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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

MARTIN ANDERSON 

DAN NY BOGG~ r;fl!l 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHl:-CTON 

January 18, 1982 

RE: Vietnam Veterans Memorial 

Issue: 

Should any steps be taken to pre vent approval of the current 
design of the Vietnam Veterans Memorial, as proposed ~y the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund? 

Background: 

Congress, by SJR 119 (1980), authorized the construction, with 
private funds, of a memorial to Vietnam veterans, to be erected 
at Constitution Gardens on the Mall. The statute provides that 
the National Park Service, among other groups, must give its 

· approval to the proposed memorial within 90 days of sub rr. i ss ion 
of final plans. NPS must also certify the financial ability of . 
the group to carry out construction before final authority is 
given. 

As a result of substantial controversy over the chosen de si gn, 
Secretary Watt has indicated that he would take his responsi­
bilities under the statute seriously, and wrote to'the hea d of 
the VVMF · asking for a prompt finalization of plans so th at he 
could review them. (It may be argued that the plans have 
already ~een submitted and the 90-day period ha~~already run. 
However, the plans have been changed signif¼!antly since 
original submission, and a legal appeal to this argument wo uld 
probably fail.) 

Last Thursday, Watt met the proponents of the memorial, ut no 
resolution was reached. He characterized their presenta~io n as 
"impressive;" but also indicated that it would -be "a sa d da y 
when 'artistic fre ed om' controls what America should sta nd for." 
He inquired a s to White House desires on this matter, and 
appeared quite willing to cooperate in what eve r course cf action 
is chosen. 

Thirty-one Republican Congress me n have wri_t.t .en a letter in 
opposition to the current design, and a-letter from nume ro us 
Senators is exp~cted. · At the same time, a number of prc ~ 1nent 
con serv at i ve figures have continued in support· of the Y.e ::-o r i al, 
including James Jackson Kilpatrick, General Westmoreland, a nd 
Bob Hope. (See Attachment 1) 
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Discussion: 

The controversy over the design has included two major elements . 

(1 ) The physical design itself . The memorial will be basically 
black, recessed into the earth , and the primary motif is a list 
of the killed and missing . 

(2) The inscription and accoutrements. As originally 
presented, according to some, the memorial wbuld not h a ve 
mentioned the name of the war involved, contained no flag, no 
inscription of honor or gratitude. 

As the design was revealed, many Vietnam veterans felt that 
"their" memorial had been hijacked by people of a basically 
anti-war persuasion. Numerous requests for changes were -made. 
Some of these changes were ddressed , but in such a gr4dging 
fashion as to reinforce the notion that honoring either the 
wishes or the persons of the veterans themselves was very far 
from the thoughts of the VVMF le adership . The opposition is now 
quite vocal and well organized, as evidenced by the letters 
cited above, the withdrawal from sponshorship by Ross Perot , 
James Webb, and other original supporters , and plans for suits 
by relatives of deceased soldiers to prevent their names from 

·being included in the monument . 

On the other hand , many feel that no disrespect has been 
intended , that the final design is a moving and artistic 
tribute , and that a political struggle over the mesning of 
Vietnam is being waged on both sides. Some of · the critics hav e 
indicated that their c9ncerns could be allayed if the memorial 
were "white , above ground, · and with a flag .'' It would seem that 
"above ground" would be the most difficult to a 1 ter', wh i 1 e 
adding a flag would be the easiest . 

It does seem to me that a memorial which is taken a~ offensive 
by most of those it is designed to honor is ~oth Yutile and 
unseemly . At the same time, it is unclear if that is the view 
of the majority of veterans . Opponents of the current design 
have offered to have a neutral poll commissioned and to abide b y 
the expressed desire of the majority of veterans . The VVMF has 
apparently refused . Perot has announced he will fund a poll 
somewhat along these lines . 

Options : 

(1) Kill the current design, by Park Service disapproval. This 
might well kill any national memorial for many years or forever . 
The fate of the FDR Memorial is instructive~ Controver s y over 
design has meant that no memorial has eve~b~en built. At a 
minimum, new legislation would probably be required , and any • 
future design would probably invite vigorous attack from those 
who support the current one . This would also cause at least 

-some political furor, as ~ell as undoubtedly drawing the 
President into expressing, directly or indirectly , some opinion 
on the design. 
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(2) Allow the current design to go through. This will 
undoubtedly also create considerable political discontent. The 
opponents have indicated that they will go to great lengths to 
stop construction, including lawsuits, piobably attempts at 
Congressional action, and even various types of direct action. . . . . . 

(3) There has been some indication that the inscription and 
surrounding trappings could be changed enough to satisfy most of 
the organized opponents. The VVMF has thus far refused to be 
responsive. It is at least possible that with . sufficient 
pressure, in the form of threats of non-?pproval, satisfactory 
language could be worked out This is an~option that should be 
seriously explored, as a way out of the all-or-nothing 
controversy created by a choice of either Options 1 or 2. 

Very recently there appears to have been some · additional 
willingness to negotiate on the part of the memorial supporters. 
For example, in a Wall Street Journal piece last Thuisday, Jan 
Scruggs, the President of the VVMF, indicated "we favor having 

.an American flag flying at the site." This could indicate 
greater willingness to be accommodating , now that significant 
opposition has been aroused. 

The inscription· has also been a point of controver'sy that 
opponents indicate could be a part of changes that~would allow a 
suitable resolution. ~he curren t language in6ludea a Prologue: 

In honor of the men and women of the Armed For~~s of 
the United States who served in Vietnam. The names 
of those who gave their lives, and of those who remain 
missing~ are inscribed in the order they were taken 
from us. \ .. 

The Epilogue contains the following words: 

Our nation remembers the ~ourage , -sacrifice, and 
devotion to duty of its Vietnam veterans. 

This has been criticized as lacking any expression of 
recognition, gratitude, or true sense or · appreciation or honor, 
that it recogni z.~s only de sth , not the ideals of "Duty, Honor, 
Country." 

Recommendation: 

-----I would recommepd that pri ~ar y attentio~ be .given to Option 3. 
Watt could meet now with orf::,:ient s ., as he has w_~ th the . 
proponents, and attempt to ea ch some compromise on the wording 

- and· trappings. If that fails, Options 1 and 2 can be addressed·. 

, 
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Patn·ck J. Buchanan 

On the first of March, just two months 
away. ground will be broken on the Mall · 
to construct-purportedly to honor the 
veterans of Vietnam--a memori al that 
v. ti I be a mockery of the sacrifices of 

• ,"' t•;,,t,;l\~ ... ~,, 

those who served, 
"a wailing wall for 
future anti-draft and 

· t·i:,fi_"~Jri;'.i•"5.• 
~&~i~p~,A\~.\;~1 .. ,. ~4t" 
; :i:{1\,· ~!#,11.,~. . . . anti-nuclear de-
:i.J{i~ ~ monstrations." 
,•:i.•• i ~ That is the hard 

/' ·, ,. A.: -~ ,• ·v i e w o f form e r 
?~k1· .. ,~\ 
:vii: -:::::,,,, Marine platoon 

;~ -~~.;.. ,,_- :v,t leader James Webb 
w.;:l.:... "-.. t. •1" ~" J r . , a u t h o r o f 
''Fields of Fire,'' who resigned from the 
National Sponsoring Committee of the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, to 
protest the memorial design. It is 
apparently the view as well of Adm. 
James Stockdale, one of the three Amer- . 
ican prisoners of war awarded the Con­
gressional medal of honor, who likewise 
resigned. It is the view of the Marine 
Corps League, which has withdrawn its 
support for the memorial as insulting and 
denigrating those who came home from 
Vietnam and those who did not. 

Yet, as this is written, funds continue 
to trickle in to the VVMF. Unless there 
is some form of national protest, this 
final national outrage will be perpetrated 
against the memory of the Vietnam vet­
eran. 

Here is how it came about. 
In 1980, Congress commissioned a 

Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund to de­
sign and build, with private capital, a 
suitabll: memorial on the Mall to' 'honor 
and recogni1.e the men and women . 
who served in the Vietnam War," 

---------------- ----

Ross Perot, the Texas businessman 
who has contributed much to the veter­
ans' cause, came fonvard with most of 
the funding, including the funds neces­
sary to conduct a national competition 
on the memorial design. He was pro­
mised that the result, while not glorify­
ing war, would do honor to those who 
went. 

When the competition was com­
pleted, many veterans were stunned at 
the outcome. The winner was Maya. 
Ying Lin, a Yale architectural student, 
who had designed a memorial not to the 
veterans, but only to the dead. 

Her winning design consists of two· 
walls of over 200 feet each, starting at 
ground level, and converging at an angle 
of 135 degrees-IO feet below the 
ground. 

The American flag under which the 
veterans fought was not to fly over the 
memorial in the original design; the 
word Vietn~m was nowhere mentioned; 
the walls would be black granite, not 
white marble, and upon them would be 
inscribed the names of the 57,000 who 
died-in the chronological order of their 
deaths. 

The "purpose" of this memorial, 
wrote the New Republic, is "to impress 
upon the visitor the sheer human waste, 
the utter meaninglessness of it all ... 
To treat the Vietnam dead like some 
monstrous traffic accident is more than a 
disservice to history; it is a disservice to 
the memory of the 57,000. ·' 

Ross Perot took one look at the winn­
ing design~ and washed his hands of it. 

How did it happen that the VVMF 

..... 

' ~ .: , 1 

. ,; . ', 
could settle upon a ditch on the Mall and 
a black Wall of Shame as fitting memo­
rial to those who served? 

Relatively simple. Not n 1,inP,le Viet• 
nam veteran scrvc<l on the JUd g111g paricl 
that selected M1~s L1n'1, des1rn .. ·o 1et­
n.im veteran Wil\ allowed to ~erve on a 
panel wh ich contained several members 
outspokenly hostile to the national effort 
to stop North Vietnam 's conquest of the 
South; one member allegedl y had a long 
association with the American Com­
munist Party. 

If this trench is dug, and those black 
granite walls are sunk into the earth of 
the Mall, those 57 ,<XX) war dead, whose 
names will be inscribed in perpetuity, 
will be conscripted agai n and again at 
rallies on behalf of c auses of the ~elf­
same people who mocked their ~acri­
fices while they lived and helped to can­
cel their achievements after they died. 
That trench would be a permanent poli­
tical statement endorsing the vc i w of the 
American left: that the Vietnam veterans 
fought and died in a worthless cause. 

Already, according to Tom Carhart, 
twice-wounded platoon leader with the 
101st Airborne who is mobilizing op· 
position to this • 'black gash of sorrow 
and shame ," relatives of the war dead 
are coming forward to keep the names of 
their fathers, brothers, husbands and 
sons off the granite slabs. 

The hour is late; but not too late for 
urgent appeals to Congress and, es­
pecially, the President, whose secretary 
of the Interior must approve the digging. 
The most persuasive voices that could be 
raised would surely be those of the v'etcr­
ans themselves , rising in angry protest 
against . this last, final exploi tat ior of 
their fallen comrades. 

0 198 I PJB Enletpriw:1 
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HENRY J. HYDE 
- TH OIST]IJCT. ILUNOIS 
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- ~-H HouHOP'P'ICI: BulLDII 

W ..... INOTON, 0 .C. %0515 

(202) %25-45111 

<; 
, COMMITTl:Cl1 

.JUDICIARY 

FOREIGN AFFAIRS <!tongrcss of tbe llnittb ~tatcs 
~ouse of l\tpresentatibts 

~a~bfngton. J9.~. 20515 

Honorable Ronald Reagan 
President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

January 12, 1982 

We the undersigned respectfully urge you to request that Secretary of Interior 
James Watt withhold his signature from any documents that provide necessary per­
mission to the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, or its designees, to break ground 
to construct the so-called Vietnam Veterans Memorial. 

The enclosed article by James H. Webb, Jr. fully expresses our view that the 
design of this memorial conveys more shame than honor. 

This proposed construction has been aptly described by a member of the design 
selection jury: 11 In a city of white memorials rising, this will be a dark memorial 
receding." 

We feel this design makes a-political statement of shame and dishonor, rather than 
an expression of our natfonal pride at the courage, patriotism and nobility of all 
who served. 

A new jury ought to be appointed, less intent :on perpetuating national humiliation 
no matter how artistically expressed. 

We who voted for enabling legislation to accomplish a Vietnam Veterans Memorial 
feel betrayed by the ultimate design selected. We _share the view that this alleged 
memorial is 11 a black ditch that does not recognize or honor those who served" and 
fervently hope you and Secretary Watt will intercede to prevent this depressing 
and unedifying memorial from representing our Nation's public statement about 
men and women who deserve far better from us. 

Sincerely, 

(J. 
HJH:fw 

cc: Honorable James Watt 
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By JAl'tllli H. \Vt:1111 JIL 

1 like m:my Virlnam veterans I have 
spoken to, race a Hooson·s choice with rl'­
spect to the proposed Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial. Having served on ~e Vietnam 
Veterans Memorial Fund's National Spon· 
soring Committee. and ha_ving also worked 
on Capitol Hill to help gam passagt> or the 
authorizing resoluliqn. I want very much to 
see a m('morial on the Mall. ~ lhe other 
hand, J believe the memonal _ chosen 
through the recent design c~~IIUon ~· 
as other detractors have mamtamed. a ru· 
hilisllc statement that dot'S not rencler 
honor to those who served. 

In 1980 the Congress authorized the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund 
1VVMFI to erect with private funds a me· 
morial that would "honor and recognize 
lhe men and women or the armed forces of 
the United States who served In the Vi~t· ' 
nam war." The fund. which was the bram­
chJld of a small group of Wash1~on-based 
Vietnam veterans, held a nationwide de­
sign competition, with Jurors select~ ~n 
the basis of their eminence In the artistic 
and architectural community. 

The winning design, which the fund ~ro­
poses to bulld in Constitution Gardens JUSt 
off the mall in time for Veterans Day 1982, 

TH f'. W,\11. ,TKU I JOll<'i .\l., HHl> .\"t, IH.CUIIH.R It- , 1•1~1 

:Reassessing the Vietnam Veterans Memorial 

c~'I of two black wans, Jobdnr at a 
135-degree angle, with one wall potnttnr to­
ward the Uncoln Memorial and one toward 
the Washington Monument. The top of the 
memorial will remain at ground level, 
while lbt> base will recede Into the earth to 
a depth of to feet where the two walls join. 
On lhe walls wlll 11' the names of those 
who perished in the war, listed chronolog1-
cally supposedly In the order they fell. 
The~ will be no nag. no images indicative 
of war. The orirtnal desip did not carry 
the word "Vietnam," thooib now a short 
Inscription Is apparently planned wht>re the 
walls met>!. It Will be. as wrtter and Viet­
nam veteran Al Santoli mentioned to me, 
"a place to go and be depressed." _ 

Whal is one to do? Is any memonaJ bet· 
ter than no memorial? At what point dr)('S 
a pie<'t' of architecture cease being a mt>­
mori:il to servlc~ and im,tead become a 
mockery of that service, a wailing wall fvr 
future anli-<lrart and anti -nucle;ir demon· 
strators? And most importantly, how did 
this travt>l>1Y, this unwinnable paradox, 
come abour: . . 

It is Important to make one clanf1ca­
tion. The dissatisfaction with the propost>d 
design is not the product of the far nght. 
which has been panned in some recent artl· 
cles as wanting to set' a Vietnam era. up­
date or tht' lwo Jima memonal. nor 1s It 
the product of a few dls~ntled contes­
tants In the design competition. The ISSUE' 
is whether this design meets the congres· 
sional mandate to "honor and recogmze 
the nJ('ll and women . .• who served in the 
Vietnam war." All this talk of a memo~al 
"suitably capturing the national _feeling 
about Vietnam;· whatrver that IS and 
whatever .else It might be 10 or 100 years 
from now, is se-.ondary to that mandatt'd 
purpose. If It dO<'!,, fine. But It must first 
hmcor 1111d recognize those who served. 

I 

The present design does neither. First, 
it is a memorial only to the dead. Maya 
Un, its designer, h;is been very clear on 
this point, stating that "this memor:tal IS 
not meant as a memorial to the individual, 
but rather as a memorial to the men and 
women who died during the war. as a 
whole." 

The Nf'W Republic magazine took um· 
brage at this conception of UM- memorial. 
"Its purpose," the magazint' said. "1s to 
Impress upon the visitor the s~r human 
waste the utttr meaninglessness of it all. 
It is 'an unfortunate choice of memorial 
• • . • To treat the Vietnam dead like lhe 
vktims of some monstrous traffic accident 

' Is more than a disservice to history; it is a 
disservice to lhe memory of the 57,000 .•.• 
It is surely an excess of revisiCllllst zeal.' ' 

A memorial devoid of embellishment. 
which will take up almost 200 yards of the 
capitol Mall to list the names of the dead 
on a long black wall, violates the congres­
sional mandate, and also violates the re­
peated assurances given early :.-upporters 
by lhe Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund. 
In addition to me, Admiral James B. 
Stockdale, Medal of Honor wiener and the 
dean of the American prisoners of war, has 
resigned from the National Sponsorin_g 
Comrnittet' of the Fund for so long as this 
d~ign prevails, 

Busillt'SSman Ross Perot, who provlcled 
nearly all of the funding for the memorial 
projt'("t from its infeption in 197~ until the 
design for this memorial was chos(•n, 111-
rluding thr funds for the <1es1i,i compet1· 
lion itself. quietly withdrew upon seeing 
the ~inning design. Mr. Pemt. a Naval 
Academy graduatt' who has ~n widelr 
active in projects that recognize the pos1· 
live achievements of servict>mt>n and Vt'l· 
erans. had been repeatedly assurt'd by the 
Fund's directors that the monument would 
not glorify war. but would honor the dead 
while giving primary emphaslS to recogmz­
ing the ht>roic service or those who fought 
and returned. Manifestly. ii does not. 

Those who support the design argut-, on 
being confrontt"d with such dissent, that 
iOUr grapes art' inevitable. that ~he design 
competition was the most exte~1vt2 In h~· 
tory. and that t~ df'sign Itself IS 

"neutral," allowing each observer to makt' 
bis own conclusion about the war and those 
who died. But this design should not be 
neutral. We are invading for all time the 
privacy or those who pt'rished In the war 
by publishing their names on the memo· 
rial, and this should nol be dooe except In 
the most affirmative sense of honor and 
recognition. 

Architectural uniw.rstatement is hardly 
called for when we are dealing with the he· 
roic and honorable loss of life. If citizens 
and international visitors wish to reach a 
conclusion regarding the American In· 
volvement in Vietnam while studying the 
memorial, it should begin wlth lhat prem· 
ise. Thus, if there were to be sour grapes. 
the cries should have been that there was 
too much honor. If that is possible, rather 
than not enough. 

One of the most unfortunate and moving 
testimonies to this point came from the 
widow of a fellow Marine, a man whom I 
deeply respected and fondly rell'lt'mber. No 
supporter of the war herself, she likened 
the blarltness, the lack of ornateness, the 
very emptiness of this design to the rear· 
tion she had upon seeing the ovens at Da· 
chau. No honor there. but rather a rubhing 
of tht' world's race into the grisly shame of 
the deaths. " It would be better to not have 
a memorial at all." she concluded. 

How could such a design have pre­
vailed? It is true that there Wert' more en­
tries in this competition than any other m 
history. But through what fUter d~d they 
pass? Who decided on the wmner . Y.11en 
the winner was announced, I called tht' mt'· 
morial fund office and asked whether a 
Vietnam vetf'ran had been on the judging 
panel. I was told, astoundinKIY, that no 
Vietnam veterans were considered qual­
ifif'd, though it is traditional in such compe­
titions for a layperson directly concerned 
with the project to sit as a judge, to pro­
Vide a balance. Later, the VVMF offlc1ally 
stated that "a factor militating against a 
Vietnam veteran being on the jury was 
that because of the other jury mt>mbers' 
empathy for such a person, they m_ight _be 
swayed too greatly by that person s opin­
ion," 
A Desire to Avoid Any Symbol 

There have been charges and countt'r· 
charges regarding the antiwar activities of 
St-veral mem!M>rs of the Jury. At a m1111-
mum, it Is clear that there were members 
who had been bitterly opposed to tht> war, 
and the winning dl'Sign seems to T't'flect a 
desire to avoid any symbol or statement 
that would put the war or those who fought 
it in an affirmative light. It should be re­
nwmbereu t~at tht' wlnnino- n~irn . when 

"Vietnam" on It, nor dJcl it say anything 
whatsoever about thOSt' who had S('rv!-d 
From the results or the competition, the 
judgt>s undoubtedly agreed with William 
Gr-eider's re<"ent perception in tht' Wash· 
ington Post. Sllpporting the proposed de­
sign, that "our shared memories of that 
war do not includt' any suitably heroic 1m· 
ages which a sculptor could convt'rt to 
stonP or bronze." 

Most Vietnam veterans who watched 
the daily sacrinces of their peers in com· 
bat would quickly disagree with such _a 
view of the ' 'honor and ol'('Ogllitinn" that IS 

their due and the lack ot this affirmative 
viewpoint Is demonstrable In thl' winning 
desi1,'TI . As the descendant or any man who 
fought for the O.mfederacy can assure you. 
It is not necessary for a nation to ha vr won 
a war in order ror its soldiers to havr 
fought heroirally. The Vietnam veteran d~ 
serves a memorial that can make this 
same distinction. 

In the Interest of compromise, thOS(' 
who oppose the present design have asked 
that it be made while. above t-rround . and 
have a nag at the juncture or the two 
walls. The VVMF has the powrr to makt' 
such changl'S, with very little damage to 
the process by which they amvl"d at the 
de:.ign itself. Should they not, perhaps the 
public should n,ject the design by refusing 
to pay for it. Smee this memonal 1s lo be 
built with private funds, it should thus re-­
fleet the judgment of those who make its 
construction possible. One hor~s. that_ con· 
trib'..itors would not hastf'n in tht>1r !!ood in · 
tenlions to honor thl)Se who served. and rn 
the end bankroll l subtlt' but real denigra­
tion . 

Mr. Webb &ms a Manne nflr plntoon 
rommnnd,·r in Victnr1m and 1s thr 1111/hor 
u/ tu·o 11oi:cls, "f'ields of Fire" 1111r/ .. A 
Sl'nsc of Honor. " Until rt'CMCl/11 hr u·11s m1· 
norit.11 ruun.~el tn the House \'eta1111s A/­
/11irs Cmmmtlt:r. 

.., 
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9 February 1982 

General Robert H. Barrow USMC 
Commandant of The Marine Corps 
Headquarters, U.S. Marine Corps (code CMC) 
Washington, D.C. 20380 

Dear General Barrow: 

Per our conversation regarding the Vietnam 
Veterans Memorial during the visit of Colonel 
Vince McGarry, National President, to your office 
on February 4, 1982, enclosure (1) is provided for 
in f ormation. The enclosure was prepared by Cy 
Kamme ier, Executive Director, Marine Corps League 
who has b e en an active opponent of the original 
design of the memorial. 

During the visit you expressed interests which 
I feel are adequately addressed in the point paper 
enclosed. 

Should you desire further information please 
let me know. 

Sincerely, 

6Jrr~ 
Rober~ L. Talbert 
Colonel USMCR (RET) 
Executive Director 



Subj: Vietnam Veterans Memorial 

1. BACKGROUND. 

POINT PAPER 

a. The effort to construct a Vietnam veterans memorial was undertaken by a 
group of Vietnam veterans in 1979. Under the leadership of a Jan Scruggs, a 
federal government employee, the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, Inc., a private 
non-profit and non-partisan organization was incorporated in Washington, D. C., 
for the purposes: to cr.eate, through private contributions, a memorial in the 
nation's capital to those who died and who served in Vietnam; to provide funds 
to complete the Vietnam Veterans Peace and Brotherhood Chapel in Eagle Nest, New 
Mexico; and to contribute to other memorials to Vietnam War casualties and veter­
ans in other locations. (TAB A). 

b. The colTITiunity of various veterans and military related organizations gen­
erally supported the concept, as well as legislation to provide authorization to 
establish a memorial on public grounds in West Potomac Park in the District of 
Columbia, in honor and reco nition of the men and women of the Armed Forces of 
the United States who serve 1n t e 1etnam ar. 

c. A National Design Competition was held, with jurors selected on the basis of 
their eminence in the artistic and architectural colTITiunity. The winning design con­
sisting of two subsurface black walls, to be inscribed with the names of the Vietnam 
dead was submitted by Maya Ying Lin, a Yale architectural student. The design pre­
scribes that the top of the memorial will remain at ground level, while the base 
will recede into the earth to a depth of 10 feet where the two walls join. (TAB C). 

2. CONTROVERSY. 

a. The ~arine Corps League was the only veterans organization opposing the 
selected design, with their statement as ,. the approved position of the Marine Corps 
League: "The design that has been selected is inappropriate. It represents an 
insult to the memory of those it is intended to memorialize. The Vietnam veterans 
des erve better. The Marine Corps League hereby withdraws its support to the memor­
ia l in the design that is now proposed. " {TAB D). The Heritage Foundation joined 
in the opposition and issued a backgrounder {TAB E). As the controversy grew, sup­
port for the opposition also grew. The Honorable Henry Hyde of the U. S. House of 
Representatives gathered 30 signatures in the House and advised The President: 11 We 
share t he view that this alleged memorial is 'a black ditch that does not recognize 
or honor those who served'; and fervently hope you and Secretary Watt will intercede 
to prevent this depressing and unedifying memorial from representing our Nation's 
public statement about men and women who deserve far better from us." (TAB F). 

1 • Other veterans organizations, such a's the American Legion and the VFW. have 
re fu· ed to get involved in the controversy out of fear that their involvement might 
ill the memorial altogether; and they already are laboring to overcome anti-Vietnam 

veteran perceptions. Others, however, perceive it as, "give them their memorial and 
tell them to shut up -- after all, it's Vietnam veterans that are in charge." 
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c. Mr. H. Ross Perot, a national patriotic figure and successful business­
man, was an early supporter of the memorial. He personally provided the initial 
funding for the organization of the VVMF and for the design competition. Upon 
viewing the selected design, however, he withdrew his support; as did Marine 
author James H. Webb, Jr., and several others who were on the sponsoring corrmit­
tee of the VVMF. Senator John Warner, the prime mover in the Senate for the leg­
islation which provided the site for the memorial entered the controversy by 
holding a meeting in his office on January 31, 1982. Present, in addition to 
Senator Warner, were Mr. H. Ross Perot, other organization representatives, includ­
ing the Marine Corps League and Marine Corps Reserve Officers Association, who 
had expressed concern with the selected design; and members of the VVMF. Out of 
that meeting, and heated dispute, came an agreement to modify the memorial through 
the inclusion of the American flag at the apex of the 11 V11

, and a fighting figure 
to be located in front of the walls atop of a base, properly inscribed to honor 
those who served in the Vietnam War. 

3. CONCLUSION. While the meeting as described in 2c above appears to have muted 
the general controversy regarding the memorial, the final selection of the fight­
ing figure and its exact placement; and the exact placement of the flag remain 
the responsibility of the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund. The final design of 
the memorial, including its modifications, will require the approval of the Secre­
tary of the Interior before ground-breaking and/ or construction begin. In the 
final analysis, there are still those who have reservations regarding the final 
design of the memorial, principally, the inclusion of black granite of foreign 
(India) origin; the subsurface "V" structure and the chronological listing of 
names, without indication of grade or Service. Jim Webb stated, "Likened to the 
victims of a massive traffic accident." The VVMF response to this criticism is 
that they intend to construct a kiosk which will provide a Rolodex-type alphabeti­
cal location finder which will also indicate grade and Service at time of death. 

4. COGNIZANT AGENCIES/ OFFICES. 

a. The White House has expressed an interest in the final design via the Office 
of Special Assistant to the President for Public Liaison, Mr. Morton Blackwell at 
456-2657. Mr. t1eese has been apprised of the status of the memorial to date. 

b. Secretary of the Interior, James S. Watt, whose final approval is required, 
can be contacted at 655-4000. 

c. The Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, Inc., principal organizers of the effort 
and ulti mate ly responsible for construction of the memorial - contact: Jan Scruggs, 
Presi dent, VVNF, or Colonel Don Sheat, USMC (Ret.), Executive Director. 659-11 51. 

d. Commission on Fine Arts; one of the tertiary approval authorities can be 
reached at 566-1 066; and t he National Capital Planning Corrmission, another approval 
authority can be reached at 724-0174. 

e. Senator John Warner, who simply assumed responsibility for the memorial as 
a result of his legislative and arbitration efforts, may be reached at 224-2023. 

f . Department of Defense: Office of OASD (PA). It is understood that DOD had 
previously been queried regarding the selected design and that their response 
reflected: "A private initiative beyond the purview of the Department of Defense." 

5. RECOMMENDATION. At this date, and considering the general consensus of agree­
ment to construct the memorial with certain modifications, about the only recourse 
to voice concurrence or objections regarding the ultimate design of the memorial, 
would be through The White House, namely Mr. Edwin Meese, and such action is so 
recorrmended. 
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test 1Jf Ko1 e a. · ncl the devisive con­
fli ct tn outheast Asia our Sta rs and 
Stripes remai ned as •he symbol of 
freedom a nd democracy throughout 
the world . It remained unhlemished 
and un ..irnished as vve w itn essed a 
cha ng1• 111 pres1Jen ts as a result of 
\\'.it ,•r~" ,,. 

Th,· !>I •n b> l r,! !\1111!rican wili. flies 
nwcirrl 1L1ough the far reaches of 

s p ,. c t> .i : ,l cur r i es w i t h i t the 
1ech11,>i11g1c.il ,in d pi onee ring spi rit 
of !ht: gr,· c1lehl n.ition on earth . with 
1h r >u 1~ ,n the educa tional sys tem 
·ve hav ,· ill l shared . It carries the 

lifebl(lud of our forebears who have 
fought for i1 , who ha ve cli~d for it , 
a nd who have achieved under it. 

So. in revering the Flag on this 
specia l day . i t is not in what it is . but 
in what it represents ; not only in a 
historical perspec ti ve. but as a sym­
ho l of our faith in our America in the 
~ t.:.lfs ah ead . 

Un this Flag Oily , the 14th of Jun e , 
Y7ti l salu 1• 1his national symbol ; 
inti I h.i l11t c ,·ou !or 01ir contribu­
twn~ made> toµ<i lht in keepi ng our 
~, ,rs ,,prt S rr il'"'S ,1~ ,he hope of he 
l\Oi Id · Of ~1,,at p lan uf life 
, · >I'• "d Pl' •, 1 greu I p1,op le." 

4t MTRAC REUNION 
• ; -, , 1<."lr.e .• mlrns B.illoli c n 

•.", reun11J1~ in llelt-11<1 1 011 

•1~ 11,l.'I:-.' • J• partt<-u l.irs \\. ril,• 
• • 111 , lt k.i mp R11ule I, llox •HI . 

• 1d llufl11•1 (Jn ana. or call (41llij '.:!82-
7!-J::i ..'. 

GROUP FORMS 
TO BUILD 
VIETNAM 
VETERAN 

EMORIAL 

'11 ,.,, , , ' l"l· /l 'l.11 ine Co r p~ 
I ,, ,,t ·, ., I l, 1 ,i \\ 1· ~tphail diP.d 
, I I cl~ t ! , · I 1~ , l v t· u I h •~ r you n µ 
,\, • •1 d','" '""·tnes \v hen they were 
,; <,· •· '.' ieln.trn nr. Vi r. tor 
We:.q• < ,· h !>IOI lilf1 a nu author , 
\\.,· :l" ;,1'l ,,, r uf the l\fa rin e officer . 
. \ 11•11 . l!1nt 11s !ater, this griev ing 
p,1, •·ril do 11,: 1Je;Hl!1 r. ons tr11t:lior. on 
v-hat ;;0 11 e call 01w of the m ost 
1i e •, t if u I I, u i Id i. ~ s i n Nor I h 
Amt>riui - the Vietnam Veterans 
P a( t· an•· nrotht_,~• ood Chapel in 

(C onti>tued on page 10) 

IUf ~ t7~ ~A/L-JJ~ _ kY;i,<A 1r11 
PRESIDENT HONfl)RS VIETNAM I 

VETERANS 

T h,· White ll011 ~t! - Pr e sidtrn l 
C.i1 :, r s,,id 1h ., 1 llw, n.ilion has not 
d'l'I ! f'l11)llgh "to I ecognizn and lo 
11·\\a rd the sp, ·c.i,d heroism" of our 

m,:nc,111 so l1 !11•rs who se rved in 
\'ielnam ,1., he s pok al ,1 speci al 
"P<.e pli11 11 honor ng Vi e tnam 

1•l!'l' ,111s .ii ihe Whi tu I lo11se. The 
.,., Pplion vvas 111H · of a se r ies of 
1 --1: 111~ cu mm e moraling Vietnam 
, "l t•r.i ris W1: t: k . o liserv e d 
I 11 ougho11 I I h 1: 11a I io n . At the 
C!'fl'mon~ . the President and De put '.) 
Puslm a slt!r Gcn~: ral Jam es V. P . 

Cunwc1y joinlly u11 ,,.t}, ,d 1 h,· dPsl .!• 
of a new l J.S. ( H sta,11 ~t 1111 1' J>.I} rng 
1rih11l e lo v ·e1n..im ·1:11,'aP~ I,; th, 
President 's r i11 h arn t!w ·· 1rs ; 1..Hh 
a nd Max Clel.rnd , , . d 1;;i:11str,• •JI •r 
lh l~ Veterans . d m1 1s lr.:1i o11 

ll erh H arf!lon 1 · a11 .1 ,I 1,,:µ ,•l 

Couns e l of the 1,1r"1t' C"fi" 
Leag•1e. repres~1 !Pd \J .1t iw1,d ':,w: 
rnanda nl Jim l•rfls t ,,nd ,,1 1 ,n, ,:, n,,;-,, 
of th,: Ma r in e Cor ps I.,, 1g1 1 " 11 d11· 

WhitP Hous ,: i:.inction r11 •~. :rt .. , 
noon of June 6, 19,Y. 



· ·• 

(Contittued from page 8) 

Eagle !\:est . New Mexico. For over a 
decade Dr. Westphall invested tens 
of th u11sands of dollars and has put 
one qu,1rter million mil es on his cars 
in ordtir lO build a visible remi nd e r 
of tt1,i mo!>t tragic co nseque nce of 
war - the loss of lov ed ones. 

Thu vus t wi ng-like s tructure rises 
I " a he ight of nearly fift y feet. Insid e. 
tht·rc is a displa y of pi ctu res of 
American servicemen who made the 
ult imate sacrifice in our nation 's 
mo~t co ntrove rsial war . About half 
of the photogr~phs • have been 
delivered by parenti.; who have 
dri\·en from all over the United 

• l 

States. Senator Pete V. Domenici of 
New Mexico introduced a bill to 
have this historical monuIIN:lnt made 
into part of the National Park 
System. Much to his dismay, the 
Nationa l Park System Advisory 
board rejected Dr. Westphall's con­
tribution. 

On 27 April 1979 the Vietnam 
Veterans Memorial Fund, Inc., a 
non-p rofit and non partisan 
organization, was incorporated in 
Washington, D.C. Their three pur­
poses are: to create, through private 
contributions, a memorial in the na­
tion's capitol to those who died and 
who served in Vietnam; to provide 

funds to complete th~ Vietnam 
Veterans Peace and Brotherhood 
Chapel; and to contribute to other 
memorials to Vietnam War 
casualties and veterans in other loca­
tions. The Memorial Fund will dis­
solve at such time as a memorial to 
American Vietnam War casualties 
and returnees is built in Washington. 
D.C. through private contributions. 

Contributions may be sent to th e 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund , 
Inc., P.O. Box 50096 , Washington. 
D.C. 20004. Contributions are tax 
deductible by the donor . 

THE CANDIDATES 
FOR NATIONAL 
COMMANDANT 

NATIONAL SENIOR VICE 
COMMANDANT, PAUL F. 
HASTINGS, BIDS FOR TOP 
SLOT 

(Submitted by the Com mittee to 
e lect Paul Hastings) 

Paul F. Hastings 

i\lar1 11,• Pc11 il F. Hi.1sl111gs h.i~ l11r-
111ully annu11n r:ed his Cd nclidu c\ !or 
i ii, · ~11mhe r one post of the M~rine 
C:t1r ps League. 

:\ .s l, .i ckgro11nd infurrnJtion on the 
c:,111 d1d1111i. Ha~tings en listee! in the 
l l.S . l\1;1ri1w Corps Resen·e at age 17 
while attendi ng hi gh school in 1950. 
U pon gradu ation he was ordered to 
activ e duty with the o rganized 

1(} 

Marine Corps Reserve unit of Har­
risburg, PA . Ordered with the unit to 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, 
NC he was reassigned to Marine 
Corps Schools, Quantico, VA for 
duty with the 22d Marines ; later 
designated as Schools Troops, Fol­
lowing 18 months of active duty, he 
was released from active duty. 

Returning to Harrisburg, PA and 
as a member of the local Reserve un­
it, he was selected for assignment to 
the officers train ing course at Quan­
tico under the meritorious noncom­
missioned officers program, and 
which subsequently led to his com­
missioning as a second lieutenant of 
Marines. Active duty assignments in­
cluded postings at Camp Pendleton ; 
with the 3d Marine Division in 
Japan ; the Marine Corps Supply 
School, Camp Lejeune; the 1st 
Marine Division ; the 3rd Marine 
Di vision on Okinawa; the Marine 
Corps Supply Activity in 
Phil ade lphia; MCAS, Beaufor t; the 
Force Logistics Command. Danang, 
Kepublic of Vietnam; and the Head­
quarters of FMFPac in Hawaii. In 
1971 Hastings was reassigned to 
Philadelphia for processing in con­
nection with a medical disability, 
and was placed on the retired list of 
Marine officers. 

Hast ings served in enlisted grades 
o f private through technical 
sergeant. and as an officer, second 
lieutenant through major; his pre­
sent grade on the retired list. For his 
service while serving in Vietnam, 
Hastings was awarded the Navy 
Commendation Medal with Combat 
"V". and l~ter the Meritorious Ser­
vice Medal for his service on the 
st11ff »f Headquar;ters, ftvf.F~ac '. t{e iJ 
also autborized to wear the- Korean i '. , . 

Service Medal, the Vietnam Servi c.;e 
Medal, with four stars ; the good Con ­
duct Medal with two stars; th ,: 
Meritorious Unit Co mmendati on 
Ribbon and the Nil \'Y Un it Commen 
dation Ribbon. In addition. he huld~ 
the Marine Corps Si 1 \ t' , 
Distinguished Rifl e Marksma nsh i I 
Badge , 

Within the League. Hastings h.i , 
served two tours of duty as u Detad · 
men t Command ant. one vear us ,\ •. 
sistant Central Di\·ision \.1 ice l '. 1111 , 
mandant. and one year as Oi\' i~ 11 • 
Vice Commandant for the IJ e pii r' 
ment of Pe nnsylv ,inia . Within tli, 
Departm e nt of Pe nnsylvaniu . I .. 
served over two yea rs as Sen ior \'ic, 
Commandant and currentl y stn \ ,. 
as the Department Commanda 111 11 

addition to his duties as Nali1111 , 
Senior Vice Commandant. He is ti , 
Past Chairman of the Nati1111,1 
Budget and,Finance Comm itt e, : . .in 
concu rrent with his elec tion ., 
National Sen ior \ ' ice C11 1nm .ind.i1 • 
National Cummand,1111 Fro.st l;1~k, , 
him as Chairman of tlw 1.nng Ran,_. 
Financial Planning Commiltct!. 

In recognition of his µosl sen i, ,, : 
the League . th e Nation.ii Cn1n11 ,;,, 
dant award ed him the Disting11 1s li, 
Citizen Medal. Go ld and twrJ ;1,\,1rt 
of the Distinguish ed Scr\'ic1: A\, ,.,r. 
At the Division and th e l)f;p;_i1tni, : 
le ve l s. h e was a war ded th 
Distingui shed Citize ns M1:dal . S1h • 
and Bronze respec tively . In l'I 
Hastings was singularly recog n1;,- • 
within his Departmen t for i:,r. ,, 
tional service through awa rd CJf lh • 
highest hono r h} being nunHid ti 
Department of Penns ylvania Murr. 
of the Y~ar . 

Hastings is a life member nf t 
Marine Corps League, the Disali l 
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PUBLIC LAW 96-297-JUL Y 1, 1980 

Public Law 96-297 
96th Congress 

Joint Resolution 
To authorize the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, Inc., to establish a memorial. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial Fund, Inc., a nonprofit corporation organized and existing 
under the laws of the District of Columbia, is authorized to establish a 
memorial on public grounds in West Potomac Park in the District of 
Columbia, in honor and recognition of the men -and women of the 
Armed Forces of the United States who served in the Vietnam war. 

SEC. 2. (a) The Secretary of the Interior, in consultation with the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, Inc., is authoru.ed and directed to 
select with the approval of the Commission of Fine Arts and the 
National Capital Planning Commission a suitable site of approxi­
mately two acres in size located in the area of West Potomac Park 
known as Constitution Gardens in the District of Columbia: Provided, 
That if subsurface soil conditions prevent the engineering of a 
feasible foundation system for the memorial in a location in that 
area, then the Secretary of the Interior, in consultation with the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, Inc., is authoru.ed and directed to 
select a suitable site of approximately two acres in size located in an 
area of West Potomac Park north of Independence Avenue other 
than Constitution Gardens. 

(b) The design and plans for such memorial shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, the Commission of Fine 
Arts, and the National Capital Planning Commission: Provided, That 
if the Secretary of the Interior, the Commission of Fine Arts, or the 
National Capital Planning Commission fails to report his or its 
approval of or specific objection to such design and plans within 
ninety days of their submission, his or its approval shall be deemed to 
be given. 

(c) Neither the United States nor the District of Columbia shall be 
put to any expense in the establishment of the memorial. 

SEc. 3. The authority conferred pursuant to this resolution shall 
lapse unless (1) the establishment of such memorial is commenced 
within five years from the date of enactment of this resolution, and (2) 
prior to groundbreaking for actual construction on the site, funds are 
certified available in · an amount sufficient, in the judgment of the 
Secretary of the Interior based upon the approved design and plans 
for the memorial, to insure completion of the memorial. 

59-139 0 - 80 (120) 

,. •· 

94 STAT. 827 

July 1, 1980 
[S.J. Res. 119] 

Vietnam 
Veterans 
Memorial Fund, 
Inc., 
establishment. 
16 USC 431 note. 

Location 
authorization. 

Design plans. 

Expenses. 

Termination of 
authority. 



94 STAT. 828 

Memorial 
maintenance. 

PUBLIC LAW 96-297-JULY 1, 1980 

SEC. 4. The maintenance and care of the memorial established 
under the provisions of this resolution shall be the responsibility of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Approved July 1, 1980. 

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: 

HOUSE REPORT No. f/6-1129 (Comm. of Conference). 
SENATE REPORTS: No. 96-663 (Comm. on Energy and Natural Resources) and No. 

96-832 (Comm. of Conference). 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Vol. 126 (1980): 

Apr. 30, considered and passed Senate. 
May 20, considered and passed House, amended. 
June 27, House agreed to conferen·ce report. 
June 30, Senate agreed to conference report. 

WEEKLY COMPILATION OF PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS, Vol. 16, No. 27: 
July 1, Presidential statement. 
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VIETNAM VETERANS MEMORIAL 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, Inc. 

1110 Vermont Avenue, N .W ., Suite 308, Washington, D.C. 20005 (202)659-2490 
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Marine Corps League 
National Headquarters • 933 North Kenmore Street 

Arlington, Virginia 22201 • (703) 524-1137 

Incorporated by an Act of Congress 

Lt . Gen. John A Lejeune 
Founder 

October 22, 1981 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 

Subj: Legislative Conmittee Meeting 

1. A meeting of the National Legislative Committee was called by the Chairman, 
Richard W. Johnson, Jr., to convene at the Capital Hill Club at 1230 this date. 
The following members were present: 

Richard W. Johnson, Jr. - Chairman 
C. A. (Mack) McKinney 
Herbert N. Hannon 
James H. Webb, Jr. 
C. L. Kammeier 
BGen. J. D. Hittle, USMC (Ret.) 

2. An agenda of topics was presented by the Chainnan, as identified by the 
subparagraphs following, and with the outcome based on majority vote as follows: 

a. Education Bill. To support national legislative to reinstate educational 
benefits, similar to the 11 GI Bill" including provisions for transferability to 
dependents on a contributary basis. There was one abstention in voting based on 
a preference for transferability on a noncontributary basis. Carried by majority 
vote to support on contributary basis. 

b. Unemployment Compensation. The President's Budget Refonn Act recently 
approved by the U. S. Congress provides that Unemployment Compensation may be 
paid to those veterans who serve one year of military service or greater and who 
may be discharged for reasons other than completion of their military service, and 
to those who are not recommended for reenlistment. The provision denies unemploy­
ment compensation to those military service members who are discharged with honor­
able service and who are reconmended for reenlistment. The conmittee was unanimous 
in supporting legislation to provide for eligibility for Unemployment Compensation 
for those military service members who are discharged as a result of honorable ser­
vice, or who are transferred to the retired list. 

c. Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund. The National Legislative Conmittee has 
gone on record as supporting the concept of a suitable Vietnam Veterans Memorial, 
including the federal grant of property in the nation's capital. Following the 
Congressional approval of the land grant a design competition was held and the 
final selection of the memorial design has been approved by the Vietnam Veterans 
t-1emori a 1 Fund. The Legi s 1 ati ve Committee adopted the fo 11 owing as a unanimous 
statement of position regarding the memorial. "The design that has been selected 
is inappropriate. It represents an insult to the memory of those it is intended 

"ONCE A MAR/NE , ALWAYS A MAR/NE" 



to memorialize. The Vietnam veterans deserve better. The Marine Corps League 
hereby withdraws its support to the memorial in the design that is now proposed. 11 

(The National Commandant was advised of the decision of the National Legislative 
Committee and telephonically voiced his support of the decision.) 

d. AWACS . The Committee reconfinned its earlier telephonic approval of the 
President's AWACS Package for the nation of Saudi Arabia. 

e. Federal le islation to chan e the rovisions of Internal Revenue Service 
Code 501 c . e prov1s1ons o t e . .) o e now require t at ar eterans 
Organizations filing for tax exemption under 50l(c)(19) maintain a membership to 
include not less than 75% war time veterans as defined by the U.S. Congress. 
The Marine Corps League National Legislative Conmittee unanimously adopted to 
support l egislation to modify the requirements of the code to require members of 
war veterans organizations to be veterans or active duty members of the Anned 
Services, and which would exclude the present requirement of war time service for 
75% of its total membership. 

f. Dependency and Indemnity Compensation Program. Inequities in the program, 
which basically provides for compensation to dependents of deceased service mem­
bers based on military rank of the deceased member was discussed. Following dis­
cussion, the matter was tabled for future study and another meeting. 

g. Cost of Living Adjustments (COLA). The National Legislative Co111T1ittee 
adopted a positi on of opposi ng restructuring of military retirement, Social Security 
Benefits, vetera ns benefits and other federal benefits Cost of Living Adjustments, 
v,hi ch are now keyed to inflation and as detennined by the Consumer Price Index. 
The committee vote reflected one abstention; however, the position was adopted by 
major ity vote. The committee also adopted a recOl'l111endation to send a letter on 
behalf of the Mari ne Corps League to the President urging him to stick by a cam­
paign promise, and which obtained the support of the retired military community, 
whi ch reflected that he would not alter the cost of l iving pay adjustments for 
retired military members. 

Copy to : 
NatlBd of Trustees 
Department Commandants 

Respectfully submitted, 

_/ ~ '( 
~ -V c:/.,(.UA.,u..,i.A_t_., 
C • Kammeier 
e order 
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The Heritage Foundation• 513 C Street• N.E. • Washington, D.C. • 20002 • (202) 546-4400 

December 7, 1981 

THE VIETNAM MEMORIAL -

INTRODUCTION 

With the enactment July 1, 1980, of Senate Joint Resolution 
119, authorizing the Vietnam Veteran's Memorial Fund to establish 
a memorial 11 

••• in honor and recognition of the men and women of 
the Armed Forces of the United States who served in Vietnam," it 
appeared that at long last the U.S. would pay tribute to the 2.7 
milliori Americans who fought in Southeast Asia. The broad support 
for building such a monument was demonstrated by the fact that 
196 Members of the House and all 100 Senators co-sponsored the 
law. In short order, the VVMF assembled an impressive list of 
project sponsors ranging from Bob Hope, the perennial champion of 

·GI's, to George McGovern, one of the Vietnam War's harshest 
critics. 

For the Vietnam veteran, authorization of a memorial was of 
special importance. In contrast to his World War II and Korean 
War predecessors, the Vietnam veteran came home to no triumphal 
welcome. In too many instances, he was received with hostility 
and ostracism. At worst, his contemporaries viewed him as some 
sort of wanton destroyer who . supported a corrupt and repressive 
regime. At best, he was simply ignored. No one thanked him. 

The media also made reintegration of the Vietnam veterans 
difficult by constantly portraying them as drug-crazed walking 
time bombs. This characterization has been used so frequently 
that it has now become a Hollywood cliche -- despite the fact 
that the overwhelming majority of Vietnam veterans have proved 
themselves responsible, productive members of their communities. 
Negative characterizations simply have reinforced the subtle 
prejudices which militate against the complete assimilation of 
the Vietnam veteran into the American mainstream. Is it thus any 
wonder that many Vietnam veterans monitored the progress of the 
VVMF with anxious anticipation of the day when their sacrifice 

Note: Nothing written here is to be construed as necessarily,reflecting the views of The Heritage Foundation or as an 
attempt to aid or hinder the passage of any bill before Congress. 
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would receive the same tribute and recognition as that of veterans 
of prior conflicts? 

Recognition is well-deserved. The average combat veteran of 
a year in Southeast Asia saw more actual fighting than the World 
War II G.I. who fought in every major campaign in Europe. U.S. 
troops in Vietnam had one of the lowest desert.ion rates in Ameri­
can military history and fought in one of the roughest climates 
ever experienced by Americans. 

THE DESIGN OF THE MONUMENT 

The most traditional means of designing a national monument 
has been to choose a noted architect or sculptor to execute it. 

- . 

The design of the Vietnam veteran's memorial, however, was selected 
by a national competi t ion. Designs were judged by a blue-ribbon 
panel, with the winner receiving a $20,000 prize. Money was 
r aised from the public and few problems arose until the design 
selection was announced. 

The selection panel chose the proposal of Maya Ying Lin, a 
Yale undergraduate. Her design consists of two 200-foot long 
horizontal walls of black granite, forming a "V." The top of the 
walls are level with the ground, and the inside of the "V" is at 
the bottom of a five degree incline so that only that portion is 
exposed. Those killed or missing in Vietnam are to be listed on 
the ten-foot high exposed portion in chronological order of their 
death or disappearance. 

Almost as soon as the design was announced, controversy 
erupted. The Washington Post characterized the design as "a 
black rift in the earth." Tom Carhart, a decorated combat veteran, 
called it a "black g ash of shame and sorrow." Other veterans 
expressed similar dismay at "the black trench." Contributors to 
the memorial fund were also taken aback. The VVMF was to be 
supported solely through private contributions solicited through 
direct mail. All solicitation letters were of a general nature, 
stressing patriotic themes and the need to pay some sort of 
tribute to the Vi etnam veteran. By and large, contributors 
expected that a conventional design would be selected and that 
the design would honor the living as well as the dead. Many who 
learned of the stark nature of the propose d monument thus feel 
that they have been misled. 

Those involved in the design's selection quickly rallied to 
its support. An official of the Fine Arts Commission, one of the 
agencies which approved the design, called it "a suitable, digni­
fied, and understated type of memorial." In a letter to the 
Marine Corps League, Robert W. Doubek, Executive Director of the 
VVMF, stated that the memorial" · .. makes a powerful statement 
that this soci ety pays tribute to Vietnam Veterans." 



A MEMORIAL FOR WHOM? 
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Many veterans, however, seriously question how the memorial 
is supposed to pay them tribute. Not only does the memorial lack 
the traditional symbols normally found on monuments erected to 
veterans; but nowhere on the Vietnam veteran's memorial is there 
any indication that the nation is grateful or appreciative to 
those who fought. The prologue inscribed before the list of 
honor states simply: 

In honor of the men and women of the Armed Forces of 
the United States who served in Vietnam. 
tho$e who gave their lives, and of those 
missing, are inscribed in the order they 
from us. 

The names of 
who remain 
were taken 

This inscription fails even to include the minimal language of 
the law authorizing the memorial to be in "honor and recognition." 
The epilogue following the names uses the same minimalist tone: 

Our nation remembers the courage, sacrifice, and devo­
tion to duty of its Vietnam veterans. 

These inscriptions contrast sharply with other memorials. 
To many veterans of the Vietnam conflict, the language of the 
memorial seems but one more manifestation of the fact that they 
are an uncomfortable reminder for many Americans of a conflict 
which they would like to forget. 

C. L. Kammeier, Executive Director of the Marine Corps 
League, wrote to the VVMF: " ... there appears to be a general 
consensus that nothing in the design represents .the purpose of 
the commitment of those who served and survived the Vietnam 
experience. The [sic] particular common sense criticism is based 
on the fact that none volunteered to serve their country in 
Vietnam for the express purpose of dying or to ultimately have 
their name engraved on a tombstone; as represented by the current 
design of the memorial. Most readily agreed, however, that duty, 
honor, and country were the main motivating factors toward their 

' II . service . . .. 

The notion that the Vietnam veteran memorial, as currently 
designed, is a monument only to the dead particularly offends 
veterans. The congressional mandate is quite clear in calling 
for a memorial for those 11 who served in Vietnam . " According to 
VVMF guidelines for those submitting designs, however, 

the purpose of the Vietnam Veterans Memorial is to 
recognize and honor those who served and died. It will 
provide a symbol of acknowledgement of the courage, 
sacrifice, and devotion to duty of those who were among 
the nation's finest youth. Whether . they served because 
of their belief in war policy, their belief in their 
obligation to answer the call of their country, or 
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their simple acquiescence in a course of events beyond 
their control, their service was no less honorable than 
that rendered by Americans in any previous war. Those 
who served and died embodied values and ideals prized 
by this nation since its inception. The failure of the 
nation to honor them only extends the national tragedy 
of our involvement in Vietnam. 

While the phrase "served and died" might have been uninten­
tional, other evidence also points to an intention to honor only 
the dead. In a article published in the Washington Post on May 
25, 1977, VVMF President Jan Scruggs stated: "No effort can 
provide compensation, of course, to the Americans who made the 
u l timate sacrifice in Viet Nam. For them, perhaps, a national 
monument is in order to remind an ungrateful nation of what it 
has done to its sons." 

Other aspects of the design also are being criticized. A 
principal complaint, for example, is the choice of black granite 
as the material for the memorial. Black normally is associated 
with death and dishonor. Whil~ a number of other war memorials 
use some black stone, it generally is for heroic figures, rising 
from the earth. The Vietnam veteran's memorial, however, is not 
just black , but also descends into the ground, further reinforcing 
the image of a "tomb." 

Another complaint is that the memorial will be relatively 
inaccessible to wheelchair-bound veterans; some 75,000 Vietnam 
veterans are permanently disabled. When queried about this by 
the Army Times, Jan Scruggs stated: "I hadn't even thought of 
that." According to Robert Doubek, Executive Director of the 
VVMF, artifical turf may be installed to make wheelchair access 
somewhat easier and at least would meet Park Service minimum 
requirements for access by the disabled. 

Listing of the names of the dead and missing in chronological 
order also is being criticized. Although this may be of some 
symbolic value, it will make it extremely difficult for family 
members to locate the name of a relative. Present plans call for 
a directory of names in a closed pavilion near the memorial's 
entrance. The directory is to be in the form of a rotating card 
file . This means that when larg e numbers of visitors come to the 
monument , which is very likely during the summer months, there 
will be a great deal of inconvenience. Any mechanical breakdown 
in the file's mechanism, moreover, could make it impossible to 
look up a name. It would seem preferable to list the names 
alphabetically. 

Other criticisms of the design include that it readily lends 
itself to graffiti. It also has been suggested that the memorial 
may p r esent a hazard at night since visitors u.nfamiliar with the 
par k might inadvertently fall off the upper level. 



The most telling complaint is that nowhere at the memorial 
site will there be the Stars and Stripes, the flag under which 
the Vietnam veteran fought. It is on this issue more than any 
other that the veterans seeking changes seem to agree. As c. L. 
Kamrneier stated in his letter to the VVMF: 

for the sake of the many non-artists who have served 
their country under the standard American symbol of 
duty, honor, and country, in every war since our nation 
was founded, as represented by our flag; I suggest that 
your committee make every effort to include the flag in 
a suggested•. modification to the current design, or even 
scrap the current design altogether and reopen the 
bidding for a selection by a committee comprised of at 
least several members who have actually served in 
Vietnam. 

The extent and vehemence of the opposition to the design 
selected raises questions about the process of the selection. 

;, 

One brochure used by the VVMF to solicit entries for the design 
competition states: "It was the longest war in our nation's 
history, and the most unpopular. Not since the Civil War has any 
issue so divided Americans. Although many of our present problems 
such as inflation and lack of confidence in our institutions have 
been attributed to the war, the average citizen has eliminated it 
from his consciousness. Any discussions of Vietnam tend to 
recall the bitter and seemingly unresolvable debate over whether 
the U. S. should have become involved militarily in Southeast Asia 
and subsequently how the war was conducted." 

The brochure goes on to describe the experiences of the 
Vietnam veteran as "horror, bitterness, boredom, heat, exhaustion, 
and death" and states "because of inequities in the draft system, 
the brunt of dangerous service fell upon the young, often the 
socially and economically disadvantaged." It is not until the 
fourth paragraph that the brochure discusses the memorial. And 
there the emphasis is on the negative aspects of the Vietnam 
conflict, ending with what is surely, at best, an extremely 
questionable statement: "The failure of the nation to honor them 
onl y extends the national tragedy of our involvement in Vietnam." 

Ironically, after thus restating most of the anti-war charges, 
and describing the conflict as a national tragedy, the brochure 
adds that "The memorial will make no political statement regarding 
the war or its conduct." Many veterans, however, regard the lack 
of any statement about the role of the American serviceman in 
defending the freedom of the Vietnamese people as a political 
statement of the strongest kind: a statement that their war was 
a meaningless sacrifice. It is this, perhaps which triggers the 
most strong feelings about the memorial. Given the rhetoric of 
the brochure, it is understandable why the designs entered conveyed 
a negative feeling about the Vietnam conflict. 
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Throughout the materials for those submitting designs and on 
which the ju.~ .Y was to make its selection, an anti-heroic theme 
was stressed. Is it surprising that an anti-heroic design was 
selected? To make matters worse, not a single Vietnam veteran 
sat on the selection jury. Indeed the jury contained at least 
one anti-war activist, and several members were strongly opposed 
to the war. 

Had there been a broader participation by Vietnam veterans, 
the anti-heroic nature of the design might have been modifed, or 
even rejected. _Perhaps the most unfortunate aspect of the selec­
tion is that rather than fulfilling the goal that "the memorial 
will begin a healing process, a reconciliation of the grievous 
divisions wrought by the war," it has added yet another element 
of controversy to one of the most controversial episodes in our 
history. 

Milton R. Copulas 
Policy Analyst 

Mil ton R. Copul<', s is a disabled veteran of two tours of duty in 
Vietnam where he served with elements of the 25th Infantry Division. 
He holds the Bronze Star Medal among other decorations. 
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lncorpo, •ted by en Act ul Co11greH 

l I Gen John A le1eune 
foun<ler 

The Honorable 
Henry J. Hyde 

U. S. House of Representatives 
Washington, 0. C. 20515 

lJear Mr. llyde, 

January 4. 1982 

I certainly appreciate the data you sent relative to the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial. As the only military/ veterans organization that has taken a solid 
position in opposition to the selected design to date. the rJsponse from among 
our members and others has been totally supportive. There has not been one 
criticism of our position to date. One supporter seems to have done an excep­
tionally fine job in summing up the essence of the problem by writing, "The 
pro j ect seems to carrv with it an air of rushing the thing through; almost 
t tto ur:ihtless in 1ts haste. I hope your group will continue to raise questions 
about the very assumptions on which this memorial is going forward." 

rnclosed are several items which you may find of additional interest. and 
•.-.iP certainly appreciate your initiative toward assuring the occurrence of a 
co rrect and fitting memorial which will truly honor all who served in the 
Vi ~tnam conflict. I 

r:nc ls 

With every best wish for the New Year. 

Sincerely, 

~~-
~1-L. KaRllleier 
fjecutive Director 

<I.\Ct .. -\ MARINE. AL.WAYS A MARINE" 



HIN.VJ.HYDll ........ ~ -JUDICWtY 
UNKING. FINANCI Alm 

IIU,UI MPAIU 

if 



~ I 
I COMMtnJ., 

J\Jbl(;IA1V 
POAEIGN Alfl.11 

Dear Rep bl ican Colle~gue: 

I hate t intrude on your holiday respite, but a situation has arisen that requires irm1edi at f. 
attentio 

On March 1st -- two months from now -- groun~ will' be :broken on the Washington Mall to con­
s true t a a 11 eged memori a 1 to the Vietnam. Veter1ns that.f to· my mi ~d , - is more of an i nsu 1 t 
than am nument. 

Please s 
ta i ned 

udy the enclosed artist's rendition of this proposed monument, which my office ob­
nm the Vietnam Veterans Me~orial Fund. 

l•/hct l j u uu niake of it? 

In t1 n ct r· i c le ap pearing May 7, 1981 in the WASHINGTON POST, the following appears: 

"~/.i l, 111 ~1ton architect Pau l D. Spreiegren, who served as a professional advi ser to 
th •:: iiiemo rial fund, quoted one of the jurors as saying: 'In a city of white memorials 
r1 :) 119, L!Ji s v1ill be a dark memorial receding.' He said the jury, composed of two 
c1 r·c 1ilt~cL , lwo l anJ :;ca pe architects , three sculptors and an architectural editor, 
held Jt_-cid ed on,, rnini 111dli s t design because 'people can bring to it whatever they 
\'i dll 

11"vi dt ••·· , .i ".lc1 1·k 1111_~11 ll)1·i c1 l 1· 1.i u '. d i r1~1" honor the memory of those Americ ans "who dieJ by ser v1 •1• 
1 ,t1r r 'lllf, 1·., in Vi t: lntt1 11 , ll 1t..:' 111c 11 1u r·y uf tho se who were vmunded and the memory of t hos e who 

.1 :11. ,•d"·:· lht •;,t• ron~yo i11 ~1 c riL L· ric1 w~r e the in st ructions give n the se lec tion ju1·y IJy tlH: V'. •· t 
l1r,1 ,·,Jv1: t· i11 l' JilO v1h c• n Co r1 cp- t~ ·.s ;iuthorin~d the use of publi c l and for this me111ur ial, tl 1e n 
l t1li r,11 x· ivi Lk d thJt it '.> hou ld "ho11 or and recognize the men and women of the Armed Force·~ 

11ttr . ', t· 1 ;cJ i1 1 ll1~ Vit~t n<.1 111 viur· ." Thi s underyround black mernorial lists on ly the nc1 ines uf Li 1 

l,· .1d . i'lr 11t r: r1 tio n or cow; idt> 1·,1Li<Jn i s given the rest who served . Thi s design then, vi olct t• •, 
U I c · 111 ., ·✓ ' • i or I s o f LI IL' Co n g r L": ', i on <l 1 r e ·, o l u t i o n . 

!11. rJUwr t11 1dt::I i nt..'. 1-1 c1S Lo dv o iJ h.:1 vin9 "political or military content." It seems to 111e, ir , ' 
1: 11· rl • . .,t \li t't1-ic1 111 vetc ,·an a11d a1Jtho1· Ja111es H. Webb, Jr. that this design is not a rnemori J l t, .,, 
"1:1olkcr· to Vi e> tnam servi ce, " ... J \vdi ling wall for future anti-draft and anti - nu c l ear 
r1 ,,r11 c11 1 •, t t · - ln 1·.c; . " 

f• i c-.-1• ,, · t'l Jd Mr· . 1✓ e l J b 1 s J rt ic l i· frorn the 1✓ALL STREET JOURNAL (enc losed) as vJell a s Put f3 uc hct r· 
•·1 ,t•· 11 l 1,1 !f'A'..iO TRTGU ~JE co1urn1 1. · Mo s t important -- recall the inspiring memorial s that hon e, 
t11 p· '-> 1:r·vi t:1· 11 1e r1 a nd wo111e 11 c·verywhe r e , and then look at this proposed memor ial that ho s s har ,_ 
rt uL t.u11t,1 anJ 1w ide os it s e:,se nti a l message. The "Black Hole of Calcutta " nee ds no i'e -

t • ,1 L ;u' ; 1n1 Lile vJas hin g l on Mall, no matter how many architects think it is arti s ti c. 

! , , (111 , H r u: vii tl1 11 1e t hctt ~ecre ta ry of Interior James Watt must not execute do cu111e n t '> ci rc1r1•_. 
,.u 1; u ,,~,ilry IJt: rrni s'> -ion t o tweak National Park Service ground, and that a new rnemorial seli-.: 

l1 <J1 1 .1ur·. IJr: fo r11 1e d cumµ uscd u f person s more interested in honoring our Vietna111 Veteran s , 
1c1UH·1· tl1,1 n u'..i insi our 1-, zir' deaJ to perpetuate a guilt trip on America, please call my ~Ji.i s hi r< 1 -

Lun cJttio: (202- 225-456l ) ·and tell my staff you have authorized your signature on the enc ll · 
lett ·r to' Ure Pre s ident c1.nd Secretary Watt. 

1 in,e i s of the e ':>sence! 

ll upe you and your family have enjoyed the best holiday season ever! 

liJY: f w 
Enc losure s 

,.. 

=~ 
I 



HCN,.Y J .• HYO& 
9T}t 01•,-,.c-r, •u.-

- \.JTTu:a, 
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P'9"'£1GN .-.,,..A l flS 

:· :' . -/ ·- -; · · ::_-~ ::r~:~::~~·\)tly ... ;: 
Congress of tbe llnitdf-~\.;· _ _.;:,.~{~~-~--~ · 

J,ou~ofllepr~_, .·-· · ···: 

llaQington. •. , 20015 

Honorable Ronald Reagan 
President 
The White House 
Washi ngton, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. Pr e s ident: 

December 30, 1981 

We, the unde rs igned , respectfully urge you to request that Secretary of Interior 
Jd111es Watt wi th hol d hi s signature from any documents that provide necessary per­
mission to t he Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, or its designees, to break ground 
to construct the so - ca ll ed Vi etnam Veterans Memorial . 

The E:nclose d ar ti c l e by James H. Webb, Jr. fully expresses our view that the 
Je•., i~n1 of this memoria l conveys more shame than honor. 

Thi'.> pnJposed con s truction ha s been aptly described by a member of the desiqn 
,,,_·l ectio11 jury: " I n a city of white memorials rising, this will be a dar k memorial 
r~c.Pdir1y . 11 

We feel this design rnakes a po liti cal statement of shame and dishonor , rather t ha n 
ar1 expre':>':> ion of our· national pride at the courage, patriotism and no bil i ty of al l 
who served. 

;'\ ' nt:v1 .iury ouyht to be appoin ted, less intent on perpetuating nation al humiliat i on 
no 111-1Lter tiow arti s ti ca lly exp re ssed. 

\✓ e who vote d for enab ling l eg i s lation to accomplish a Vietnam Veterans Memorial 
fe~l be trayed by the ult i ma t e des ign selected. We share the vi ew tha t th is al leged 
r11ernorial is "a black ditch that does not recognize or honor those who served" and 
f ervent ly hoµe you and Sec retary Watt will intercede to prevent this depressing 
an d · · · _ memoria l from representing our Nation's public statement about 
111en and women who deser ve far better from us. 

Sincerely, 

.. 
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Patrick Buchanan 
.;.: 

,I An insulting memorial 
WASIIINGTON-Oa tbe nrst or Marcil, JllSt two- mentioned; the walls would be black gr3nite, not 

montba &W&J, ground wilt be broken on the white marble, and upon them would be imcribed 
~ Mall to construct-purportedly to the ·names of the 57,000 whQ_died-in the chronolo­
~ U. YeCerana of Viet Nam-a memorial that gical order of their deaths. 
,vDl be~f lilockery of the sacrifices of Uiose who The "purpose" of this memorial, wrote the New ....r. .... w.mnc waJJ for future antidraft and Republic, is "to impress upon the visitor the sheer 
~ demonstrations." · · human waste, the utter meaninglessness of it all 

\'lNI II die bird view of former Marine platoon ••• To treat the Viet Nam dead like some moo­
~ -.,_ -Webb Jr., author of "Fields of strolls traffic accident is more than a disservice to 

~:t~y!;-lf~--~:='!~~- . -~~f,R. ~- -~~9i~i:vfce __ to . th~.m~roocy ~ .tM. 
~ :tp.,ritt,t tbe memorial desicn. I& is appar- Ross Perot took one look at the winnin& design 
~-NW u well of Adm. James Stockdale, and washed his hands of it. . 
• t11t' Ille ._ Amerieaa prisoners of war How did it happen that the VVMF could settle 
•~ Iha Concressional Medal of-Honor, who upon a ditch on the Mall and a black Wall oC 
....... l'.'ellped. n Is the view of the Marine · Shame as fitt!ni memorial to those who served? 
Clrpi. ·i..aaue. which hu withdrawn its support 
tar tM IMIDOrial u insulting and denigrating RELATIVELY SIMPLE. Not a single Viet Nam 
._ wbe tame home from Viet Nam and thole wteran served on the judging panel that selected 
w did DDt. - Miss Lin's design. No Viet Nam veteran was 

Yet, aa UIII II written, funds continue to trickle all<>wed to serve on a panel which contained 
tn to the VVMF. Unless there Is some form of several members outspokenly hostile to the na­
aalional protest, tlda nnat national outrage wtll be tional effort to stop North Viet Nam's conquest or 
perpetrated apJnst the memory of the Vlet Nam the South; one member allegedly had a long 
YeCeran. association with the American Communist Party. 

Here ii ho\\' it came about. . Ir this trench is dug, and those black granite 
walls are sunk into the earth of the Mall, those 
57,000 war dead, whose names will be in.scribed in 
perpetuity, will be conscripted again and again at 
rallies on behalf of caures of the selfsame people 
who mocked their sacr ifices while they lived and 
helped to cancel their achievements after they 
died. 

IN 1980, -CONGRESS commissioned a Viet Nam 
Veterans Memorial Fund to design and build, with 
prlva,e capital, a suitable memorial on the Mall to 
•·honor and recognize the men and women ••. who 
,erved In the Viet Nam War." · 

Rosa Perot, the Texas businessman who has 
contributed much to the veterans' cause, came 
forward with most of the funding, Including the 
funds necessary to conduct a national competition 
on the memoT'ial design. He was promised that the 
result, while not glorifying war, would do honor to 
thoM! who went. 

When the competition was cl)mpleted, many 
veterans were stunned at the outcome. The winner 
wu Maya Ying Lin, a Yale architectural student, 
who had · · 
but only to the dead. 

Her winning design consists of two walls of over 
- 2t>crfet aclr,ltfflmTa' rounct eve , a con,·e-r­
' giruJ .1t an angle of 135 degrees-10 feet below the 
:ground. 
1 • 111e American flag under ·•which the veterans 
fougtk was not to fly O\'er the memorial in the 

That trench would be a permanent political 
statement endorsing the view of the American 
Left: that the Viet Nam veterans fought and died 
in a worthless cause. 

Already, according to Tom Carhart. twice-woun­
ded platoon leader with the 101st Airborne who is 
mobilizing opposition to this ''black gash of sorrow 
and shame," relati\',~S of the war dead are coming 
forward to keep the names of their fathers, 

The hour is late . but not :uo l;itt' to r ur~ent 
appeals to Congress and . especia lly, the ?resi-
en . w ose secre ary o e n ertor mus ap-

prove the digging. The most persu~1-re --v.o ices 
that could be raised wou ld surely be those of the 
veterans themselves . rising 1n angry prot esr 
:tga inst this last. fin:il ex ol0:t.H1on ,)f :r ., ,r fJ li<',. 



• Sy J~·H. Was JL 
t ~ J. 111ft mauy Vietnam veterw ~ have 
~sp,tesi 1111 &.ce a Hobson's choice wtt.11 re­
J ~ U>- Ult proposed Vietnam Vderans 
, Memorial Havlle 3'rved._Oll tJie V1ftnam 
V.ettnU ftffrporia1 Fwld's NaUonal Spon· 

: M1N c..m,e. and llavtnr also worked 

--~-u, ~Ip p1a ~ of ui. ; ~ ~- r want very much to· 
- -• ~ • tM Mall. OIi tJw o(ber 
.ii6;t.·~ ' -~ -~ cllolln 
._. 1111 l'JCIQl deslP cornpe6UO. Is, 
~ --~ bff maintataed. a ni· t · ,..___, tllat 4'>es DOt ffllder 

. - ..... Md. . 
~ ... ,.;, • · * ~ autlloNed ~ ·81 ·1111 , __... Mernortal _ JPund . 

:►-M II ,lili:rwtlll prl.vat~ f~ a me- . 
1~-.al -- "llenor and ~ 'a.e • • llafflfl of t11e armed fortes of 
· · ·•--··.__ wbo st"ed III tk V1tt· ..... ...__~ .......... ,_ .. _,~ . ... .., ... 'l'lte fad.._. was._..,....,... 
_..., • .-11 ow, of w~based 
ftlUIII veterul. ltetd a nadonWt~ de­
sip eamptCIIOII~ with Jurors •lecttd OIi 
._ .,. a, tllltr ~ 111 tbf arUsttc 
ud· ardtactnnl community. 

fte. wllalnC dPliCR. wlucll tbf fund pro­
' poses 10 IIIIIDd 1D OiasUtutioll GardfflS jtm 

·• olf me malT 1n ~ for Vtterans Day 19111. 

:I 
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Reassessing the Vietnam Veterans Memorial 

catbti". fl lWO bl&cl wans. ,lGtnin( al a 
~ aaclf; with one nD poiJIUnc to­
r.ird tbe LiDOlll Memorial and one toward 
tht WaalmltlOfl Moownent. Tht top of the 

. memorial will rtmaJn al rroond lent. 
• •* tbf balf will rec• Into Ole earth to 
a dfptJI of 10 fttt wbfre Ole two walls join.· 
OD tbe -walls will be tile IWIK'S of those 
trbO pertsbed In tk war, listed cllronoiogt­
cally, suppadiY In the order tbey fell. 
nett wW bf• nar. oo tmaies lndicauvc 
of war. TIie C1riCiJ1a1 deaip ltid nol carry 
u. wont-- "Vletalm." u.p D01S a slf:)rt 
llllerlll(Jon 11 ~ plaalled tdlt'tt ?Jae 
nils meet. U wUI be. u wrlltt and Vlet· 
..,. Yteerall AJ SIIUoU mentioned to me, 
"& pla(f to 10 Pd bf~ .• 

na& II oae IO do? Is any memorw bet· 

I
. tn taaa no memorial! At what point does 

• · piece ol a~teelurt eta.Se being a m..­
. ,-n:aJ · to •met! and imMad become a 

..ctery o( thal servtce, a wailing wall for 

\ 

flllwe aatl-drall and anti-nuclear demon· 
stntors? And mmt Importantly. how did 

. dlil tnfflilY, thiS unwlnnable paradox. 
CDOll' about~ . . u Is amponant to maJce one clanhca· 
lion nw dissatisfaction with tile P~ 
deslCII Is noc tJle product of the far right. 
wlllcll has bttn panned in some recent artl· 
cln as nndni to St'e J Vietnam Pra up­
date o( Uw lwo Jima memonal. ncr 1s It 
w prodllel or a few disgruntled conies· 
tants In the design competition. The IS.SUP 

is wllftber thi.s design m~ts the cnngres· 
:.-tonal mandate to ··honor and re<:ogruu, 
Ule men a.nd women . . . who servi'd in the 

:v1euwn war ... All this talk of a memori:tl 
"suit.ably capturing the national feeling 
atmut v1et11am:· •hatever that .s and 
whatever e~ tt mi(ht be JO or 100 y11ars 
from now. Is secondary to that mandatt'd 
purpalf. lf it does, f111e . But 1t must first 

, /wflor 1111d recogrlizf those who St-rved. 
I 

Tbe pttSent design does neither. First. 
, It Is a -memorlaJ only to lhe dead. Maya 

Un. Its des1gn~r. h;\S ~n very clea_r un 

not mnnt as a memorial to L'le individual, 
but rather as a memonaJ to the men and 
women • rea clunne e w:ir. J.S a -~-" 

T~ St'W Rtpubllc macazine took um· 
brage at llus conception of I.he me~rtal. 
" Its purpose:· the ~rui~ said. "is to 
Impress upon the visttor the sheer human 
wast,. the utter meanilfglessn~ of It all. 
It is an unfortunate cbolc:e ol memorial 
. . . • To treat the V1etnam dead like the 
'f1cUms of 'SOIJle mon,trous traffic a.ccldeot 
ts more than a cn-mce. to history: It is a 
disservice'° tlle memory of tlle 57,000 . .• . 
It is surtly an excess of revisionist ztal."' 

A memorial devoid ot embel&llment. 
which will take up almost JXJ yardS of I.be 
capita! ~aJl to list tM names of the dead 
on a too: blad waJI, violates tbt' concres· 
sionaJ mandate, and also violates ·tllfi re­
~ated assurances given early supporters 
by the Vietnam ytterans ~emorial Fu.id. 
In addition to me, Adnural JamfS 8 . 
Stockdale. Medal of Honor winner and the 
d~an of tht> American prisoners of war. has 
resigned from Ille National Sponsoring 
Committee of the Fund for so lone as this 
design prevalls. 

~IJM'SSman Ross Perot, who provided 
nea.riy .ill of the fundlnc for the memorial 
proj~t fr11m its inception in 197' until the 
design ftJr this ~morial was chosen. 1n­
rl 11i:ling L'H' funds for the design i:oml)f't 1· 
twn i tSt'if. quietly withdrew upon SPf'tng 
the 11iin11ini design. Mr. Pem!. a Naval 
Academv graduate who has been .. 1dely 
Jcttve in projects that recognize Lhe i;osi· 
;i ·,e Jr!11evement.s of servicemen and ,t>l · 
era11s. ~.Jd o.-en repeatl'dly as511 red by :ht> 
Fur.d·s direc tors that the monumen t wou:d 
not g:0n fy 11,·ar. but would honor thr dead 
whi le 1;1vmi primary emphasis to recol{THZ· 
:ng thi> ht> ro1c -;e r,1ce or ~ who f1Jught 
and rc-ti.;rnffi . ~:uufestly. it does not. 

Th, .i::;e who support the desi~ anr,.ie. on 
bemi:: cori! rcntf'd w1th such ji.,senl. that 
:,rn1r :;r :q,.,s ,t rt' inevitable. that lhe drs! jCT\ 
rni:1pet1 t111n was the most ,• xt,.ns1vC' in .. IS· 
t,ir,·. l nd tr.,l the df'Sl ltll llSt'i f lS 

· nt'utral. · .1'. lowing tach voserver !L, makt> 
his own , ,,nc l11s1on abOut the war and thost' 
·..- llu cm-a. But this desil:11 s.hould not b\> 
l'lt' II n . 1 t' a 1 
pnv :ir y ,)( th~ .i;ho pt•nshe( in Llle .. ar 

,1ubJ1~:-tui( their names on th :::it!OlO· 

:: .I i. rid Uas Stl()uld nol be dvne excrpt 1n 
t~ ~ 1;~l .1f!1rm,1U~e setl5l' of honor and 
f1" "0)r,1 I t 100 . 

Architectural undi'rst:itt1ment is .hal'Jily 
called for when we an- d~aJing with the he­
roic and honorable lcl'iS of life. Jf cl~ns 
and international ~tors wish to rnch a 
conclusion. recardinr the Amer1cu 11· 
volvement in Vietnam while- stlldytnc ~~ 
memorial, it should beetn wtth tflat prtm, . 
ise. Tbus, if thtre were to be sour rnPe$ . . 
the cries should have. be-en that there was ' 
too much honer. U lb.iLl is ~,ble, ~r ., 
than not enouch. · 

OM of the most unfortunate. ~ moviftC 
· testimonies to this point cam, frona 1M 
widow of a fellow Marine. a man wllom 1 
deeply 1'1!$p(.'Cted and fond)y re~mbtr. No 
supporter of the war llenelf. die likened 
tllf blackneSs. I.be lack o( otnatness, , the_ 
very emptiness of thil desflll to Ole IUC· , 
Uoa she had upoo seemr Ute ovtna at Da­
clwl. No honor there. but rather a nabb\nc 
of t~ world's face into the crtslY shame al 
the deaths. .. It would be betttr to not have 
a memor1al at all." w concluded. . 

How could such a design hav.e . pre:, 
va1led., It Li true that there were mo~ tn· 
tnes i;i this competiti~ lhan any o~r in 
history. Bui throuith what fUter did they 
pass? Who decidl'<l on Ult- winner? Y.'hen 
the winner ..-:is announced . l r ailed tht' mt>­
morial fund office and asked whether a 
Vit>tnam v1' lt'r .1n h;;.d IJN>n 011 the judgtng 
panel. ! was told, :i.stoundlni:ly . that no 
Virtnc1.m l"e ttr:ins 11i·c?re co11Sidered qual· 
1fie'll , thoui:h 11 1~ traditiunal in :,1.1ch compe­
titions for :i 1.i :,'P('rsnn dmactly concerned 
with the prOJt'("t to sit as a Jud.re. to pro, 
\i de a ha!Jnct'. Later. the VVMF ot'fic1ally 
stated that · · :i fart::>r militating against a 
Vietnam ·; eterii.11 bemg on the jury was 
that bt'CJil.Se of thf' other jury mmbers' 
empathy r,,r such a person. they might be 
swayf"d ti.Ai greatly by that person 's upm· 
ion:· 
A Desirt> to Avoid . .\J\y Symbol 

Th c?r" have he(>n cha rges and countl'r· 
r harges re~a rc! i:1.; lht> ant iwJr activities of 
St'Vt?ra! rnt>r-i~ rs ·)f the Jury . At :t mini· 

, 1 l i · r :,,;i r :~J L~ • 
whl• hatl t-..."' n tJ:t!L•rly oppo:;ed to tl11• v.·ar . 
.ind th.- 'lli i lH'. lll~ 1.!l 'Sl ,rTI ~ms to n- fi('("l a 
drs1 n- to a void any ~-ymbul ,,r statemt>nr 
that wuulJ pu1 t~ war :>r Lllo:w who !ought 
it in ;rn :ti firm.1 t1w !,i;:M. !t should ~ re­
:-: ·,,:nben>o :11,lt tht> ·.vtnning ae!1gn. wht'n 
, •.t~n . ', tJ .,1 ..... . " have thr ,.·uni 

" Vietrwn" rm it. nor did 1t say anytbinC 
whalsOl'Vl'f .1hout thOSt• llihO had served. 
From tie results or the competition. tH 
judrrs • doubtt'dly agreed with W\IUam 
Greldf'r' l'ffent perception in the Wull· 
in,ttoo i t, :.-upporting the propo&ed de­
slcn. th t "our shared mt>molies of Ulaf. 
war do 9?' mclnde any suitably heroic lm­
a"5 wlilch a sculptor could convert le · 
stonl' or bronze." . 

Most Vietnam vete,rclJ'IS who watclle4'. _ . , 
Ole dally s.,cr1n~ of their pttrs in CGll' . 

bat woiald qutclly dlsa~ with _. ' ·" ·'.· 
VW'W of Ule "bonor and 11'CoCJ1ltloo .. that w. ;.. -
u.tir d'".', and t11e lack of lids a(nrmau~ . 
vwwp,111\ IS demoDStrablt 111 tbe wilmlll : 
deslrn. M Ult descendant of any mu_~ - . ,, 
foultlt ~ the Olllfederacy can USU!'! ~ . : 
It ts nor. necessary for a nation to have wa , 
a war ta ~r ror its IOldiers to 1laJt ,,. . 

l foufht lcally. The Vtetn.im Vetfl'IJI ~ ~ .- • 
serves a memorial tbat can mau !Mi. 1-:. 
same ➔ 1 ... 1ocUon • , _ • ~ 

r11 ~" IDtt~st of compromlsf. ._ -·- · · ·• 
who oppose tht pment deslrn have askef -. 
that It be made white. above ground • .S ~ . 
have flar at the Juncture of t11e two : . 
walls. TM VVMF has tbe power to mak~; -1 
5'Jdl clhances. with very ltttlf damait 10. 
tlw process bit wbicJI u.ey amvfd al tM 
dellCll l1.5elf. Should they oot.. pertapa Gil 
public sllould reJect the deslcn by musillc 
to pa} for It. Sine! Ulls mtmor1aJ Is to lie 
built ittth pnvate funds, it should thus ~ 
nf'Ct \lie Judcment of those who maJte Ila 
construction pooslble. One hopes that COIi· 

l tnbut rs would not hast,n m their good in• 
I tentloJlS to honor tMSP who served, ancnn 

the e11d bankroll 1 sublle but real dentrra· 
tion . 

Mr Wl.'bb ICII.S 11 Man11e n/11! pllll•IOII 
ro11111111111frr 111 Vietnam mul is thr a11thor 
of tu· ,,oi:cts . .. ,..,,Ids o/ Fir!' .. mtd ".~ 

I Sr 11sc of Horr.or. ·· L!11lil rrrr.tlli hf' 1c11~ 1,u, 

11onl11 r o11rr.sr/ tn lhC' House Veit•m,u it/· 
/111r.~ " •,11111ulteC'. 
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MEMORAl':DUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

MARTIN ANDERSON 

DAN NY BOGG_S r:P!l 

THE \.\'HITE HOUSE 

WASHJXCTON 

January 18, 1982 

RE: Vietnam Veterans Memorial 

Issue: 

Should any steps be taken to prevent approval of the current 
design of the Vietnam Veterans Memorial, as proposed QY the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund? 

Background: 

Congress, by SJR 119 (1980), authorized the construction, with 
private funds, of a memorial to Vietnam veterans, to be erected 
at Constitution Gardens on the Mall. The statute provides that 
the National Park Service, among other groups, must give its 

· approval to the proposed memorial within 90 days of submission 
of final plans. NPS must also certify the financial ability of . 
the group to carry out construction before final authority is 
given. 

As a result of substantial controversy over the chosen design, 
Secretary Watt has indicated that he would take his responsi­
bilities under the statute seriously, and wrote to'the head of 
the VVMF asking for a prompt finalization of plans so that he 
could review them. (It may be argued that the plans have 
already been submitted and the 90-day period has~already run. 
However, the plans have been changed signif~antly since 
original submission, and a legal appeal to this argument would 
probably fail.) 

Last Thursday, Watt met the proponents of the memorial, but no 
resolution was reached. He characterized their presentation as 
"impressive,'-'' but al so indicated that it would be "a sad day 
when 'artistic freedom' controls what America should stand for." 
He inquired as to White House desires on this ma tter, and 
appeared quite willing to coop erate in wh ateve r course of action 
is chosen. 

Thirty-one Republican Congressme n have wrilten a letter in 
opposition to the current design, and a-letter from numerous 
Senators is exp~cted. · At the same time, a nu mber of prominent 
conservative figures have continu·ed in support· of t he Memorial, 
including Ja me s Jackson Kilpatrick, General Westmoreland, and 
Bob Hope. (S e e Attachment 1) 

, 



Discussion: 

The controversy over the design has included two major elements. 

(1) The physical design itself. The memorial will be basically 
black, recessed into the earth, and the primary motif is a list 
of the killed and missing. 

(2) The inscription and accoutrements. As originally 
presented, according to some, the memorial would not have 
mentioned the name of the war involved, contained no flag, no 
inscription of honor or gratitude. 

As the design was revealed, many Vietnam veterans felt that 
"their" memorial had been hijacked by people of a basically 
anti-war persuasion. Numerous requests for changes were -made . 
Some of these changes were ddressed, but in such a gr4dging 
fashion as to reinforce the notion that honoring either the 
wishes or the persons of the veterans themselves was very far 
from the thoughts of the VVMF leadership. The opposition is now 
quite vocal and well organized, as evidenced by the letters 
cited above, the withdrawal from sponshorship by Ros~ Perot, 
James Webb, and other original supporters, and plans for suits 
by relatives of deceased soldiers to prevent their names from 

·being included in the monument. 

On the other hand, many feel that no disrespect has been 
intended, that the final design is a moving and artistic 
tribute, and that a political struggle over the meaning of 
Vietnam is being waged on both sides. Some of · the critics have 
indicated that their c9ncerns could be allayed if the memorial 
were "white, above ground, · and with a flag . " It would seem that 
"above ground'' would be the most difficult to alte~, while 
adding a flag would be the easiest. 

~t does seem to me that a memorial which is takeq a~ offensive 
by most of those it is designed to honor is ~oth 'futile and 
unseemly. At the same time, it is unclear if that is the view 
of the majority of veterans . Opponents of the current design 
have offered to have a neutral poll commissioned and to abide by 
the expressed desire of the majority of veterans . The VVMF has 
apparently refused. Perot has announced .he will fund a poll 
somewhat along these lines . 

Options: 

(1) Kill the current design, by Park Service disapproval. This 
might well kill any national memorial for many years or forever. 
The fate of the FDR Memorial is instructive~. Controversy over 
design has meant that no . memorial has eve~been built . At a 
minimum, new legislation would probably be required, and any , 
future design would probably invite vigorous attack from those 
who support the current one . This would also cause at least 

-some political furor, as we ll as undoubtedly dr awin g the 
President into expressing , directly or indirectly, some opinion 
on the design. 



.. 

(2) Allow the current design t o go through . This wil l 
undoubtedly also create considerable political discontent. The 
opponents have indicated that they wil l go to great lengths t o 
stop construction, including lawsuits , probably attempts at 
Congressional action , ?nd even various types_ o~ _direct action . 

(3 ) There has been some indication that the inscription and 
surrounding trappings could be changed enough to satisfy most of 
the organized opponents . The VVMF has thus far refuse d to be 
responsive . It is at least possible that with _ sufficient 
pressure, in the form of threats of non- 9pproval , satisfactory 
lan guage could be worked out This is an'.option that should be 
seriously explored, as a way out of the all-or-nothing 
controversy created by a choice of either Options 1 or 2 . 

Very recently there appears to have been some · additional 
willingness to negotiate on the part of the memorial supporters . 
For example , in a Wall Street Journal piece last Thuisday, Ja n 
Scruggs, the President of the VVMF , indicated "we favor having 

.an American flag flying at the site ." This could indicate 
greater willingness to be accommodating , now that significan t 
opposition has been aroused. 

The inscription· has also been a point of controver~y that 
opponents indicate could be a par t of changes that 4 would allow a 
suitable resolution . ~he current language in6ludes a Prologue : 

In honor of the men an d women of the Armed For~~s of 
the United States who served in Vietnam . The name s 
of those who gave their lives , and of thos~ who remain 
missing , are inscrtbed i n the order they were taken 
from us. · \ ' 

The Epilogue contains the following words : 

Our nation remembers the ·courage, -sacrifice, arid 
devotion to duty of its Vietnam veterans . 

This has been criticized as lacking any expression of 
recognition , gratitude, or true sense or · appreciation -or honor , 
that it recogniz_~s only death, not the ideals of "Duty, Honor , 
Country . " 

Recommendation : 

-----I would recommepd that primary attentio~ be .given to Option 3. 
Watt could meet now with olf>nent s _, as he has w_~ th the 
proponents, and attempt to reach some compro mise on the wording 

- and· trappings . If that fails, Options 1 and 2 can be addressed·. 

I 



A e 
Patn'ck J Buchanan 

On the first of March, just two months 
away , ground will be broken on the Mall -
to construct-purportedly to honor the 
veterans of Vietnam-a memorial that 
,viii be a mockery of the sacrifices of 

,. . .;;• ,•,-:_-;1\·,,. ,-..,tr,~,, .. those who served, 
''<.l ·~···· ' ( "\l'J .. ~ -, •. 
i[ ;·JJ;i:~:0~}'.¾'~.l,.~ "a wailing wall for 
:> J-ir~•~v~t. futu:e anti-draft and 
'~:';,-:·. •· ant1-nu_clea.~ de-·.- f_,.,~ ~ monstrat1ons. 
~~ ( , That is the hard 

~

<' ,; ·'.'. ').. ,, view of former 

''l't~?!J:· Marine platoon 
• ' i'). _ . ,.,._ \ leader James Webb 
~ ~~~ \•• • ' · 

u;~ ,1t_ 1-', 'i~, J r . , a u t h o r o f 
·' Fields of Fire,'' who resigned from the 
National Sponsoring Committee of the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, to 
protest the memorial design. It is 
apparently the view as well of Adm. 
James Stockdale, one of the three Amer- _ 
ican prisoners of war awarded the Con­
gressional medal of honor, who likewise 
rcsigr:ied. It is the view of the Marine 
Corps League, which has withdrawn its 
support for the memorial as insulting and 
denigrating those who came home from 
Vietnam and those who did not. 

Yet, as this is written, funds continue 
to trickle in to the VVMF. Unless there 
is some form of national protest, this 
final national outrage will be perpetrated 
agai nst the memory of the Vietnam vet­
eran. 

Here is how it came about. 
In 1980, Congress commissioned a 

Vietnam Veterans Memori al Fund to de­
sign and build, with private capital, a 
su itable memorial on the Mall to "honor 
and recognize the men and women . 
who served in the Vietnam War." 

\ 
' 

C 
. \ 

Ross Perot, the Texas businessman 
who has contributed much to the veter­
ans' . cause, came forward with most of 
the funding, including the funds neces­
sary to conduct a national competition 
on the memorial design. He was pro­
mised that the result, while not glorify­
ing war, would do honor to those who 
went. 

When the competition was com­
pleted, many veterans were stunned at 
the outcome. The winner was Maya. 
Ying Lin, a Yale architectural student, 
who had designed a memorial not to the 
veterans, but only to the dead. 

Her winning design consists of two· 
walls of over 200 feet each, starting at 
ground level, and converging at an angle 
of 135 degrees-IO feet below the 
ground. 

The American flag under which the 
veterans fought was not to fly over the 
memorial in the original design; the 
word Vietn.,im was nowhere mentioned; 
the walls would be black granite, not 
white marble, and upon them would be 
inscribed the names of the 57,000 who 
died-in the chronological order of their 
deaths. 

The "purpose" of this memorial, 
wrote the New Republic, is "to impress 
upon the visitor the sheer human waste , 
the utter meaninglessness of it all ... 
To treat the Vietnam dead like some 
monstrous traffic accident is more than a 
disservice to history; it is a disservice to 
the memory of the 57,000, '• · 

Ross Perot took one look at the winn­
ing design~ and washed his hands of it. 

How did it happen that the VVMF 

... . 

could settle upon a ditch on the Mall and 
a black Wall of Shame as fitting memo­
rial to those who served? 

Relatively simple. Not a single Viet­
nam veteran served on the judging panel 
that selected Miss Lin's design. No Viet-·· 
nam veteran was allowed to serve on a · 
panel which contained several members 
outspokenly hostile to the national effort 
to stop North Vietnarn's•conquest of the · 
South; one member allegedly had a long 
association with the American Com­
munist Party. 

If this trench is dug, and those black 
granite walls are sunk into the earth of 
the Mall, those 57,000 war dead, whose 
names will be inscribed in perpetuity, 
will be conscripted again and again at 
rallies on behalf of causes of the se lf­
same people who mocked their sacri­
fices while they lived and helped to can­
cel their achievements after they died. 
That trench would be a permanent poli­
tical statement endorsing the veiw of the 
American left: that the Vietnam veterans 
fought and died in a worthless cause. 

Already, according to Torn Carhart , 
twice-wounded platoon leader with the 
JO I st Airborne who is mobilizing op­
position to thi s ''black gash of sorrow 
and shame," relatives of the war dead 
are coming forward to keep the names of 
their fathers, brothers, husbands and 
sons off the granite slabs. 

The hour is late; but not too late for 
urgent appeals to Congress and, es­
pecially, the President, whose secretary 
of the Interior must approve the digging. 
The most pe~suasive voices that could be 
raised would surely be those of thc v'etcr­
ans themselves , rising in angry protest 
against this last, fina l exploitatiop of 
their fallen comrades. 

c, 1981 P J B Enwprioa 
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~ousc of l\rprcscntatibe.s 

ma~blngton. ~.«:. 20515 

Honorable Ronald Reagan 
President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

January 12, 1982 

We the undersigned respectfully urge you to request that Secretary of Interior 
James t·/att withhold his signature from any documents that provide necessary per­
mission to the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund, or its designees, to break ground 
to construct the so-called Vietnam Veterans Memorial. 

The enclosed article by James H. Webb, Jr. fully expresses our view that the 
design of this memorial conveys more shame than honor. 

This proposed construction has been aptly described by a member of the design 
selection jury: 11 In a city of white memorials rising, this will be a dark memori al 
receding. 11 

We feel this design makes a-political statement of shame and dishonor, rather than 
an expression of our natfonal pride at the courage, patriotism and nobility of all 
who served. 

A new jury ought to be appointed, less intent · on perpetuating national humiliation 
no matter how artistically expressed. 

We who voted for enabling legislation to accomplish a Vietnam Veterans Memorial 
feel betrayed by the ultimate design selected. We .share the view that this alleged 
memorial is 11 a black ditch that does not recognize or honor those who served 11 and 
fervently hope you and Secretary \~att will intercede to prevent this depressing 
and unedifying memorial from representing our Nation's public statement about 
men and women who deserve far better from us. 

Sincerely, 

HJH:fw • 
c~: Honorable James Watt 

... 
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By JAMk .. ', H. Wt:!JH Jw.. 
I. likl' m .1ny VIrtnam vvcprans I ha vi> 

spuken 10. race a HobS-On's cl101ct> wi Ch re­
spect to the prrip()S{'(l Vietnam Veterans 
Memonal. Havlns: S('r.'ed on the Vie tnam 
V<:tnam M.,nwnal r u.d's N:ilicmaJ !irnn· 
snnn;; l"ommlltt-e. ano hanng also worill"<l 
on Car1tnl Hill to hrlp gain passagl" of the 
aulhomms: rl"SO!ulion . l want very mU<'h to 
S("{' a mrmonal on ihe Mall. On uw othe r 
hand, l bt>l1rve the mem nrial cl10S<'n 
through the T'('('ent dt>Slgn comprliuon i.s, 
a.-; other detractors ha'.'e maintained. a ni· 
hilLSllc statrrnent th;,t dOt'S not renc1er 
honur to tnosc who served. 

In 1980 the Coni;ress aulhoriz.e<l the 
V1l'l nam Veterans Memorial F'und 
IVVMFl to rrl'<'t with private funds a me· 
mori:i.l that would " honor and rt>C~i7R 
U:e m rn and women of Ihe arme<l forces of 
thr l; n; lr<l Stat~ who !,,l'rv('(l 1r1 th e Vlrt· 
nar . 'liar." The fund. 11,hlch was the br ,iin· 
ct.J I,~ ri l a small i:,-cMJP of Wa.shm~oo·t:uc-d 
Vl l'tnJm vrt rra.ns. held a n;it1orr V1de de· 
sI1,'TI compt1Il1en. with Jurors sdt-cte<l on 
thr basis of their enunenct> In the artl.stlc 
and arch itectural rorrununlty. 

The winnlng drsign. which the fund pro­
poses lD bulld in Constitution Gardens ju.st 
off the mall in time for Veterans Day 1~. 

11H. W,\11. ,TIU.ti Jllll<-. .\1 .. ~l<ID. \ ). IH.U .\ IIH.R ti-. 1•111 1 

eassessing the Vietnam Veterans Memor'al 
c t:i o! two black walls, Jdni!li at a The Nf'W Republic magaz.Jne look um· Architectural undrrstatcm!'nl is hardly 
13: r~ Mg1t, "1th 0 ~ nn potntlni to- brage al this conception of lhi> memor1al. called for when we are dealing with the he· 
w ; d the Uncoln ),{emoriaJ lJld ooc toward "!ls purpost>," thl' mal;lline said, "is lo roic and oonorable loss o{ life. If citiLrns 
tht wa.-:.h.lngton Monument. The top or the Impress upon the visitor the s~r human and international visitors wish to rtach a 
m rnorfa l wi ll rema in at irroond level, waste, the utter rneanmglt>ssnt'Sli of It all. conclLLSion regarding the Amer1can lo· 
whfle thr t,,w will n.><:ede lJlto the earth to II i.s an untortunate choice or memorial volvement in Vl('tnam while studying the 
a ~er,th of 10 ftet where lM two walls join. . ..• To ln•at the Vietnam dead like the memorial. it should begin with that prem· 
On u1e wa l ls w1JI ~ the nafTl{"S of those v-lctJ.ms of some monstroos trafri.c accident lse. Thus, if there were to bi> sour g-rapes, 
who perished in the war, listed chronologi· . b more than a disservice to history; It is a the cries should have Ix-en that there wa.s 
c.11ly, :i1Jp~ly In the oroer they fell. disservice to the memory of the 57,C.OO. • • • too much honor. lI that is possible. rather 
TL1re will be no nai. no imagr.s Indicative It Is surely an excess of revi.sic1111st zn.l." Ulan not enough . 
of ~ar. The ori1'111al deliii:u did nor carry A memorial devoill of ~ml>rllishment . One or the most unfortunate and moving 
U1e wo rd "~tnam," thoui;b oow a short which will lake up almost 200 yards of the testimonies to this point came !rum lhe 
lnsc liption Ls apparently planl?t'd where the Capitol MaJf lo list the names or the dead widow of a fellow Mar1nr. a man whom I 
walls rnet•t. It wltl ~. u writer and Viet· on a long black wall, violates thl' congres· deeply respecte<l and fondly remt'mber. No . 
nam Vf'te ran Al Santoli mentioned to me, sional mandate, and also violates th(> re- supporter of lhe war herself, she llkcne<l 
"a~ace to i:o and ix, dcp~:· peale<l assurances given early supporters the blac-kness, the lack or ornateness, the 

al is Oil(! to do? ls any m<.-morial bet· by the Vlctnam Veterans Memorial Fund. very emptiness or this design to the rear.· 
tl' th an no rT)('nwrial 7 Al what j')Olnt tl<~s In addition 10 me, Admiral James B. tJOn she had upon seeing !he ovens at Da· 
a wlr<'e of archltrc turt.' cea.51' bdng a mt>- Stockda.Je, Medal tJf Hooor winner a.nd the chau. No honor there. but rather a rubhing 
rnJri:il lo ~ rvlct' ;ind in!>tcad tx,rnme a dean or thr American prisoners or war. has of the world's face into the grisly shame of 
mc\ckery of thJt ~rvire. a wailing w,tll fl,r mlgnt'<l from Uie National Sponsunng lhe deaths. "It would be better to not h;,ve 
fui un> .1nlIil raf t and Jnti ·nuc lear demon· Commlllet' of the Fund for so long as this a memorial al all." she concluded. 
st r~ tor,? And nirr.. l lmpr,rtantly, how did desi ~ prcvalls. How coulrl such a design have pre· 
th tr .1 vr:;t y, this unwinnatJle paradox, Bu.sln<-s.sman Ross Perot, who provlrled vailed: It i.s true !hat there werr mur!' en · 
cor ie c'.!Joul'.' nearly all of the funding for the memonal tries in this competition tl1an any olhrr i!l 

It is lmporta.nl to ma.ke one clari!ica· projr<'l from its inl'eption in 197~ until Ille history. But through what Hiler did they 
t ifJ 1. Th<' dissalisfarllon with tht- proposl'<.! drsign for !his memorial was ehost•n, in · pass'? Who decide<l on the winner~ V.11cn 
de· lb'l1 is not the product of th!' far right. cludin~ the• funds for Che rlcsii(Tl coml)('li· the winner was announcc<l. l called tht' me•· 
wh ch has ~n panned in some recent artl· twn ilst'lf. quietly withdrew uµ<m ~ing moMal fund office and a.skl'd whether a 
clr as wa ntinl( to see a V ietnam era up- the l'inning design. Mr. Pemt, a Naval Virlnam vrtmrn had be<>n on the jud~ng 
d:i e of thr lwo Jima ml'morial. nor is It Acarlemy ~aduale who has been widely panrl. I was told, astoundin~ly , that no 
tht product of a rew dlsgn1ntled contes· active in projects that rerognize the posl · Vietnam veterans were co Il.'> ldrred qua!· 
ta ts In the design r.omP<'t1tlon . Th!' issur livr acturvrmrnts or scrvIremrn and \t't· ifird, tnough it Is traditional in such comp('-
i~ lirlllr r t111s de~ign mc>ets the eoni:-rc>s· erans . had tx'en rrpeateoJy assured by thr lillons for a la )'P<'rson dm~tly concerned 
s,,1 al mandatt' tu "honor and rt'CO!rnlZ<' Fund's d1 re<:tors that I.he monument would with thr project to sit as a Judge, to pro-
thc- mrn and wom1:n . . • who servrd in t/1(' not gloMfy war. but would honor the dead vide a balance. Later, the WMF orfiC1alJy 
Vic nam war." All this talk or a memorial while l('iving primary emphasis to recog111z· stated thal "a factor mil itating against a 
" su t.a bly capturing the national feeling lnK thP. heroic service of those who fought VietMm veteran being on the Jury was 
a t Vlrtnam," whatrver that Is and and returned . Mantrestly. it docs not. that Ix-cause of the other jury rnem~rs· 

''Vietnam" on It, nor did It s.1y anytll ing 
whatsorver about thUS4.' who had sNv'.-<l 
From th~ results of the cornpell tion, the 
judgrs undoubtt'dly a~eed with Willi;im 
Greidn's re<'rnt perception in thr Wash· 
i11gtrn1 Post. supporting the projX)Se<i de­
sign. that "our sh;,red mt•moM1-s of that 
war do nol include any suitably hernlr. im· 
a~rs which a sculptor could conven to 
stonP or bronze." 

Must Vietnam veterans who watchrd 
the daily sarrinces of their ~rs in com· 
bat would quickly disa~~ with such a 
view or the " honor and il'<'ogn1tinn· · that is 
lheir du<', and the lack o/ this amrmative 
viewpoint ls deinorLStrable In tht• winning 
desi1,'ll . As the descend:1nt of any man who 
fought for the Confe<leracy c:in assure you. 
It is not necessary ror a nation lo have 11,on 
a war in order for its soldier~ to ha Vl' 

fought heroirally. The Vietnam vett>ran de­
serves a memona l that can maxl' this 
same distincLion. 

In the lntert'St or compromise. thOSt' 
who opJ)OSI..• the p~enl des1~ have a.skN1 
that It be made wl1ite. abovt> i,'round. anrl 
have a nag at the juncture of the two 
walls. The VYM.F has thl' pcJwt'r to makt 
such chanKt>S, with very l1tUe da.mai.:-e to 
the process by which they amvN1 at lhe 
de:.ign Itself. Should they not, l)('rhaps I.be 
public should rPje(t the dcstgn by refusin~ 
to pay ror it. Smee this memorial is to be 
built wi th private funds, It should thus re­
flf'('t the judgment uf Lhose who make its 
construrlion pusslble . One hur..-s that con· 
trib·..11ors wouJd not h:istPn in their 1,:ood in · 
tt'ntlons to honor thl)SP .who St-r..,t>d, and In 
th1! end bankroll l subtle but real drnll;T'a· 
lion. 

wh te\'tr els(> It might be 10 or 100 years Those who support the desii,'ll ari;ut>, on empatny for such a person, they might be 
being confronted with such dissent, that sway"" loo gre tly b •'-al person's opi'n Mr. Wc/Jti 1ms n Mnnne n_//1• µlfl/rion fro now, is Sl".onoary to that mandatt'd "" a Y u, · 
iOur grap<>s art' inevitable. Iha! the design l .. r11111111nnda 111 Vicln11111 11nd 1s the n11tflnr 

· If It d0<~. fine. But II must Clrst competition was the most t'Xtrn:.iv<' In his· on . of /u·o 1101:c/.s, ''f°!el~ 1J/ fzrr" 111t1/ "A 
r nnd reroyniu thOS(' who sNved. Lory. an<l that the df'~l)."Tl • itSt'I! is A Desire to Avoid Any Symbol SC'nSC' (If Honor ... Until ran.//u hr H'lls IIU · 

'Fl'tf>--m"f>'#m-drn~oes-nt'lther-.--fi-rsc1c,-----. --aJ- .. ~ l~l - I---h~ .__- .. ,----~-L -------+neFl'-lla-v-e--ee-e-ll--€-h~M--W\Hll,'P'---~ rrrrrrmm~rHrrtfl·rHmm-1-'rtcrrrm~ ..... ----
·n~ut r:: , a ow ng eac ol,!Xrver to m ....... t> h d h 1 · f It a tr>!.'rnonaJ c.nly to the dead. Maya c arges regar ins; t e an1111,•a r ac t vt11t's o J,11 rs Cmmmtla. 

bis own concl usion about thl' war and those ( Un It5 ~ 'l'l~r. h '\.S bet'n very clea r on St-veral members o the jury. Al a mini· 
lhl point . ~Ia1111g lhat "this mernorfal 1s who died. But lhis design should not be mum, il Is clear that Ulen• we re members 
not meanl a., a mernor1al to tJ1e Individual. nrutral. We are Invading for all tlmf! the who had been bitterly opposed to thr war , 
tiutt,ralher a.s a memor1al to lhe men and privacy or thost who pertshctl In Uie war and thr. winning d<>Sign seems lo n•!lt'<'l a 

by publishing their names on the memo· d · d bo wo r n who dleo durlnl:' t.ae war. as i esIn' to avoi any sym I or stalemeut 
Mat, and this should no( bi> dO!le except In h Id ._ h h f h 

wh le ." the rnost a((Jrmallve sense or honor and t at wou put l,rc war or t OS(' w o oug t 
it in an arnrmative light. It should be re-

.1 reco~rnilion. n,un"lhn,-ll<f th1t tho ,vinM ir'l(J' rflW'iO"t'I hun 



January 13, 1982 

MBORANDUM 

TO: General Dougherty 

FROM: Ben Catlin 
SUBJECT: e __ H_o_c_m_e_e_t -in_g_ J_an_ua_ ry--12- ,- 1-~-2 

The monthly meeting of military/Veterans associations (Ad-Hoc) 
was held in the VFW Building on Tuesday, January 12, 1982. Twelve Associations 
were represented - AFA, AUSA, ASC, AL, MCL, NAUS, NCOA, NERA, ROA, REA, TROA 
and VFW. 

The meeting started with a briefing by the DoD Federal Voting 
Assistance office on the absentee voting program and the need to encourage 
military personnel to vote. 

During the discussion portion of the meeting, the VFW indicated 
that the interim report of the Presidential :Manpower Task Force dealt only 
with registration and the draft and will probably not be made public. 

There was a major discussion on the Vietnam Veterans memorial. 
Almost all the Associations felt they had been "used" by the artistic com­
mllllity and they would like to withdraw support for the project. Ross Perrot, 
one of the early supporters, has connnissioned a major study of Vietnam 
Veterans' opinions on the memorial. All agreed to await the results of this 
study before ·publicly changing their position. The Vietnam Veterans of 
America (the group which sent four veterans to Hanoi recently), has sent 
a letter to Associations and individuals, asking for support and contribu­
tions. In their literature, they indicate Hanoi will only negotiate with 
t em on POW and MIA issues. This will probably cause problems. 

The next Ad Hoc meeting will be on 9 February in the AUSA 
building. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: General Dougherty 

FROM: Ben Catlin 

SUBJECT: Combined National Veterans' 
Friday, January 15 

January 18, 1982 

Rear Admiral Alan C. Paulson, Deputy Director DIA, and 
Ross Perot were the speakers. Twenty people representing twelve 
associations attended. The associations represented were: 
AFA, AMVETS, Jewish War Vets, Legion of Valor, MCL, NAUS, NCOA, 
NERA, National League of Families, POW/MIA's, TROA, and VFW. 

Admiral Paulson stated DIA is not only interested in POWs 
and MIAs but coilllilitted to obtaining information on the 2,494 
personnel who are still unaccounted for as a result of the Vietnam 
war. He has fifteen people·-working on this project full time; 
including three stationed in Thailand. In addition, the service 
attaches help whenever needed and quick reaction teams are trained 
and ready if there is any chance of bringing personnel out alive. 

There have been 390 first person sightings of POWs. Eighteen 
were for the Marine Pvt. Garwood who later came out and twenty 
were for an American fisherman named Gay who had lived in Vietnam 
for twenty years and later returned to the US. It is not illogical 
to believe that some more of the sightings are valid. 

His agency has also been working with a North Vietnamese 
mortician who handled all foreign remains (N. Vietnamese do 
not use morticians for their personnel). This mortician reported 
many remains in wooden boxes in a warehouse near Hanoi. He ., worked 
wi th the French also after North Vietnam was separated from France. 
Hi s polygraph test indicated be was telling the truth. 

State Department cooperation and assistance has not been 
good. (Ross Perot said to let him know of any problems with 
the State Department as he had worked for three years on the 
POW/MIA issue with a Col/Gen who was assigned to the State 
Dept. - the Col/Gen's name was Haig.) 

Admiral Paulson closed with the remark that the North Vietnamese 
had used the same POW and MIA negotiating techniques with the French 
after the French-Indo China war. 



-2-

Mr. Perot briefed the group on his opinion and recent ?Ction 
regarding the Vietnam Veteran's Memorial. He has commissioned 
the Gallop organization to conduct a poll of Vietnam veterans 
and POW's to get their reaction to the proposed Vietnam Veteran's 
Memorial. In his judgement, this action is necessary as a result 
of the controversy and increasing opposition from individuals 
and groups. Mr. Perot stated he has no preferance. He just wants 
it to satisfy the Vietnam veterans and he "doesn't care if the 
art world doesn't like it." If necessary, he will be happy to pay 
for redesigning the memorial and he will pay for any black marble 
already ordered. · 

~ry Dalton will work with the Gallop organization and will 
provide associa""rions with copies of the questions to be asked. 

dk/~ 
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\ THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

FROM THE DESK OF: 

KARNA SMALL 
Director, Media Relations and Planning 

FYI: Morton 

I know we discussed this many 
weeks ago -- but I'm still 
hoping something can be done 
to stop this project. I know 
that Jim Watt is "taking a 2nd 
look" but he's also taking 
some heat ... 
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A Memorial Ditth on the Mall 
Patn"ck J. Buchanan 

On the first of March, just two months 
away, ground will be broken on the Mall 
to construct-purportedly to honor the 
veterans of Vietnam-a memorial that 
will be a mockery of the sacrifices of 

those who served, 
"a wailing wall for 
future anti -:draft and 
anti-nuclear de­
monstrations .'' 

That is the hard 
view of former 
Marine platoon 
leader James Webb 
ir . , author of 

• 'Fields of Fire,'' who resigned from the · 
National Sponsoring Committee of the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund , to 
protest the memorial design . It is 
apparently the view as well of Adm. 
James Stockdale, one of the three Amer­
ican prisoners of war awarded the Con­
gressional medal of honor, who likewise 
resigned. It is the view of the Marine 
Corps League, which has .withdrawn its 
support for the memorial as insulting and 
denigrating those who came homefrom 
Vietnam and those who :did not . 

Yet, as this is written, funds continue 
to trickle in to the VVMF. Unless there 
is some form of national protest, this 
final national outrage will be perpetrated 
against the memory of the Vietnam vet­
eran. 

Here is how it came about. 
In 1980, Congress commissioned a 

Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund to de­
sign· and build, · with private capital, a 
suitable memorial on the Mall to · 'honor 
l\nd recognize the men and women . 
who served in the Vietnam War." 

Ross Perot, the Texas businessman 
who has contributed much to the veter­
ans' cause, came forward with most of 
the funding, including the funds neces­
sary to conduct a national competition 
on the memorial design . He was pro­
mised that the result, while not glorify­
ing war, would do honor to those who 
went. 

When the competition was com­
pleted, many veterans were stunned at 
the outcome. The winner was· Maya . 
Ying Lin, a Yale architectural student, 
who had designed a memorial not to the 
veterans, but only to .the dead. 

Her winning design consists of two 
walls of over 200 feet each, starting at 
ground level, and converging at an angle 
of 135 degrees-IO feet below . the 
ground. 

\ 
The American flag under which the 

veterans fought was not to fly over the 
memorial · in the -original design; the 
word Vietnam was nowhere mentioned; 
the walls would be black granite, not 
white marble, and upon them would be 
inscribed the names of the 57,000 who 
died-in the chronological order of their 
de~~- . -

The "purpose" of this memorial, 
wrote the New Republic , is "to impress 
upon the visitor the sheer human waste, 
the utter meaninglessness of it all . . . 
To treat the Vietnam dead like some 
monstrous traffic accident is more than a 
disservice to history; it is a disservice to 
the memory of the 57 ,000.'' 

Ross Perot took one look at the winn­
ing design· and washed his hands of it. 

How did it happen that the VVMF 

could settle upon a ditch on the Mall and 
a black Wall of Shame as fitting memo-
rial to those who served? , 

Relatively simple. Not a single Viet­
nam veteran served on the judging panel 
that selected Miss Lin's design . No Viet­
nam veteran was allowed to serve on a 
panel which contained several members 
outspokenly hostile to the national effort 
to stop North Vietnam's conquest of the 
South; one member allegedly had a long 
association with the · American Com- · 
munist Party. 

If this trench is dug, and those black 
granite walls are sunk into the earth of 
the Mall, those 57,000 war dead , whose 
names will be inscribed in perpetuity, 
will be conscripted again and again at 
rallies on behalf of causes of the self­
same people who mocked their sacri­
fices while they lived and helped to can­
cel their achievements after they died. 
That trench would be a permanent poli­
tical statement endorsing the veiw of the 
American left: that the Vietnam veterans 
fought and died in a worthless cause. 

Already , according to Tom Carhart, 
twice-wounded platoon leader with the 
IO I st Airborne who is mobilizing op­
position to this ''black gash of sorrow 
and shame,'' relatives of the war dead 
are coming forward to keep the names of 
their fathers, brothers, husbands and 
sons off the granite slabs. 
. The hour is late; but not too late for 
urgent appeals to Congress and , es­
pecially, the President, whose secretary 
of the Interior must approve the digging. 
The most persuasive voices that could be 
raised would surely be those of the veter­
ans themselves, rising in angry protest 
against this last, final exploitation of 
their fallen comrades . 

C> 1981 PJB Enterprises 




