable impression.”
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Beyond that, he did not make a significant effarthe direction of revising
public understandings of the war until the late€®7nce the general started, however,
he rarely slowed down until age began to catch iiip lwvm. One of the most important
issues that needed addressing, according to Westndr was the media’s role in
creating an erroneous history of the Whr.

This subject first appeared during his tenure asmander of MACV, as he often
criticized media coverage of events as “confuseudsreeccounts” that would prevent
anyone from forming “a true understanding of thaation.”* As time moved on and his
career and reputation suffered from poor publiamm, he became fixated on the idea
that he should step forward and be the voice oiwdweand his men. His desire to shape
the legacy of the war appears in an editorial h&evin late 1970 in which he worried

praise for the army from future “objective historsd might “be too late® Instead of

“0 Historian William M. Hammond argues Reporting Vietnam: The Media and Military at War
(Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1998) thahé early years of the war the media and theddnit
States government had similar understandings ajetttbles regarding the conflict. However, in theela
1960s the tide turned with in the field reportimglahe changes in public opinion influencing thediaks
understandings and support of the war. Clarencati8yaper Soldiers: The American Press and the
Vietham WaliChicago: University of Chicago Press, 1993) alsggests the first part of this story, but it
does not see the same alteration of thoughts. Caneations professor Daniel C. Hallifihe Uncensored
War: The Media and the Vietnam W@&erkeley: University of California Press, 1989)saane of the first
to discuss Hammond'’s eventual argument. This awlsor contends that it was only after the war becam
contentious among the public that the media tuored. It is important to note that reporting was
typically accurate, but played up the low pointstef war in later years, rather than giving in to
governmental explanations of it, an analysis offbeers that be that reflected that exact trerttien
public.

L «_etter from William Westmoreland to Lt. Gen. Jasri. Gavin, August 6, 1967,” File:
Military Papers, General, 1-19 August 1967, BoX\&stmoreland, Military HistoryVilliam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

“2 Editorial is attached to a letter written by Westeland to H. Ross Perot on Nov. 6, 197ie:
Personal Papers, Topical, Writings, General, 198821 Box 39 Westmoreland Personal Papers, Topical,
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Ciara. Robert
Schulzinger discusses the issue of historical i@vism and the Vietnam War i Time for Peace: The
Legacy of the Vietnam WgéKew York: Oxford University Press, 2006), 188-1%Ithough some who
worked on revising the war were historians, otligessWestmoreland had military connections. The mos
prominent example of this military revisionism isutdly G. SummersDOn Strategy: A Critical Analysis of
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relying on those historians who might never comwloo might be ignored,
Westmoreland decided to take up the mantle himeetn before the conflict endéd.

In the editorial, Westmoreland outlined what wobhétome the main points of his
efforts to shape Americans’ understandings of tlegnam War and salvage the military
institution. He argued for focusing on the impodaif the army’s “overall
performance,” its truly remarkable performanceaartying out the directions...under
most difficult and trying conditions,” and its majguccesses in holding off the Viet
Cong and the Army of North Vietnam, rather tharpossible mistakes and “the inferior
performance of a few senior officers and NCOs."e Tilitary, to him, had accomplished
all of this “despite opposition, the incredible g@nal turbulence, the dissent, the lack of
U.S. mobilization, the race problems, and theiatés that have pervaded the Nation
during the past few years.” Westmoreland found deded to address these issues
continuously, regardless of the forum. The faat Mietham remained a point of
discussion made him believe, “blame has been fipaked [sic], lessons have been
learned, some heedet{.”

In 1978, the general began making speeches orgealempuses throughout the

country and before veterans’ organizations thatentrated on how to revise negative

the Vietnam WagNovato, CA: Presidio Press, 1983). Summers isafitiee main proponents of placing
blame on the inept leadership of civilians withie ttTohnson administration, rather than placingifsogimt
blame on the military and its leadership. The bbekame a conservative staple in the war to lewheél
on liberals for the mishandling of the war.

3 Other instances of revisionism include politiaztkilectual Norman Podhoret28hy We Were
in Vietnam(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1982), which blanedanti-war movement for the loss.

4 Editorial attached to a letter written by Westntane to H. Ross Perot on Nov. 6, 1970. File:

Personal Papers, Topical, Writings, General, 198821 Box 39 Westmoreland Personal Papers, Topical,
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Céara.
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understandings of the military’s participation iretham. One of his major speeches was
“The TET Offensive and the Escalation of the Vietn@&/ar, 1965-1968.” In it, he
acknowledged that the war had been a “shabby pedioce by America, a blemish on
our history, and a possible blight on our futuiut he also refused to blame the military
or the majority of its members for these issueggesting that poor domestic and
military choices by political leaders had weakettezglwar effort, while college
deferments that were “discriminatory and undemacratd created “substandard
officers” and led to “marginal types” who creatéuliations like My Lai*

Although Westmoreland made public statements inatee1970s suggesting he
hoped “history will put the matter into accurategpective,” he wanted to speed up the
process rather than let things work themselve$®dde based his reasoning for moving
forward on the proliferation of “distorted *histodl’ accounts” of the conflict. One of
those came about in 1978, in a “Reader’s Digedtéction namedsreat Events of the

20" Century and How They Changed Our Livéschapter “1964 — Vietnam: The Bitter

> William Westmoreland, “The TET Offensive and thecBlation of the Vietnam War, 1965-
1968, University of North Carolina Chapel Hill, Falry 19-22, 1978,” File: Speeches, General, 15€8,
19-22, ‘The TET Offensive and the Escalation of\etnam War, 1965-1968," delivered to UNC, Box
47: Speeches, General, (1978-198UijlJiam C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth Caroliniana Library,
University of South Carolina. The poor military étes to which Westmoreland refers may have been
Project 100,000, created by Secretary of DefenseeRdIcNamara on the advisement of individuals like
Democratic senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan. Thegpam allowed those who failed their military
qualification test to join the military and workward meeting those qualifications. Many considehisia
weakening of the military, while others viewedstracial and class discrimination, placing the buardf
the war on a very specific group of minority Amams. A discussion of these issues are found in Kyle
Longley,Grunts: The American Combat Soldier in Vietngmonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe, 2008), 7-11. A
full-length discussion of draft inequities can berid in Christian G. AppywVorking Class War: American
Combat Soldiers in Vietna@€hapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres€9B).

8 1bid.
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Ordeal” disturbed Westmoreland greatly becauseeheued it contained false
information?’

Given that a well-circulated periodical with “a tggtion for accuracy and
objectivity” published the book, it prompted Westeland to launch a letter writing
campaign to force a review by the publisffade explained to a former colleague that if
veterans made it a point to “express our disappmivaccounts based on uninformed
opinion, it could have a salutary effeét.”

Westmoreland’s desire to control the portrayahefwar came on the heels of his
bookA Soldier Reportgeleased in 1978 Although he “felt he owed it to history to tell
[the] story” of the war through his eyes and thesegf the military, the continued
publication of articles and books that did not preghe war in the way he wanted
reinforced his belief that he and other seniorceffs needed to get their story out to the
public. To General William E. DePuy, he wrote ttiety owed it to their men “to bring
forth the facts and raise them above propagandarerharked to DePuy that

“Misleading ‘history’ is but another slap at the rale of the poorly informed soldier,

" Reader’s DigestGreat Events of the Twentieth Century and How Ttegnged Our Lives
(Reader’s Digest, 1977). Out of print.

“8«|_etter to from William Westmoreland to Generall\idim E. DePuy, March 4, 1978,”
File:Personal Papers, General, March-April, 197& B6: Personal PaperdVilliam C. Westmoreland
Papers,South Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.

9« etter from William Westmoreland to General Wdlih B. Rosson, January 28, 1978,” File:
Personal Papers, General, January-February, 19%81®& Personal Papeisilliam C. Westmoreland
Papers,South Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.

0 William C. WestmorelandA Soldier Reports
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sailor, marine, or airman. You and | can help hagite process of setting the record
straight...and at the same time maintain a sojdience.®

With or without assistance from his former colleagiWestmoreland continued
taking a stab at revisionist history during hisesgees at colleges throughout the United
States. In late 1978, he arrived at the Univeitiebraska to give an oft-made speech,
‘Vietnam in Perspective.’ He lectured the crowgadfessors, students, and ROTC
members, giving typical talking points of how thedra gave “distorted, misleading, and
irresponsible” reports that undermined the milifavile traitorous war protestors
encouraged the Viethamese enemy to keep fighting.

But many in the audience, which exceeded the allateating, gave him a chilly
reception. Some booed, anti-war demonstratorsechsigns and shouted anti-war
slogans, and someone called in a bomb threat. Hjerity of the audience found his
revisionism unimpressive. As interruptions contithd/estmoreland countered, “I've
talked at about 30 campuses in the past four ybatd,ve never had one quite like this. |
guess this place isn't as conservative as | thotfght

A few months later, when addressing a crowd atibee conservative Dartmouth
College, he “received a warm welcome and extendatian when he finished.” But he
continued to receive challenges from “a substapaad of the audience.” After his

appearance, he reiterated his speech’s revisicqshe college’s newspapdihe

%1« etter to from William Westmoreland to General l\idim E. DePuy, March 4, 1978,” File:
Personal Papers, General, March-April, 1978, BaxPEssonal Papergyilliam C. Westmoreland Papers,
South Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

%2 Joe Starita, “Westmoreland addresses chantingng@oowd,” Lincoln Journa) October 14,

1978, found in File: Clippings, Topical, Educatid®70s, Box 65William C. Westmoreland Papers,
South Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.
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Darmouth,complaining that the American media bore respoligipbcoupled with
“certain elements in this society.” To him, theydermined the war effort and “did
everything they could to degrade the man in unifdffhe opinion of the “current
generation,” which he encountered during his spegdibsorbed all of this propaganda,
according to him, explaining why they attacked lsioomuctr?

By 1980, he began to argue that a reexaminatidineoivar was in fact underway
but somewhat stretched the truth when he suggétiedsituation is now being seen in a
more accurate perspectivé.Tn October 1980, he told talk show host Phil Dargh
“Revisionism is underway. As | speak on college pases, which | do frequently, a
changed mood is much in evidence. Meanwhile tiseaedecided shift in public attitudes
toward the Vietnam veteran.” An unconvinced Doretlanied his request to reappear
on the journalist’s popular talk show to discuss tiew “development and trend” in
American perspectives of the war, as well as tonate the paperback version of his
best-sellingA Soldier Reports®

For the next few years, Westmoreland continuecherspeaking circuit, but he
shifted his focus from unfriendly college campusededications of war memorials and

other military-friendly events. At one dedicati@year before the opening of the

%3 Scott Baker, “Westmoreland blames defeat in Vietua ‘Reds’ propaganda’The
Dartmouth,April 26, 1979, found in File: Clippings, Topic&ducation, 1970s, Box 6®Villiam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.

>4« etter from William Westmoreland to ChristophearBons, November 30, 1980,” File:
Personal Papers, General, October- December 19801& Westmoreland PapeWijlliam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.

%« etter from William Westmoreland to Phil Donahu@gtober 19, 1980,” File: Personal Papers,

General, October- December 1980, Box 16: WestmoddRapersWilliam C. Westmoreland Papers,
South Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.
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national Vietham Veterans Memorial, Westmorelamatf@med, “I am particularly

proud of speaking for the Vietnam veteran. Few Heckthe anguish that has been mine
for that man and woman who did in Vietnam whatldaglership of the country asked
them to do and did it well.” He lamented, “in retithese men and women have been
ignored and often abused by their fellow countryrard neglected by their Natior®”

This statement marked a change in his rhetoricatatell. Although he never gave up
on refashioning the image of the military and rangghe history of the war, his
campaign took a different and more successfulituthe early 1980s, concentrating on

the reshaping the image of Vietnam veterans.

The Valorous Man: Redeeming the Image of the Vietna Veteran to Salvage the
Martial Tradition
In the matter of polishing the image of the Amemicailitary and its members,
Westmoreland had a kindred spirit in Ronald Reagédaom he strongly supported and
stumped for during the presidential campaign of0l9Reagan’s Secretary of Defense,
Casper Weinberger, wrote to him near the end optasident’s first term, lauding the
great strides made by the administration’s camptage-strengthen the American

military. Not only was Weinberger happy with “theogress we have made in restoring

5 William Westmoreland, “Address at the Dedicaticer€@nony, Virginia War Memorial,
November 11, 1981,” File: 20 Nov. 1981, Dedicatideremony, Virginia War Memorial, Box 48:
Westmoreland Speeches, General (1981 20 Augusf})\@8fiam C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth
Caroliniana Library, University of South Caroliri®edication of Memorial to the Vietnam Veterans of
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, June 9, 1985,” Fileu8eJ1985, Dedication to the Memorial to the Vietham
Veterans of Harrisburg, PA Box 49: Westmorelandegpes, General (ca. 1984-ca. 198@é)liam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara, “VVLP Dinner, Orlando,
Florida, June 14, 1985,” File: 1985, June 14 Spe¥®th P Dinner, Box 49: Westmoreland Speeches,
General (ca. 1984-ca. 1980gjlliam C. Westmoreland PapefSputh Caroliniana Library, University of
South Carolina.
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the pride and performance of our people in unifdlmi he also reported on the rise in
“recruitment and retention” that he felt illustrdté renewed respect for the honor of a
military career.®”

An element of that change had much to do with ffeets of people like
Westmoreland, particularly after the focus of theiblic campaigns turned away from
buttressing the war itself and toward highlightthg valor of the conflict’'s participants.

When the thought of a national memorial commemogafimerica’s role in the
Vietnam War came about in the late 1970s, Westrandehad already spent years
supporting various smaller ones around the coumnoring soldiers who died in the
Vietnam War. Beginning in the late 1960s, vetemgnosips, city councils, and even the
parents of those who served, worked in their lcoahmunities to create monuments for
those who made this ultimate sacrifice; Westmotlamnely missed a chance to lend his
support:® The creation of the Vietham Veterans Memorial waglifferent.

The general’s desire to support a national prgesanmed from his belief that a
memorial supported by “prominent Americans of deeebackgrounds” might actually
bring the country together. He had great faitthm all-encompassing nature of a

“patriotic project” like the Wall that would be ‘@aemorial to the American Vietnam

>"«|_etter from Secretary of Defense Casper Weinberg#Viliam Westmoreland, January 3,
1984,” File: Personal Papers, General, 1984, BoP&vsonal Papers, Aug 1982-19%d|liam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara. In late 1983, the Defense
Department reported it had “its best recruitingry@ger.” The Assistant Secretary of Defense, L&wyb,
cited increased pay, better quality of life in Hesvice, and “a renewed spirit of patriotism” fbistsurge.
“U.S. Military Reports Best Recruitment YeaNew York Times\ovember 23, 1983. The assistant
secretary’s points coincide with efforts by all iches of service in the mid to late 1970s to cradéss
restrictive daily life, increase salaries, and emeabenefits.

%8 patrick Hagopian documents the number of Vietnamorials built in the United States from
the late 1960s to the present dayrire Vietham, War in American Memory: Veterans, M&tsy and the
Politics of Healing(Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 20®9), The first memorial was
erected in Chicago in 1966. His personal counlatie is 461.
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Veterans who made the supreme sacrifice” and wnddome an appropriate tribute to
all” who served>® Consequently, he quickly moved to support ther&ffof the Vietnam
Veterans Memorial Fund (VVMF) in order to soliditye war’s place in the annals of
history.

In the spring of 1980, Westmoreland presented unitaa financial and moral
support to the VVMF, which eventually built the Yiam Wall*®® He wrote the fund’s
president and founder Jan C. Scruggs to exprestehige to assist in any way he could.
He congratulated Scruggs on his initial victorystart the project, offered one of the first
contributions to the official fund, and stressedh® former grunt, “if you believe my
association could contribute to the success ofuthd, please do not hesitate to contact
me.”!

Scruggs jumped at the chance to have the retineergleon board with the project
and quickly wrote him back, thanking him for hiswa@bution and his desire to assist.

He praised him as “the first high ranking militarfficer to write to us offering to help,” a

role he said was not surprising, as it was “coasistvith the kind of leadership you

%9« etter from William Westmoreland to Jan ScrugBscember 1982,” File: Personal Papers,
Topical, Veterans Activities, Memorials, 1967-198@x 36: Personal Papers, Topical Veterans Actisjti
Memorial, William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

9 A contemporary account of the Vietnam Veterans ldeéah Fund and the creation of the Wall
is found in Jan C. Scruggs and Joel L. SwerdibevHeal A Nation: The Vietnam Veterans Memoffisgw
York: Harper and Row, 1985). Discussions of the \Mgadl it effect on American society can be found in
Kristin Ann HassCarried to the Wall: American Memory and the Vietngeterans MemorigBerkeley:
University of California Press, 1998) and Maritar®en, Tangled Memories: The Vietham War, the AIDS
Epidemic, and the Politics of RememberiBgrkeley: University of California Press, 1997).

b1« etter from William Westmoreland to Jan Scrugdssne 7, 1980,” File: National Sponsoring

Committee, Westmoreland, William C. 1980-1984, Bdx Office Files: 1979-198%/ietnam Veterans
Memorial Fund Records, 1965-199Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washing D.C.
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showed during those painful years of VietndthBy the end of the year, Westmoreland
had become a prominent part of the effort to btkelWall, lending his name to
fundraising letters, including one sent to his WR@iInt classmates; soliciting
contributions on his own; and becoming a membeh®fVVMF’'s National Sponsoring
Committee along with Gerald Ford, Barry Goldwagard Bob Hopé&®

A few months later, Scruggs wrote to WestmoreldAtthough the peculiar
political and historical situation denied you thetory that could have been won, this
memorial is not quite as encumbered by the diffieslinherent in the wa* However,
Scruggs was wrong. When the VVMF unveiled the defig the memorial in late 1981,
the uproar over its design threatened its exist&hdgtist Maya Lin’s concept presented
the memorial as two slabs of black granite embedtedthe ground and engraved with

the names all who perished in the war. Many cors®ms opposed her plan for the

62| etter from Jan Scruggs to William Westmorelanshd 19, 1980,” File: Personal Papers,
Topical, Veterans Activities, Memorials, 1967-198@x 36: Personal Papers, Topical Veterans Actisjti
Memorial, William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

83 Westmoreland’s acceptance of serving on committestter from William Westmoreland to
Jan Scruggs, August 22, 1980,” and “Letter from iMeseland to Classmates, October 6, 1980,” both
documents from File: National Sponsoring Commiti¥estmoreland, William C. 1980-1984, Box 27:
Office Files: 1979-1985/ietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-188huscript Division,
Library of Congress, Washington, D.C.

84« etter from Jan Scruggs to William Westmorelanct@er 16, 1980,” File: Personal Papers,
Topical, Veterans Activities, Memorials, 1967-198@x 36: Personal Papers, Topical Veterans Actisiti
Memorial, William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

% The uproar over the design is documented in @etddrm throughout this dissertation,
particularly in the chapter on James Webb. Thenajntemporary editorials condemning the design ar
Buchanan, Patrick J. “The Crypt on the Mall.” Jayu20, 1982 Folder: Natural Resources-PARKS-
Vietnam Memorial [10f3]. Box 28: Collection Bogd3anny: Files, Contents OA 11961. LOC 135/07/8.
Ronald Reagan Presidential LibraryTom Carhart, “Insulting Vietnam VetsNew York Time<)ctober
24, 1981; James Webb, “Reassessing the Vietnamarstdlemorial," Wall Street JournalDecember 18,
1981.
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memorial, which they found disrespectful. They &efid Westmoreland might feel the
same way about what they described as “the blask gashame®

Many of those conservatives wanted Westmorelangipart to alter aspects of
Maya Lin’s design or even to withdraw his approfealthe entire project. Former Marine
James Webb was one of them. A member of the otighoaip of individuals who sought
federal authorization of a memorial on the WastungWall, he wrote to Westmoreland
in late 1981. Webb told the general it would beytra my conscience,” to remain a part
of the VVMF because the project had become “at 8esemorial to those who died, and
in my opinion, a nihilistic political statement @aging the war.” Webb’s suggested
changes of the addition of “an American flag atjtivecture of the two Walls of the
memorial, a change in the color to white, bringingbove ground, and listing the names
in chronological order” had been denied by the VV\MRd Webb quickly decided to
withdraw his suppoft! He wanted Westmoreland to do the same.

When conservative veteran Tom Carhart, who vehdgnepposed Lin’s design,
contacted Westmoreland only a few weeks laterapesrda was much less ambiguous
than that of Webb. He asked the general to “camngidlping us alter this design to one
that can be reasonably seen to ‘honor and recdgdl2dietnam veterans,” and “to

resign from the Board of Sponsors.” Carhart arghatlMaya Lin’'s memorial was “not

% The use of this phrase originated with Tom Carhi4etnoted his disdain for the memorial’s
design by writing, “By this will we be rememberedblack gash of shame and sorrow, hacked into the
national visage that is the Mall.” Tom Carhart,sliiting Vietnam Vets,New York Time)ctober 24,
1981.

87 «_etter from James Webb to William Westmorelandyvismber 26, 1981,” File: Personal
Papers, Topical, Veteran Activities, Memorials, 79081, Box 36Personal Papers, Topical Veterans
Activities, Memorial,William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South
Carolina. For more information on this subject geechapter “Using the Pen to Strength the Sword.”
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only inappropriate, but also was directly insultioghe sacrifices made for the country
by Vietnam veterans.” Like Webb, he suggested chsfigf black to white, bringing the
walls above ground, and installing an American.fldtpwever, Carhart indicated a
much larger hope to pressure the general into wéthithg his support entireR?

They failed to sway Westmoreland’s opinion on thsign®® No amount of
cajoling by the opponents of the Wall's design vadokgep him from fully supporting it.
In response to Webb, Westmoreland firmly expressedreat displeasure with those
against the design, barking, “The War in Vietnamsa.divided our nation. Those of us
who served in Vietnam believe that we fought fevathy cause and are proud to have
done so. Itis now sad indeed to see effortsuwmldius. Such efforts are unnecessary
and...not justified by the fact$®

In reality, some elements of the design were ungawoWestmoreland as well,

and he even met with Scruggs in late 1981 to rewimm and to discuss the conceths.

88 «|_etter from Thomas Carhart to William Westmoredla®ecember 8, 1981File: Personal
Papers, General, May-July 1981, Box 16: WestmodeRapersWilliam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh
Caroliniana Library, University of South Caroliranclosed with the letter is a copy of a letter sidjby
both Democratic and Republican Congressman asleoefary of the Interior James Watt to oversee a
review of the memorial design. He also sent aldimpings discussing support.

89 «_etter from William Westmsworeland to Col. Stocam June 15, 1981,” File: Personal Papers,
General, May-July 1981, Box 16: Westmoreland Pgp¥iliam C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth
Caroliniana Library, University of South Carolina.

"0« etter from William Westmoreland to James WeblecBmber 28, 1981,” File:Personal
Papers, General, May-July 1981, Box 16: WestmodeRapersWilliam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh
Caroliniana Library, University of South Carolina.

™ In a letter from Westmoreland to Robert Snellstaed “| was not pleased with the inscription
and have recommended strongly to the Presidehieofiethnam Veterans Memorial Fund...that the words
‘for a noble cause’ be inserted in the ‘Prologlig@érsonally would be satisfied with the designhvihiose
added words. However, if veterans as whole arsaiigfied, and | doubt that anyone knows whethey t
are or not, | would urge that construction be heldbeyance and an alternate design considerdai kg
discuss this matter with Jan Scruggs.” “Letter With Westmoreland to from Robert Snell, November 8,
1981,” File: Personal Papers, Topical, Veteranviéis, Memorials, 1967-1981, Box 36: Personal Pgpe
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However, after this meeting, he saw no reasonhfose elements to make or break the
building of the monument. Of the few things he dadugr alterations, he believed none
should hinder the project. The inscription, alreadto be modified “to reflect honor,
courage, and devotion to country,” and the placeératan American flag, which he
deemed highly necessary, would not interfere watmimencement of the memorial’s
construction, in his estimatidn.

On a whole, Westmoreland believed Maya Lin’s desvguld not dredge up the
divisiveness of the war or send some sort of libgoétical message about it. He felt the
monument would be elegant, tasteful, and fit ineuiell on the National Mall. As he
wrote to James Webb, “it is in no way a “trenchigdk polished granite is far more
handsome than any other possible stone, the clogical listing of names is not
inappropriate, the structure reflects dignity anddyjtaste and blends in aesthetically well
with the environment of that beautiful area of thall.” ® Although he made sure that
Webb knew he took his concerns quite seriouslyhénend, Westmoreland told him “my
verdict is not in agreement with yours.” To the geh the most important issue was a
completed memorial, unveiled to the country, andkimg to change public perceptions.

The similarity between Scruggs and Westmorelane&rd to keep politics out of

Americans’ psyches when it came to the Wall, stechfmam the fact that they both

Topical Veterans Activities, MemoarialVilliam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library,
University of South Carolina.

2« etter from William Westmoreland to James WeblecBmber 28, 1981.”

2 bid.
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wanted reverence for the men who ser{fédlestmoreland staunchly stood by Scruggs
and the VVMF, the project, and the design and névehed under the pressure put on
by conservative veterans and politicians. He knemflict would not only destroy the
Wall, but it would also kill any chance he had banging the public’s opinion on the
military and its veterans. Honoring, and therefeadyaging the reputation of the men
who served in Vietnam would, in turn, save the taiji tradition of the United States.

After rejecting conservative calls for change, Westeland continued his support
of the VVMF. He was quite pleased when Scruggs evnom in March of 1982 with one
of his many update letters, bringing news of desekent’> A bit off schedule now,
Scruggs wrote, the issues that threatened tolmalinemorial in its tracks had dissipated.
The VVMF would move forward and install a flag bétsite and a statue connected to
the monument, a human representation of those etved. At the bottom of this official
letter from the VVMF'’s president, was a handwrittesie meant for delivery to Scruggs:
“Congratulations on your success in solving thagiesontroversy. | admire the way you
handled such a sensitive and important probl&mn.”

Within two weeks, Westmoreland had a letter ondeisk, requesting his

attendance and participation in the official groorehking ceremony for what would

" Scruggs’ discusses that he wanted an apolitical;aontroversial memorial that honored
Vietnam veterans and their service in Scruggs amef@ow, To Heal a Nation12-13.

5 A detailed discussion of the settlement is foun&¢hulzingerA Time for Peace5-101. Jan
Scruggs’ account of the compromise can be fourid Bcruggs and Swerdlowp Heal A Nation93-107.

0« etter from Jan Scruggs to William Westmorelandreh 3, 1982,” File: Personal Papers,
Topical, Veterans Activities, Memorials, 1981-198®x 36: Personal Papers, Topical Veterans Actigijti
Memorial, William C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara
Always keeping him apprised and he says they hadeting with “detractors” of the Wall that endedtwi
“an agreement for the VVMF to pursue the approval flag and a statue of a U.S. serviceman to be
included in the design.”
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become the Vietnam Veterans Memofiabcruggs hoped he would attend, particularly
because he believed that for the monument to bepéed “we need a prominent general
at the podium that day®

Westmoreland obliged, attending the dedicatiorhefNlemorial, a celebration he
believed “should have a positive impattHe also led the parade of veterans who
marched on the nation’s capital. According to Sgejghe general “loved the Salute.
Enjoyed the camaraderie, etc....he likes the Entr@faza.® In fact, numerous veterans
contacted Westmoreland in the year after the dedicaelling him how they liked the
monument. According to him, he received fifty éet from veterans everyday stating
how much they “like the memorial,” even though mamtially “thought that they would

not like it.”8!

T «_etter from Jan Scruggs to William WestmorelarMarch 17, 1982,” File: Personal Papers,
Topical, Veterans Activities, Memorials, 1981-198®x 36: Personal Papers, Topical Veterans Actigijti
Memorial, William C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara from
The Wall file.

8« etter from Jan Scruggs to William WestmorelaBecember 21, 1981,” File: National
Sponsoring Committee, Westmoreland, William C. 13884, Box 27: Office Files: 1979-1988ietnam
Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-198kanuscript Division, Library of Congress, Waskting
D.C.

9« etter from William Westmoreland to Jan Scruggsgust, 17, 1982,” File: National
Sponsoring Committee, Westmoreland, William C. 29884, Box 27: Office Files: 1979-1988ietnam
Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-198knuscript Division, Library of Congress, Waskting
D.C.

80«VMF Call Report, December 3, 1982,” File: NatalrSponsoring Committee, Westmoreland,
William C. 1980-1984, Box 27: Office Files: 197988 Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-
1994 Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Wasttg D.C.

81 “wVMF Call Report, June, 16, 1983,” File: Natidr&ponsoring Committee, Westmoreland,
William C. 1980-1984, Box 27: Office Files: 197988 Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-
1994 Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Wasttg D.C.
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After Westmoreland’s desire for a national memacahe to fruition, he shifted
his attention to other related projects. His nexttdbution to Americans’ perceptions of
Vietnam veterans came via the promotion of then4&et Veterans Leadership Program
(VVLP), a flagship of the Reagan administrationh#&dp those who had returned from
the war reintegrate into society.

In fact, the initiative mainly served as a meansetshape the image of veterans
and offered little substantial help or leadershgning. This outcome corresponded with
Westmoreland’s objectives. He promoted it as “daretlesigned to affirm pride and
integrity in military service, while demonstratitizat Vietnam Veterans are a leadership
resource not to be pitied or treated as guilt-niddetims.” The program might have had
the dual effect of making “a lasting impact on Amaerican society as well as on the
individual lives of those who served their countniyh such distinction in Vietnam,” but
clearly, Westmoreland was most interested in winaipublic thought about the veterans,
rather than its ability to help those who sert&d.

The general often spoke to associations and gnagasding the promise of the
VVLP, focusing on proving the men who served weakant and represented the best

America had to offer. The man who served in Vietpaotording to Westmoreland, was

8 For a more in-depth discussion of the Vietnam k&te Leadership program see the chapters
“Using the Pen to Strengthen the Sword” and “Sdah@gthe American Martial Tradition” in this
dissertation.

83 «_etter from William Westmoreland to General John Vessey, Jr., July 18, 1983,” File:
Personal Papers, Topical, Vet. Activities, ViettMeeadership Prog. (Apr-Aug 1983), Box 37: Persona
Papers, Veterans Activitieg/illiam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of
South Carolina.
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not “a drug ridden psychotic outlaw,” but “a manpoide and initiative  Even if some
might need assistance with reintegration, he cal@ent had little to do with their service
and everything to do with labels attached by theeAoan public, leaders, and
institutions. In fact, Westmoreland would countergcent poll concluded that nearly all
were happy they served, more than half would dagson, and almost three-fourths liked
their experience in the American militafy.

To him, those who served in Vietnam were “a pregioational asset” that was

“as good a force as we have ever put on any hiattef®®

He adamantly opposed their
being “ashamed” of themselves because they pertbthesr orders, emphasizing that
the defeat was not their fadltIn fact, he acknowledged his own reintegratiorbfems,
what journalist Jack Norman called “Vietnam-vetesgndrome.” According to
Westmoreland, however, the maturity that came wighage, his previous experience in

war, and his lack of confusion over the justnesthefwar saved him from becoming

stuck in that phas¥.

8 william Westmoreland as quoted in “Westmorelaniisozet portrayal unfair, The Pentagram
News,(Where), 1983, File: Clippings, Topical, Veteraivities (1980-1983), Box 6AVilliam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Ciara. Myra MacPherson
discusses the druggie image of Vietham veteransatual drug abuse among thenLong Time Passing:
Vietnam and the Haunted Generati@loomington: Indiana State Press, 1984), 572-575

% |bid. Westmoreland quotes the information frons th980 Harris Poll in the article.

8 peter Bragdon, “Ex-military chief calls veterapsecious national resourceThe Oregonian
1982, File: Clippings, Topical, Veterans Activiti€980-1983), Box 6 AVilliam C. Westmoreland Papers,
South Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

87 peter Schaffer, “Westmoreland: No shame to hamedén Vietnam,” no date, File: Clippings,
Topical, Education, 1980s, Box 65 Fil#filliam C. Westmoreland PapeiSouth Caroliniana Library,
University of South Carolina.

8 Jack Norman, “Westmoreland’s crusade goes Bhe’ Milwaukee JournaSunday, September

9, 1984, File: Clippings, Topical, Veterans Actieg, (1984-1986), Box 6William C. Westmoreland
Papers,South Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.
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Throughout the 1980s, Westmoreland continued hik wesochange American
perspectives on the war, its participants, andimerican military, particularly “trying
to give a boost to Vietnam veterans.” But even@ade after Saigon fell, he

acknowledged there was significantly “more groumtreak.®®

His prescription was to
participate in parades throughout the country telwate the Vietham veteran as a
belated thank you and welcome hotfi@he general believed these parades enhanced the
way veterans felt about themselves, while presgrtiam in a new light to Americans.
He acknowledged that parades like the highly agdrahe held in Washington, D.C.
during the dedication weekend for the Vietham Warked “a turning point in the
attitude of the vet towards himself” and, in typositively affected Americans’
perspectives, one of the reasons why veteranspgrand American cities chose to throw
them. One reporter noted Westmoreland believee, feriod of mistreatment has ended
for the Vietnam veterar?

A Veterans Day parade held in Atlanta in 1985 uscared how much things
really had changed. As grand marshal of the pai@stmoreland spoke to the crowd

and, unlike the scene at numerous colleges adnessountry, any interruptions from the

crowd came from cheers rather than boos and vprbdsts. The veteran-friendly

8 John Hogan, “Westmoreland: Public alters viewetky The Idaho Statesmaduly 19, 1984,
File: Clippings, Topical, Veterans Activities, (188986), Box 67William C. Westmoreland Papers,
South Caroliniana Library, University of South Clara.

% Both Simon P. NewmarRarades and the Politics of the Street: Festivet@alin the Early
American Republi¢Philadelphia:University of Pennsylvania Press,2)%hd David Waldstreichein the
Midst of Perpetual Fetes: The Making of Americanidtalism, 1776-1820Chapel Hill: University of
North Carolina Press, 1997) illustrate the natiomgdortance of public parades. They suggest thetqes
and the acting out of national identity helped ¢fine and shape it in their minds.

%1 Jack Norman, “Westmoreland’s crusade goes on.”
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crowd, according t@ he Atlanta Constitutiorcelebrated as the veterans passed. The only
placards seen were those in support of veteransesaand in contempt of anti-war
protestors.” They also gave Westmoreland “a hes&lkome.” At a luncheon later in the
day, he praised the men who served in Vietham wdhoat lose the war because they
“won a strategic victory by holding the line for $8ars.®? But his message centered on
the veneration of the veteran. Declared the genétha Vietnam veteran is not the drug-
crazed, psychotic, reluctant warrior as he has beengly portrayed,” in fact, he “is a
valuable national asset who is assuming a positideadership in our society™

In 1986, Westmoreland continued to speak at colbegaepuses, visiting twelve in
that year and twelve more in the n&He also continued to visit veterans around the
country and to participate in parades. The fiestnyanniversary of a small chapter of the
Vietnam Veterans of America in Bucks County, Pehrayia, was one of the many stops
he made that year. Around fifty veterans gathéodtear their former commander speak
about their valor, stating they were as good, aagiba even better, than the men who
fought in America’s previous wars. He told them haomoud he was of them for
answering the call of duty, rather than running wateacollege or Canada or protesting
the war in the streets. At the end of his speéeitér, telling his men they had a right to

feel proud of their actions in Vietnam, he quiethinounced his participation in what

92 Westmoreland quoted in Scott Thurston and Mondét,PWestmoreland lauds Vietnam heroes
in Atlanta’s Veterans Day ceremonie3fie Atlanta ConstitutioNovember 12, 1985, File: Clippings,
Topical, Veterans Activities, (1984-1986), Box &Villiam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana
Library, University of South Carolina.

% Ibid.
% pPaul Vitello,“The General Explains His WalfewsdayOctober 10, 1986, File: Clippings,

Topical, Education, 1980s, Box 65 File: Clippingepical, Veterans Activities (1980-1983), Box 67,
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Céara.
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would be his shining moment as the “commander’iefetnam veterans, the Chicago
homecoming parade the next spriig.

Once, when a journalist asked Westmoreland whybkatso much of his
retirement speaking and appearing at veterans'teyviea explained “it is for the Vietnam
veterans, who have been treated ‘terribly unfaioly'their countrymen...to set the record
straight on their behalf.” The writer had his msgions, believing that Westmoreland
was most interested in his own image. Westmoretaimapact was not lost on him,
though. Although some at Stonybrook University gwenthe journalist was observing
Westmoreland, “were mildly skeptical of the gensraérsion of history,” the majority,
of all backgrounds, accepted him and listenedt4aressage. From an ROTC member
excited to see him to a boy with “hair to shouldens crucifixes dangling from his
earlobes” who spoke of the general’'s “sincerityyvas clear the stigma of Vietnam had
lessened. In fact, during dinner at the studentecethe young man characterized by his
long hair and earrings commented he would serverinich gladly®®

The end of the 1980s saw the forcefulness and émmyuof Westmoreland’s
campaign regarding the reshaping of the war, tfagerof its participants, and the
American military tradition wane. Although it is ggible his age slowed him to this
point, it is likely, given his continued involventan veterans’ ceremonies, that he

believed he completed his job. He still criticizéeé media, especially Walter Cronkite,

“Westmoreland indicates that 26 was the averagéoagleose participating in World War I,
while the average age of those serving in Vietnaaa %49. Ken Carolan, “Atten-shut!” Gen.
Westmoreland Proud of His Viet Vetdfentonian (Trenton, NJ), March 23, 1986, File: Clippings,
Topical, Veterans Activities, (1984-1986), Box &Villiam C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana
Library, University of South Carolina.

% paul Vitello, “The General Explains His War.”
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for “misleading” Americans’ He still worried about what he called the “Vietma
psychosis.®® He continued his attempts to shape what othersgtitcand said about the
conflict, a prime example of this being his pagation in a letter-writing campaign to
slander Oliver Stone’Blatoon?®

However, he saw his journey as just about completebelieved by the late
1980s that “people see him differently these daym years ago, | was kind of just the
bad guy with horns. | was a curiosity, he saidvals really popular as a speaker because
of curiosity. Now it’s all different...They think ahe as a retired officer who performed
to the utmost of his ability**° Even though this statement is a strong indicatia his

efforts had as much to do with his own image asetaf his men, he also believed their

" Darrin Hostetler, “Former Vietham commander cizis U.S. media,State PresgArizona
State University, Tempe, AZ), November 21, 198&:RTlippings, Topical, Education, 1980s, Box 65
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Céara.
Westmoreland’s indictment of Cronkite regards tiBSGournalist and anchorman’s February 27, 1968
commentary at the end of his newscast. The pog@iriamkite expressed his concerns over continued
escalation of the war stating ,"we have been toenodisappointed by the optimism of the American
leaders, both in Vietham and Washington, to haite &y longer in the silver linings they find imet
darkest clouds.” A transcript of this commentary & found in Bates, Milton J., Lawrence Lichty |4
Paul, Ronald H. Spector, and Marilyn Youmgporting Vietham: Part One: American Journaligdew
York: Library of America, 1998), 581-582.

% paul Vitello, “The General Explains His War” Westraland also discusses the “psychosis” in a
Soldier of Fortuneénterview: Tom Bates, “General William C. Westmanad: Still in the Fight'Soldier of
Fortune,March 1988, File: “Clippings, Topical, Interviewk980s,” Box 65William C. Westmoreland
Papers,South Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.

% william Yarborough wrote he recently spoke with $tfaoreland, and they were on the same
page regarding the film. “The fact that this filmrports to be a true account of U.S. troop expedéen
Vietnam adds to its virulence as a psychologicapes in connection both with those who wish to
maximize its message and those who approach itemtty with open minds.” Yarborough said of the
general, “He feels as | do, that the feasibilitysome kind of a defensive psychological strategukhbe
looked into with special reference to this one filfiLetter from William Yarborough to General Riatd
G. Stilwell, June 11, 1987,” File: “Personal Pap@igpical, Veterans Activities, June-Dec 1987,” B3k
William C. Westmoreland PapeiSputh Caroliniana Library, University of South Céara.

19 Bruce Smith, “Westmoreland still waging Vietnammgmigns, The Statg(Columbia, S.C.),
Sunday, October 12, 1986, File: “Clippings, Topid&eterans Activities (1984-1986),” Box &/¥illiam C.
Westmoreland PaperSouth Caroliniana Library, University of South Cara.
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images changed immensely, since the end of theinvpgrt due to his influence. In an
interview conducted witlsoldier of Fortunen 1988, Westmoreland got to the heart of
why he campaigned so hard to save the image ohémewho served in Vietnam. He
declared, “When | retired | had the choice of gdiragk to ‘the farm’ and lowering my
golf handicap, or devoting my energies to more tracsve things. | felt terrible about
the way Vietham veterans were being treated amtided that was going to be the
number-one priority of mine—to do what | could tgport that Vietham veteran and try
to explain to the American public that it was netwho lost the war®*

William Westmoreland’s attempt to tell the storytleé Vietnam soldier went well
beyond the hope of changing the image of the Viatumateran, as that was simply a
means to a very particular end. His condemnatich@fnedia for negative perceptions
of the war, his challenges to the historical nareathis praise of the men who served as
best they could were for a much greater causettirearedemption of his men.

He felt the need to alter Americans’ perceptionthefperformance of the
American military in Vietnam, opinions that sigagintly altered the institutions’ once
untarnished image, undermined the valor of its masikand threatened the American
military tradition, and possibly, the military itéeHis loyalty to this cause went beyond
simply informing the public about the war and N®ets from the standpoint of someone
who served. His public activities heavily focusedreshaping the public’'s beliefs about
the war in order to save the institution and thelitron to which he committed his life

and to which, he believed, the United States owadmof its exceptional success.

%1 Tom Bates, “General William C. Westmoreland: Siilthe Fight”
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CHAPTER 4
USING THE PEN TO STRENGTHEN THE SWORD: JAMES WEBHB85HT TO

SAVE MARTIAL MANHOOD IN THE WAKE OF THE VIETNAM WAR

“Man’s noblest moment is the one spent on the sieifire.”
James Henry Webb, Jr., 1978

On June 3, 1990, fifteen years after the fall a§&a, James Henry Webb, Jr.
stood at the Confederate Memorial at Arlington biadil Cemetery admitting to his
audience that this “is by no means my first visittis spot.? The monument, dedicated
in 1914 by President Woodrow Wilson, honors thoke died fighting for the
Confederate States of America in a war that dpéitnited States in two. A veteran of a
modern war that figuratively did the same, Webbpwégarded himself as an honorary
son of the South, declared he often came to theafteer his return from the Vietnam War
to contemplate his relationship to one of its ift@ns> Attributed to a Confederate

chaplain, it reads,Not for fame or reward, not for place or for ramqt lured by

! James WeblFields of Fire(Englewood Cliffs, N.J: Prentice Hall, 1978), 22.

2 James Webb, “Remarks at the Confederate MemoAaifigton National Cemetery, Arlington,
Virginia; June 3, 1990, http://jameswebb.com/spestdpeeches-confedmem.htm.

® Webb often connects his personality and life elgmees to his Scots-Irish ancestral background.
Scholars often refer to the Scots-Irish as theépthish.” The multi-generational story of theivéis in the
United States indicates their influence on Soutlanerican culture, especially. Their typical
characteristics include determination and tenaweitth a strong streak of patriotism. They also sty
support the military, with many joining in some rioof military service. Good scholarship on the gep
their culture, and their influence on the Unitedt8s include Henry Jones Foilhe Scotch-Irish in
America(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1915), dttenbooks.org; James G. Leybuifine Scotch-
Irish: A Social History(Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Pse4962); Karen F. McCarthy,
The Other Irish: The Scots-Irish Rascals Who Madw#éca,(New York: Sterling Publishing, 2011).
Webb also wrote his own book on the tofdorn Fighting: How the Scots-Irish Shaped Ame(idaw
York: Broadway Books, A Division of Random Housé03).
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ambition or goaded by necessity, but in simple arexd to duty as they understood it,
these men suffered all, sacrificed all, dared afid died.”

Webbfelt he understood the plight of his numerous amcsesvho served in the
Civil War. They were men who, in his words, strieghivith the same “misperceptions
that seemed rampant about the people with whord Ekaved and what, exactly we had
attempted to accomplish.” The soldiers of the Cdefacy “whose enormous suffering
and collective gallantry are to this day still mserstood by most Americans” had much
in common with him and his comrades, he said. &lgh hyperbole, Webb’s remarks
reveal his personal belief, shaped by his expee®@as a Vietnam veteran, that all
soldiers who fought for their country’s ideals h@etformed their duty as martial men.
The inscription, in his mind, could describe “aldiers in all wars...who desire more
than anything to sleep with the satisfaction thdteythad fulfilled their duty -- as they
understood it

Although he already had a significant understandinduty to country by the
time he arrived in Vietnam, the period he spentctantry” during the conflict in
Southeast Asia augmented his belief in it. The Aca@rpublic’s dismissal of his

valorous participation in that tradition definee ttourse of his lifé.In the rocky first

4 James Webb, “Remarks at the Confederate Memorial.”

® The stories of physical confrontation, particufapitting, between Americans and unwitting
Vietnam veterans documented in Bob Greéfmnecoming: When the Soldiers Returned from Vietnam
(New York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1989) conflict vilie scholarly work Jerry Lembcke. The sociologist
argues in his bookhe Spitting Image: Myth, Memory, and the Legacyiefnam(New York: New York
University Press, 1998) that such incidents arewmded and that those against the war saw thennegur
veterans as allies. However, both arguments highéagnyth that obscures the totality of the puslic’
(especially Republican Americans) actual recepbibwveterans. Both liberal and conservative vete(&or
example Ron KovicBorn on the Fourth of JulfNew York: McGraw-Hill, 1976) present compelling
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years after his return to the United States, thattnent he encountered personally and
often observed toward his former comrades shockddaagered him, pushing him to
vocally campaign against it. Through much of théd®and 1980s, Webb worked to

gain for his Vietham comrades the respect he bedighey all deserved, the same respect
so easily afforded to all of the American soldetso came before them.

The loss of esteem felt by the veterans of thelmbnfmore often than not, came
from traditional understandings of martial masatyiim the United States that defined
manhood as linked to men’s successful performameer. These beliefs combined with
the country’s long history of martial victoriestten many within the American public
against those who fought in Southeast Asia. Mogbntantly, the loss of the war
threatened this time-honored ideal of martial machaevhich drove men to fight for their
country, and therefore, threatened the strengtheoAmerican military, the nation, and
notions of American exceptionalism. For Webb,gessonal background, participation
in the military, and political beliefs made him péagreat stock in what these long-
standing American myths signified.

The former Marine chose to use his literary prowaess his position within
political circles in the nation’s capital to hekconfigure martial manhood and the
martial tradition. He campaigned for the bettett phia decade to diminish the belief that

veterans of the Vietnam War did not fit into theldhof the martial man. His contention,

versions of their invisibility to the public. It this scholar’s contention that this invisibility, @t best, the
general public’s (war supporters or those apathetihe situation) scorn of its veterans, derivesi
Americans entrenchment in the importance of Ameritditary tradition and its connection to American
exceptionalism. Sources regarding Webb’s understgruf this issue presented throughout this chapter
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much like the sentiment he expressed at the Corderl®emorial, was that fighting in
an unpopular war that the country eventually lbstutd not preclude veterans from
having a place among the noble and masculine raintkee men who established and
maintained American military tradition. If he coysdove this thesis or, at least make
others believe in it, he had the chance to savéiaharasculinity, the martial tradition,
American exceptionalism.

The Origins of a Martial Man

Born in St. Joseph, Missouri in 1946, James Webbauwailitary brat who grew
up on what journalist Robert Timberg termed “dustyydown military bases’"As his
family followed his father, a World War Il bombeitqs, from one Air Force base to
another, Webb developed a “love of military lifé&at would lead him into the Marine
Corps’

Webb’s manhood developed, much like other young, meund observing his
father and interacting with him. When on leave ,cadmng to his son, James, Sr. “was
making up for the time we’d lost to his deploymertsd he was teaching me his version
of what it took to be a marf. That education included intense spankings andiydain

boxing lessons from a very young age that Webb exwuses as his father realizing “that

® Robert TimbergThe Nightingale Son@New York: Simon and Schuster, 1995), 63.

"“Webb Nominated for Assistant Secretary of DefefuseReserve Affairs,Voice of the Vietnam
VeteranMarch, 1984; File: Memorial Design, Controversy &riticism, Webb, James, 1980-1984; Box
32: Office Files: 1979-1985/ietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-188huscript Division,
Library of Congress, Washington, D.C.

8 James WebH,Heard My Country CallindNew York: Simon and Schuster, 2014), Loc 721.
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as | grew older | would be measured by the timedémsdard of whether or not I could
meet the demands of manhodd.”

Webb’s masculine identity also formed around histSdrish ethnicity. Webb
defined himself as “a product of a culture thatlyemok a couple of hundred years to get
its feet on the ground,” an ethnicity that “didit the rules, no special privilege$*His
father’s career in the Air Force undoubtedly inflaed his choice to become a matrtial
man. However, his opinion of the culture of his Sdoish ancestors, including his
immediate family, also informed this decision. Tamily’s first foray into combat in
North America came during the Regulator War in1f60s, according to WeBbAs he
saw it, the Scots-Irish blood that ran throughvaiss was the life force behind not just
his own desire to defend his country, but alsathéition of American militarism itself.

In his book devoted to the importance of this etlgroup in the United States, he writes,
“these are loyal Americans...They show up for oursvérdeed, we cannot go to war
without them. They haul our goods. They grow owdfoThey sweat in our factories.

And if they turn against you, you are going to ba ifight.”

In the mid-1980s, Webb suggested how all of theatis of his life tied together

when he told journalist Brad Lemley he “fought” ®verything he achieved in his life.

? Ibid. Kindle Edition, Loc 729.

19 Brad Lemley, “Never Give an Inch: James Webb'siG@te with Pen and SwordWashington
Post MagazineDecember 8, 1985. This article also presents timdyfaof Webb’s mother (Vera Hodges
Webb) as sharecroppers in Arkansas.

1 James WebtBorn Fighting: How the Scots-Irish Shaped Ameridéew York: Broadway
Books, 2005). Webb discusses the warrior naturésofamily and the Scots-Irish in general from 1528.

21pid., 19.
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To him, a hardscrabble and upstanding backgrouagdled with his time in the military
created a man with “duty, integrity, principlesy#ity.” Webb declared to the reporter,
“those are the words that form the framework inakHioperate *?

His time in the military only served to increasestbentiment, and tapped into his
desire to prove himself a martial man in the tiadiof his ancestors. Although he
possessed reasonable intellect, he was unableetalatollege straight out of high school
due to money woes, a working class issue that hadthd the Webb men for decades
and left them uneducatédWhat saved Webb from a similar fate was a Navy ROTC
scholarship that sent him to the University of ®eun California, with a nomination to
the U.S. Naval Academy coming soon afteBy the time he graduated in 1968 at the
age of 22, he had more than proven himself, wlBuperintendent’s Letter of
Commendation for outstanding leadership. Shoftlrahat, he graduated from basic
infantry training with the United States Marinegts head of a 250-person claSs.

The young Marine’s drive for martial excellence&ecated during the Vietnam
War, especially given the reputation he gainedhendcademy. When sent “in country”
in March of 1969 as part of the Fifth Marines, witbne day commanders put him in the

infamous First Battalion’s Delta Company in thezama Valley because they

13 Brad Lemley, “Never Give an Inch: James Webb'si@ite with Pen and Sword.”

14 pete Earley, “Pentagon Nominee Gives Views on WorNevelist Webb is Opposed To
Combat Roles for ThemThe Washington PosApril 26, 1984. Webb's father was the first of Fasnily
to receive any real amount of state sanctionedaturcgoing to night school for 26 years.

15 Robert TimbergThe Nightingale Son@4-65.

' Ibid., 64-65.
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desperately needed héipEventually the Marine Corps made him commandéhef
company; then, “a year ahead of his peers,” theriampromoted him to Captaif.

In many ways, Webb'’s time in Vietnam signified thesst martial manhood had to
offer, and the Marines not only promoted him fobiit also decorated him accordingly.
As the previous commander of his company jokedyae always writing up an award
for Webb because his men were always nominating*hiie received two Bronze Stars
with the “V” (valor) device, as well as the Silvétar for heroism in combat, but it was
his decision to throw himself between a comradeagtenade that earned him the
distinguished Navy Cross, as well as a Purple Héart

Although those wounds eventually ended his milisegvice, as later infections
related to his injuries led to his premature retieat in 1972, health concerns did not
slow down Webb nor deter him from his quest for coéise excellence in his civilian
life.?* In 1975, he graduated from Georgetown Univensiti a law degree and quickly
entered into life as a public servant who workadyfars as an advocate for veterans and

members of the military. Although his political ifiition had always been with the

7 bid., 153.

18 Ken Biffle, “Jim Webb, author—and moreyallas Morning NewsQctober 23, 1983. A strong
history of the U.S. Marines that illustrates howlW's characteristics fit into the institution is réa B.
O’Connell,Underdogs: The Making of the Modern Marine Coffambridge, Mass.: Harvard University
Press, 2012). Moreover, O'Connell’s discussiowbét he calls “Marine exceptionalism” (pages 5-6),
indicates how Webb’s belief in his Scots-Irish bgrdund and his time entrenched in Marine culture
helped to inflate his understanding of his own intpace.

' Robert TimbergThe Nightingale Song, 158.

2 “\Webb Nominated for Assistant Secretary of DefefaseReserve Affairs,” contains
information regarding his Bronze and Silver StasbBt TimbergThe Nightingale Sond,61 contains
information regarding his Navy Cross/Purple Heart.

21 Kent Biffle, “Jim Webb, author—and more.”

78



Democratic Party, Webb switched during the 197&idential campaign, recalling later
“Jimmy Carter made me a Republicaff”

In the late 1970s Paul Hammerschmidt (R-AK) hired hs the assistant minority
counsel and then chief minority counsel for the s#oaf Representatives’ Veterans
Affairs Committee. He rapidly gained a reputatasthe “key Republican staff member
in the congress for all issues regarding veterackjding employment, Agent Orange,
posttraumatic stress disorders, studies on formeomers of war, and the workings of
the VA hospital system??

Webb soon realized that his successes and influsmdd have an impact on how
veterans viewed their service, and how Americamsgieed the symbolic image of
martial manhood. Working toward this goal becansergstant of his professional efforts
from that moment forward. What better person tmlgter martial masculinity, he
thought, than a man who was born into the tradstioihmartial manhood, who lived and
breathed it throughout his adult life, and wballas Morning Newseporter Kent Biffle
described in this way in 1983: “My ego is deepmrgky corner of some forgotten

basement. My rattled macho is down there too.tlfust James WebB*

22 As quoted in Brad Lemley, “Never Give an Inch: &ariebb’s Struggle with Pen and Sword.”
% Kent Biffle, “Jim Webb, author—and more.”

** Ibid.
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A New Martial Man: Recapturing the Image of the Vignam Veteran

Maintaining one’s masculine image in the wake o¥ise in Vietham became a
difficult endeavor for veterans, given many Amenisgerceptions of them. Webb, due to
his own heightened sense of machismo and his dextida the armed forces, lamented
this problem and struggled with the thought thateficans did not place him or his
brothers-in-arms within the country’s martial ttaahn. In his estimation, the
“quintessentially male” role in life was “[t]akingp arms and defending the society,”
and, since Vietnam veterans performed this dugandiess of America’s loss of the war,
they deserved the same recognition as any othemrharserved his country.

Since Americans saw placement within the martadition as linked to martial
success, they left Vietnam veterans out of itohyst Webb felt he needed to do
something to change this widely-held system ofdigliHe anticipated the initial key to
this alteration was for veterans of the war to ghidgeir own image in the eyes of the
American public.

In a 1976 speech accepting the Vietnam Veteranig Ciouncil’s Outstanding
Veteran Award, he argued that he and his comraees invisible to the American
public, a sentiment that surfaced when he readwvspaper article discussing how the

Vietnam War altered America. The writer of the g@onsulted over fifty Americans,

%A D. Horne Tape, May 12, 1980,” Interview Trarigtifor Washington PodBook, The
Wounded Generation: America After Vietngmarticipants: Phillip Caputo, James Fallows, Ridhar
Harwood, Bobby Mueller, Dean Phillips, Lucian K.uscott IV, James Webb, and John P. Wheeler, page
24; File: Office Files, Public Relation§he Wounded GeneratiofM ranscript Washington Postyleeting,
May 12, 1980; Box 55: Office Files, 1979-1985etnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-1994
Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washingt®.C.
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but not one Vietnam soldier, according to Webbth@&t point, he began to recognize that
Americans saw Vietnam veterans as an “irrelevaatt pf their own image shapirfg.

He believed the public relegated them to this plEdasignificance because of their lack
of success in meeting the supposed objectiveseoivdr, but Webb arrived at a more
complex understanding of it too, suggesting thhérst stole their ability to speak for
themselves.

In the turmoil of the 1960s, he believed war priatesstook control over how
Americans viewed those who patrticipated in the \aad how the country would receive
them when they arrived homéSince the war was over, it was time for men sich a
himself, someone who had subverted the negativecespf that image with his wartime
heroics, his military rank, and his no-nonsenseqelity, to take back control of their
image and reconfigure their lives and experienosa more masculine portrait.

The presentation of awards to Vietham veteranse,thie one the council
bestowed on him, he stressed had the ability te ‘qetice to the community” to readjust
their perceptions of the men who seré®dBut, understandably, it would take much
more than prizes to alter Americans’ beliefs. Wkhbw this, and to achieve such an
objective, he considered it essential for Ameridangnderstand that serving in Vietham
“required sublimation of self to what, at leastrtheas perceived to be in the public

good,” an action that connoted duty, honor, andculasty. An acknowledgement of his

% James Webb, “The Invisible Vietnam Veteraftie Washington PosAugust 4, 1976.
" |bid.

%8 |bid.
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thoughts among the American public, he hoped, megd to a marked change in how
the public treated them and garner them the “dygaiid respect” he knew they had been
worthy of all along®®

Webb chose the written word as his first major gbation to the modification of
the Vietnam veterans’ image and the definition aftial manhood® The decision came
after a tough first year at Georgetown Univergityhie early 1970s, during which he
encountered numerous painful instances of discatran due to his status as a Vietham
veterar® A short story written by Ernest Hemingway abolit.8. Marine whose long
delayed return home from World War | meant he nutke array of the welcome home
events held for its veterans, initially moved Weblput his own experiences on papfer.

It was during this time that he came to realizehesnentions in a 2014
biography, “the value of fighting not with my hanaiswith weapons but with my

brain.”® In a fit of anger during a constitutional law clatiscussion deriding Vietnam

2 bid.

9By no means was Webb the first or the only Vietnateran to write either non-fiction or
fiction autobiographical accounts experiences ietivm. Seminal works from veterans include Philip
Caputo,A Rumor of WatNew York: Holt, Reinhardt, and Winston, 1977); bhaHeinemannClose
Quarters(New York: Farrar, Straus, Giroux, 1977); Ron KgBorn on the Fourth of Julf{New York:
Pocket Books, 1977); Tim O’Brielf,1 Die in a Combat Zone, Box Me Up and Ship Mertd@New York:
Delacorte, 1973), an@oing After CacciatgNew York: Doubleday, 1978); arithe Things They Carried
(Boston: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt, 1990).

3Former Marine Lewis B. Puller, Jr. described simitaatment in the academic environment.
SeeFortunate Son: The Healing of a Vietham Wééw York: Grove Weidenfeld, 1991), 258-260.

32 Robert TimbergThe Nightingale’s Son@22. The Ernest Hemingway short story referregto i
“Soldier's Home” from the short story collectidm Our Time(New York: Boni and Liveright, 1925).
Webb discusses how after he returned to the Ste@aeconnected with his love of readeing “devogitin
historical, philosophical, and political works,&sll as how he began honing his writing skillsViebb,|
Heard My Country CallingKindle Edition, Loc 4595.

33 Webb,| Heard My Country CallingKindle Edition, Loc 4880.
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veterans’ roles in the war, Webb tuned out hissttetes and his professor and started
writing what would become his first novélields of Fire.As journalist Robert Timberg
claims, “with no advance, no publisher, and littdere than anger, pride, and ego to
sustain him,” Webb began the arduous journey teevithe war as he knew it*Five
years after he began the process and numerousioegefrom major publishers later,
Fields of Firemade it to the bookstores in the fall of 1578

The novel, which Webb called his own “personal agdls,” tells the story of
three soldiers from disparate American backgrounisse wartime experiences in
Southeast Asia helped them create a type of méardherhood that closely resembled
that of other warg® Although, at times, a conventional war tale thighlights the
violence of the firefights undertaken by the salsli€ields of Firealso contains elements
of extreme machismo missing from other Vietnam Warels of the 1970%.
Supposedly, “Webb despised the post-modern, expatahnovel favored by such war
critics as Tim O’Brien and Larry Heinemann,” whigbshed him to highlight the theme

of martial masculinity in the novéf.

% Timberg, The Nightingale’s Son@23.

*Ibid., 224-226.

% Brad Lemley, “Never Give an Inch: James Webb'si@ite with Pen and Sword.”

%'Strong literary examples of war stories beforeabe of Vietnam include Stephen Craibe
Red Badge of Courad®lew York: D. Appleton and Company, 189&rich Maria RemarquAll Quiet in
the Western FronfNew York: Little, Brown, and Company, 1929); arainks Jone§he Thin Red Line
(New York: Scribner, 1962).

% Robert TimbergThe Nightingale Sond.48. O'Brien’sGoing After Cacciat@ndThe Things

They Carriedas well as HeinemannGlose Quartersfocus on philosophical issues and tend to examine
issues of morality, mortality, and ethics.
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Early in the book, for example, the main charaktedges reflects Webb’s
distinct belief in the performance of military resysibilities as the rightful inroad to the
respect typically afforded to the successful manian. He shrugs off any attention to
the details of the cause, since “it was the fighitthe cause that mattered,” claiming a
common feeling of completed duty among the men pdss down the tradition from
generation to generation, regardless of the spsaifi the conflict®

Webb also wanted to prove that the war’s partidipaeserved a place in it. At
one point in novel, Hodges explains why he belandbat history even though he came
from a generation of men who seemed not to undetstaty?® In language reminiscent
of Webb’s beliefs regarding his Scots-Irish backmb, Hodges cries at a picture of the
father he lost in World War 1I: “. . . my war is thas simple as yours was, Father. People
seem to question their obligation to serve on dtihan their terms. But enough of that. |
fight because we have always fought. It doesn'tenatho.”*

In the novel, Webb describes this masculine trawlitif duty to country as a
belief as old as the Civil War, but the war of Hedg father, World War I, is his main

example for connections between the soldiers ofridi® and America’s martial méf.

This wedding of the oft-condemned Vietnam soliadethie overtly heroic and honorable

% Webb,Fields of Fire,29.

“1pid., 22.

“pid., 22.

“2|bid., 27. The main character, Hodges, carrieb Wit family stories featuring General Robert

E. Lee “a man of honor” who deeply felt the loss®@bd’s bravest creatures” on the battlefield, sslthat
in one story included three of Hodges’ ancestors.
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Second World War participant is a consistent thémaughout the book. At one point in
the story, a friendly conversation between a Vietnvateran and a World War Il veteran
suggests their common link to martial manhood gistiing on the battlefield, an
experience that allowed them to relate to one amnptnd bond over “how scared they
were and how many people they had seen killed."b\&iggests through the thoughts
of the Vietnam soldier Gilliland that it was “asai&ch had touched the devil and could
talk about it because the other person had alsthesbihim.*?

The long-held tradition of martial brotherhood, ib@mong those battling
together on the “fields of fire” and among all wéent time on them, is the main tool
utilized by Webb to portray his comrades as men tob& their responsibility to country,
their countrymen, and their comrades to heart. ldedigscribes this brotherhood as one
that developed on the battlefield, a bond with tiaity...that could not be matched
anywhere else

The battlefield itself, the bush, also becomesragfahis demonstration because,
Webb argues, it was where boys learned how to lve rAs one character relates, “it was
all here...[a]ll of life’s compelling throbs condemisand honed each time a bullet flew:
the pain, the bother-love, the sacrifice. Nobititgcovered by those who'd never even
contemplated sacrifice, never felt an emotion wdngir own blood on someone else’s

altar...none back there, back in the bowels of theldlVo* For the men of Webb’s war,

*3bid., 187.
“\bid., 245.

S bid., 276.
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as well as those before them, the battlefield wasrevthey learned the real meaning of
nobility, manhood, and brotherhood, regardlessefautcome.

The main hero of Webb’s book, Hodges, whose backgt closely resembles
that of Webb, gives his life for the cause on #iismportant battlefield. As Hodges’
Japanese wife explains the news to their son, siti@ks on a monologue that honors his
masculine role not only as a warrior, but as an Atae man. She tells her son, “...he
was a warrior there [in Vietham]. These men—theseAcans you see. They are
warriors. They fight in many place$®” His son replies, “Is it good to be so brave? To
fight for your country like that? Was itgnodthing that my father did?* When his
mother explains that it was, the boy proclaims ‘Théoo will be a warrior.*®

By suggesting that a Vietnam soldier symbolicakygsed the role of warrior
down to the next generation, just like his courdetof previous wars, Webb indicated
to his readers the tradition of martial masculifigd not been tarnished by the war or its
loss, and it would continue to be passed downtiréugenerations of martial American
men. His participation on the “fields of fire” wése only rite of passage needed to attain
this warrior status, what Webb once called “the tmespected tradition in the military.”

Final victory was unnecessaty.

“% |bid., 320. Webb’s choice of a Japanese wife eatmwith his fixation on Japanese warrior
culture. A discussion of this topic occurs latethis chapter.

47 bid., 320.
8 bid., 321.

49 “Tradition and the Military, an Interview with Jas Webb,”American EnterpriseMarch/April
1997, http://lwww.jameswebb.com/articles/americasigartse-miltradition.html.
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Fields of Firewould only reach a moderate level of popularityd &ecause of
that, one could consider its impact on Americamstpptions of Viethnam veterans and
martial masculinity, as quite modé&tHowever, the former Marine achieved his
personal goal of putting his experiences and hisiops on paper for the world to see.
He would go on to write numerous other books, salse touching on the topic of the
Vietnam War, but none would focus on schoolingAneerican public on the masculine
nature of the men who served their couitirthe same way as his first. The creation of
this novel was just the beginning of James Wellrigiterm campaign to recapture the
image of the men he believed had a right to “déiter place in history than that now
offered them by the so-called spokesmen of ouradiedt generation.* They were the

boys who became martial men, at least to him,erbilish of Vietnam.

The Successful Veteran: Establishing the Masculingtof the Warrior at Home
The act of writingrields of Fireleft Webb “ambivalent” about the war, even

though he believed America’s “attempt to help tetBviethamese [sic] people was one

*0 Excerpts from major newspaper and periodical'filyidavorable reviews of the book are
available at http://www.jameswebb.com/reviews/beslews-fields.htm. One notable review not
mentioned on Webb’s website is Marc Leepson, “Thel8 Powerful Saga of Survival in Vietnam,”
Washington PosSeptember 7, 1981.

> Webb’sA Sense of Honoa New York Times Bestsellevhich tells the story of a Navy first
classman'’s journey to teach a young plebe the mgaofiduty to country and his institution, comesselst
to his desire to communicate martial manhood todaslers. His other works of fiction that involte t
American military and Vietnam includ® Country Such as Thi@\ew York: Doubleday, 1981Fomething
to Die For,(New York: Morrow, 1991), antdost Soldiers(New York: Bantam, 2001).

2“Heroes of the Vietham Generatiomyfnerican EnterpriseJuly/August 2000,
http://www.jameswebb.com/articles/americanenteephisroes.html.

87



of the most moral acts we've attempted as a n&fiorthese mixed feelings indicated a
continued disgust over the marginalization of liimcades in American society and
among the military tradition, and since it had tgebe seen if the publication Bfelds of
Fire would have an impact on Americans perceptions, Wigaided not to rest on the
possibility.

He remained haunted by his time at Georgetowndiumthe shadow of the
predominately negative image of those who servedarwar, even though he began to
find considerable success as a lawyer. He corditmgonder how to prove to
Americans that Vietnam soldiers were men cut froengame noble cloth of those who
already were a part of the standard martial traalitiOne of the ways he could do this
was to debunk the idea that Vietham veterans Wwer@aster boys for failed
reintegration, making them much different from th@edecessors, and prove that they
had the ability to reestablish themselves as stadesuccessful men after the war. Since
his view of the possibilities for himself and hisnerades ran counter to popular belief, he
needed to find a way to sell their value to the Agan public.

He also worried that Vietnam veterans could bedddly Americans’ opinions of
them, a problem that reinforced reintegration isstie felt that when “a Vietnam
veteran looks for success stories within his owa@@up,” he finds only draft dodgers
and protestors highlighted as positive represemtatof their generation. Such
understandings of the Vietnam era, particularlthm press, left the veteran confused

about his identity and alienated, according to Welnlol “[h]e cannot help but feel the

%3 Kent Biffle, “Jim Webb, author—and more.” Webbdsaie came to this conclusion regarding
the morality of the war after he did the reseamttis third bookA Country Such as Th{$983)
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knife twist every time he reads articles that elexthe ones who fled, collectively, to the
level of prophets and moral purists” while he isd@emned for using his own moral
conscience to perform his duty to his courifty.

The media’s insinuation that these soldiers wemaanal, rather than heroic,
signified a lack of appreciation for their servered led to a significant sense of isolation
and self-doubt, and therefore a lack of signifigaetsonal success. Although Webb often
explained that he and his comrades were no différem Americans who served in
other wars, he made a strong exception when it ¢amentegration issues, since his
own experiences taught him that those who retufireed Vietnam encountered much
different circumstances and, therefore, had muctrerteovercome than their
predecessors®

Webb argued that “...all men who undergo combatdkehated when they
return to their society. The difference is thatyorasly there has been a form of catharsis
once you come back . . . a catharsis that was getefrom your community to the
individual.” Purging the effects of the war camamen of other wars much more easily
because the American public treated them as haraethanked them profusely for their

duty. Their service positively defined théf.

>4 James Webb, “The Invisible Vietnam Veterafiie Washington PosAugust 4, 1976.

*5 Journalist Arnold R. Issacs expresses the santergani in his book/ietham Shadows: The
War, Its Ghosts, and Its Lega(®altimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1992),He argues the men
of Vietnam were not different from those who foughprevious wars; it was the circumstances
surrounding their return “to a country torn and afldoubt,” treated like “symbols of a great natd
failure.” Unlike the experience of earlier veteratie American people did not express to them their
gratitude or laud their heroism. The country arelgbvernment told them “nothing.”

% “A.D. Horne Tape, May 12, 1980,” 56.
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Vietnam veterans, however, did not have a chansadcit a catharsis, as Webb
termed it, particularly because of the unpopulasitthe war. However, he suggested
Americans also “lost their curiosity about the exgece,” given the extreme amount of
media coverage during the war, and this lack ofiisitjiveness caused them to ignore
those who served even more so. Therefore, thaingtweteran “was left to deal with it
alone.” Webb lamented that they were at a greaddmsntage when they arrived home,
and it took its toll: “...you can feel it in their \@. There’s a true sense of isolation...It's
not just the sense of alienation or even the sehsgge, it's having nothing, nowhere to
vent it. No way to be brought back into the comrynh the terms of the experiencg.”

Because of these reintegration issues, Webb repedjthat simply focusing on
how Vietnam veterans’ time on the battlefield ebséled them as dutiful martial men
was not enough. If Americans were to accept thethimvthe martial tradition, then the
American public had to see them as capable of panhg their masculine duties at home
too. With that in mind, he began a campaign tordgghe stigma placed on Vietnam
veterans and to illustrate their future worth to &roan society.

In the early 1980s, Webb explained why he thougheAcans would accept his
message. He suggested the societal trend towaitldreal values and principles in the
late 1970s and early 1980s could push Americatisetsame understandings. The public

had begun to search for role models “who have meatafl a sense of country in any way

5" bid., 59.
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that that has been manifest@d Since Vietnam veterans already completed that task
his estimation, there now was room for an adjustrimrehow Americans viewed their
leadership skills.

The only thing standing in his way, according toBl'ewere liberals whom he
believed had declared war on such aspects ofimadltmanhood. As evidence of such
hostility, he cited feminist Betty Friedan who soppdly said “. . . machismo is dead. It
died in Vietnam.?® He adamantly denied Vietnam was the reason foffatsring of
American manhood stating, “. . . if it died atiallthis society it died among the people
who had to question who they are as male becausagih one way or another they
avoided what is quintessentially male functionagisty and that's going into
uniform.”®°

He argued Vietnam actually proved that virility weessy much alive in America
because so many men, regardless of their perseasiedo do so, performed the epitome
of masculine behavior, warfare, out of masculing/do country. If they proved their

masculinity in wartime now, Americans should acdépim as men and strong leaders at

home®?

%8 bid., 67.

%9 Betty Freidan paraphrased by James Webb, “Horpe day 12, 1980,” 23. For an accurate
understanding of Freidan’s ideology and philosopgarding gender and the United States, pleasélsee
Feminism MystiquéNew York: Norton, 1963) an@ihe Second Stadllew York: Summit Books, 1981).
The chapter “Human Sex and Human Politics™Tire Second Stapdeals with the complexities of gender
for American political understandings, as welllas tountry’s myths and symbols.

0 “Horne Tape, May 12, 1980,” page 23.

®Wwebb's discussion of the liberal war on masculiimigicates a sentiment often connected to
conservatives due to their belief in traditionahder roles. For a strong historical discussiothef
changes in gender and sexuality in the United Swtieing the 2 century please see Ruth Rodére
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In the Vietnam Veterans Leadership Program (VVIWgbb found a partner in
his campaign to prove Vietnam veterans’ abilityunction successfully as civilians. The
program, a part of the Reagan administration’somati volunteer agency, ACTION,
enlisted men like Webb “who successfully made thedition back to civilian life” as
mentors to their less fortunate comrades who hasbte reintegrating into societ§.

This initial objective of the VVLP prompted Webbliack the program
immediately after its inception. He became a straungporter and advisor to the program
and volunteered as a menfdFor the hyper-masculine Webb, the thought of leguiiis
men once again had major appeal. Most importan#dycould assist them in the act of
transforming into productive members of the comrtyymhaybe even community
leaders, and move forward with what was his magtiBcant goal, regaining control
over their image.

Webb'’s success as a lawyer and a writer made Ipostr boy for the efforts of

the VVLP. The program’s administrators saw him gedect example of how well

World Split Open: How the Modern Women'’s Moveméranged AmericéNew York: Viking, 2000) and
John D’ Emilio and Estelle Freedmartimate Matters: A History of Sexuality in Amerigdew York:
Harper and Row, 1988). Additionally, for a goodadission of how men of all walks of life dealt witie
changes brought about by women'’s liberation seeh&l KimmelManhood in America: A Cultural
History (New York: Free Press, 1996), 261-328.

2«Announcement of Vietnam Veterans Leadership RrogrJuly 30, 1981,” Memo from Tom
Pauken to Dave Gergen; File: Announcement of Vietheterans Leadership Program, 11/10/1981 (2)
F027; Box 31: Dole, Elizabeth H. Files, Series Kllents, F026, FO27; Ronald Reagan Library.

83 Sheila Caudle, “Vietnam vets give their buddietping hand,”"USA TodayDPecember 27,
1982. Advisor information found in a list of VVLRagticipants attached to “Meeting with Vietham
Veterans Leadership Program Representatives, Noaeti981;” File: Announcement of Vietham
Veterans Leadership Program 11/10/1981 (1) FO2¥%;3o0 Dole, Elizabeth H. Files, Series Xl Events,
F026, FO27; Ronald Reagan Library.
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Vietnam veterans could fare once they returnetie everyday lifé€* Their official
biography of the former Marine highlighted his nragahievements from his
extraordinary time at Annapolis to his time as ail@commander to his successes after
the war. Webb was to the VVLP the Vietham veterauengood”

Webb also pinned his hopes on the ability of thegpam to highlight that
traditional element of the martial tradition ofteverlooked in Vietnam veterans: the
martial brotherhood® The camaraderie possessed by the men of otherweer a major
element of the tradition of martial masculinifyHowever, this type of fellowship among
those who served in Southeast Asia was often oveelb until after the dedication of the
Vietnam Wall and the popular veterans paradeseofl #80s that illustrated its existence
to Americans. Webb hoped the mentorship involvethe VVLP would bring this
brotherhood'’s reality to the forefront, further popting the notion that veterans of the
war were just like their predecessors.

This type of camaraderie among Vietnam veterarmrding to Webb, was the
hallmark of VVLP efforts. The brotherhood that rengl among them after the war

worked as a coping mechanism for them, solidifargense of community that eased

*Journalist Myra McPherson imong Time Passing: Vietnam and the Haunted Ger@rati
(Garden City, NJ: Doubleday, 1984) suggests “Carade activist veterans—preachers of Vietnam as a
noble cause and often right wing when it comesutstions of current military intervention—like to
present the rosiest of Vietnam veteran statistisg2.

85 “Author Voices Support For Vet Program” Statemesgarding James Webb; File:
Announcement of Vietnam Veterans Leadership Progidari0/1981 (2) FO27, Box 31: Dole, Elizabeth
H. Files, Series Xl Events, F026, F027; Ronalddeelibrary.

% Webb as quoted in “Author Voices Support For VietgPam.”

7 A good examination of martial camaraderie is J8hivicManus The Deadly Brotherhood: The
American Combat Soldier in World War(Nlovato, CA: Presidio, 1998).
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their mistreatment by the American public. Webbezhthis communal comfort “a
delicious secret among those who had served, avmsef strength,” since they could
not talk publicly about their experiences withokése. The power of this network
became stronger as the years went on, and espétmalthose lucky enough to stay in
contact with fellow veterans, it became heady sth# glue of a fierce, unbending
friendship.®®

The brotherhood at home signified the ability oéWiam veterans to overcome
the social stigmas placed on them and to move farwéth their domestic duties, in
Webb'’s estimatioft? He, the VVLP, and the community of veterans protred they
were not men to be pitied or men to be thoughtsdéas virile because of their time
spent fighting in the losing battle of Vietnam atsdeffects at home. They were, for the
most part, successful men who had the strengthidocome any obstacle the same way
those who participated in World War 1l took advaygaf the G.I. Bill to become
upstanding and productive male members of sociktyome Vietnam veterans did not
successfully reintegrate, maybe it was the fauthose who did not welcome them home
and the responsibility of their successful brothermmake sure they did.

As Webb melded the agenda of the VVLP with his eé@vpromote the masculine
image of the Vietnam veteran, he and the orgawoizatiorked in tandem “to honor the

validity of service to country” and illustrate thermalcy of the men who returned from

% James Webb, “When a One Armed Man is Not a Lofarade MagazineNovember 21,
1982. http://jameswebb.com/editorials_articles/daranearmedmannoloser.html.

% Ibid.
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the conflict’® He believed if the country could accept them asnaband successful
members of society, their manhood, and the syminadichood of all Vietnam veterans
would be elevated to the heights of their predemrsss the martial tradition. For Webb,
this was another piece in the puzzle to estabfishr hobility. There was only one piece

left: a symbolic, national recognition of their eedus efforts in the war-

The Noble Warrior: Solidifying the Masculine Honor of the Vietnam Soldier

In the Vietnam Veterans Memorial, Webb seemednd & vehicle for melding
the conflict's American participants with the maltiradition. However important it was
to him, though, he also helped turn what was ajreadifficult endeavor into a tug of
war over control of its design. The eruption & teological argument between
conservatives such as Webb, who supported strditgcalbbmeaning for the monument,
and the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund (VVMF), whstrived for an apolitical
tribute to the war’s dead, threatened to haltriésaton. In the years of struggle that
followed, one thing remained certain: James Welttenently wanted a national
monument to honor his comrades and to restore ttiagitial manhood, as long as it was
on his own terms.

Because of Webb’s views regarding the reverenceldw®ietnam veterans, it
seemed fitting that he be a part of the VVMF areldteation of the memorial. Therefore,

it was not surprising when Jan Scruggs, enlistechblp early on, as he gathered funds

" bid.

" bid.

95



and worked to create public support for what wdagdome the Wall. Webb recalled
that Scruggs and other members of the organizappnoached him during a
promotional tour foFields of Firein 1979, to ask for his support, and he “resoheed t
help them.*? By that summer, the former marine had become affigial member of
the VVMF, giving “advice, counsel, and participatido the organization, mainly
regarding financial and legal issués.

At first, the relationship between Scruggs and Weddmed genial and quite
necessary, given the immense amount of ideologibatiad assistance needed to create a
national monument for a war most Americans wanbefiiget. As leader of the VVMF,
Scruggs recognized the importance of having sufidemsd well-connected veterans
such as Webb within the organization. When he evtotWebb officially asking the
former Marine to join the VVMF’s National Sponsagi€Committee, Scruggs emphasized
that his presence and approval for the project dvtadld immeasurably to the prestige

and credibility of our efforts™

"2“personal Statement written by James Webb foirugan Scruggs’ biography,” January 17,
1984; File: Office Files, Memorial Design, Contresse and Criticism, Webb, James, 1980-1984; Box 32,
Office Files, 1979-1985¢ietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-188huscript Division,
Library of Congress, Washington, D.C.

3 4_etter from Robert Doubek to James Webb, AugdstI®79:;” File: Files of the Project
Director, Memorial Design, Controversy and Othestfems, Webb, James H., 1980-81; Box 63: Files of
the Project Director, 1965-198¢jetnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-188huscript
Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C.

4 «_etter from Robert Doubek to James Webb, Jan@fryl1980;” File: Files of the Project
Director, Memorial Design, Controversy and Othestfems, Webb, James H., 1980-81; Box 63: Files of
the Project Director, 1965-198¢jetnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-188huscript
Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C..ubek reiterates these points in a letter to Webb on
February 29, 1980. File: Box 32: Office Files, MatabDesign, Controversy and Criticism, Webb, James
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As it turned out, Webb's affiliation with the VVMBecame more trouble than it
was worth after the unveiling of Maya Lin’s design the memorial. The winning
design, two large slabs of black granite with thenes of those who perished etched into
them, made little sense to Webb, and he felt édtened his plan to establish the nobility
of all who served. As a result, somewhere neacéimeer of the firestorm created by the
design, a battle that divided the veteran and dmservative community alike was James
Webb and his notions of a new martial manhood.

Webb voiced concern immediately after the VVMF @ded the design. As
Scruggs remembered it, “[t]he first rumblings h&atted close to home. Shortly after
Maya Lin’s first press conference, James Webb—wdtbdonsidered himself
unqualified to sit on the [design] jury—said Maym’s design was unacceptable. ‘Why
is it black?’ he asked. ‘Why is it underground?tiése questions haunted the VVMF as
Webb and others began to call the Wall design Biack Gash of Shamé?

A few months later, in September 1981, Webb recondeé to the VVMF that
Lin alter the design by placing a flag at the sit¢he memorial and adding an inscription
that referred to the nobility of the war. He tahd tmain members of the VVMF that he
would oppose any final product that did not contagse modifications. Writing to

Robert Doubek, the executive director of the VVME,“emphatically” maintained that

1980-1984; Box 32, Office Files, 1979-1985etnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-1994
Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washinyt®.C.

" The use of this phrase originated with Tom Carlt4etnoted his disdain for the memorial’s
design by writing, “By this will we be rememberedblack gash of shame and sorrow, hacked into the
national visage that is the Mall.” Tom Carhart,sliiting Vietnam Vets,New York Timeg)ctober 24,
1981. Quotes from Scruggs, Jan C. and Joel L. Sswerdo Heal a Nation: The Vietnam Veterans
Memorial(New York: Harper and Row, 1985), 80.
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individuals who supported the Memorial tended tsigea “strong correspondence
between this memorial and the war.” He claimedlidenot want to insert himself in the
actual design and placement of these componenggibeof his lack of experience with
architecture; but he wanted them to know “how intgpat” he and the American public
found these modification’$.

A few weeks later, Webb'’s tone changed, and he ddeththe changes, telling
Scruggs, “I do not like the winning design; in facteel insulted by it. But | have been
operating by default, as something of a moderatifigence on people who are rabidly
opposed to it, and who wish to destroy the progidbgether.” He promised he had no
desire to halt the project completely because lierstood its importance, but he had
become terribly apprehensive about its currentrimatt#gon that did not “honor and
recognize all who served in Vietnarfl.”

Webb felt the VVMF purposefully wanted to negldat soldiers’ roles as
honorable male warriors as a way to prevent sgjrap old controversies and generating
ill will toward the project. He warned Scruggs, tienstatement is not called for when we

are dealing with the heroic and honorable los#ef [® Webb threatened Scruggs, if the

0« etter from James Webb to Robert Doubek, Septerp2981;” File: Box 32: Office Files,
Memorial Design, Controversy and Criticism, Webdmés, 1980-1984; Box 32, Office Files, 1979-1985;
Vietham Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-188huscript Division, Library of Congress,
Washington, D.C. Webb states this idea comes freumlf diverse commentators as the Marine Corps
League, on the one hand, and the New Republic frenother.”

" «etter from James Webb to Grady Clay (Editor ahdscape Architecture Magazine),
November 16, 1981;" File: Office Files, Memoria¢fign, Controversy and Criticism, Webb, James,
1980-1984; Box 32, Office Files, 1979-198Betnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-1994
Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washinyt®.C.

8 Scruggs, Jack Wheeler, and Robert Doubek all dgekeep politics and opinion out of the
Memorial. Scruggs and Swerdlo#,Time to Heall2. Moreover, Wheeler expressed to all involved in
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VVMF continued to refuse to incorporate his persalesires for the project “this is as
far as | can go,With the organizatior’

The VVMF never responded, officially, to any of theggestions Webb made
regarding design. When it became evident to hirhingtwould happen without a
significant fight, the former Marine escalated &iforts and initiated a political battle to
alter the design of the Vietham Veterans MemoFkal up with the lack of consideration
from the VVMF over his and others’ concerns, Weblhdn his crusade to fix the
monument>°

In late November 1981, the issue came to a heatib\Wevately wrote to
Scruggs to tell him he decided to remove himselinfthe fund’s efforts “for so long as
this design continues to be the plan for the Meatband that he would take legal action

if the fund used his name or suggested he bacleprtject in its current incarnatidh.

creating the Wall to “never take a political pasitior express views on Vietham —related subjeé&tSime
to Heal,30. The point was to keep the Memorial above tag &f the plethora of opinions about the war.

"9 «Letter from James Webb to Grady Clay (Editor ahdscape Architecture Magazine),
November 16, 1981.” Webb suggests a white memarnidlthe placement of a flag in this letter.

80« etter from James Webb to Jan Scruggs, ScruggseMber 2, 1981.” Webb outlines why he
thinks the VVMF is ignoring his complaints afterr8ggs wrote to him on the same day wondering why
Webb thinks he is being ignored. Webb tells Scruggbad spoken with Wheeler and Doubek who told
him to hold tight because “there would be significehanges in the design” that never came. Whadder
told him there would be negotiations on the dessgrhe withheld an op-ed piece frdine Washington
Postcriticizing the Wall design, but those negotiatorever occurred. He indicates he is “disappointed”
that the VVMF is not listening to those who do liké the design and, in some instances, are attgcki
those people. Scruggs letter reference: “Lettenfd@an Scruggs to James Webb, December 2, 1981h" Bot
letters found in File: Office Files, Memorial DesigControversy and Criticism, Webb, James, 19804198
Box 32, Office Files, 1979-198%ietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-18&huscript
Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C.

8L« etter from James Webb to Jan Scruggs, Novem#el 281.” Webb reiterates this threat of
legal action in another letter to Scruggs on Deaamh 1981. Both documents found in File: Officke§,j
Memorial Design, Controversy and Criticism, Sherdi@arlton Rebuttal, Supporting Documents, Vol. 3,
1979-1983, nd.; Box 32, Office Files, 1979-198%tnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-1994
Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washinyt®.C.
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Three days later, he officially resigned from thatiNnal Sponsoring Committee and
demanded that the VVMF remove his name from aillsoliterature because of his
problems with the desidf.

After he cut ties with the organization, Webb twe his talent as a writer to
begin a public campaign criticizing the Wall's dgsithe VVMF, and Scruggs. He hoped
to make enough of a stir that it would force theM~to make the additions. His first
attack came in the form of an editorial piece @uhin thewall Street Journalhe was
the first of many conservatives to present his iopion the Wall to Americarfs.

Appearing on December 18, 1981, the article, sinigd “Reassessing the
Vietnam Veterans Memorial,” took the VVMF to task fts approval of Maya Lin’s
“memorial only to the dead.” As a veteran of the aad a significant participant in the
early stages of solidifying support for the fundeb® believed he had as much of a right
as anyone to criticize a memorial that was “...alistic statement that does not render
honor to those who serve:”

The lack of conservative political meaning irkechhas well, suggesting that it let

its viewers make up their own minds about the widre design missed the opportunity

82 4| etter from James Webb to Jan Scruggs, Novem#el @31.”

8 Other conservatives to publically express displeasvith the design early on wereTom Carhart
“Insulting Vietham Vets,'New York Timeg)ctober 24, 1981 and “A Better Way to Honor Vieta/é
Washington Post\lovember 15, 1981; Patrick J. Buchanan, “A Memdbi#th on the Mall,"Ludington
Daily News(syndicated column), January 6, 1982 and “A Crypthe Mall,” Ludington Daily News
(syndicated column), February 6, 1982.

8 James Webb “Reassessing the Vietnam Veterans Ndrhavall Street JournalDecember 18,
1981.
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to memorialize “heroic and honorable loss of liégid symbolically signify the nobility
of all who served in the war. To create respecafbwho served, the “...design should
not be neutral.” Webb wrote, because “we are im@dbr all time the privacy of those
who perished in the war by publishing their names$h@ memorial, and this should not
be done except in the most affirmative sense obhand recognition®

According to Webb, the VVMF’s rigid stance on thesdn put him and other
veterans in a difficult situation. They could @ittaccept the design as it stood or
withdraw their support from the memorial, leavihgm on the opposing side of the only
major national commemoration of the Vietham Wadate. Frustrated by the no-win
situation placed in front of him, Webb pled to #hmerican public, “What is one to do?
Is any memorial better than no memorial? At whahpdoes a piece of architecture
cease being a memorial to service and instead keeamockery of that service, a
wailing wall for future anti-draft and anti-nucledemonstrators®

Webb’s opinions and those of other conservativgarding the Vietham Veterans
Memorial caused enough of a stir for the federalegoment to step in, reluctantly.
Secretary of the Interior, James Watt, the offithalt Congressharged with overseeing
the project, ordered new talks on the design. uttas re-evaluation, Webb worked for
the changes he desired, making his thoughts knovanwiritten statement to the Fine Arts

Commission overseeing the tafés.

% Ibid.
% |bid.
87 Strong discussions of the compromise process edound in Robert Schulzingek, Time for

Peace: The Legacy of the Vietnam W@xford University Press, 2006), 95-109 and PatHelgopian,The
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Webb insisted in his statement that modificatianthe design were necessary
and to “honor and recognize those who served.” |Ble stressed, the VVMF be forced to
consult the opinions of more Vietnam veterans bgeeaupersonal understanding of the
war was imperative in order to create an appropnabnument that gave little credence
to the limited perspective of those who did nove&?

Webb knew the perspectives of Vietnam veterangexgaroblems too, but their
input would create the best scenario, in his estonabecause others are “only now
beginning to assimilate Vietnam in a context thatkhs dignity into the acts of those
who served.” He condemned the VVMF for leaving vats out of the process because,
as “[t]his monument will last into the eons . t will reflect the incomplete assimilation
process of the judges . . . rather than makingléimitive healing statement we all had
so hoped for®

With some simple changes, he believed the monumeuld have a different
tone, one that emphasized honor. An onsite Amefiegnwas the most important
modification to Webb, although he would have likedat he called “artifacts of war”
included too. He indicated that the flag, espegilplaced at the apex of the monument,

“would symbolize the coming together of all facpmnder the unity of our system of

Vietham War in American Memory: Veterans, Memoyiaigl the Politics of HealinfAmherst: University
of Massachusetts Press, 2009), 166-201.

8 \Webb’s written statement to the U.S. Fine Arts @ussion, October 12, 1981. File: Office
Files, Memorial Design, Commission of Fine Arts Megs, Feb 8, 1983; Box 29: Office Files, 1979-1985
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-188huscript Division, Library of Congress,
Washington, D.C.

% Ibid.
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laws and values.” He also wanted the monumentdaibeve the ground and/or changed
to a white stone, which he believed would remowearacceptable connotations of
shame or dishonor brought about by the originaigtes “black hole in the ground”
appearanc®’

Webb recognized that a full rejection of the desigauld probably injure the
efforts of the VVMF to build any monument whatsoe&' so his goal was to force the
VVMEF to construct a monument that met his persoeglirements for attaching martial
honor and traditional military symbolism to the meho served the United States in the
war. This lack of desire to stop the creation ef themorial reflected his concern that
starting from scratch would be the death knellthar any type of national monument for
the Vietnam soldier. But it also illustrated a degated personal belief that
memorialization was a significant key to establighionor for those who servéd.

In an opinion piece written for th&ashington Postn Memorial Day, 1981,
Webb argued, “there is strength to be gained fremembering” those who made the
ultimate sacrifice for their country. Although Webbes not specifically mention the
Vietnam War in “The Power of Remembering,” he cetesitly hints at it, thinly

disguising his comments. The Japanese reverertbeiofvarriors is Webb's focus, as

9 bid.
1 bid.

92Strong works on the issue of memorialization ard\Mietnam War include Patrick Hagopian,
The Vietnam War in American Memo¥Ktistin Hass,Carried to the Wall(Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1998); Marita Sturkdrangled Memories: The Vietnam War, the AIDS Epideanid the
Politics of RememberingBerkeley: University of California, 1997); and Bréurner,Echoes of Combat:
The Vietnam War in American Memogiew York: Anchor Books, 1996).
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he grapples with the question of how the partidipamsuch a war could maintain their
masculine nobility in the eyes of the nation. Kksa “How could a nation beaten on the
battlefield find meaning and momentum in the everiss defeat?

The ability of the Japanese to separate militaryise from the act of war,
according to him, is the answer. The nation’s capdar venerating those who fought in
a failed war and their recognition of them via meias, he suggests, set them on a path
to restrengthening themselves in the post-war w8rldemorials particularly created a
situation in which “[iJt was as if each death invetl a transfer of energy, the soul of the
soldier feeding into the soul of the nation, uti# very enormity of Japan’s defeat
became itself the fuel for its post-war re-emergehthe lesson taught by the citizens of
Japan and their ability to overcome their loss iorM/War 11, was a faith in the “spiritual
power of commemoration and the nobility of militagrvice.” They, unlike Americans,
learned to separate their “dedicated warriors” ftamoutcome of the confliét.

These ideas regarding commemoration lend furthglaeation to why Webb
rejected the original design of the Vietham Veteri&lemorial. Although he believed in
using the memorialization of others to help crehast separation between the warrior and
his war, the Lin design made that memorializatmm émotionally heavy. The Wall, as it

stood, in black granite, “a nihilistic slab of s&jras he called it, put too much emphasis

9 James Webb, “The Power of Rememberifidhe Washington Podtlovember 25, 1981.

% For an examination of Japan after its defeat infMd/ar 11, see John W. DoweEmbracing
Defeat: Japan in the Wake of World WafMew York: W.W. Norton and Company, 1999), while &m
overview of Japanese Warrior culture see, Thomaarg|The Japanese Art of War: Understanding the
Culture of StrategyBoston and London: Shambhala Books, 1992).

% James Webb, “The Power of Rememberifighe Washington Podtlovember 25, 1981.
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on the darkness of the war, the domestic confliotosinding it, and its penchant for
ripping apart the fabric of American society argitiadition®®

Even though commemoration of death was an impoparttof memorializing the
war, Americans strong feelings about the confliould keep them from understanding
any subtle messages that might be contained in Maysdesign. A way to assist them
would be to connect the Wall to American values aationalism. If the VVMF refused
to change the design, Webb knew he had to makelsei®merican public got the point
and realized the value of the warrior of VietnaAdding patriotic elements to the
memorial that validated the service, and therefloeenobility, of the men who served in
Vietnam were, in his estimation, the only ways¢hiave this goal.

Eventually, the parties involved in the fight owaya Lin’s design for the
Vietnam Veterans Memorial reached the interestorgmromisen March 1982hat
included Frederick Hart’s statue, “The Three SoklieThe design of the monument
would not change, but they VVMF would add an instoin in the granite and place a
flagpole on site, set far enough away as not taugishe monument’s architectural

integrity.”’

% «|_etter from James Webb to Jan Scruggs, Decembt9&1.”

97 «\/ietnam Veterans’ War Memorial Compromise Reacki¢ainer Says,” Press Release from
United States Senate: Office of John Warner, M2 982; File: Office Files, Public Relations, Need
Press Releases, 1980-1984; Box 51: Office Fileg911®85;Vietham Veterans Memorial Fund Records,
1965-1994 Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washimg, D.C. According to the initial
compromise, the flag was to be placed at the apthed/Vall and the statue was supposed to be ledtad
front of it. Moreover, there are two inscriptiortsteed into the Wall. The first reads: “In honortieé men
and women of the Armed Forces of the United States served in the Viethnam War. The names of those
who gave their lives and of those who remain mgssire inscribed in the order they were taken frerh u
The second reads: Our nation honors the couragefiea, and devotion to duty and country of its
Vietnam veterans. This memorial was built with ptev contributions from the American people.
November 11, 1982.”
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One sees James Webb'’s imprint on the final desiggifioations, differences that
enhanced the national and martial symbols of th#. Wée sculptor of “The Three
Soldiers,” Frederick Hart declared, “If it were rfot him, none of those changes would
have taken place’® The true meaning of the Wall for James Webb wesit beyond
Jan Scruggs’ desire to promote healing and to \&a&ly the stain of the war on its
veterans. To him, the memorial solidified the hgmability, and martial manhood of
those who served, regardless of the outcome afwaei and placed them in the martial
tradition that defined the nation and its excepslarature.

For perspective on the dedication of Hart's statut984,The Washington Post
interviewed James Webb. Reluctantly, he gave thi Sme credit for helping troubled
veterans overcome their psychological scars, batdlded that their plight should not
define the memorial’ The VVMF'’s desire to make the monument what hesiered a
wailing wall disrespected those who served and ntizel@ look effeminate and weak in
the eyes of the nation. If that became the maingpion of the Wall, Webb worried it
could rob them of their manhood for good and drsasily affect America and its
exceptional nature.

With the dedication of the statue, though, it waw ime to bury the controversy
and move ahead. Earlier in 1984, Webb wrote ta@ys to tell him of the futility he

saw in keeping the controversy alive, indicatingttthe VVMF might learn from those

% Brad Lemley, “Never Give an Inch: James Webb'si@te with Pen and Sword.”
% Elisabeth Bumiller, “The Memorial, Mirror of Vieam: The Lives the Monument Touched, the

Passions It Aroused, and the Statue that May Stieekealing, The Washington Posiovember 9,
1984.
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who promoted the theme of nobility throughout tlesign dispute. He claimed, “I am
very satisfied with the compromise, and in fact teat we in the ‘dissent’ have done a
valuable service, not only to our country, buthe Memorial as well . . . the starkness of
the wall now has context . . . and | have moved .

The end result of the Vietnam Wall seemed to ckboshapter for James Webb.
From that point, his focus centered on his cargethough he stepped back to see the
fruits of his work develop. Earlier in the 198@s, lost his chance to head the Veteran’s
Administration when he was not nominated, a jolminght have turned down after it
became clear that the Reagan administration wastesested in his attitude or his
inevitable and, possibly, singular focus on helpifigtnam veteran¥>! In May of 1984,
he became Assistant Secretary of Defense for Regdfairs, a post he left to become
the Secretary of the Navy.

As naval secretary, Webb focused on shoring uNehey and the American
military from the effects of a war that “dealt &aus whiplash to those who sacrificed so
much in the name of duty and country,” but he wawdtlget much time to make
changes? Less than a year later, Webb resigned in a huftdideological problems

with Secretary of Defense Frank Carlucci that ideltl disagreements over policy in the

100«|_etter from James Webb to Jan Scruggs, Januar§@34;” File: Office Files, Memorial
Design, Controversy and Criticism, Webb, Jamesp1B834; Box 32, Office Files, 1979-1988ietham
Veterans Memorial Fund Records, 1965-198knuscript Division, Library of Congress, WasHing,
D.C.

101 Ex-Marine Webb Leading Candidate for VA Directowashington Posipril 2, 1981.
Webb mentioned during the process he was “upsbtatay the VA has been run and...he would give
more attention to readjustment problems of Vietnaterans

192 George C. Wilson, “Navy Secretary Webb Again Swiorh The Washington Posfjay 2,
1987.
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Middle East and hard feelings over a slashed butigetvould stall efforts to expand the
Navy. Many suggested Webb’s “stubborn and uncommmiag” personality did him
in.103

Regardless of these efforts for the military, Webbiitings on the war, his
participation in the remasculinization of the retn veteran, and his role in the creation
of a respectful national memorial brought the foridarine’s campaign for nobility full
circle. The masculine honor of the Vietnam vetdrad been solidified symbolically;
now it was up to the American public to absorksitlze truth. As for the Wall, in a 1985
interview he confessed his continued disdain ferglocess that ignored his agenda.

Asked if he ever visited the memorial, the futurenidcraticsenator from the state of

Virginia claimed, “I don’t go. I'm still too mad.***

193 pefense Department officials as quoted in Mollydvie “Navy’s Webb Quits, Blasts Carlucci:
Budget Cuts, Lack of Leadership Citetlyashington PosEebruary 23, 1988. Defense department
officials called into question his ability to beéesm player. The article also outlines how he &aedReagan
administration argued over Persian Gulf policy ttedied heavily on the Navy to protect Kuwaiti oil
tankers, much to Webb’s chagrin.

194 Brad Lemley, “Never Give an Inch: James Webb'si@te with Pen and Sword.”
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CHAPTER FIVE
SALVAGING THE AMERICAN MARTIAL TRADITION: THE REAGAN
ADMINISTRATION AND THE POSITIONING OF THE VIETNAM ®LDIER
WITHIN THE NATION’S FOLKLORE OF MILITARISM

It is time we recognized that ours was, in truthplle cause...[w]e dishonor the
memory of 50,000 young Americans who died in tlzatse when we give way to
feelings of guilt as if we were doing somethingraléul, and we have been shabby in
our treatment of those who returned. They foughwall and as bravely as any
Americans have ever fought in any war. They deserw gratitude, our respect, and our
continuing concern.

Ronald Wilson Reagan, August 18, 1880

On November 11, 1988, Ronald Reagan observedsii¥&eran’s Day as
President of the United States. The outgoing cond®ain-chief, in a speech much like
any given by a president on the day reserved tohthose who fought for the United
States, spoke of Americans’ reverence and gratitudine sacrifices of those who gave
their lives in service of their nation. He dectravhat they died for was worthy of their
sacrifice—faith, too, in God and in the Nation that pledged itself to His work and to
the dream of human freedom, and a nation, too ttlaay and always pledges itself to
their eternal memory””

The difference in 1988, however, was the locatibthis speech, the Vietham

Veterans Memorial. When tens of thousands of Amaarieeterans of the Vietnam War

! Ronald Reagan, “Peace: Restoring the Margin at$AfA Speech to the Veterans of Foreign
Wars Convention, Chicago lllinois, August 18, 198Be Public Papers of President Ronald W. Reagan
Ronald Reagan Presidential Library, http://www.aagtexas.edu/archives/reference/8.18.80.html.

2 Ronald Reagan, “Remarks at the Veteran's Day CengriNovember 11, 1988, The Miller
Center (University of Virginia), http://millercenterg/president/speeches/detail/3417.
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gathered to dedicate the new monument in a weekemgd“National Salute to Veterans”
six years prior, Reagan chose not to attend amgdbevents, save a brief appearance at
the National Cathedral during the reading of thees.of those who died in the confiict.
Now at the end of his eight-year tenure, he staddeaWall defining them and the
veterans of all American wars as “what we can @asigire to be: giving, unselfish, the
epitome of human love to lay down one's life sa tihers might live.

Though Reagan encountered some hostile reactiomgydhis official visit to the
memorial, particularly in relation to his lack afteon on the POW-MIA issue, the
scheduling of a formal Veteran’s Day ceremony amesidential remarks at the Wall
underscored vast changes that had taken place mational narrative of the war over
the course of Reagan’s presidefic¥he president and his administration’s role iesth
changes, although often suggested as a meansitsugaiort for foreign policy
endeavors in Central America, stemmed from thegdiadesire to rebuild the nation’s

faith in its military tradition and its presumedceptional naturd. The reestablishment of

3 Ed Bruske and Kenneth Bredemeier, “Vietnam Ward®Blames Read, Remembered,”
Washington Postjovember 11, 1982.

* Reagan, “Remarks at the Veteran’s Day Ceremony,”
http://millercenter.org/president/speeches/detili3

® Michael York, “Reagans Pay Emotional Visit to \fiatn Veterans Memorial; Fate of the
Missing Haunts CeremonyThe Washington Podtlovember 12, 1988.

® A strong discussion of the theory that the Reaagiministration wanted to break down the
“Vietnam Syndrome” occurs in political scientist Mdm LeoGrande’s worlour Own Backyard: The
United States in Central America, 1977-19@hapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres99B),
specifically see pages 3-9. For a good, brief disicun of Reagan’s reasons for creating a rolehfer t
United States in Latin America, see Abraham F. Latvel, “Ronald Reagan and Latin America: Coping
with Hegemony in Decline,” iltagle Defiant: United States Foreign Policy in t@80seds. Kenneth A.
Oye, Robert J. Lieber, and Donald Rothchild (Bostattle, Brown, and Company, 1983), 311-335.
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these elements of the American mythology, they dop®uld restore America’s image
in the wake of the Vietnam War.

Through numerous events in the 1980s, the Reagametration worked to wed
the American participants in Vietham to the miltamlor so vital to American military
tradition. By situating them in the same historiicdklore as those who served in
previous wars, the White House hoped the men ofmtb& contentious military conflict
in American history would gain the admiration df Amnericans. The bestowal of this
esteem on Vietnam-era soldiers and the reshapitigeofimage had the potential to
lessen the scars the war and to rebuild the cosmational and international image,
saving the notion of “the shining city upon a Hill.

Reagan first acknowledged this quest during hledgpresidential campaign in
1976, and revived it four years later as he faoedmbent president, Jimmy Carteh.
strong supporter of the Vietham War throughoutdteflict, Reagan noted in a speech to

the Veterans of Foreign Wars (VFW) Convention ia sammer of 1980 that he

" Reagan often directly and indirectly referredte tshining city upon a hill” theory about the
United States. “A Time for Choosing, October 2d64,” (also known as “The Speech”),
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/referencefthoosing.html;
“To Restore America, Ronald Reagan’s Campaign Askjrilarch 31, 1976,”
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/referencé/3dahtml;
“Republican National Convention Acceptance Speéaly, 17, 1980,”
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/referencé/gaLhtml.
All speeches fronRRonald Reagan Presidential Library and Musewabsite
“Inaugural Address, January 20, 198THe Public Papers of President Ronald W. ReaBamald Reagan
Presidential Library, http://www.reagan.utexas.adtiives/speeches/1981/12081a.htm.
Historian Paul Kengor writes about Reagan'’s faittl &s connection to American mythology@od and
Ronald Reagan: A Spiritual LiféNew York: Regan Books, 2004).

%To Restore America, March 31, 1981 "
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/referencé/3&html and various 1980 campaign speeches can be
found at http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archivegspes/major.html#.UyfK6 _IdWSpRonald Reagan
Presidential Library and Museum.
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considered U.S. military efforts in Southeast Asimoble cause®However, the
hallmark of Reagan’s message in this speech anldeocampaign trail was the need to
restrengthen the country and its image after tngntia of the 1960s and its supposed
further weakening during the presidency of Jimmyt€a The combination of these
issues damaged the United States’ position in thrédvand all but destroyed America’s
faith in itself, according to the former actor ayalernor of Californid®

As ardent nationalists, the central figures ofR@agan administration, who often
had strong differences of opinion regarding forgglicy endeavors, were of one mind
about the preservation of the American traditiomd ialeals that supposedly led to the
country’s supremacy in the world Their reshaping of what the Vietnam War meant to
America became an attempt shore up and sustaoothery’s martial tradition by
enveloping the soldiers of Vietnam into the sameraais history of those men who
defended the nation through the ages. The oftereless) faceless, men of the Vietnam

War, who according to Reagan, “fought as well amtravely as any Americans have

° Ronald Reagan “Peace: Restoring the Margin oftafe
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/referenc&/8aLhtml.

9 Michael Schaller discusses the Reagan plan teerggthen America and the effects of this plan
in Reckoning with ReagaiNew York: Oxford University Press, 1992). A dission of American desires
for “remasculinization” and restrengthening durthi period is discussed in Susan Jeffordse
Remasculinization of America: Gender and the VietWdar(Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press,
1989).

M Michael SchallerRight Turn: American Life in the Reagan-Bush Bxaw York: Oxford
University Press, 2007), 79-85. The most importaemoirs of administration officials charged with
foreign policy decisions are: Alexander M. Haig,QJaveat: Realism, Reagan, and Foreign Po(isgew
York: Macmillan Publishing Company, 1984; ConstaetC. Mengednside the National Security
Council: The True Story of the Making and the Unimglof Reagan’s Foreign PoligiNew York: Simon
and Schuster, 1988); Donald T. Regaor, the Record: From Wall Street to Washing{&an Diego:
Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, 1988).
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ever fought in any war,” would become the admiaistn’s focal point for reestablishing

confidence in the fabled American nation, bothanbk and abroatf.

Putting the Valorous Veteran Front and Center: TheSymbolism of the
Congressional Medal of Honor and the Vietnam Vetenas Leadership Program

Soon after the president took office, the Reagamiidtration marked its first
official step in its campaign to wed the Americatdgers of the Vietnam War to the
country’s time-honored tradition of military valok.mere five weeks to the day of his
inauguration, in a highly-visible ceremony, Reagagsented the Congressional Medal of
Honor, the highest decoration of the American it to a veteran of the Vietnam War.
Meticulously planned by the White House, every aspéthe event was meant to draw
the attention of the public to the fact that thex§an administration was willing to
publically honor a member of the most vilified gpoof veterans to fight in a foreign war.

The storied background of the Congressional Metielomor fit perfectly with
the desire of the Reagan administration to posNi@tnam soldiers within the historical
framework of the martial tradition. The historydgorestige of this honor dates back to
the Civil War, while the actual tradition of decting valorous American soldiers dates
back to the Revolution. The first military honor the lower ranks of the army was the
Badge of Military Merit, the modern day Purple Heastablished by General George

Washington in 17823

12 Ronald Reagan,“Peace: Restoring the Margin oftgafe
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/referenc&/8aLhtml.

13 «Facts about the Army Medal of Honor,” No date|des: Medal of Honor Ceremony, WH
Staff Member Files, Speechwriting, [White Housei€¥fof]: Speech Drafts, 1981-1989, Address to Joint
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Although this decoration for the lower ranks waaéér the Revolution, the Civil
War, in particular, brought back the desire to radbvalorous military men, and in
1862, Abraham Lincoln signed into law the estalpfieht of a Congressional Medal of
Honor* The criteria for the medal changed over the ydarsby World War I, Congress
solidified the modern meaning of the award, notgdkesident Reagan in his remarks:
“The President may award . . . a Medal of Honaa fmerson who . . . distinguishes
himself conspicuously by gallantry and intrepidatythe risk of his life above and beyond
the call of duty.*

The field reports of how Sergeant Roy P. Benavidetthese criteria for the
Medal of Honor underscored the type of braveryRbeagan administration wanted to
highlight in the Vietnam soldier and contradictbd tvay many Americans viewed

participants of the conflicf During an in-country rescue mission in May of 1968een

Session (02/18/1981 [4 of 5] to National Leagu€ities (03/02/1981) [2 of 3]; Box 3: WH Staff Menise
File, Speechwriting, [White House Office of]: Sphdarafts, 1981-198%Ronald Reagan Presidential
Library. Additional information from U.S. Army Center ofilifary History,
http://www.history.army.mil/html/reference/purhiinil. The first Congressional Medal of Honor given
a participant in the Vietnam War was in 1964 to.@&uiger H.C. Donlon. It is not the author’s coniemt
that Vietnam era soldiers did not receive such lackes. The argument is that the Reagan admingsirat
took the opportunity to make Benavidez's honorghhyi public to highlight an agenda.

141n 1847, Congress established the Certificate efin order to acknowledge the meritorious
actions of privates. The Medal of Honor initiallias only for privates and non-commissioned officers
Information on this issue and additional informatan the Congressional Medal of Honor from The
Congressional Medal of Honor Society, http://wwwadre.org/medal-history.php. A listing of all
Congressional Medal of Honor recipients can be domm theCongressional Medal of Honor Society
website http://www.cmohs.org/recipient-archive.php.

151n 1897, the words with “gallantry and intrepidityere added, as well the qualification for
testimony from an individual who witnessed the éxad the addition of a rule that the veteran caowitl
nominate himself. Information on this issue fromeT®ongressional Medal of Honor Society,
http://www.cmohs.org/medal-history.php. Additiomaflormation from “Facts about the Army Medal of
Honor.”

% There are two published autobiographies of Setg@anavidez: Roy R. Benevidez and Oscar
Griffith, The Three Wars of Roy Benavid8an Antonio, TX: Corona Publishing, 1986) and Roy
Benavidez and John R. Cralgedal of Honor: One Man’s Journey from Poverty &réjudice(Sterling,
VA: Brassey'’s, Inc., 1995).
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Beret Benavidez saved eight members of a SpecrabEdeam and recovered the bodies
of several more, all while under heavy fire. Hemed gunshot and shrapnel wounds
from head to toe, including a nearly severed archaagruesome wound to his
abdomert’Although initially turned down for not meeting somfthe award’s technical
criteria, the Joint Chiefs of Staff unanimously ap@d his nomination for the medal in
1980:°

The decision to decorate Benavidez for his actposided the Reagan
administration with an official opportunity to pesg its message about Vietham and on
February 24, 1981, the Medal of Honor ceremon\Biemavidez took place at the
Pentagon. Standing in the Hall of Heroes, Ronaddan emphasized the valor of this
new recipient of the Medal of Honor and highlightkd nobility of all who served in the
war. Although the soldiers of Vietham were notrfpéted” to win by the government,
Reagan declared, they were “a group of Americahntifigg men who had obeyed their
country’s call and who had fought as bravely and/@l$ as any Americans in our

history.” But unlike those before him, Reagan latednthe Vietham veteran received

7 0On May 2, 1968, a team of Special Forces encoedtizouble during an intelligence mission
near Loc Ninh, Vietnam. Several attempts to resbhase men failed. Benavidez volunteered to go en th
next rescue attempt. He dragged dead and woundeditiog aircraft. By the end of rescue mission,
Benavidez had gunshot wounds or shrapnel in his degs, face, abdomen, and head. His left arm hung
almost severed from his body and he has a wouhiabdomen. He saved the lives of eight men,
recovered the bodies of many soldiers, and reti@leof the classified documents that could haeerb
lost. Information from “Official Medal of Honor Gition for Master Sergeant Roy P. Benavidez United
States Army, Retired,” Folder: Medal of Honor Ceosmyy Box 3: WH Staff Member Files, Speechwriting,
[White House Office of]: Speech Drafts, 1981-19B8nald Reagan Presidential Libraand Lou Cannon,
“President Awards Medal, Says Troops Weren't Paeaiito Win in Vietnam, The Washington Past
February 25, 1981.

18 At first, it was believed Benavidez did not fuliyeet the criteria, because there was supposedly

only one eyewitness to his actions. However, in0l@®other withess came forward to corroborate his
actions. Lou Cannon, “President Awards Medahe Washington Podtebruary 25, 1981.
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“no parades, no bands, no waving of the flag theay $o nobly served,” and never were
thanked, respected, or honored for their sertice.

The short five-minute speech discussed how matiyarh acted above and
beyond their normal duties while in Southeast ASjgecifically, he mentioned
humanitarian efforts of American servicemen whongpegreat deal of time assisting the
women and children of South Vietnam, rather tharetydighting?° These soldiers
helped to build schools and hospitals, distribditea! and toiletries, and often did so with
their own money. Americans at home, he said, ighsteh gallantry and “it is now time
to show our pride in them and to thank them” fottay did*

Reagan then read the citation that told the hamgwstory of Sergeant
Benavidez's actions twelve years earlier. The fimas read: “His fearless leadership,
tenacious devotion to duty, and extremely valomactgons in the face of overwhelming
odds were in keeping with the highest traditionghef military service, and reflect the
utmost credit on him and the United States ArffyEor Reagan, each of these words

described that nameless, faceless soldier of thetlhaman so mistreated and

¥ Ronald Reagan, “Remarks on Presenting the Meddbabr to Master Sergeant Roy P.
Benavidez, February 24, 1981 he Public Papers of the President Ronald W. Readganald Reagan
Library, http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/shee/1981/22481d.htm.

% Civic Action programs by the United States ocatiteroughout South Vietnam. They included
the building of schools, roads, medical facilitiaad more. They also focused on health issuegalpit
information. However, civic action was most focusgdwinning “hearts and minds” and pacifying the
Viethamese public. A good, personal look at theentalpful programs can be found in Gene H&ysic
Action, A True Story: Marines Fighting a DifferaMar in Viethan{Ronald E. Hays Il, 2002). However,
scholars have focused strongly on the pacificagiborts like the Phoenix Program that gathered
intelligence on NLF members and civilians sympathtet them. Those individuals might simply be
interrogated or they may be imprisoned or killédgood look at this program can be found in Douglas
Valentine, The Phoenix ProgrartNew York: Morrow, 1990).

%L Ronald Reagan, “Remarks on Presenting the Meddbabr to Master Sergeant Roy P.
Benavidez.”

2 bid.
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disregarded by the American people. Moments l#terpresident pinned the medal to
the Benavidez's chest.

Although other veterans of the war received therdvwafore Benavidez, the
nature of Reagan’s remarks in the ceremony higtdajthe administration’s larger
agenda. Washington Post columnist, and early Relaiggnapher Lou Cannon, termed
the ceremony “a platform for declaring the Unitedt&s had lost the war in Vietham
because its soldiers had not been permitted td #im stressing this, Cannon was
correct but he missed the larger symbolic meariihg. president had placed the
participants in the “noble cause” of Vietham—soldiesho had received so little support
after their return, men who many Americans congidéncompetent embarrassments—
front and center. He had portrayed them as hawudcfearless. Far more than making
excuses for the loss of the war, the administradiesigned the Medal of Honor
ceremony as a platform for salvaging and reinvigogaethe American martial tradition
via the Vietnam veteran.

The major revision that the Reagan administratic in mind for the collective
image of the Vietnam War-era soldiers could noétslkape with a simple ceremony,
though. If it was to make public perceptions efsh men similar to those of veterans of
other wars, a significant reshaping of the negatteeeotypes that many Americans held
toward Vietnam veterans needed sustained attenftlwse opinions of those who served
in Vietnam extended to their ability to reintegrate® American society. The significant
problems experienced by some Vietnam veteransegdtiled to reenter society

amplified negative perceptions of them and cregtedter concerns among conservative

2| ou Cannon, “President Awards Medal.”
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about the long-term effects of the war on the mahttadition. Reintegration problems
even more so separated the recently return veteranthose of earlier wars, men who
won their wars, retained their warrior images, amith the exception of World War |
veterans, made a seamless reintegration intoda@jyr lives upon their return honfé.

The strongly engrained societal belief that Vietnaaterans were crazed losers
made the Reagan administration’s placement of tinetmee martial tradition more
difficult.>> Moreover, the negative perceptions of their masityldue to their role in the
loss of the war augmented this difficulty. Thesaies led the Reagan administration to
support a new program for veteran assistance, ibt@afm Veterans Leadership Program
(VVLP), meant to bring troubled Vietnam veterangether with highly successful
comrades who could mentor them through their longrjey to reenter the “world®

The VVLP also had a much broader social agendaathia@aled to the Reagan
administration. The creator of the program, TomKeay suggested in a memo to the

White House staff that the activities of the VVLPwid go a long way to debunk

|t is important to note that Americans did not faipé or treat World War | veterans as weak
men over any difficulties with reintegration andntad health issues. One, these issues stemmedtifiom
addition of new technologies and chemical warfareio, and most importantly, these men won their.war
Strong examinations of the experiences of the doogh include: Jennifer D. Keergpughboys, the
Great War, and the Remaking of Amer{Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press,)p0avid
M. Kennedy,Over Here: The First World War and American Socigtgw York: Oxford University Press,
1982); and Robert H. Ziegekmerica's Great War: World War | and the AmericaxpEriencglLanham,
MD: Rowman and Littlefield, 2000); Also, a good koat commemoration of the First World War is
Steven TroutOn the Battlefield of Memorff uscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 2010)jqdarly
pages 144-193.

% Good examinations of the notion that Vietnam \aaisrwere emotionally unstable include:
Jerry LembckeThe Spitting Image: Myth, Memory, and the Legacyiefnam(New York University
Press, 1998), 101-126; Fred Turriechoes of Combat: The Vietnam War in American Mgrfioew
York: Anchor Books, 1996), 44-70; and Patrick HagopThe Vietham War in American Memory
(Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 2009)78.

% “The Vietnam Veterans Leadership Program,” Junel981, Folder: Vietham Veterans

Leadership Program, ACTION: VVLP, 11/10/1981; OA890Blackwell, Morton C: FilesRonald Reagan
Presidential Library
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stereotypes of Vietnam veterans as “guilt-riddemims” not to mention “dope addicts,
killers, and/or fools?” In fact, the parent agency of the VVLP, the natlorolunteer
organization ACTION, argued that the chief reasarttie creation of the program was to
help Americans “recognize that Vietnam veteransadeadership resource, not a group
to be pitied or to be treated as victims.” If segsful, the program would affirm “the
integrity of military service during the Vietham Wand “help to restore a national
perception that military service is an honorablirg” %%

Because of its potential to restore to Vietnam nagte their rightful place within
the mythology of the American military traditionre3ident Reagan approved the
Vietnam Veteran Leadership Program in July 198dmeédiately, the administration
opted to create a high profile Veterans Day evetti@White House in which the
president would formally announce?t.

A presidential briefing memo regarding the evendicates that the main reason
the White House decided to announce the prograrhcallip was its significant emphasis
on the merit of Vietnam veterans. The administratitso liked the idea of using the

success of the mentors to reshape opinions abotgtatans of the waf Elizabeth

Dole, director for the White House Office of PuHli@ison, avowed that the event would

27 «\/ietnam Veterans as Volunteers,” Memo from ThoasPauken to Ann Fairbanks, et al,
May 11, 1981; Folder: Vietham Veterans Leadershggfam, ACTION: VVLP, 11/10/1981; OA 9089,
Blackwell, Morton C: FilesRonald Reagan Presidential Library

% “The Vietnam Veterans Leadership Program,” Junel981.

2 «“Announcement of Vietham Veterans Leadership Rrogt Memo from Tom Pauken to Dave
Gergen, July 30, 1981; Folder: Vietham Veterangdeeship Program, ACTION: VVLP, 11/10/1981 (1);
OA 9089, Blackwell, Morton C: FilefRonald Reagan Presidential Library

30 “Meeting with Vietnam Veterans Leadership Prograemo from Elizabeth Dole, November

6, 1981; Folder: Vietham Veterans Leadership PrograCTION: VVLP, 11/10/1981 (2); OA 9089,
Blackwell, Morton C: FilesRonald Reagan Presidential Library
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“stimulate public notice of the emerging leaderstale of the nation’s Vietham
veterans.®! The stage was set for a public unveiling of a progthat had a significant
opportunity to influence Americans’ understandirigh@ masculine nature of those who
served in Vietnam.

Invited guests for the ceremony included exactéytifpe of men the VVLP and
the administration were trying to highlight, menawuad reached great heights in
business, government, and society after the*hey included future senator John
McCain, who had just retired from his career inNay; James Webb; and Reagan aide
and chairman of the Vietnam Veteran Memorial Fulwhn “Jack” P. Wheeler—men
whose heroic service to country and significantjvear success exemplified the
country’s military traditiort> As Wheeler suggested to the White House, eadheafien
selected to represent the successful veteran wiefldct very, very positively on the

President.®

3L “Meeting with Vietnam Veterans Leadership Progfaemo from Elizabeth Dole, November
6, 1981.

324 jst of Participants from Meeting with Vietnam Y&ans Leadership Program,” Memo from
Elizabeth Dole, November 6, 1981; Folder: Vietnastérans Leadership Program, ACTION: VVLP,
11/10/1981 (2); OA 9089, Blackwell, Morton C: Filé&nald Reagan Presidential Library

#Each of the men listed achieved hero status duhi@egvar. McCain spent almost five years as a
prisoner of war. Part of McCain’s story can be fdim John McCain and Mark Saltéfaith of my
Fathers: A Family Memoi(New York: Random House, 1999) as well as Robernbérg,John McCain
and American Odysséiew York: Simon and Schuster, 1999). Webb eamBidvy Cross for heroic
action in Vietnam. Part of his story is recountedkbbert TimbergThe Nightingale’s SonfNew York:
Simon and Schuster, 1995). Wheeler was a memhkbediest Point class of 1966 that inspired Rick
Atkinson’s bookThe Long Gray LinéBoston: Houghton-Mifflin, 1989). It is importart hote that each of
these men entered the military through militaryderaies.

34 “Note from Jack P. Wheeler to Morton Blackwell p&smber, 20, 1981;” Folder: Vietnam

Veterans Leadership Program, ACTION: VVLP, 11/1@191); OA 9089, Blackwell, Morton C: Files;
Ronald Reagan Presidential Library.
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When Reagan took to the podium on November 10, 1®8mveil the project,
highlighting its actual services seemed a merenfatetto the true task at hand. Although
he claimed the leadership program would “providelgunce for those with lingering
problems,” the majority of his remarks referredite administration’s greater message.
“On this eve of Veterans Day in 1981,” Reagan bdfarceremony, “we meet to
inaugurate a program that's aimed at helping agafweterans who have never
received the thanks they deserved for their extiiaary courage and dedication.” The
men who participated in the war, he continued, gtalas bravely as any American
fighting men have ever fought.” They were soldwt® “did their duty and
demonstrated courage and dedication in the finadition of the American military in a
war they were not allowed to wirf™

An examination of the administration’s interactwith the VVLP over the years
illustrates that it primarily viewed the VVLP asaol to re-shape the image of the
Vietnam veteran. The president rarely met withghgect's leaders between late 1981

and the expiration of its federal funding in Sepemof 1984° Any publicized meeting

% Ronald Reagan, “Remarks of the President at thAncement of Vietnam Veterans
Leadership Program, November 10, 1981;" Foldertnéim Veterans Leadership (Rohrbacher), 11/10/81;
Box 21: WH Staff Member and Office Files, Speechiwg; White House Office of: Speech Drafts, 1981-
1989; Vietnam Veterans Leadership (11/10/81) — &dslito Nation (11/18/1981-11/21/198Rpnald
Reagan Presidential Library.

% When ACTION leader Tom Pauken asked for a medtetgieen Reagan and members of West
Coast VVLP coordinators in May of 1982, suggestimt a meet and greet could coincide with a neviapus
by the organization to describe veteran volunteeas a “living memorial” to veterans, the Whiteuse
declined. Pauken’s request seen in “West Coastdergsl Briefing on Vietnam Leadership Program,”
Memo from Tom Pauken to Morton Blackwell, March1982; Folder: Vietham Veterans Leadership
Program-ACTION: Vietnam Veterans Leadership Progra®i31/1982; OA 9089, Blackwell, Morton C.:
Files;Ronald Reagan Presidential LibraryWhite House rejection of meeting seen in “Scleduwoposal
between Elizabeth H. Dole and Gregory J. Newelkil&D, 1982;” Folder: Vietnam Veterans Leadership
Program-ACTION: Vietnam Veterans Leadership Progr@si31/ 1982; OA 9089, Blackwell, Morton C.:
Files;Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
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that did take place only focused on congratulatiregmen involved in the program for
their efforts and their presumed success. Therdtration gave little help to the VVLP,
if assistance meant something other than usingrilgram as a platform for recasting the
image of the veterat.

In the final year of federal sponsorship of thegpam, the White House held a
short reception for the VVLE® Over 150 veterans participated in the event meant
thank them for their efforts and “recognize thedlahip role of the nation’s Vietnam
veterans.®* Reagan, for one final time, used the opportumitgxalt the war's soldiers
both in combat and at home. Near the end of hisgdpéne wove together the recent
accomplishments of this group of Vietnam veteraitl their previous “loyalty” and

“commitment” to the nation during the w&rThe door closed on the administration’s

¥"Journalist Myra McPherson argues, “Conservativviativeterans—preachers of Vietnm as a
noble cause and often right wing when it comeaustions of current military intervention—like to
present the rosiest of Vietnam veteran statistiostig Time Passing: Vietnam and the Haunted Geraarati
(Garden City, NJ: Doubleday, 1984), 572. More intaotly, many of these veterans were a part of the
VVLP. The organization raised great concerns alisutnderstandings of veterans from the Vietnam War
due to this rosy picture of successful veterand?Mason suggests throughout her book that vetefaais
political persuasions felt the VVLP did create asgeof camaraderie among them. However, it ig ¢thea
objectives of the program were in line with itsdeaPauken’s conservative leanings, 286.

3 |n January 1983, the White House invited over g@ficipants in the VVLP invited to a thank
you ceremony. Information from “Schedule Propdmstiveen Elizabeth H. Dole and William K. Sadleir,
January 19, 1983;” Folder: Vietnam Veterans LeddprBrogram, ACTION: VVLP, 11/10/1981 (2); OA
9089, Blackwell, Morton C: FileRRonald Reagan Presidential Library.

39«3chedule Proposal between Faith Whittlesey ardiétick J. Ryan, Jr., February 3, 1984;”
Folder: 03/01/1984 Vietnam Veterans Leadership pme; Box 138: WH Staff and Member Files:
Speechwriting, White House Office of: Research €&ffi1981-1989, 02/27/1984 Taping National
Association of Manufacturers-03/02/1984 ConsereaBwlitical Action Committee (2Ronald Reagan
Presidential Library.

“0“presidential Remarks: Reception for Vietnam Vater Leadership Program, March 1, 1984:”
Folder: Reception for Vietnam Veterans, March 184;Box 25: WH Staff Member and Office Files,
Dolan, Anthony “Tony” R.: Files, 1981-1989, SerleSpeech Drafts 1981-1989, State of the Union
1/25/1984 (Part 1) to Reception for National Newagpr Association 03/28/198Rpnald Reagan
Presidential Library.
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utilization of the program to reshape American @ms of those who served in the war,

without consideration of its tangible results feteran reintegration.

Priming the Public and Avoiding Controversy: Reaganand The Vietnam Veterans
Memorial Fund
The VVLP thanked Reagan with “heartfelt apprecimafior his loyalty to and
support of Vietnam Veterans,” for the duration o program, declaring him “an

honorary Vietnam Veterari*

"This symbolic pronouncement was a strange hona fo
variety of reasons. The president’s concern femtten who fought in the war merely
amounted to rhetoric, as his dealings with the Kete Administration illustrated
throughout his two tern®.The bestowal of this title on Reagan was an ots/inedia
tool for the VVLP, considering the limited amouritsoipport the administration actually
gave to the program’s assistance measures.

Early on, it was evident that the administratiod htle use for the program, even
in terms of its rhetorical value and ability to olga Americans opinions of Vietnam
veterans. This had largely to do with the creatbthe highly successful Vietnam

Veterans Memorial in the early 1980s. By 1984, mvtiee federal version of the VVLP

petered out, the Wall had been open to the pubticagsisting the White House in its

“L«|_etter from Catherine Fenton to Gahl L. HodgesbR9, 1984;” Folder: Reception for
Vietham Veterans Leadership Program, OA 12156,/3884; Box 1: Collection: Fenton, Catherine S.:
Files, Contents OA 12156, 170581, 17059, 1706263707064Ronald Reagan Presidential Library.

“2 A short discussion of the Reagan administratiahthe Veteran's Administration’s treatment of
veterans with PTSD and those suffering from thea$f of Agent Orange can be found in Robert D.
SchulzingerA Time for Peace: The Legacy of the Vietham (Maw York: Oxford University Press,

2006) 84 and 91-93. A discussion of Reagan an/ &is treatment of Vietham veterans is found
throughout Myra McPhersonlsongtime Passindyut the most eloquent occurs on pages 609-610. She
states, “Behind the ceremonial flag waving, howeités very hard to find anything constructivettha
either Reagan or Congress has done for Vietnanaretg 609.
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campaign to change Americans’ understanding ofvdés participants for almost two
years. Although the process to erect the memortailgn bumpy for everyone involved,
the contention of the administration was that is\@aecessary component of Reagan’s
campaign to save the martial tradition.

Although the administration backed its completithe project did without a
significant amount of public support from the Pdesit from day one. Much like the
administration’s superficial participation with tN&/LP, its role in the creation of the
Vietnam Wall was minimal and always calculateditdhie White House’s agenda
regarding the martial tradition.

In the administration’s eyes, the eventual poirthef Vietham Veterans Memorial
was to take away the sting of the war and hongyatsicipants, not to rehash the
domestic conflicts created by it. Therefore, jusWéilliam Westmoreland believed, they
felt it should be as non-controversial as possMlben the project became contentious,
the White House turned as much of a blind eye esuld. If Vietham and its veterans
were to become a positive part of national historgt the American military tradition, the
administration believed the country had to buryghe associated with the war, rather
than analyze it®

The Reagan administration and the Vietnam Vetekéersorial Fund’'s (VVMF)
leaders had a similar objective regarding the Wiadl,honor and recognition of those

who served. However, the White House had minimakrest in taking on a role to

3 patrick Hagopian argues that the VVMF and the Beagiministration had very similar goals
in respect to burying the pain associated withvithe Although they “did not share the same politica
agenda . . . their agendas coincide at one signifipoint; their wish to draw the sting out of meies of
Vietnam and unify a nation divided by the Vietnana\V The Vietnam War in American Memoty,.
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promote it in any major way, preferring insteadviit and reap any symbolic benefits
the memorial might bring* A lack of visible participation in VVMF events aadack of
strong administrative support was a hallmark ofaady days of the memorial project,
although it lent a modicum of assistance to sagfiditonnection to the project, once
completed®

The administration’s first major denial of the VVM¥as in response to chairman
Jan Scruggs’ request for a presidential appearaineé/lemorial Day 1982 service at the
future site of the Wall. Correspondence betweeniaidtration officials indicates some
concern about focusing on Vietham alone on Mem&@&|, rather than centering efforts
on American soldiers as a whole. This signified\teite House’s wait-and-see attitude
toward the monument and its possible ability tgmée or quell the controversies of the
war. As one member of the administration wrotéttié P. is going to be in Washington
that day, we’ll be doing the POW'’s dinner and hasldressed the Vietnam issue.
Further...it would seem more appropriate for him...eag@the Tomb of the Unknown
Soldiers in Arlington and pay tribute to all vets wduld hate for his day to be spent on

such somber subject8®

“ According to Hagopian, Reagan and his advisorseho move away from the “noble cause”
effort and move toward rhetoric of healing durihgsttime. Although this new stance “aroused less
controversy” especially as he turned to “laudings#awho fought,” the administration knew it neetted
step back and let others handle the issue of rda@iian. The Vietham War in Modern Memotg-16.

“5 One of the first rejections of major public suppzame when the President and the First Lady
did not attend the reception that publically unediMaya Lin as the architect and the memorial’sgiesn
May 6, 1981. “Letter from Jan C. Scruggs to PresidReagan (regret noted on letter), April 30, 1981
“Letter from Jan C. Scruggs to First Lady Nancy gaaa April 16, 1981;” note showing regret phoned in
on April 30, 1981 all sources from Folder: Vietngteteran Memorial Fund (2); Box 59: Collection:
WHORM Alpha File, Contents U-Vig, LOC 02710818¢onald Reagan Presidential Library.

“°“Memo from TR (Thomas Reed) to Greg (Gregory Nélwdlarch 20, 1981;” Folder Vietnam
Veteran Memorial Fund (2); Box 59: Collection: WHBRAIpha File, Contents U-Vig, LOC 02710815;
Ronald Reagan Presidential Library.
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From its actions, it appears that the Reagan adtration wanted the VVMF left
on its own in order to keep the administration afvayn rehashing negative aspects of
the war. Yet, as much as they wanted to avoidjameannection to the Wall, the White
House also knew it could not seem against memapaiiin of the war. Such a stance
would have been counterproductive to their efforts.

Therefore, the administration lent help in smaltes that kept it from getting
heavily involved in an official way. In early 198they accepted a role for the first lady
as a board member of the VVMF National Sponsoringh@ittee. Keeping with the
rhetorical message of the president, Mrs. Reagdadsthe accepted the position because
she believed the memorial would “be a symbol obggition” for the efforts and
sacrifices of the men who participated in the #&fhe time is long overdue,” she
declared, “for the nation to recognize the sa@#iof those who served in Vietham” and
recognition of them at the Washington Mall wouldex»d American gratitude and
support to all living veterarf$.Assistance to the VVMF by Nancy Reagan, however,
always remained at this fundraising level, as retpu®r personal attendance at events

met with consistent rejectiof.

*"“press Release from Office of the First Lady’ss&r8ecretary, February 17, 1981;” Folder:
Release on Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund 2/18416026; Box 1: First Lady, Office of: Press Office
Records, Collection—First Lady, Press Office: RespContents OA 6025-8550, LOC 122/13Rbnald
Reagan Presidential Library.

*8“Message from Mrs. Nancy Reagan for VVMF Radiothigiay 8-10, 1981;” Folder: WHORM
Subject File: WE 004, 023809; LOC 28/6Rpnald Reagan Presidential Library.

49« etter from Jan C. Scruggs to First Lady Nancygan, May 14, 1981” and note saying she
regretted by phone on May 19, 1981. Both documieats Folder: Vietnam Veteran Memorial Fund (2);
Box 59: Collection: WHORM Alpha File, Contents Ugy/iLOC 02710815Ronald Reagan Presidential
Library. This minimal support seemed to wane even moeg afintroversy erupted regarding the design of
the project. A good instance of this came aboutnithe First Lady’s staff denied a major requestrifro
Scruggs to discuss the design and meet architegd Mia. They rejected the call from Scruggs duth®
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Even without strong, official support from the admstration, Scruggs and the
VVMF were able to break ground on the memorial ceréh 26, 1982. Reagan was
absent from the ceremony, even though Scruggs dsketb participate and deliver a
speech keeping with the White House’s rhetoricairtbs of recognition and dedication
to service’® However, the president’s disregard for the grouedking was no longer
simply due to the desire to maintain distance ftbenunproven Wall; it was now linked
to a brewing controversy over the selection of @e@American architect Maya Lin’s
design for the memoriat.

Because of the nature of Lin’s design, black geaitgraved with the names of
the fallen, serious questions arose about whan@raorial meant, what it was to convey,
and how it would honor the fallen and the livinderan. These discussions brought up
old controversies, issues that the VVMF wantedrcuenvent and the White House
wanted to bury. At this point, the design had tbh&eptial to destroy not only the project,
but also the Reagan administration’s desire togplae Vietnam soldier within the
American legacy of military service and valor.

Even though the administration hoped to stay owatngfpolitical issues regarding

the memorial, the squabbles over Lin’s design foiitéo engage on some level, lest the

First Lady’s supposedly jam-packed schedule. médron from “Letter from Jan C. Scruggs to Firstlia
Nancy Reagan, December 2, 1981" and “Letter from ¥frobleski to Jan C. Scruggs, December 15,
1981;” Folder: Vietnam Veteran Memorial Fund (2x859: Collection: WHORM Alpha File, Contents
U-Vig,; LOC 02710815Ronald Reagan Presidential Library.

%0« etter from Jan C. Scruggs to President Reagaarchl19, 1982;” Folder: Vietnam Veteran
Memorial Fund (2); Box 59: Collection: WHORM Alplkle, Contents U-Vig; LOC 02710815; Ronald
Reagan Presidential Library. The president’s ragaet noted on letter.

* New York Timeprinted a contemporary interview with Maya Lin amé 29, 1981: B.
Drummond Ayers, Jr., “A Yale Senior, a Vietham Mearah and a Few Ironies.” A recent biography of
Lin is Donald LangmeadJiaya Lin: A BiographySanta Barbara, CA: Greenwood, 2011), Langmead
discusses the Wall design and controversy on pg@d95.
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project and its larger ambitions crumble. What wasst troublesome for the White
House was the fact that those who turned agairesthibsen design of the project were
fellow conservatives such as Pat Buchanan and Jafebb>?

As Webb did in late 1981, Buchanan expressed sigeswith the Vietham War
Memorial in the syndicated editorial “The Crypt i@ Mall” released on January 20,
1982. He argued the aesthetics of the Wall camigld them a liberal agenda to subvert
the true history of the war. That agenda was nbbtwr the men and women who served
in the war, as the Congress intended when it aggrtive memorial, but to etch in stone
a “final statement” on the conflict. This “unwgtt” meaning of Lin’s supposedly
morbid, black, buried-in-the-ground design wasButhanan’s estimation was “these
thousands died for nothing—and we are all respd®aid

That same month, White House officials discusskdther to block the Lin
design. They clearly worried about the mournfuunatof the memorial and its possible
anti-war message too, but they also were frightéhednonument never would be built,
given the awakened controversy. Quickly, the adsiiation decided it wanted small
changes that addressed the complaints of thosesaglae current incarnation, such as the
inclusion of the flag and a more fitting inscriptibighlighting “Duty, Honor, and

Country,” while leaving the design itself untouch&ettling on this compromise gave

2 Many conservatives rallied against the Lin desimiuding Patrick Buchanan , veteran Tom
Carhart, Rep. Henry Hyde (R-IL), oil tycoon H. Ré%=rot, Vice Admiral James Stockdale, and veteran
James Webb.

%3 patrick J. Buchanan, “The Crypt on the Mall” cagysyndicated column in Folder: Natural
Resources-PARKS-Vietnam Memorial [10f3]; Box 28:l€ction Boggs, Danny: Files, Contents OA
11961; LOC 135/07/8Ronald Reagan Presidential Librar@riginal article published on January 20,
1982.
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them “a way out of the all-or-nothing controversggmewhat placating their
conservative counterparts, while making sure thenatil did not stop in its tracks.

By the time the dedication of the Wall occurredha fall of 1982, the Reagan
administration had reverted to its minimized raléhe memorial. In fact, during the
numerous days of ceremonies surrounding the dealicat the Vietnam Wall, the
president barely acknowledged the event, but noddrse the VVMF did not ask him to
attend. The initial call for presidential partiatppn came from the obvious source of Jan
Scruggs, who asked Reagan to give the keynote lsdlce formal dedication during
the National Salute to Veterans weekend. He assheedommander-in-chief that the
VVMEF could “think of no greater honor than to haxau address the veterans who
served our country>® But the White House declined the high-profile tation>®

What the administration did accept was a ceremaitliaifor the president and
Mrs. Reagan to serve as Co-Chairman of the eventsunding the wall dedication,
rather than any type of active participation. §gsipresented the less formal role to the
White House in June of 1982, when he told the gesgihe was a perfect candidate for

the “position” because of his consistent advocacyiose who served in Vietham. Even

> |bid. A similar discussion can be found in “Vieta/eteran Memorial,” Memo from Richard
T. Childress to William P. Clark, January 28, 19B8lder: PA 002 Memorials and Monuments (059001-
62000); WH Staff Member and Office Files, PA 002061-140000Ronald Reagan Presidential Library.

%5 “_etter from Jan C. Scruggs to President Reagamli@r 20, 1982;” Folder: Vietnam Veterans
Memorial Fund [1 of 2], OA 9090; Box 22: Blackwelllorton: Files, Contents OA 9090; LOC 143/1011;
Ronald Reagan Library.

%% Regret posted on copy of the original letter frBanuggs to President Reagan, October 20,
1982, as well as in “Vietnam Vet Memorial,” Memeifin Fred Ryan to Judy Pond, November 2, 1982;
Folder: 1IV082 091240; WHORM Subject File 1V082-IV®8138418); LOC 028/03/5Ronald Reagan
Presidential Library
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a limited role such as this, according to Scruggsyld reinforce the “long-awaited,
patriotic spirit of unity and reconciliation engemdd by the memorial project”

Even though the official position of the adminisitva was to support the VVMF
quietly, some within the White House wanted Redgamake a stronger stand. They
worked almost up to the last minute to convince taraccept the invitations, calling it
the “right” thing to do. Elizabeth Dole, directof the White House Office of Public
Liaison, suggested that the President at least dolington to lay the wreath at the
Tomb of the Unknown in conjunction with the salwde,did Allan Myer, a member of the
National Security Council. Dole, in a memo to Spegissistant to the President, Morton
Blackwell, expressed her anger over the Presidegjestion of her proposal and his
refusal to attend events surrounding the dedicatfdhe Wall. “The veterans
organizations all urged that the President speékealovember 18edication of the
Vietnam Veterans Memorial,” Dole wrote, “but theeBident will be in Chicago that day
for a tribute to his late father-in-law™

Allan Myer believed “[tlhe President should maksti@ng statement honoring
the Vietnam veteran” for this Veteran's Day, giwtbe ceremonies formally dedicating
the Wall. Myer pleaded with William Clark in eaftNovember to pressure the president
to accept Dole’s request to visit Arlington, lagtireath, and give a short speech. This

type of participation, according to him, “would lealeen right on the mark.” If this plan

57« etter from Jan C. Scruggs to President Reagame 23, 1982;” Folder: [National Salute to
Vietnam Veterans], OA 9089; Box 21: Blackwell, Mamt Files, Collection: Blackwell, Morton, Contents
OA 9088 (2 of 2), 9089; Loc 143/10Rpnald Reagan Presidential Library.

8 “president’s Participation in Veterans Day Aciiedt,” Memo from Allan A. Myer to William P.
Clark, November 4, 1982; Folder: HO 114 111168; WRAMDSubject File: Contents 10110-10116; Loc
0281/02/5Ronald Reagan Presidential Library.
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still remained unpalatable to Reagan, Myer argtlezh) he should at the very least use
his weekly radio address as a vehicle to talk afmiteremonies at the Wall.

Eventually, the administration did bend to Myeesgjuest for the president to
devote his radio address to the subject of the miamand much of the finished product
sounded like the president’s typical rhetoric rélgag the war. Reagan spoke words of
gratitude for the sacrifices of the war’s particifmand asked the American public to
realize that, because they answered the call tpolidhetthe men of all other American
wars, Vietnam veterans deserved recognition far gféorts. The monument, according
to the president, “simple, but eloquent...will takenghtful place in America’s
history.™°

These remarks show a greater willingness of tharadiration to associate itself
with the Wall in order to garner some of the créalita rise in reverence for the Vietnam
veteran that surely would take place over the ddidin weekend. Reagan continued, in
his radio address, that, in the last few years, &Ana began to awaken from a decade of
pain...and slowly began to remember the Vietnam aetéHe alluded to his part in this,
recalling the Congressional Medal of Honor ceremiony5ergeant Benavidez and

commenting on the successes of the VVLP. Reagasigimed, “Our Vietnam veterans

have taken their rightful place as leaders of saagland.®

9 bid.

0 Ronald Reagan, “Remarks by the President for aoR&ddress on the Dedication of the
Vietham War Memorial, November 13, 1982;” Folde& 802 Memorials and Monuments (110001-
112000); WH Staff Member and Office Files: PA Paalksl Monuments, PA 002 059001-1400R0nald
Reagan Presidential Library.
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For the VVMF, the White House also agreed to sulanmitessage for the souvenir
booklet handed out at the Wall's dedication. ghtighted the administration’s long-
standing message regarding participants in thetwanking Vietnam veterans for their
“valor” and “distinguished performance” in the cbetfand confirming its pride in them.
Reagan noted that the week of festivities surraumthe dedication gave Americans “an
opportunity to reaffirm their heartfelt gratitudar the courage and devotion” for those
who performed this marital duty for the countfjNow, he believed, “they have earned
the undying esteem and respect of all thoughtfdlfeeedom-loving Americans for their
overriding devotion and sense of duty to our natfiThe only other way the White
House attached itself to the dedication of the \Wal a brief appearance by Reagan at a
candlelight vigil at the National Cathedral, indiog the administration’s continued
desire to play it safe to dodge the controversiagetnam.

Over the years, the Vietnam Veterans Memorial digtimto gain those who
served in the war the respect they desired, btirdaation emphasized reverence not
necessarily martial valor. The Reagan administnatimew it needed an event that finally
solidified the position of the soldiers of the \fiatm War within the hallowed folklore of
American militarism, if the defeat of Vietnam’s iménce on the martial tradition were to
occur. The Wall, a step toward this result, prirtteel American public for the final

element of the administration’s campaign.

2 «Official Message from Ronald and Nancy ReaganNational Salute to the Vietnam Veterans
Souvenir Booklet;” sent to Roberta Pilk of the Vi@t Veterans Memorial Fund, October 28, 1982;
Folder: ME 002 107308; WHORM Subiject File: ME 0088714-167329); Loc 028/04/Ronald Reagan
Presidential Library.
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Saving the Martial Tradition through Symbolism: The Tomb of the Unknown
Soldier

In 1982, while the debate over the design of thetndm Wall raged, the White
House began discussing what they believed, eventwaduld make the major link it
desired between the Vietnam soldier and his magtedlecessors. Members of the
administration wanted to bury the remains of a Maet soldier in the nation’s sacred
Tomb of the Unknown as a final step in bringing tand his comrades into the American
martial tradition®*

Unlike the Vietham Veterans Memorial, a monumemic#pe to that war, the
burial of a Vietnam soldier’'s remains within thecsed tomb would place him directly
within a common and highly revered military traditi The intention of the
administration, therefore, was to give the pariais in Vietnam an honor that was not
exclusive to their generation. As Secretary of Deé Casper Weinberger suggested,
burial in the tomb was “the highest honor” that Icooe bestowed on the soldfér.

Initially created by Congress in 1921, the tomhdhbke remains of an
unidentified soldier from World War |, World War, lind the Korean conflict. In the
summer of 1982, the entombment of a soldier froenletnam era became a priority for

the Reagan administration. A statute passed i b§Tongress placed all power for the

8 Unfortunately, there is a dearth of historical kon the American Tomb of the Unknowns.
Language professor (Italian and French) Laura Wittpwrites about the creation of European versions
and how they promoted healing in her bddle Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, Modern Mournimgl the
Re-Invention of the Mystical Bodyniversity of Toronto Press, 2011).

8 «gelection and Interment of an Unknown Servicerfiam the Vietnam Era,” Memo from

Casper Weinberger to President Reagan, March Bgl; Fblder: ND 007-01, 197819;” WHORM Subject
File: Contents ND 007-01-ND 007-05; Loc 028/03&&nald Reagan Presidential Library.
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burying remains in the Tomb of the Unknowns inilaeds of the Secretary of Deferi8e.
Therefore, Weinberger was the primary force belpiliatcis for the internment, and he
wanted the administration to move forward with inecess as soon as possile.

To make that happen, Weinberger began to courtdteand others in an attempt
to create an administrative consensus for procgedslitn the burial. The defense
secretary suggested to cabinet members that veteganizations and leaders in
Congress believed the time was right for the pla@mf the remains of a Vietnam era
soldier in the tomb. Weinberger revealed thatdweated it, as well, particularly
because he was convinced the Central Identificatadnof the United States Army, after
ten years of extensive testing and investigatioreofains, had identified the best
candidateé?®

Rather than the opinions of administration offisiatalling the process, what
really stood in the way of burying an unidentifealdier of Vietnam in the tomb was
apprehension from organizations dedicated to sewydébr prisoners of war (POWSs) and
soldiers missing in action (MIAs). They were comsst that such a ceremony would end

public support for them because Americans (andiplyshie administration) would view

% Statute paraphrased in “Selection of a Vietnamrdmk,” Memo from Casper Weinberger to
The Assistant to the President for National Segukftairs, August 23, 1982; Folder: 8206000, OX 361
National Security Affairs Chronological File: Redsr Box 2: Collection: NSA Asst. to the Presidemt f
Records, Chron File; Contents 8101039-8290703;1501/2;Ronald Reagan Presidential Library.

57 1bid.

% bid. A discussion of how the United States hisally identified and continues to identify the
fallen can be found in Michael Sledggldier Dead: How We Recover, Identify, Bury, amhét Our
Military Fallen (New York: Columbia University Press, 2004). Thaok discusses the Vietham War,
particularly the man buried in the tomb of the Uolms, First Lieutenant Michael C. Blassie, on pages
124-129. The burial of a Vietnam soldier within thenb is also discussed in Edward F. Murp¥igtnam
Medal of Honor HeroefNew York: Presidio Press, 2003), 272-277.

134



the ceremony as an official closing of the WaFhey also raised an even more pressing
concern: the possible future identification of thar sets of remains initially considered
candidates for interment.

The apprehensions of the National League of FasndfeéAmerican Prisoners and
Missing in Southeast Asia became apparent as soao@ began to spread about the
administration’s plans. The organization’s initaincerns came from its Executive
Director Ann Mills Griffiths who contacted Weinbexngin July of 1982 to express the
League’s opposition. The director appealed to luwithdraw support because a
“[clontroversy over qualifications” would undermittee very purpose of the memorfal.

When the White House ignored her concerns, Grdfabcused the administration
of “a conscious effort to obscure or eliminate igfgation data to meet political
objectives.” She implied that it had ordered the destructibinformation and evidence
about the four sets of remains in order to endweeeremony occurred. The political

reasoning for placing a Vietnam soldier in the tonds quite transparent, according to

%9 A good discussion of the American prisoners of ard those missing in action is Michael J.
Allen, Until the Last Man Comes Home: POWSs, MIAs, andthending Vietnam WaChapel Hill:
University of North Carolina Press, 2009). Regagdhe war's memory, Allen argues many activists
representing these individuals “made it difficdt tonservative leaders to resurrect prewar visodns
national unity and or to wield military power wigtase,” 8. However hard those activists worked, dtear
they could not stop the interment.

O “proposed Interment of an Unknown from the Vietrara,” Memo from Ann Mills Griffiths
(Executive Director of the National League of Faesilof American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast
Asia) to Casper Weinberger (Secretary of Defenéy, 26, 1982; Folder: 8206000, OX 90175, National
Security Affairs Chronological File: Records; BoxQollection: NSA Asst. to the President for: Retr
Chron File; Contents 8101039-8290703; Loc 154/0Rthald Reagan Presidential Library.

"L« etter from Ann Mills Griffiths to John O. MarstSecretary of the Army), August 11, 1982,”
Folder: 8206000, OX 90175, National Security AffaChronological File: Records; Box 2: Collection:
NSA Asst. to the President for: Records, Chron; Elentents 8101039-8290703; Loc 154/0R2nald
Reagan Presidential Library.
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the director, because the administration belietiecevent to be “a means to satisfy those
Vietnam veterans who feel slightef.”

Griffiths’ comments were on the mark. The planshaf White House left no
room for considering identification issues any tert Three of the four sets of remains
had been disqualified. That left only one set ofiaens for possible burial that, according
to Griffiths, had a high probability of identifigah, once the Viethamese cooperated in
re-surveying the area where they had discovered.ffie

The Secretary of Defense did not address her cosckowever, and in March of
1984, he informed the president it was time to peacwith the ceremony. He cited the
continued support of veterans organizations aretsebngressmen, as well as the
backing of other POW/MIA organizations. This greateceptance, according to
Weinberger, came about because of a new roundartefo identify the remains held by
the United States. After an “intensive effort,” todd Reagan, there was now a set of
remains that “although not complete as we would,Irkeets the legal requirements...and
therefore is qualified” for buridl*

National Security Advisor, Robert McFarland, exgexbthe same sentiments to
the president, stating that they had “slowed therment action until we were absolutely

sure that all records were available and the paieof remains was truly

2 Ibid.

3 “Proposed Interment of an Unknown from the Vietriara.” This source also illustrates that
Mills Griffith’s opposition coincided with initiabpposition from the Central Identification Labongtand
the Joint Casualty Resolution Center.

" «3election and Interment of an Unknown Servicerfiam the Vietnam Era.”
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unidentifiable.”

Regardless, the administration continued to recprotests from the
National League of Families of American Prisonerd ®lissing in Southeast Asia,
although no longer from Griffiths, who now approwache plan’®

Anne Hart, the Vice-Chairman of the League’s boeedewed the argument that
going forward with the entombment would endangéaref to find POWs and MIAS’
McFarlane, believing the board was merely actingodeoncern “that interment will
close the book on Vietnam and . . . the POW/MIAigsS made a concerted effort to
make sure the families of those missing or possiblgd captive understood the
importance of the interment as a tool to shed audit light on the plight of their loved
ones’® Reagan stepped in to assure the vice-chairmarnht@dministration’s
“‘commitment to the issue of American servicemesgnrers or missing in Vietnam”
would be “strengthened,” and the White House begdmalize the events surrounding

the burial”®

5 “Selection and Interment of an Unknown Servicerfiam the Vietnam Era,” Memo from
Robert C. McFarland to President Reagan, Marcii284; Folder: ND 007-01 197819; WHORM Subject
File; Contents ND 007-01-ND 007-05; Loc 028/03&&nald Reagan Presidential Library.

® Protests noted in “Selection and Interment of akrdwn Serviceman from the Vietnam Era,”
Memo from Robert C. McFarland to President Realytrch 27, 1984 and “Letter to the National League
of Families on the Interment of a Vietnam UnknowkEmo from Robert C. McFarland to President
Reagan, May 4, 1984; Folder: ND 007-01 204502; VRMOSubject File; Contents ND 007-01-ND 007-
05; Loc 028/05/3Ronald Reagan Presidential Librandditionally, McFarland notes in the March 27
memo that “Mills Griffiths has been briefed fullpéthe League will now support moving forward.”

7«|_etter from Anne M. Hart (Acting Chairman of ti®ard to the National League of Families
of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asid@resident Reagan, April 18, 1984,” Folder: ND
007-01 204502; WHORM Subiject File; Contents ND @2¢ND 007-05; Loc 028/05/Ronald Reagan
Presidential Library.

84| etter to the National League of Families on theerment of a Vietham Unknown,” Memo
from Robert C. McFarland to President Reagan.

9« etter from President Reagan to Anne M. Hart, Mfay984;” Folder: ND 007-01 204502;
WHORM Subject File; Contents ND 007-01-ND 007-05rl028/05/3Ronald Reagan Presidential
Library.
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As they planned the ceremony, the administratiok fmainstaking measures to
ensure that the entombment followed the protocopfevious ones. The White House
initially consulted the ceremonial unit of the Nglry District of Washington (MWD) and
it advised two ceremonies: one at the Capitol Ridwin which Reagan would give a
eulogy and lay a wreath by the casket, the otheemeral with full military honors at
Arlington National Cemetery, presided over by tbenmander-in-chief. The MWD
suggested this scenario particularly because itdvimliow and in many ways exceed the
“historical precedent” set in 1958, when Vice-Pdesit Nixon delivered the eulogy at the
funeral for the World War Il and Korean War remaam&l President Eisenhower presided
over their interment at Arlingtoff.

These ceremonies greatly appealed to the Whiteéj@unsl it moved ahead with
making them as historically symbolic as possiblectSattention to detail had much to do
with simply wanting to live up to protocol, butalso indicates the administration’s desire
to play up the event’'s pomp and circumstance iemota prove and solidify the place of
the Vietnam soldier within this tradition. In eaMay, Secretary of Defense Weinberger
increased the ceremonies’ symbolism when he prapibeepresident issue a
proclamation declaring a national period of mougrfior the unidentified serviceman.
Weinberger suggested it was more than appropsatee, “[b]efore interring previous

Unknowns the President declared a period of mogminile the Unknown lay in state in

8t is not the contention of this author that Reagaated the interred soldiers’ memory or the
ceremony any differently than Eisenhower, Nixonywodrow Wilson. In fact, the contention is that he
treated him exactly the same, which was a depaftureow living and dead Vietnam veterans weretaéa
throughout the nation. Information on the Reaganiattration provided by “Ceremonies for the
Unknown Serviceman of Vietnam Era, May 28, 1984¢rw for Michael K. Deaver from Robert
McFarlane, April 9, 1984; Folder ND 007-01 20648441ORM Subiject File; Contents ND 007-01-ND
007-05; Loc 028/05/3Ronald Reagan Presidential Libramx synopsis of the 1958 ceremony is contained
in Jack Raymond, “Unknowns of World War Il and Karm@re EnshrinedNew York Timedvlay 31, 1958.
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the Capitol Rotunda® He attached copies of the proclamations used biglmw
Eisenhower for the interment of the World War Itlaforean War soldiers, well aware
of the importance for the president of followingtire famous general’s footstefss.

The events surrounding the Memorial Day weekendmehiment thus started with
an official proclamation from the president ordgritags around the country to half-
staff. The document’s wording was a strong mixuafrprotocol and rhetoric that
highlighted the valor of the American soldierstoé Vietham War. Reagan officially
instated a mourning period and suggested the “ress&soldier would “be known well
by his embodiment of that most noble of all sentitae- patriotism# But there would
be another way these sacred remains would infludrecaation, according to Reagan.
Through the coming years, “there will be familiesmh across the land,” he declared,
“who will come to view this place. To them it witiean that their son, husband, or
father, rests before them. And, in spirit, it via# true. For they, as we, know him well as
one who, as Lincoln said at Gettysburg, gave hist full measure of devotion®

Unlike the dedication ceremonies of the Vietnam Mitalvas necessary for the
president to play a major role in the burial of tirknown soldier, if it was to have the

impact desired by the administration. The earlygestjons of a major presence by the

81 «presidential Proclamation on the Vietnam Unkndviviemo Casper Weinberger (Secretary of
Defense) to President Reagan, May 3, 1984; FoMie@07-01 197880; Collection: WHORM Subject File;
Contents ND 007-01-ND 007-05; Loc 028/058)nald Reagan Presidential Library

#bid.

8 “presidential Proclamation 5195: Return and Finsrment of Unknown American Killed in
Vietnam, May 1984;” Folder: ND 007-01 197819; WHORMbject File; Contents ND 007-01-ND 007-
05; Loc 028/05/3Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
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president at the ceremony in order to meet histbpeecedent indicate the significance
of national symbols for their larger efforts of\eading the American matrtial tradition.
Moreover, the words delivered by the commanderhiefovere of the utmost
importance, and Reagan’s speechwriters wove togathmtricate dialogue for the
occasion, one designed to change Americans’ uradatistg of Viethnam-era soldiers and
veterans?

On Memorial Day 1984, President Reagan stood pa@s#te Capitol Rotunda
for the hallowed first ceremony. He began his eyloigthe Unknown with the simple
line, “An American hero has returned.” The speextdd only a few minutes, but in it,
the president spelled out the character of the sfimiseteran as “the heart, the soul, and
the spirit of America.” He offered the gratitudetb& nation for the sacrifice made by
him and his comrades, presenting the new Unknovdi€Sas a man who “accepted his
mission and did his duty’® With these words and the ceremonial symbols ofitit®n,

the commander-in-chief made his attempt to trarigpermen of Vietnam into the

8 Only two of Reagan’s speechwriters have writteaksaregarding the administration and its
rhetoric: Peggy Noonanyhat | Saw at the Revolution: A Political Life hetReagan EréNew York:
Random House, 1999) and Peter Robinstow Ronald Reagan Changed My L{few York: Regan
Books, 2003). Neither discusses the rhetoric topidhis chapter in any real depth. Strong sciplar
examinations of Reagan'’s rhetoric include WilliarerBuir, Jr.The Bully Pulpit: The Presidential
Leadership of Ronald Reagé®an Francisco: ICS Press, 1992), and Wynton d, Hade Great
Composer: A Behind the Scenes Look atRonald Readrimétorical Symphonyjh The Reagan
Presidency: Assessing the Man and His Legaeypham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield Publishers,.Inc
2005), 167-179, but again they do not deal withissee of the Vietham War. The main book that aresy
Reagan’s rhetoric regarding Vietnam veterans isyTelen BatesThe Reagan Rhetoric: History and
Memory in 1980s AmericéDeKalb: Northern Illinois University Press, 2014)-63. Bates contends
Reagan had a 25 year streak regarding his rhetbdat the Vietnam War with only subtle changes.to i
He suggest Reagan never moved away from the nabkeddea. Although this runs counter to
Hagopian’s belief, this dissertation suggests Bateight. Reagan merely stopped saying the wolnen
Bates also discusses how Reagan blended discusdiomvies, television, and the Vietham War togethe

8 Ronald Reagan, “Remarks at a Ceremony Honorirdr&mown Serviceman of the Vietham

Conflict,” May 25, 1984 The Public Papers of the PresideRbnald Reagan Presidential Library,
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/speeches/49884c.htm.
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martial tradition. From this point forward, accardgito Reagan, upstanding Americans
had a major responsibility to the Unknown of Vietnt “protect the proud heritage now
in our hands” and “not betray his love of count?{.”

Reagan’s speechwriters saved much of the rhetqgrarap and circumstance for
the burial ceremony that followed at Arlington Netal Cemetery, however. With the
backdrop of the national cemetery and the actuabidkeagan began: “Throughout
America today, we honor the dead of our wars. Walt¢heir valor and their
sacrifices—we remember they gave their lives sodtieers might live ¥

Referencing Abraham Lincoln’s words in the Gettygpaddress, he noted the
eloquence with which the war dead illustrate th®mlty to the country on Memorial
Day and then married that sentiment to the hegdowers of the Vietham Wall. The
dedication of the memorial, less than two yearBexahe professed, had led the country
to feel as though “as a Nation we were coming togiedgain and that we had—at long
last—welcomed the boys home.” The men “who wereendefeated in battle and were
heroes as surely as any who have ever fought abke rause” finally had the chance to
show the country they deserved to be respectepefdorming their duty for Americ¥,

According to Reagan, the unknown soldier was noewith those who perished
before him in the name of the United States, a wiam “is symbolic of all our

missing...He saw the horrors of war but bravely faitesin, certain his own cause and

8 Ibid.

8 Ronald Reagan, “Remarks at Memorial Day Ceremdn@®ring an Unknown Serviceman of
the Vietnam Conflict, May 28, 1984The Public Papers of the PresideRbnald Reagan Presidential
Library http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/sheetl984/52884a.htm.
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his country’s cause was a noble one.” On this MahDay, it was now time “to
embrace him and all who served us so well in amarse end offered no parades, no
flags, and so little thanks” for that service. e future, he told the American public, the
best way to live up to the gallantry of these smisliand give value to their sacrifices
would be “honoring their commitment and devotiomtay and country®

Near the end of his speech, Reagan made a finat tedwreak down the traumas
of the Vietnam War and to rectify the toll they koan Americans’ understanding of the
nobility of the martial tradition. His words seras his final task in the campaign to
preserve the country’s martial tradition. Standnegt to the tomb, Reagan argued that no
matter how contentious the war had been the rapotabf the men who fought in it
should never be a part of that contention. Thsigeat then extended the country’s hand
to Vietnam veterans acknowledging, “[a] gratefulior@ opens her heart today in
gratitude for their sacrifice, for their couragey, their noble service. Let us, if we must,
debate the lessons learned at some other timey teelgimply say with pride: Thank you
dear son; and may God cradle you in His loving &tths

With this, the book closed on the administraticatt®mpt to curb Americans’
distaste and disrespect for the men who servdakeinvar. The influence of the president,
his use of American national symbols, and the megbmerger of the symbolic soldier
of Vietnam with his valorous predecessors, corstit@a robust attempt by the president
and his administration to reconfigure American pgtions of these men and their war in

order to salvage the nation’s image.

% Ibid.
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Initially, there was an overwhelming and positiwéfic response to the
entombment of what would turn out to be the remairsirst Lieutenant Michael J.
Blassie? Although the administration preserved letters frnfiew public figures such as
the National Commander of American Veterans (AMVE Mo called the interment
“one of the most important days for this countryhe past two decades,” the majority of
the correspondence received by the White House &@meVietham veterans, their
families, and other Americafid Special Assistant to the President and Director of
Correspondence, Anne Higgins, sent a packagefftilamk you notes written to the
president immediately after the ceremony to Reagardin assistant, Dick Darman, with
the message, “the response to the President’'s Mainbay address has been very
heartwarming...he might like to see the§&.”

All of the correspondence either thanked him fer tlonor the ceremony brought

to the Vietnam veteran or the sense of pride itigho to Americ&> One praised Reagan

%2 Tim O’Neil and Valerie Schremp, “Michael J. Blassst. Louisan’s Remains Were in Tomb of
Unknowns, Blassie Family Had Sought Burial Here ,fOAhalysis Confirmed His Identity,5t. Louis
Post-DispatchJune 30, 1998 and Tim O’Neil, “No Longer Unknowianfkily Will Bring Blassie Home
and ‘Put Him To Rest’: Pentagon Officially Idenéi§i Remains,5t. Louis Post-Dispatcluly 1, 1998.

93« etter from Robert Wilbraham to President Readday 31, 1984:” Folder: ND 007-01
216023; WHORM Subject File; Contents ND 007-01-NIY @5; Loc 028/05/3Ronald Reagan
Presidential Library Other letters received from public figures in@u&trom Thurmond who called the
two days of ceremonies “very outstanding and mogtréssive,” “Letter from Sen. Strom Thurmond to
President Reagan, May 29, 1984;” Folder: ND 002-08023; WHORM Subject File; Contents ND 007-
01-ND 007-05; Loc 028/05/Ronald Reagan Presidential Library

% “Note from Anne Higgins (Special Assistant Directo the President and Director of
Correspondence) to Dick Darman, May 30, 1984;” Enl&P885 228757; Box 221: WHORM Subject
File, SP-SPEECHES, SP885-SP889 [2150B®}ald Reagan Presidential Library

% Quote is from “Telegram to Richard Childress (Nasl Security Council) from Maureen Dunn
(Wife of Commander Joseph P. Dunn, MIA-China), N2&y 1984;” Folder: SP885 228757; Box 221:
WHORM Subject File, SP-SPEECHES, SP885-SP889 [A5®bnald Reagan Presidential Library
Other telegrams and letters praising the presidemtrds regarding POW/MIAs include: “Telegram from
Mr. and Mrs. Ralph Ecklund to President Reagan, R%&y1984;” Folder: SP885 228757; Box 221:
WHORM Subject File, SP-SPEECHES, SP885-SP889 [Al5®bnald Reagan Presidential Librargnd
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for “having the courage” to pay tribute to the setd.”® Another showed appreciation
that Reagan went “that extra mile to help Americamse again stand talf”Veterans of
the conflict expressed gratitude for the “stirragriotic tribute for [their] Vietham
counterparts who served willingly and with greatlgt and for the “administration’s
untiring efforts to help heal the wounds” the wegated among its participants and the
American public® “When you pinned the Medal of Honor on the UnkndSoidier,”
wrote Sgt. Jay Toler, “I felt as though you hadngid it on me *

The efforts to insert the Vietnam soldier into #aene martial tradition defined by
the successes of the men who fought for the codirany the Revolution to World War I
were now complete in the eyes of the Reagan adiratian. Whether its campaign

changed the Vietham Syndrome or not was irreletatite larger task at hand: saving

“Letter from George and Gladys Brooks to Presid®ssigan, May 28, 1984;” Folder: SP885 228757; Box
221: WHORM Subject File, SP-SPEECHES, SP885-SP385(36];Ronald Reagan Presidential

Library. The Brooks wrote, “Your message today, erasediaggring doubts that the
administration...intends to pursue to the fullesg, glccounting of our missing men.”

%Telegram from Claire J. Barker to President Readéay 28, 1984;” Folder SP885 228757;
Box 221: WHORM Subject File SP-SPEECHES, SP885-SF385036];Ronald Reagan Presidential
Library. Barker was a nurse in Vietnam who said the cengnmaight help her “put my nightmares to rest.”

97 “Telegram from Robert D. Crandall to President gkeg May 28, 1984;” Folder: SP885
228757; Box 221: WHORM Subject File, SP-SPEECHES&5-SP889 [215036Ronald Reagan
Presidential Library

9 «Telegram from Ronald Bosken to President Realytay, 28, 1984;” Folder: SP885 228757;
Box 221: WHORM Subject File, SP-SPEECHES, SP88589H315036];Ronald Reagan Presidential
Library and “Telegram from [African-American veteran] ClearBuford to President Reagan, May 28,
1984;” Folder: SP885 228757; Box 221: WHORM Subfétt, SP-SPEECHES, SP885-SP889 [215036];
Ronald Reagan Presidential LibrarBuford also told Reagan he could now “stand prioukhowing that
my country recognized our efforts.”

9 “Telegram from Sgt. Jay Toler to President Reatytay 29, 1984;” Folder: SP885 228757;

Box 221: WHORM Subject File, SP-SPEECHES, SP88589H8315036];Ronald Reagan Presidential
Library.
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the traditions and folklore attached to succes&faerican militarism and maintaining
their role in substantiating the allegedly spengture of the United States.

The next time Reagan participated in a ceremonyiiog the soldiers of
Vietnam was Veterans’ Day of the same year. Eyxaeth years after the dedication of
the Wall, the statue, The Three Soldiers, meaappease those who disliked the design
of the memorial, was ready to be unveit&y.

Reagan officially attended the unveiling, and alifio he only spoke briefly, he
reiterated “the loyalty and the valor” of those wderved in Vietham and yet received
little gratitude for their sacrifice®* Beyond those comments, however, the speech stands
as a defining moment in wiping away the previousd&sion of these men from the
American military tradition.

Speaking next to the Wall, he told the audiencih&tMemorial reflects as a
mirror reflects, so that when you find the name’s@searching for, you find it in your
own reflection. And as you touch it, from certamgkes, you'’re touching too, the
reflection of the Washington Monument or the clawhich great Abe Lincoln sits.”
Their image no longer carrying the tarnish of tbaftict, Reagan proclaimed to the

soldier of the war “you performed with a steadfassiand valor that veterans of other

19 Frederick Hart, a sculptor who vied with Lin tosign the actual memorial, created the Three
Soldiers. The bronze statue represents the rammposition of the war, as well as the humanitthef
soldiers who served.

191 Ronald Reagan, “Remarks of the President At Déidic@f Vietnam Memorial Statue,”

November 11, 1984,The Public Papers of the PresideRipnald Reagan Presidential Library.
http://www.reagan.utexas.edu/archives/speeches/198484a.htm
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wars salute, and you are forever in the ranksatfspecial number of Americans in

every generation that the nation records as trtreopa™ %

192 |pid.
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CHAPTER SIX

SAVING THE ‘CITY ON A HILL: NATIONAL REVIEW' £RUSADE TO RECLAIM
AMERICAN EXCEPTIONALISM AFTER THE WITHDRAWAL FROM METNAM

Vietnam was indeed an all-American effort, and thra#, some of us contend, will one
day take its place in the annals of national nghi witness to America's disposition to
endure special sacrifices in discharge of its heatgrnational responsibility: to contain
the movement that brought death, oppression, andrggoto so many millions for so
many years.
William Frank Buckley, Jr., October 28, 1992

In the April 1, 1991 edition of the conservativeipdical National Reviewthe
magazine’s founder, conservative icon William FcKEey proclaimedafter the close of
the Gulf War, “it is widely remarked that we havercised the ghost of Vietnam.” He
continued with the caveat, “this is true, thoughiist be said with a certain caution.”
Despite any underlying concerns that lingered, Bayckelieved the United States and its
military proved themselves in a way they were uedblfor decades. The America of the
post-Gulf War era, he declared, could celebratdfitsice again because of what he
described as “the most spectacular military vicmfrthe century.* Mused Buckleythe
outcome of the war should compel the city of NewRkri “repeal its ticker-tape bar.”

Unlike after Vietham, the country had the righttdebrate the military’s defeat

of Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein, in his estimati@hcourse, this success occurred with

YWilliam F. Buckley, “Poor Man’s War,National Review4, no. 4“On the Right"column,
(written October 28, 1992, published December 992) : 62.

2 Wwilliam F. Buckley, “Let the Joy be Unconfinedyational Reviewt3, no. 5,“On the Right”
column, (written March 1, 1991, published April1891) : 54.

3 |bid. 54.

4 bid., 54.
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the expertise of soldiers well aware of the stdithe earlier war, men who cut their teeth
in Vietnam. They included General Norman Schwartkdm became one of the most
popular generals in U.S. history because of hib pigfile and strong performance in
Operation Desert StormBuckley approved of the abundance of accoladesrismand
the media directed at the general, arguing “althaihg historical credit for our
achievement goes to George Bush, the hero is tierglan the field, and never was
there one more satisfactory than Norman SchwarzKopf

The leader of American conservative intellectualsiBey also had a personal
reason to celebrate. The victory against Iraqtvasulmination of a long-term
campaign to reestablish American military traditeoxd exceptionalism. The strategic
and technological successes of warfare in Oper&sert Storm had all but removed
the stain of Vietnam from the military, and theyrgal remnants of the war were
concerns that future civilian meddling in militaaffairs could create additional
guagmires. This vindication of the American armeatés was something Buckley and
his editors aNational Revievstruggled to achieve for almost twenty-five yedusatil
1991, they had just gone about it the wrong way.

From the 1968 election of Richard Nixon during thest tumultuous year of the
war through the administration of George H.W. Bukky focused on the creation of a
conservative savior who would reaffirm the strengfthmerica and its military by

leading victorious martial endeavors. But the iliglof post-Vietham Republican

® A good biography of Schwarzkopf is Roger CoHarthe Eye of the Storm: The Life of General
Norman SchwarzkogNew York: Farrar, Straus, and Giroux, 1993). Safrkopf wrote an
autobiography, as well Doesn’t Take a Hero: The Autobiography of NornthrSchwarzkopfNew York:
Bantam Books, 1992);

® Buckley, “Let the Joy be Unconfined,” 54.
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commanders-in-chief to renew the armed forces @dawve and revive the country’s
image of exceptionalism due to their own weaknepsaged a formidable roadblock.
Frustrated from almost a quarter of a century cagmo@ salvage the shining city on a
hill, William Buckley and theNational Reviewan with the powerful performance and
quick successes of the military during Gulf WaheTcountry’s redeemer turned out to
be the American military and it martial men, initreyes, and Buckley soon proclaimed
the war the epitome “of everything the Americangleavanted to be proud of:

leadership, morale, intelligence, technology.”

The Intellectual Power of William F. Buckley andNational Review

Born to his oil baron namesake in 1925, WillianBEckley lived a life of
privilege. His early life consisted of private solg residence in multiple countries, and
a staunchly Catholic upbringing. After graduatingni high school too young for the
draft, the U.S. army finally inducted him in thensmer of 1944. Buckley noted in his
literary biographyMiles Gone Byhat his time in the military was “brief and bloeds,”
and by the fall of 1945, he began his educatioviade University?

Combining his intellect, his virulent anti-communssance inspired by his
Catholicism, and his knack for writing, he creatieel conservative periodichlational
Reviewin 1955, five years after he graduated. Alreadywkmdor his 1951 booksod and

Man at Yalea scathing critique of the Ivy League institutiopi®fessors, whom he

" Ibid.

8william F. Buckley, Jr.Miles Gone By: A Literary Biographyvashington, DC: Regenery
Publishing, 2004), 115.
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believed pushed a liberal ideology on their stuslem¢ set out to assemble a variety of
conservative writers “to consolidate and mobilize tight.”

Buckley succeeded in that difficult endeavor, asdrian Bruce Schulman
suggests, because he “managed to unite dispaciienfaof conservatives” concerned
with moral issues and a free market economy, alatigone particularly important
group, “hard-line anti-communists primarily intetess in the twilight struggle against the
Soviets.*® Their common goal was the empowerment of the drfiites through
conservative ideals of tradition, virtue, and manaler’* Although “peaceful
coexistence” rarely described the “relationshipuaein the various factions at the
magazine,” according to historian Niels Bjerre-Reul, somehow, ideologically, it
worked?*?

One of the most important men recruited by Bucleythe periodical was James
Burnham: philosopher, academic, and former radig@ulently anti-communist by the
time he met the founder dfational Reviewhe steadfastly believed “the only alternative
to the communist World Empire is an American Empirech will be, if not literally

worldwide in formal boundaries, capable of exergjsivorld control.*?

° Lee EdwardsThe Conservative Revolution: The Movement that RemanericaNew York:
Free Press, 1999), 80.

%Bruce J. SchulmarThe Seventies: The Great Shift in American CulBogiety, and Politics
(New York: Free Press, 2001.), 195.

11 A discussion of the main tenets of American coveism can be found in Russell Kifkhe
Politics of PrudencéWilmington, DE: I1SI Books, 1993).

12 Neils Bjerre-PoulserRight Face: Organizing the American Conservativesdtoent, 1945-
1965(Copenhagen: Museum Tusculanum, 2002). Discusdipeaceful coexistence, 124 and thoughts on
connections, 115.

13 John Burnham as quoted in Neils Bjerre-Poul&ight Face117.
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Conservatives working for the magazine, particylad editors, adhered to
Burnham'’s belief in the U. S. Empire too, and cedahNational Revieva strong
medium for their opinions and those of their cogéint of like-minded Republicars.
While their “arguments were more often intellectthen pragmatic,” according to
historian John A. Andrew, they continued to buildeaudience and a solid reputation for
criticizing the agenda of their ideological enemtée liberal establishmefhtAs
Burnham argued, the magazine served to creatdl&ctigal credibility” for
conservatisnt?

The magazine thrived while the situation in Vietndeteriorated. The U.S.
military’s performance against North Vietnam and Yiet Cong threatened the basic
principles and belief system of conservatives, Imclv “patriotic concern for the nation
and its culture” was of the utmost importance, adiog to Buckley. The war had the
potential to undermine all they believed in and tthay felt the United States

represented’

4 Some of the works that defined the conservatieelimgy of the 1950s and 1960s include
William F. Buckley, Jr.Up from Liberalism(New York: McDowell, Obolensky, 1959); James Bunmha
Suicide of the West: An Essay on the Meaning arstimieof Liberalism(New York: John Day Co., 1964);
Russell Kirk,The Conservative Mind: From Burke to Santay@@hicago: H Regnery Co., 1953); Frank S.
Meyer,In Defense of Freedom: A Conservative Crédbicago: H. Regenery, Co., 1962nhd Richard M.
Weaver |deas Have Consequendg&hicago: University of Chicago Press, 1948). Ohie first scholarly
works on this intellectual movement was George BsiNThe Conservative Intellectual Movement in
America Since 1948New York: Basic Books, 1976).

3John A. AndrewThe Other Side of the Sixties: Young American§feedom and the Rise of
Conservative PoliticéNew Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University Press, 1994}15. National Review
editor James Burnham wrote the quintessential looathe conservative opinion of liberalisihe Suicide
of the West: An Essay on the Meaning and Destihybefalism(New York: John Day, Co., 1964)

16 Neils Bjerre-PoulserRight Face 135.

730hn A. AndrewThe Other Side of the Sixtids.
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The editors oNational Reviewheld a rather flippant stance on the Vietham War
during the Kennedy years. Although they desirstr@ng anti-communist agenda by
Kennedy and any president, it was much more impgria their eyes, for the United
States to focus on the larger Cold War. BeforedommJohnson came to power in
November 1963 and the Gulf of Tonkin incident gdwanson the chance to use force in
the region, they made few recommendations for lwoproceed with the confli¢t It was
Johnson’s handling of the war that caused Buckhel/las editors to step up their
discussion of the situation. The editors predietédss of the Cold War, not just
Vietnam, and as historian Sandra Scanlon arguesstrvatives dilational Review
emphasized the paramount importance of U.S. mjlgapremacy and saw Vietham as
an opportunity to forestall the communist wave wfcess.*

Richard Nixon: National Review’sQuestionable Savior of American Exceptionalism

The election of Richard Nixon in 1968 gaMational Revieva precarious
opportunity to start their efforts to quell theeafts of Johnson’s fiasco in Vietnam.
However, promoting Nixon as the country’s redeewas not easy for the editors,
particularly Buckley, since they merely toleratechlas a political figure, one they

refused to endorse in 1969.

18 Sandra Scanlofhe Pro-War Movement: Domestic Support for thendiet War and the
Making of Modern American ConservatigAmherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 2(@B),

19 1pbid. 32.

20 Jeffery HartThe Making of the American Conservative Mind: NaicReview and Its Times
(Wilmington, DE: ISI Books, 2005), 127. A strongdiepth examination of conservative intellectuals’
relationship with Nixon can be found in Sarah Mér@®nservative Intellectuals and Richard Nixdprew
York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2010). Mergel discusgesrtopinions on his candidacy on pages 11-32.
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Jeffery Hart, an eventual editor for the periodigaiote in his bookThe Making
of the American Conservative Mitttat a begrudged acceptance of Nixon among the
editors began during his candidacy in 1968, a tedih gradual change . . . from
paradigm, conservative politics to consensus,ejratpolitics.”* The editors oNational
Reviewrealized if they wanted a Republican presidenty tied to accept other types of
conservatives into the fold to make that a realRggardless of their opinion of the man
and any issues they might have had with his pslitie was the lesser of the evils laid in
front of them by George Wallace. So, to beat HuBe@mphrey, the editors ended up
endorsing Nixon in the 1968 campaign and “hopinglie best” from him in terms of
policy.?

The tenuous support Nixon had among the editoMatibnal Revievweroded
quickly, at least internally. Surprisingly, it waet the policies of Vietnamization and its
proposed withdrawal of American troops from Soutbtiam that destroyed it. The
president’s desire to create better relations batvtlee United States and the communist
power players of China and the Soviet Union irkexhgnat the magazine. The main
issue became his courting of Mao Zedong in the R&oRepublic of China. Because of
Mao’s ideology and the repression of his peoplaeseovatives throughout the Cold War,
despised the leader and supported the RepublibioBGor Taiwan) instead. Nixon’s

trip to China in the spring of 1971 solidified thisgust, particularly for Buckley, who

2\bid., 197.

2 |bid., 189. Lewis L. GouldThe Election That Changed Amerig@hicago: Ivan R. Dee, 1993),
Michael NelsonResilient America: Electing Nixon in 1968, ChannglDissent, and Dividing Government
(Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 2014); aadris D. Wainstockglection Year 1968: The Turning
Point(New York: Enigma Books, 2012).

2| ee EdwardsThe Conservative Revolutioh68. Edwards states it was “an article of faith.”
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traveled with the president as a member of thesprem?* Hart suggests the pundit
found Nixon's “deference to Mao excessive and unifiigd.”

Even though Nixon and Kissinger attempted to cthethighly influential
Buckley as a means to stop the bleeding with comsiges, it clearly failed® The trip
and Nixon’s interaction with Mao made it clear todRley and the editors of the
magazine that détente carried greater weight imtmeinistration’s objectives than
winning the war in Vietnam. In fact, the ambiguaadure of Nixon’s Southeast Asia
policy was something they feared since his election their concerns acceleratéd.
Burnham warned in the spring of the following y&&gr Richard Nixon, South
Vietnam’s survival as an independent non-Commugtege has a lower priority than
American withdrawal and his own re-electidf.”

In the last years of the Nixon administration,echme evident the president
could not fill the shoes picked for him by tNational Revieveditors. The continued

difficulties of the U.S. military, the perceptioreated by the continued withdrawal of

American troops, the impotency of the Paris Peamm#ls, and the broken diplomatic

4 |bid., 169. Edwards argues, “mounting conservatigappointment with Nixon erupted into
anger and spilled across the political landscapenvthe president announced in the Spring of 19atlh
was going to Peking.” Sandra Scanlon examinedripisn relation to how it affected Nixon'’s relatiship
with other conservatives ifhe Pro-War Movement69-183 Historian Margaret MacMillan takes an in-
depth look at this trip ilNixon and Mao: The Week That Changed the Wditelv York: Random House,
2007).

% Jeffery HartThe Making of the American Conservative Mig@5.

% Lee EdwardsThe Conservative Revolutiohi70. In theThe Pro-War Movemen®andra
Scanlon discusses this courtship as well, 82-83agdest Buckley and Kissinger were good frien@s, 1

27 ScanlonThe Pro-War Movemer®6. William Rusher the publisher biational Reviewvarned
during the 1968 election season that Nixon wasatabiguous about his Vietnam policy.

8 Jeffery HartThe Making of the American Conservative Mi206.
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promises the United States had made to the Soetimdfnese government created an
ideological problem for the editof8. They came to see the policy of Vietnamizatiom as
smoke screen for Nixon'’s true strategy: cut and rtine White House hoped handing the
prosecution of the war over the South Vietham wdnidke it look as if ARVN had lost
the war, not the United States,” and fool Americems forgetting about the national
nightmare®® Burnham saw it for what it was “a tightrope wallyid “a much more
complicated and problematic course” than anythistndon attemptett.

Then, in the midst of trying to salvage Nixon’suggtion, the break in at the
Watergate complex occurrétl. The matter confirmed tHéational Review'suspicions
of Nixon, as information came to light regarding #idministration’s role in the event.
They found the scandal that followed humiliatingctmservatives and the nation, and if
their campaign to redeem the United States wege torward, they would have to find a
way to positon Nixon, his administration, and th#unders as anomalies in the

conservative narrative when it came to Vietnam.

29 Jeffrey Kimball,Nixon’s Vietnam WafLawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1998) and
David. F. SchmitzRichard Nixon and the Vietnam War: The End of theAcan CenturyNew York:
Rowman and Littlefield Publishers, 2014). Nixon terdis own book on the war titlédb More Vietnams
(New York: Arbor House, 1985).

30 Jeffery HartThe Making of the American Conservative Mi202.

3L «suicide of the West: Accelerating¥ational Reviev27, no. 13, “Editors’ Remarks,” (April 11,
1975) : 382.

%2 George C. Herring gives a succinct overview effiblicy inAmerica’s Longest Wag81-288.
In hindsight, Secretary of State Henry Kissingecdsses the policy and exiting Vietnanbiplomacy
(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1994), 674-702.n&w examination of the personal stories of the
Vietnamization policy can be found in Michael A.digston,Exiting Vietnam: The Era of Viethamization
and American Withdrawal Revealed in the First-Par&lefferson, NC: McFarland and Company, 2014.
They essential, but non-historical work on WateggatCarl Bernstein and Bob Woodwakdl, the
President’s MerfNew York: Simon and Schuster, 1974). A strongdristl overview of the scandal is
Stanley I. KutlerWatergate: A Brief History with Documerfidaldon, MA: Blackwell Publishing, Ltd.,
2010).
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In Watergate, surprisingly, they found opportunitythe distraction it created in
Washington, blaming Congress, particularly libédamocrats for the failure of Nixon’s
plans for VietnamizatiorNational Reviewised Watergate to plug holes the nation saw in
Nixon’s Vietnam policy. George Will, writing afteéne fall of Saigon in 1975, explained
how America’s defeat in the “nation’s longest, hagst war,” actually originated with
Watergate. The scandal, in his estimation, “cbaoted directly to the defeat of a cause
in which two million Americans fought” because bétlack of resolve liberals in the
American Congress had toward the conflict in Scaghésia. He blamed them for
worrying more about their partisan reaction topghesident’s woes, than their
responsibilities to South Vietnat.

America’s foreign policy troubles only worsenedidgrthe Watergate era,
according to Will, because if the administratiokeasfor enforcement or revocation of
the Paris Peace Accords it “risk[ed] provoking’ealdy angry congressmé&hln other
words, Nixon’s weak performance in the final yeafrthe war occurred because
Congress could not look past his transgressionsvamkl with him. Burnham jumped on
this bandwagon too, albeit ambiguously, when heedgust before the fall of Saigon: “it

is extremely doubtful, to say the least, that tloethl Viethamese would have launched

3 George F. Will, “Nightmares, Past and at Harigttional Review27, no. 19,“Capitol Issues,”
(May 23, 1975) : 548.

3 |bid., 548. Few scholarly works primarily focus the negotiations and the signing of the 1973
Peace Accords or its aftermath. Some include LBemymanNo Peace, No Honor: Nixon, Kissinger, and
Betrayal in VietnanfNew York: Free Press, 2001) and Walter Scott Rill&ixty Days to Peace:
Implementing the Paris Peace Accords, Vietnam 1B8d#& Lesley J. McNair, Washington, DC: National
Defense University, 1982). A personal account efgbriod can be found in Henry Kissingénding the
Vietnam War: A History of America’s Involvementimd Extrication from the Vietham W@dew York:
Simon and Schuster, 2003). Many scholars treasubgect within the broader context of the war idahg
Stanley Karnowvietnam: A HistoryNew York, Viking Press, 1983), 582-687 and Mariljoung,
Vietham Wars, 1945-19908lew York: Harper Collins, 1991), 254-299.
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the present blitzkrieg if they had been obligeéate a politically unwounded, post-1972
Nixon in the White House®®

Years later, the remnants of this manufactured/ st floated around with the
editors and contributors to the periodical. A 1988ce by historian and regular
columnist Brian Crozier declared that the Congadsa defeatedsuperpower” destroyed
Nixon'’s efforts to support the South Vietham goveemt and military. He contended the
president “pulled out of Vietham because he coallrso way of winning there,” but he
“left the forsaken forces of South Vietnam the vevathal to hold their own against the
northern aggressor.” It was Congress that “frusttdtis honorable intentions, starved the
South of ammunition and spare parts, and condenfrgedietnamese people to the bitter
choice between slavery and the hazards of ricke&ysbon the high sea%®”

After Gerald Ford took over for the disgraced NixNational Reviewcontinued
blaming the same villains for supposedly underngrihe conservative commander-in-
chief and the military from salvaging the U.S. piosi in the war’’ Ford once mentioned
to the press that, although he did not mean tceplesponsibility on anyone in particular,
“there was a substantial reduction made by Congnetbee amounts of military
equipment requested for South Vietham.” This stet& “to the untutored ear” Will
argued, “sounded a bit like an assessment of bldonevhy the United States lost.

When a reporter asked Ford to clarify if he beltetlee current turmoil in Vietham meant

% “Suicide of the West: Accelerating,” 382.

% Brian Crozier, “The Afghan Turning PointNational Review0, no. 10,“The Protracted
Conflict,” (May 27, 1988) : 26.

37 See Yanek MieczkowskGerald Ford and the Challenges of the 1970sxington: University

of Kentucky Press, 2005), especially 273-350. Flished his autobiograply Time to Heal: The
Autobiography of Gerald For(New York: Harper and Row) in 1979.
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that “55,000 lives were wasted,” Ford claimed “trasgic sacrifices...would not have
been made in vain,” if only the United States wduddre “carried out the solemn
commitments that were made in Pari%.”

Will took it upon himself to translate the intemtgof the president’s words for
his readers, pretending that if Ford had “said wiitting precision what he seemed
inclined to say—that Congress made a mockery @(&bdead—the roof would have
been blown off the Capitof® If the president would not say it with convictiofvjll
would in the pages dfiational Review Congress ruined the U.S. ability to protect its
ally and keep its promises, sullying the effortd\afon to salvage the country and the
military’s image.

Even Buckley turned to calling out Congress folirigito meet the promises of
the Treaty of Paris and allowing for the defeathaf South. Although he knew “it was
certainly a mistake of President Nixon not to hianggsted that Congress...either accept
or reject responsibility for enforcing the termsloé treaty,” he blamed the members of
Congress who did not hold the North VietnameséeaAccords. His disdain for them,
however, read much more like an indictment of tleaknesses of liberals and others in
Washington for their supposedly soft stance on canism?® Buckley barked,

“Congress ran under the pressure of moral fatigdeooner, fighting for my life, do so

3 George F. Will, “Echo ChamberNational Review27, no. 15, “Capitol Issues,” (May 25,
1975): 440.

¥ bid., 440.
0 Good discussions of this understanding of libeaalsoft are found in K.A. Cuordileone,
Manhood and American Political Cultural in the CaMar (New York: Routledge, 2004) and Robert D.

Dean,Imperial Brotherhood: Gender and the Making of Caldr Foreign Polic{Amherst: University of
Massachusetts Press, 2003).
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in the company of 15 South Vietnamese soldiers) tidhe 15 members of the Senate
Foreign Relations Committe&"”

But the editors oNational Revievknew the U.S. still appeared weak, even after
this elaborate blame game. This was especiallyasude political situation in South
Vietnam further deteriorated in the late 19798urnham started to worry that pro-
American nations, some holding significant commufageces internally, would retreat
out of fear that they could no longer trust thetediStates. Indeed, he said, many within
the world might “begin to conclude that the Soweaton is a serious world power, while
the United States is not®

George Will agreed, and borrowed from British ceunnsurgency expert Sir
Robert Thompson’s assertion that the United Statesveakened itself by surrendering

rather than stopping the horrors of WaAlthough Will did not believe the situation to be

*Lwilliam F. Buckley, “No Breast-BeatingNational Reviev27, no. 17, “On the Right” column,
(May 9, 1975) : 524.

“2Vietnam as a whole suffered amid political andaaeforms that weakened the food supply
and harmed the economy. This was coupled witlhwdrein Cambodia and a brief war with China (leading
to the exodus of ethnic Chinese). However, Sougindm suffered additional consequences give
crackdowns of political dissidents and some indiaid’ connection to the Republic of South Vietnamd a
the United States. All of these issues createnifignt problems in the everyday life of Vietnaradiwing
in the south, leading to a mass exodus from thiemed good, brief discussion of the aftermathiaf t
Vietnam War in Vietham can be found in Marilyn YauWietnam Wars, 1945-1990lew York: Harper
Collins, 1991), 300-318. William DuikeY,ietnam after the Fall of SaigqAthens, OH: Ohio University,
Center for International Studies, 1980) presergsctimate of Vietnam in the late 1970s and in sgbset
editions in 1985 and 1989, the condition of thertouin the 1980s. Gabriel Kolko'¥jietnam: Anatomy
of a PeacgNew York: Routledge, 1997) looks at the totalifiMietnam’s attempts shape itself after the
war, but a strong discussion of the complicatioitany reforms occurs on pages, 101-118.

*3“Suicide of the West: Accelerating,” 382.

4 Sir Robert Thompson makes this poinPieace is Not at HanfLondon: Chatto and Windus,
1974). Thompson was a member of the Royal Armeddsoduring World War Il and a member of the
Malayan Civil Service before and after the war.eAfilalayan independence, he worked as the defense
secretary for the future prime minister of Malayan Abdul Razak. He became the head of the British
Advisory Mission to South Vietnam (he left in 196%5hompson criticized the use of air power against
North Vietnamese and suggested the war had todgghf@mn the ground and in conjunction with
Vietnamese cultural understandings of warfare. Almericans ignored him until Richard Nixon asked him
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irreversible, he suggested Thompson’s thoughtshtigbted real trends,” in U.S. foreign
policy, one that clearly undermined American atitiyand strengti{®

Buckley, in the meantime, struggled with how toraipa this perception of
weakness. He contemplated, “it is difficult to aesthe question how to maintain one’s
dignity” after the loss of a wdf. In 1977, he suggested the United States coulel fsae
and regain respect, if it focused on promoting humghts in South Vietnarff. He
argued the nation’s image could improve if it reftiso cower from its supposed original
motives “to give South Vietnam an opportunity toftee and independent.” Doing so,
the country could preserve not only its dignityt blso uplift its principles. Performing
with strength in this realm would be “an affirmatiof ideals that survive, or ought to
survive, defeat on the battlefiel&”

Burnham did not have the same sense of confidénoeegver, worrying that the
wounds of Vietnam would never heal, domesticallynahe international community,
because the country had not squared itself witlittarality of fighting in Vietham” let
alone the “moral qualms about the consequencesliigpout.” In fact, “[tjhe severance

pay and temporary pension we gave the old girl whemparted company don’t quite

to become a special advisor to his administratéarding the issue of pacification. He outlinesl hi
thoughts on counterinsurgencybDefeating Communist Insurgency: The Lessons of jadad Vietnam
(New York: F.A. Praeger, 1966) ahth Exit from VietnaniNew York: McKay, 1970).

5 George F. Will, “Echo Chamber,” 440.

6 William F. Buckley, “Dancing in the Dark[National Review29, no. 2Q(May 27, 1977) : 631

" Buckley’s discussion of human rights refers toVfoéce of Viethamese Boat People: Nineteen
Narratives of Escape and Surviyalds. Mary Terrell Cargill and Jade Quang Hungfiféison, NC:
McFarland and Co., 2000), Sucheng Chetme Vietnamese American 1.5 Generation: Storié¥anf
Revolution, Flight, and New Beginnin(ihiladelphia: Temple University, 2006)

“8 William F. Buckley, “Dancing in the Dark,” 631.
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seem to wipe out the obligation our past behavaddied us with,” he sarcastically
noted?® If Americans could not figure it out, how woulchet countries sort through the
American performance in the war and at the diplacrtable, and understand its meaning
for the future of the international system.

The United States, according to Burnham, had toenma&jor changes, if it was
ever to save face, especially since the weakeiagel st the country’s national security
and international political power was “no differéram the way it looked during the
decade of fighting.” Without a significant overhaidlthe American image, there would
be a “further loss of confidence in (and fear ofplntegrity and powerhile a
continued lack of introspective examination of tyer would sully the country’s destiny

to expand first territorially, and then ideologigaand economically, across the gloBe.

Ronald Reagan:National Review'sNew Hope for the Salvation of American
Exceptionalism
The hope to re-establish those traditions came avitariety of solutions from
National Review Burnham suggested the United States needed to flswethe litter”
of the Vietham War and leave the region behindarathan continuing to subject the
country to such negativitt. However, collectively, the editors presented thmes idea as
Buckley that the United States should responddigrificant moral and ethical problem:

the plight of Vietnamese refugees.

9 James Burnham, “Go East Old Mahlational Review27, no. 3 (January 31, 1985) : 96.
*%bid., 96.
*! |bid., 96.
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In the summer of 1979, they declared, “there candomore rock-bottom human
rights issue than the right of our former alliedive, and set foot on free land?®”
Although the editors probably cared little abowd thfugees’ experience, they believed a
U.S. response held promise to salvage the courglglsal image. They particularly liked
the assessment of George Will that assisting tihlesesould also pull the country out of
the funk it had been in since the Vietham War. Hated to “send an armada of rescue
boatsnowto save who can be saved,” arguing, “What couldenetevate our national
spirit than participation in a great humane enieg® What could more lift our hearts—
and evoke world admiration— than the spectacleftdtdla of our own ships embarked
on the most spacious operation of mercy ever uakien?®® But Jimmy Carter,
surprisingly, did not give any substantial humanmata aid, and such a fantastical display
of American military power never occurréd.

Obviously,National Reviewhad many more problems with the strongly liberal

Democratic president than his out of charactercgtam Vietnam refugees, so it set its

*2“Hanoi’'s Shame and OursNational Reviev1, no. 31, “Editors’ Remarks,” (August 3, 1979) :
958.

3 bid., 958.

** The height of flight from South Vietnam occurredli978 and 1979. Between 1975 and 1990
close to 2 million people left both North and Sowibtnam. In the mass exodus of the late 197@s, th
refugees originally went to various places SouthAa& by boat. Due to the numbers of people exitin
Vietnam, these countries started to hold back @eping new refugees. Eventually, in the summer of
1979, an international agreement minimized the ftdwefugees (though many continued to flee
clandestinely), created temporary safe havens uth®ast Asia for those who could leave, and reskttl
them in Europe and North America, more than hafhiog to the United States. Carter empathized wigh t
plight of the South Vietnamese “boat people.” la summer of 1979, he told the American public that
these individuals were our allies and they arelgsuphically attuned to us” rather than to the camist
who had taken over the country. Bill Peterson, Siktent Makes Appeal for Asian Boat People,”
Washington Postiugust 23, 1979. This statement came in responéen@ricans dislike of the “influx” of
Vietnamese refugees. Carter, though taken toktgdlational Reviewgrdered the Seventh Fleet of the
Navy to the South China Sea to rescue any refupeesl in the water in July 1979, albeit after the
international agreement. “500 Boat People Reacht$pafs Viethamese Exodus Picks Upyashington
Post,September 15, 1979.
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sights on the next presidential election. The pecsof a new American leader, a
conservative who could do a better job at elevategnation brought back into focus the
editors’ previous plans for finding a national avi

While president of the Citadel, former Navy VicermAdal James Stockdale wrote
about Ronald Reagan’s potential to redeem the ocpurike most conservatives,
Stockdale, worried that “public confidence in oefehse establishment” continued to
erode during the Carter administration, comparirig ffive years of inept executive
leadership” under Lyndon Johnsth.

Stockdale was unsure if Reagan could reclaim tims & defense policy from “a
self-serving cult” of liberal Democrats who refugedisten to Americans “tired of
apologizing” for their nation and her supposed wesls. But he hoped the former
governor could correct the country’s negative image focus on traditional issues of
“honor and idealism®

Reagan seemed to deliver what Stockdale and theredifNational Review
wanted, at least with his rhetoric. A week aftex publication of Stockdale’s optimistic
article, the future president accepted his partgisiination. In his acceptance speech, he
made a promise to redeem the country, declarimglf‘hot stand by and watch this great

country destroy itself under mediocre leadershah thifts from one crisis to the next,

%5 James Stockdale, “Toward Honor or EfficiendyiAtional Revievd3, no. 13 (July 10, 1981) :
771-772. A strong discussion of the purported “nsafaof the Carter years can be found in Kevin [giatt
‘What the Heck Are You Up to, Mr. President?: JinDayter, America’s ‘Malaise,’ and the Speech That
Should Have Changed the Counfiyew York: Bloomsbury, 2009Michael Schaller and George Rising,
The Republican Ascendency: American Politics, 1288, American History Serie@Vheeling, IL:

Harlan Davidson, 2002), 54-82; and Bruce J. Shu)iha Seventies: The Great Shift in American,
Culture, Society, and PoliticéNew York: Free Press, 2001), 121-143.

%% bid., 773.
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eroding our national will and purpose . . . the Aiten people deserve better from those
to whom they entrust our nation's highest offic¥s.”

TheNational Revievand Reagan already had a rather strong relationship
particularly due to the ideological and personaidsbetween him and Buckley. Jeffery
Hart, who worked on Reagan’s short-lived 1968 plesiial campaign, described how
“Reagan was an assiduous readdXational Reviewhad a particularly high regard for
Burnham'’s prudential and realistic foreign polifand] was a friend of Buckley’® His
support of the magazine as president included appees at the editors’ galas for the
establishment of the Washington bureau and thetretth anniversary, an indication of
the extent and importance of their associationyThe suggested, along with other
conservatives, saw the 1980 election and Reagaadetship as “a culmination” in the
rise of American conservatist.

Although the editors dNational Revievbelieved Reagan one of the main leaders
of American conservatism, his foreign policy in thard World, particularly Central
America, presented significant roadblocks for higmosed role as the country’s

redeemer in the post-Vietnam &PaDuring his eight-year tenure as president, the

" Ronald Reagan, "Address Accepting the PresideNtatination at the Republican National
Convention in Detroit," July 17, 198The American Presidency Project
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=25970.

%8 Jeffery HartThe Making of the American Conservative Mi26Q
*%Ipid., 260-261.

%0 An excellent primer on United States and Latin Aican foreign relations is Kyle Longlen
the Eagle’s Shadow: The United States and Latinrfsmesecond edition (Wheeling, Il: Harlan Davidson,
2009). Longley discusses Carter and Reagan’saaktiips with Latin America (with a significant
emphasis on Central America) on pages 280-324.r@thak focused on US/Latin American relations in
this period include Thomas Carothdrsthe Name of Democracy: U.S. Policy Toward L&tinerica in
the Reagan Yeaf8erkeley: University of California Press, 1991pafilliam LeoGrandeQur Own
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editors’ high hopes that he would re-bolster thentg/’s powerful image dwindled, even
as Reagan waged his own campaign to shore up tited Btates’ martial tradition. The
administration’s lack of intervention in the regionilitarily made it clear to those at
National Reviewhat its decision-making echoed the Vietnam Syndramd maintained
the country’s weak image.

Reagan’s response to civil war in El Salvador vinsfirst major foreign policy
criticized byNational RevieW' They argued the Salvadoran Farabundo Marti Nattion
Liberation Front (FMLN), a group made up of orgatians with varying political
ideologies working to defeat the country’s militgupta, had multiple attributes similar
to the North Viethamese and Vietcong, the leasihith being its communist tiés. The
administration, however, worried any correlationwabdestroy American support for
intervention, and therefore worked hard to deféaot discussion regarding real or
imagined similarities. The editors saw this as@rtsighted tactic doomed to Vietnam-
like failure because inattention to the truth altbetFMLN would allow it the same

chance to lure the United States into another qgiragmthe “jungle.®*

Backyard: The United States in Central America, 29992(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 1998).

®1 A discussion of the politics and events surrougdire Civil War in El Salvador can be found in
Cynthia McClintockRevolutionary Movements in Latin America: El Sabwd&lFMLN and Peru’s Shining
Path (Washington, DC: Institute of Peace Press, 199&jlt&% L aFeber examines the United States’ role in
the El Salvador Civil War itnevitable Revolutions: The United States in Cdriraerica(New York:
Norton, 1983), as does Mark DannEhe Massacre at El Mozofslew York: Vintage Books, 1994).

%2 A strong discussion of the actual nature of theLRMind others who practiced guerilla warfare
in Latin America is found in Dirk KrujitGuerillas: War and Peace in Central Amerifizondon: Zed
Books, 2008).

83 “E| Salvador: Mini-Vietnam?,National RevievB4, no. 6 (April 2, 1982) : 338.
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American military intervention in El Salvador nexaame to fruition, while
conflict there and throughout the region ragechn1980s. The supposed weakness of
Reagan’s response to Central American turmoil daiise editors’ fears that his actions
(or reactions) in the region had minimal desirddatfboth in terms of foreign policy and
American regeneration.

To them, it appeared as though Reagan and hisadvisade many of the same
errors as their predecessors during the Vietnamléer greatest concern was the
president’s failure to convey to the American palhy stability in the region served the
country’s best interests, an issue that echoed¥iet The president, they argued as early
as 1982, “has not laid the political groundwork &serious assertion of U.S. interest,”
and therefore, the “public has no clear concepticthat interest as it applies to Central
America.®*

The shining moment of Reagan’s foreign policy imZa America was October
1983’s Operation URGENT FURY, in which American hh&s and Special Forces
invaded the Caribbean island of Grenada. Takenlwysocialist revolutionaries with
close ties to Fidel Castro just a few months eadie instability of the small country
served as a reminder of Soviet influence in theéghbtates’ backyard. Under the guise
that American citizens studying at Grenada’s médichool were in danger, Reagan and

his military advisors quickly planned the invasioWithin six days of the operation’s

54 bid. 338.
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commencement, U.S. forces removed the socialigrgowvent, albeit with significant
planning and coordination issues among the milifarges®

Surprisingly,National Reviewocused little on the issues leading up to the
invasion or on its success. In September of 1982edtitors published an article by
Trinidadian lawyer Keith Charles that outlined Culfzand Soviet influence on Grenada.
Charles did not believe that the United States disehd in troops and that the small
Caribbean island would continue its role as a Cudaaellite®® That, however, was the
extent of a pre-invasion discussion.

It was only after the offensive took place thay ahthe editors weighed in on the
subject. Simply suggesting that the move was tit& nne to take, even though many
objected, William Buckley had little to say abolétReagan administration’s
accomplishment. He expressed pleasure becausenttesl ($tates “rescued a little island
in the Caribbean from a monstrous tyranny whosiptseras being written in Moscow
and Havana,” but otherwise, he did little to prarse White House administratiSh.

He did commend U.S. ambassador to the United Natleanne Kirkpatrick on
her role in defending the action to the world andaunced to his readers “whatever the
complexion of the White House, it is capable ofigsige action.” But this was insincere

praise for an administration Buckley and his editoelieved was unable to make the

% Edgar F. Raines presents a strong examinatiorpefaion: URGENT FURY from the
perspective of the American military he Rucksack War: U.S. Army Operational Logistic&ienada,
1983(Washington, DC: Center of Military History, Unit&tates Army, 2010).

% Keith Charles, “The Castroization of Grenadsdtional RevievB4, no. 18 (September 17,
1982): 1150.

7 william F. Buckley, “Missing the Point of Grenati&Jational Reviewd5, no. 23November
25, 1983): 1504
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decisions necessary to curb the effects of VietPfafine invasion of Grenada, to the
editors, was insignificant more than likely becaab#s severely limited nature and its
disclosure of continued military disorganization.

Throughout the 1980s, the expectation of the eslins for Reagan to act as the
nation’s savior from a perceived weakness in @ditrons, rather than behaving in a way
that highlighted it. As a result, unlike him arntheér conservativedyational Review
refused a significant emphasis on changing theigahlnderstandings of the Vietnam
War. This reasoning likely was due to fear of ravding attention to the negative aspects
of the war that damaged the country’s image arditioms and keeping them in the
public’s consciousness. Buckley explained this awhgn discussing why the magazine
declined to commemorate the tenth anniversaryeftéir’'s end, unlike many
mainstream periodicals suchBsneandNewsweek-e claimed memorialization would
make the war into something it was not and woutdglover the real and thorny issues
of the los<?

Even with this attitude, the magazine became agddhte controversy over the
design of the Vietnam Veterans Memoriallate 1981, the publication of the editors’
note “Stop that Monument,” a short, but extremedgative opinion piece on Maya Lin’s
concept for the memorial, set off a firestorm ararkad a curious episode in the history
of National ReviewThe editors deemed the buried, black granitegtesieated by the

young artist an embarrassment that had a “clesiqgadlmessage” against the war. They

% william F. Buckley, “Grenada Talk National Revievd5, no. 23November 25, 1983): 1505.

%9 Buckley, “On Anniversaries,” 54.
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demanded the Reagan administration halt the prajetbegin the process of replacing
the design “with suitable sculptur&”

Their position seemed to be in line with James Waatdh Tom Carhart, adding
credence to their dispute with the Vietham Vetemdesnorial Fund (VVMF). But just
two months later, the magazine made an about fad@ablished an article by Norman
B. Hannah asserting that the editors had madeeari@iure evaluation” of a war
memorial that in actuality would “be beautiful, ioging, and fitting.” In a meeting with
Maya Lin about the design, he came to see the mlesi@ piece of “austere, principled
simplicity” that honored those who served and ditihighlight controversial aspects of
war. He dubbed it “the open book memorial” throughich the United States faced its
history, mistakes and all, and would proudly digpdanericans’ “respect for truth and
history.*

National Reviewever questioned the memorial’'s design again, cor@ance
with Buckley’s wishes to examine the war and isstans, rather than commemorating it.
When the dedication of the Wall occurred, the editmly briefly readdressed the issue
by dismissing the assertions of Webb and Carhatittie memorial was a “V-shaped
slab of black granite,” and lauding the now tangifsionument for conveying to its
viewer “considerable power and even eloquence.” high-gloss surface on which both

the Lincoln Memorial and the Washington Monumefiert,” they suggested, presented

0“Stop That Monument,National RevievB3, no. 18 (September 18, 1981): 1064

I Norman B. Hannah, “The Open Book Memorildtional Reviewd3, no. 24 (December 11,
1981): 1476.
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“some of the ideals for which the men fought aretd{ If the Wall had any real value,
to them it was, as John McLaughlin suggested ir618&t the country finally accepted
the past and had moved toward a “patriotic surgettfe first time in a long whil&

McLaughlin also suggested that the popularity ef\Wall illustrated “the nation’s
burgeoning love affair with the military* Even so, that romance did not extend to
support for Reagan’s foreign policy in Central Amay not among the public or the
editors ofNational Reviewln fact, El Salvador turned out to be the leaghefproblems
encountered by the Reagan administration in reldbdhe ghosts of Vietham. In 1979,
the Sandinista National Liberation Front (FSLN) alieew the dictatorship of the
Somoza family in Nicaragua. The socialist leaniofjslicaragua’s new leaders and their
ties to Fidel Castro alarmed virulently anti-comnsti\merican conservatives. Soviet
support of the new government and its leader, D&nieega, terrified them and gave
them a new crusade.

Multiple and diverse groups within Nicaragua oppbgee Sandinista
government, uniting to form th@ontras Since the group sought to overthrow the new

government, it quickly gained the support of thedse administration. To the editors of

"24That Vietnam Monument,National Revievd4, no. 23, “Editors’ Remarks,” (November 26,
1982) : 1461.

3 John McLaughlin, “Military Love Affair,"National Reviev8, no. 20, (October 24, 1986) : 24.

" bid., 24.

> Good examinations of the conflict in Nicaragudine Stephen KinzeBlood Brothers: Life
and War in NicaragugCambridge, MA: David Rockefeller Center on Latim@rican Studies, Harvard
University, 2007) and E. Bradford Buras, War in Nicaragua: The Reagan Doctrine and théitles of
Nostalgia(1987).
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National Revievthe country and its current turmoil served as ssitide location for
Ronald Reagan to prove America’s mettle.

Many conservatives, including the magazine’s edjtbelieved the American
public had the ability to see Central America agdl’to U.S. interests in a way they
never saw Southeast Asia, making it possible femttho support anti-communist efforts
in the region with the proper coaching. It is “temes closer to U.S. borders than
Vietnam and bound infinitely closer by history, ttmk, and trade,” they wrote in early
1985, making any communist activity in the areatofiost importance. Nicaragua, they
claimed, had the power to create “a full-fledgedriit-Leninist state closely allied with
Cuba and the USSR,” and therefore was the placa $trong stance by the Reagan
administration. To them, the world’s perceptiortteg United States hinged on how the
White House dealt with the situatiéh.

The editors, Buckley in particular, felt Reaganwddastop short of major
American military intervention in Nicaragua becansgher Congress nor the American
public would support using force to overthrow Sendinistas’ But, they did condone
strong military support and assistance toGloatras,as well as seeking diplomatic
solutions in the international community, in ordéeloverthrow the Sandinistas and, in
turn, bolster the United States’ image. They knleeirtstrategy, one that Reagan
followed to some extent, might necessitate “soneeaigorce,” but the point was to

place the burden on “Nicaraguans to fight for tleemntry’s freedom, not American

®“Dealing with NicaraguaNational Revievd7, no. 5, “Editors’ Remarks,” (March 22, 1985) :
17.

" Numerous polls during the 1980s indicated that &kizans are worried about U.S. involvement

in a remote jungle war in Central America,” Davidffinan, “Public Skeptical of Contra Aid, Spending
increase for Pentagon\WWashington Postiarch 16, 1986.
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troops” and prove to the American public and thelevthat post-Vietnam America had
what it takes to resolve foreign mattéts.

Buckley considered the administration’s inabilitydestroy th&andinistagand
resolve the threat of another strong communise steAmerica’s backyard a
disappointment. It reminded him of the same mismgament that he criticized during
the Vietnam War, which he suggested, made the gowant and its military advisors
look weak and inept. He and his editors felt thewriound themselves in a situation
eerily similar to the one they endured with NixdReagan'’s rhetorical work to
restrengthen American military tradition may hahamged perceptions about the
Vietnam era and its participants, but when it caoghoring up the government and the
military’s abilities to act aggressively on the otny’s ideals, he failed miserably in their
eyes.

As Reagan’s second term continuBdtional Revieveontinued to fear that his
lack of strong action in Central America would mddue a failure in the foreign policy
realm. In hindsight, the rapid decline of communesma the Soviet Union from 1989-
1991 would prevent that from happening. But agterdesire for him to be the savior of
American exceptionalism and its inherent milita@gdition, their fear was not unfounded.

Buckley cried to his readers “anyone who wantss® \dietham as an appropriate
metaphor to describe our involvement in Nicaragarajastly do so.” He believed
Reagan, like Vietnam-era presidents, made pronhiseid not keep and kept the public

in the dark regarding his objectives in Central Aicee goals that were, according to

®bid., 17.
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Buckley, directly important to theffi.He stressed to the administration that the way to
make intervention in Nicaragua palatable to the Aca®@ public and something they
knew directly affected them was to appeal to thasic understanding of the country’s
ideals and strategic concerns. However, Reagadmadlyet to tell them it was “a U.S.
responsibility to see to it that tisandinistagio not succeed in the way that Castro
succeeded in Cub&”

Transparency was not the Reagan administratiorosgtsuit, though. Much like
Watergate, the Iran-Contra scandal, which revesdedet sales of arms to Iran for money
to fund theContras embarrassed conservatives and somewhat sulliagaRés
reputation. Buckley found the White House’s clatisesefforts to fund the counter-
revolutionaries inane, but not criminal, unlike bi@nion of Nixon’s behaviors. “The
worst that can be said of Mr. Reagan,” his longetiimend defended, “is that he stood by
acquiescently when a sum of money was deliverédet@ontrasso that they could buy
arms that Congress was to give them a few montesf&

Yet, the administration’s actions left Buckley damd editors infuriated and
guestioning why the administration “chose...a clatidesoute, which was flawed both
politically and strategically.” They tried to def® Reagan, arguing that a “paralytic

Congress and a McGovernized Democratic Party” prieeehim from competing with

" william F. Buckley, Jr., “Nicaragua, Another Vietm,” National Reviev88, no. 6, (April 11,
1986) : 63.

8 william F. Buckley, Jr., “Caution: Disillusion Alael,” National Revievd8, no. 6, (Written July
4, 1986, Published August 1, 1986) : 63.

8 william F. Buckley, Jr., “Blood Lust,National Revievd8, no. 25, (Written December 5, 1986,
Published December 12, 1986) : 63.
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the $2 billion investment made in the region by $wwiet Union, but they knew it was a
moot point®

The scandal closed the door to using Central Arag¢adlex the country’s
muscles and forced them to abandon Reagan asdéemer of the country’s exceptional
nature. Reagan’s performance in Central Americaygh tempered later by successes in
foreign relations with the USSR, made it clditional Revieweeded to find another
avenue for shoring up the United States and ithtioas.

The American Military of the Gulf War: National Review’'sSavior of
Exceptionalism

When George H.W. Bush became the commander-in-ohibe United States,
National Reviewcontinued, albeit cautiously, its campaign to ldierthe United States
from the effects of the Vietham War. The new prestdcheld very similar opinions to the
magazine’s editors regarding Vietham’s damagedatuntry’s strength. He clearly saw
this as a problem that still needed solving andedae do so in his inaugural speech.
“That war cleaves us still,” Bush lamented, “butgmds, that war began in earnest a
quarter of a century ago; and surely the statutenifations has been reached. This is a
fact: The final lesson of Vietnam is that no gneation can long afford to be sundered by
a memory.®

Twice during the Bush administration, the White Betook the opportunity

given by international events to try to exorcise ¢inosts of Vietnam. The difference

82 «Nicaragua Dilemma,National Reviewd9, no. 24, “Editors Remarks,” (December 18, 1987)
17-18.

8 George H. W. Bush, “Inaugural Address, Januaryl®89,” The Miller Center: University of
Virginia, http://millercenter.org/president/speeches/detil8
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between this administration and Reagan’s was hosat the military to eliminate them.
The first chance occurred in December of 1989, wBesh chose to invade Panama in a
campaign to depose dictator and drug lord Manueieda. Previously, Ronald Reagan
used sanctions against the despot after collalngratith his government for many years,
but Bush and his military advisors chose a verfed#t strategy that gave the American
military a much needed boost.

Operation “Just Cause” lasted approximately fivesddt ended with the removal
of Noriega and the installation of a new presid&he editors oNational Review
quickly ran an article lauding the “post-Vietnamlitary” that produced this quick and
relatively painless victory for the United StatBecognizing the value of the event for
their cause, they challenged their readers tolse@s$ a new American military
disconnected from that of the Vietnam War. “TheroxesIming majority of the soldiers
involved,” they stressed, “joined up after helicagtplucked the last Americans off the
embassy rooftop in Saigofi*”

Bush’s predecessor deserved some of the creditéorictory because of his role
in rebuilding the armed forces, they suggestedsbudid the Goldwater-Nichols Defense
Reorganization Act that resolved some of the nmjfitaissues with the defense

establishment during Vietnam, namely it streamlinpechmand®” Both were key factors

84 «Just Cause: How Well Did We Do?\ational Reviewt2, no. 1, “Editors’ Remarks,” (January
22,1990) : 14

% The Goldwater-Nichols Defense Reorganization @f6lcreated a joint nature to military
operations and changed the chain of command in tewell. The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
became the main military advisor to the presidedtwwas given a direct line to commander-in-chi€lie
chain of high command now started at theater condan moved to the Chairman of the JCS, and then
moved to the president. The hope was to createrbmmmunication lines, to have less confusingtani
organization and operations, and to give the maliitamy leader the power to carry out that rolehislast
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in the Panama victory, according to the editorsating a stronger post-Vietham armed
forces the deemed “the Reagan military: smart velens, amply equipped...confident of
popular support at home, and infused with the innginale born of hard, expensive
training.”®

Although the editors saw this victory as a stepviod, the achievements in
Panama, used by some to declare the Vietham Symedidead, were not enough for them
to see the effects of Vietnam as finally over. s, short duration, the “mercifully
light” casualties, and the victorious result workeohders to alter ideas about America’s
military prowess. But, a highly ideal scenario ¥etory marred the operation’s ability to
fully show off the strength of the armed forcesthwifty percent of the troops
participating already stationed in the region. €déors warned, “one hopes that the
victory celebrations will be tempered with awarengmt they met a relatively easy test”
in an operation that also highlighted “artificialptness, an initial failure of the changes
in the command system, and . . . significemategic lapses”

The better chance for full redemption came in tamer of 1990, when Saddam
Hussein’s army invaded Kuwait. From the start ofstens with Iraq, the magazine
worried American military intervention could hawea effects. On one hand, it could
help further break down the American perceptiorauabhe war and its long-term

consequences, or on the other hand, it could neiefthose issues. The editors warned

Bush if he remained “obsessed” with building aminational coalition against Hussein

element was meant to decrease civilian power iitanjl affairs that came about after the National
SEcuroty Act of 1947 and that created major opanatiissues in the Vietnam War.

8 Just Cause: How Well Did We Do?,” 14.
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and did not take a stand quickly, the result ctnddievastating and reminiscent of
Vietnam to American&®

They also believed continued focus on diplomatiansdike the Geneva Peace
Conference in early January of 1991 underminedhée House’s ability to
demonstrate the military’s and the country’s sttendy “continually postponing action,
we risk losing our allies, our principles, and opportunity,” they argued. At first, they
blamed the military, and the “doctrinal preferericg#sColin Powell, Norman
Schwarzkopf, and the U.S. Army for their adheretocie Weinberger/Powell Doctrine
and its prohibition of military action without futhobilization and significant public
support®®

National Security Advisor Brent Scowcroft recalkefew years after the end of
the war that he and the president believed themsditere right. The Vietnam conflict
still made many in the upper-ranks of the militakyttish about moving too fast and
“some among our military were less than enthusiagiout the prospect” of war. The

problem for Bush was that he “did not want to appede second-guessing the military

8 «Going Gulfing,” National Review#2, no. 22, “Editors’ Remarks,” (November 19, 19905.
This international coalition consisted of 34 caoig# including the United States, United Kingdomari€e,
Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Turkey, Syria, and Czechodt@aia

8 |bid., 14-15. The Weinberger/Powell Doctrine, dismwn as the Powell Doctrine, has seven
prerequisites that must be met for the commitmétiie» American armed forces in military conflict.
Reagan Secretary of Defense Casper Weinbergeedrte first five requirements, while George H.W.
Bush’s Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Geh&olin Powell added the sixth requirement. Tt fi
five 1) The nation or its allies vital interests shbe at stake. 2) The commitment of U.S. forcestrha
made without reservation and must include a cleateg)y for victory. 3) All political and military
objectives must be clearly defined and Americasdsmmust be given all resources necessary to mes t
objectives. 4) A reassessment of needs and obgsathust occur on a regular basis in order to miaitite
proper levels of force. 5) The U.S. Congress arddimerican public must strongly support the use of
forces for these objectives. 6) The use of milifarge must be used reserved as the final decéfien
diplomacy has failed. A good examination of the Méeirger Doctrine during the Reagan years can be
found in Galil E. S. YoshitanReagan on War: A Reappraisal of the Weinbergertibug, 1980-1984
(College Station:Texas A&M University Press, 2011).
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experts. Still vivid in his mind was the image gfnidon Johnson during Vietnam,
hunched over aerial charts selecting individuajess for airstrikes*

William Buckley was more worried about how thiswgldecision-making process
made the country look sluggish and reminded peofpl®hnson’s indecisiveness more
than his micromanaging. He admonished Bush fogootg in quickly and taking
advantage of the ever-important early support efgiblic, even if that support was not
as much as the military desired, arguing, “if MudB had struck Iraq on or about Labor
Day, the probability is high that he’d have had tiear-universal backing of the
American people®

They believed Bush would “fight if he must,” buetkditors became concerned
that the stationing of a large number of troopthenGulf was less about military
preparedness and more about wanting “to scare 8addbof Kuwait without having to
fight,” for fear it would become another Viethammlitary buildup, when used to cover
hesitation to make a move, they felt, would simgilye Hussein more time to prepare
and indicated weakness on the part of the UnitateS¥ This affliction of “short war
psychosis,” the belief that the country still coulat “tolerate a long war” had to stop.

All of these problems combined in the mind of tkéers to make American
operations in the Persian Gulf a possible recipéligaster. They immediately presented
a prescription for war. If the administration stegpvorrying about another Vietnam, did

not bend to politics or military dogma, and stoppesa/ing the American public in the

“George Bush and Brent Scowcrd§tWorld Transforme@New York: Knopf, 1998), 466.

L william F. Buckley, Jr., “Wartime? National Reviewt2, no. 23, (Written on October 31,
1990, Published on December 3, 1990) : 62.

924The Waiting Game,National Reviewt2, no.23, “Editors’ Remarks,” (December 3, 19905.
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dark about its objectives; the United States wawdtly achieve its goal of driving
Hussein out of Kuwait?

Buckley especially resented that the administratimuld not let go of their fears
of another Vietnam, because, in reality, the situaivas “as night to day” when
compared to Southeast Asia in the 1960s, and [tlanake all the difference in
redeeming America. The terrain differed and li@ckéd support from nations like China
and the Soviet Union in Vietnam, but most impottanew technological advances
improved prospects. He trusted that new militachit®logy perfected in the last 20
years, especially in terms of airpower, made thas winnable. This prospect more than
any other aspects of the war could help sweep eipetmnants of the Vietnam Syndrome,
if only the Bush Administration and the country'ditary leaders would just acf.

As the January 15, 1991 U.N. deadline for Husseirdve Kuwait loomed,
National Reviewalled in Assistant Secretary of State for Interekiman Affairs and
Iran-Contra player, Elliott Abrams, to reflect dretpresident’s progress. Abrams had
little problem with Bush’s decision making in therBian Gulf, as he felt the president
displayed “an instinctive grasp of internationalifpes . . . particularly of the need for
American firmness and leadership at a time of gthahge and uncertainty>’However,

much like the editors, he found Bush’s concern qdalic approval astounding. In a

% bid., 15.

% Wwilliam F. Buckley, Jr., “Vietnam and Desert StgtriVational Reviewt3, no. 3, (February 25,
1991), 62-63.

% Elliot Abrams, “Making the CaseNational Reviewt2, no.25, (December 31, 1990) : 35.
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“classic case of a bad move dictated by domestitigsy” he saw the president as
squandering the support he already fad.

Their last plea for a declaration of war came ay tharned “open-ended
negotiations,” between U.S. Secretary of State §dBa&er and Irag’s foreign minister
Tariq Aziz could become “endless, ambiguous, wahntentive for resolution,” just like
Vietnam. The only real solution for Bush, they @eell, was war, and he “should not
shirk from waging it.?’

After Saddam Hussein refused to withdraw his trdops Kuwait, the
international coalition led by the United Statesnceenced the Gulf War on January 16,
1991. For over a month, the coalition forces bordedBaghdad and strategic military
targets from the air, embarking on a ground wdate February. The last of the Iraqi
troops in Kuwait retreated before March 1.

The editors professed during this period that $tepd by their earlier criticisms,
but they acknowledged, “since all of them were hypothetical mode...we now sweep
them, practically, into the desk drawer.” The tie@ come to support Bush fully in his
endeavors and to make their readers see they tladféim as a commander-in-chief.
With hopes high for a successful outcome, theyated Bush’s “instincts were right.
And his vision was clear. He has earned the colsnanyd the world’s, gratitude’®

This shift benefitted them when hostilities endedhie Persian Gulf War, and as

they reimagined what the war meant for their desdoleg desire to reestablish

% pid., 35-36.
" bid., 14-15.
% “Into Battle,” National Reviewt3, no.2, “Editors’ Remarks,” (February 11, 19918:15.

180



America’s exceptional nature. The military and toenmander-in-chief's performance
displayed a reassertion of American strength andiahauperiority. Very different from
the end of Vietnam, Norman Schwarzkopf and Coliw&bbecame modern military
heroes, while military personnel returned homeamagdes and slaps on the back.

For National ReviewBush’s war and its focus on American technological
dominance did what Nixon’s handling of Vietnam &ehgan’s often impotent Central
American foreign policy could not accomplish. Thigters saw American pride in its
military restored, particularly in relation to @stive service members and veterans, but
they correctly divined that the public’s fear ohtpdrawn out wars would remain, rearing
its head in 2002, when George W. Bush began hisaamrpaign against Hussein.

Contributor William Bennett remarked in his articl€he Rebirth of a Nation,”
published just after the war, that the win woulditp.doubts to rest” about the strength
of the United States and its military. He also thiaiut held great promise to “replace
Vietnam as one of the defining events in the Ansripsyche® Although he was right
that the Gulf War would help the military’s imag&h a major victory in its column and
newfound confidence, he made a much more compedliggment that “the big winner”
of the Persian Gulf War was the U.S. milita?9.

As Buckley would say just over a year later, Viemaight “one day take its

place in the annals of national nobility,” but faow, it still resided in America’s stream

% Wwilliam Bennett, “Rebirth of a Nation[National Reviewt3, no. 4, (May 18, 1991) : 41.

19 pid., 42. ANewsweekoll published on March 11, 1991 illustrated a 2{0%p in confidence
in the military over 1990. It also illustrates 898 jump between 1981 and 1991. Tom Morganthau,
Douglas Walller, Bill Turque, Ginny Carroll, and Amedv Murr, “The Military’s New Image,Newsweek,
March 11, 1991.
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of consciousness, as well as that of the wifidVhat changed through the Gulf War
were not American understandings of the Vietnam;Wavas American and world
perceptions about the U.S. military and its tradis. TheNational Revieve campaign
reached its completion in 1991. The eliminatioritbé ghosts of Vietham” through the
flexing of martial muscle raised from the graveytrd folklore of American dominance
and its role in U.S. exceptionalism in a way th@tservative politicians could not

realize.

1 william F. Buckley, Jr., “Poor Man’s War,” 62.
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CHAPTER 7

CONCLUSION

On July 6, 1987Newsweekeleased an Independence Day related special editio
dedicated to everyday American heroes. Vietnanraese those whose names appear on
the Vietnam Wall, as well as those who paid tritotéheir fallen comrades by visiting
and leaving mementos at the monument, receivedyntoan. The editors focused
heavily on how “58,132 of them died, some bravebme just unluckily, all in the
service of their country,” men who “became an ausion to all but their buddies and
their loved ones, one more statistic in the debaé the justice of the war.” They noted,
“it is only lately that we have given them backithemes, etched on a wall of black
granite on a handsome green in Washington. Themanal has become a national
shrine, a place of pilgrims and offerings, and wetiandles in the night.”

The article, “Heroes, Past and Present,” admonigieedmerican people for their
earlier behavior toward these men noting, “In theetof Vietham, we had heroes and
didn't see them.” The magazine’s discussion ofn4et veterans underscores both the
climate to which they returned home and their atzoege by the American people as the
1980s closed. In the eyeséwsweek’'sditors they deserved a place among America’s
heroes?

The location of these men, both living and deadhiwithe discussion of

conventional heroism illustrated that the Ameripaiblic now accepted them as a part of

! “Heroes, Past and Preseriti@wsweek]uly 6, 1987.
2 |bid.
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the country’s military tradition, a concept in whithe act of serving now defined what it
meant to be a martial man, rather than the traditiact of martial victory. This change
reflected years of work by veterans, politiciamgirpalists, writers, Hollywood directors,
and the families of the fallen to change the imaigine men who fought in Southeast
Asia, work that both intentionally and unintentiipaltered the definitions of martial
masculinity, the martial tradition, and Americarcegtionalism.

The efforts of this eclectic group of people pattesllong road to the realization
that, regardless of their lack of martial succ®sstnam veterans had performed their
societally prescribed duty. The conservatives wWiagea a role in these changes receive
very little representation in the historiographgrifaps, since they believe conservatives
worked to reframe the Vietnam War as a “noble caasd to refashion the images of its
veterans to pave the way for future, unencumbernéthry intervention, or perhaps
because that attempt clearly failed, many histerse®e conservatives as an unimportant
part of the topic.

However, as this dissertation illustrates, notahlservatives who worked to
change American perceptions of the Vietnam Watsoveterans did so to breakdown the
Vietnam Syndrome. In fact, few made this theimudtte aim. More often than not, their
main common goal was to revive the martial traditdter the Vietnam War in order to
save their own reputations, their ideology’s tenetts military establishment, and the
notion of America’s special nature. They each gtk unique element of the martial
tradition on which to rest this revival, one th&tea played to their perceived personal

strengths.
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Their campaigns, when coupled with the effortsafiHonservative Americans
during the 1970s and 1980s to change social atdrablinderstandings of Vietham
veterans, contributed to the redefinition of mar@anhood, martial tradition, and the
notion of American exceptionalism. It was theiretetination to change how Americans
viewed the war and the use of military force tlzalied, miserably.

The argument that the Vietnam Syndrome, or feaenother military quagmire,
died with the American victory in the Middle Easti991 fizzled during the Clinton
administration, when the president’s decisionsngigg the possibility of intervention in
the Balkans, Africa, or the Middle East often refé fear of another Vietnarrin the
twenty-first century, some within the American govaent and many within the
populace had the same reaction after George W. Busbunced his desires to rid the
world of the threats presented by the supposed ‘@ixevil” of Iran, Iraq, and North
Korea?

Bush’s choice to enter into the Iraq War led to pansons to Vietnam

immediately in the pressMany who protested the war rallied against Busth dfter

® Historian George C. Herring suggests of this kriDespite an overwhelming victory in the
Gulf War, bitter memories of the Vietnam debaclatewied to haunt the nation two decades aftemits"e
From Colony to Superpower: U.S. Foreign Relatiome& 1776 New York: Oxford University Press,
2008), 921. Good overviews of the Clinton presigeaied its foreign policy are found in David
HalberstamWar in a Time of Peace: Bush, Clinton and the GalséNew York: Scribner, 2001); George
C. Herring,From Colony to Superpowe®25-938, and James M. McCormack, “Clinton and Fprei
Policy: Some Legacies for a New Century,” in eév8h SchierThe Post-Modern Presidency: Bill
Clinton’s Legacy in U.S. Politid@®ittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2060)84.

* George W. Bush, “Address Before a Joint Sessidbarfgress on the State of the Union, January
29, 2002,” Gerhard Peters and John T Wolldye American Presidency Project
http://www.presidency.ucsh.edu/ws/?pid=29644.

® A strong overview of the foreign policy of the Gge W. Bush administration appears in George
C. Herring,From Colony to Superpowe®38-961. Examinations of the Iraq War include JéhrDower,
Cultures of War: Pearl Harbor, Hiroshima, 9-11, f&éNew York: W.W. Norton: New Press, 2010), and
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their efforts failed and just months into the vithe comparisons and protests contintied.
One reporter suggested, “parts of the current éefegm to be almost as much about
Vietnam as about Irad.Vietnam veterans’ personal stories began shownig the

news again, and in tidew York Timea story appeared about how a trip to Vietnam
revealed why the United States needed to staydahese in Irad. So far, in the twenty-
first century, only the military operations meamtout out Al-Qaeda in Afghanistan
shortly after the September 11 attacks met withiaant initial support from the
American public’

What changed between the end of the Vietnam Watleest late twentieth and
early twenty-first century conflicts was Americaargeptions and treatment of those who
served in them. Those who participated in theiReiGulf War sixteen years after the
fall of Saigon received support for their serviosdependent of the citizenry’s opinion of
the war. Americans tied yellow ribbons aroundgreesignify support for military

service members stationed in the Middle East, afhcsome used them as a sign of

Thomas E. Rickdriasco: The American Military Adventure in Iraq,@3200%New York: Penguin Press,
2006).

® Monte Reel and Manny Fernandez, “Anti-War Protesgest Since ‘60s; Organizers Say
100,000 Turned OutWashington Post)ctober 27, 2002. Discussions of the Iraq War ikeltierry H.
AndersonBush’s WargNew York: Oxford University Press, 2011), Thomaskg, Fiasco: The American
Military Adventure in Irag(New York: Penguin Press, 2006), and Bob WoodwRlah of Attack: The
Definitive Account of the Decision to Invade li@ew York: Simon and Schuster, 2004).

" Craig R. Whitney, “Watching Irag, Seeing VietnatNgw York TimedJovember 9, 2003.

8 Debra Galant, “A Passion for Peace, Forged in Wak/ounded Vietnam Veteran Looks
Wearily Toward Irag,'New York Timedylarch 2, 2003 illustrates one of the stories pdmegarding
Vietnam soldiers. The article regarding one joustaltrip to Vietnam is Kurt Anderson, “The Disgtéd
American: Traveling through Vietnam, | Saw All th&fe Ought to Fear about the War in Irag — and All
We Have to Hope For,The New York Time#ypril 13, 2003.

° Good discussions of the war in Afghanistan after$eptember 11 attacks include Terry H.

AndersonBush’s WargNew York: Oxford University Press, 201ahd Seth G. Jonels the Graveyard
of Empires: America’s War in Afghanistédew York: W.W. Norton and Company, 2010).
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protest that meant they wanted the military persbeant homé® When Operation
Desert Storm ended, Americans welcomed returnogps with parades and pats on the
back. In the spring of 1991, the city of New Yorddha public parade to ensure that
returning veterans felt revered and appreciated.

The same reverence and appreciation holds trug.tbdairports across the
country, men and women either leaving for serviceeturning from tours of duty
receive handshakes, thank-yous, and pats on tlke bdast Americans consider military
service an honorable role, regardless of theitipalipersuasion, and they provide
immense charity to assist disabled veterans andniag soldiers with post-traumatic
stress disorder. They help build and remodel hofssdbem, and there are significant
efforts to employ ther¥ This current treatment in many ways resulted foaeulated
efforts in the 1970s and 1980s to change how thdiquiewed and treated Vietnam
veterans.

Vietnam continues to shape how some politiciansthan constituents view
interventions and war. It made them skittish alibatuse of American military power

that until the 1960s seemed charmed and unstopp&laeever, while the United States

19 A poll conducted by th€hicago Tribundound that 46% of those asked admitted to buying a
yellow ribbon to support those fighting in the GWar. Peter Kendall, “Unflagging Retail Patriotism:
Majority in Survey Favor Goods that Support thedp®,” Chicago TribuneFebruary 22, 1991.

! Alessandra Stanley, “New York Prepares Embracdfoops,”The New York Timegune 10,
1991.

120n August 5, 2011, President Barack Obama anndisigeificant commitments by “Humana,
Veterans on Wall Street, the U.S. Chamber of CorameEdison Electric Institute, Microsoft, AT&T,
Hewlett-Packard, Accenture, Walmart, Lockheed NMtattioneywell, Code for America, SCORE, Futures,
Inc. and Siemens who have committed to hire orideotraining to unemployed veterans.” “Fact Sheet:
President Obama’s Commitment to Employing Amerigéterans,” Office of Press Secretary Release,
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/201 10 fact-sheet-president-obama-s-commitment-
employing-america-s-veterans.
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continues the process of learning to live with¢basequences of a war that affected its
international power and its mythological understagaf itself, Americans’ perceive
military service itself in a very different way.h& act of serving the United States
elevates men’s masculinity and indicates nobitiégardless of whether or not one sees
combat. The military tradition remains intact andny use its long, evolving history to
prove American power.

Although the use of military force continues toadbpoint of contention in any
American foreign policy situation, as seen with litae] War, dissent or fear of a
guagmire does not stop the government from enténtagconflict if the government
wants it. For conservatives whose principles idela belief in the superiority of the
United States, that shining city on a hill, theslas Vietnam led them on a specific
journey.

While attempting to convince a wary public of theportance of military tradition
in the wake of the Vietnam War, they not only paded them, they also gained an
adherence to that tradition and the military senttat drives it, removing the need to
break down the Vietnam Syndrome. Solidifying therat@ve of nobility in warfare re-
indoctrinated much of the American public into aceptance of a culture of militarism

that provides enough nationalistic and martial noavgr to override dissent.
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