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Mr. Edwin Meese 
The Wlv.i.te House 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Meese, 

/ 

As you may know, in 1980 the U.S. Congress authorized 
two acres of land on the Mall for a national Vietnam 
veterans memorial. 

Because of the involvement of veterans groups, the 
unions, and the business community, this privately 
funded memorial is scheduled to be dedicated on Veterans 
Day, 1982. 

It is my hope that we can meet with you to discuss the 
project in detail. 

I have attached- some background 
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__________ __; ___ '."'.._ ... -:-: .. -:_:::_\;: Last year; in a consdenii~ua ~f-
1
• fort to avoid. preci&el.Y the kmd. of 
• controversy that -recently has ari- I 

I t·he Ey· e . sen . the furid sponsored a .design •• I n. _ . · · • · co~pi;J.it,ion ana ask~d a blue-rib-
• • hon jury to name a wmner frq~ the .·of t' h·-e· . 1421 designs that were submitted. 

The jury chose a design. by Maya 
• ! , ,. Ying Lin, a brilliant student of ~-

h · ~ ' · chitecture at Yale. • •· ·, • . Be O er/ ' . . _S_ome of ~he most noisy cri~ics 
: are contendmg that the 9es1gn 

' 8a,,lit; . - • 1 
• • makes a "politi~al statement .. " T?e 

• I• f '-t •~ WashinQton: objection _is fa!u.ous. :he memorial 
LONG-FQRGOTIEN -Irish will consist. quite . sm_1ply ?f two A · · w u: walls of black gramte m which the 

• novehiit: Marga!t:t . • 0 e .. , 'names of the 57 ooo dead of Viet- • 
Hungerford, 1s today rememper~,_. . . •· ·u b c~;e'd :-: No' Corinthian 
for a· single line in ,dong-forgotten.1 nam wi e . • 'N w· ed 

k 11 d. ' 'Moll • Bawn.': • Thia / columns. ~No frou-frou'. . o mg 
wor .ca _e : 1,Bea:Ji is in -tl)e•e e , Vic1?ries: lj~ ~ -mples -~r ._~c.h~s or 

• wfashthbe lhmled ,.. Y_ .,.__, :., ·,.~:;.;._" : obelisks . • ,:, • , •·: ': .· . , ·., - . .. . 
• o t e e_ 0 er. -· ·, .:·; .. ·.d•·. 1 'r : : ; ; These· ~ere" the dead ·or Viet-

• The!mecomes .tomm m~on~ , nam.Wehonorthe·m.·:- __ ' :: ·. " ·. •·.· ~ '\ 
templatmg th~ flap that h_as ar1~en . That'is the· poignant statement 
over the design for the pendmg h" .al· uld m. ake ' hap-• M ·a1. ·1 t 1s memon wo • ,. 

. Vietnam Ve~rans eJ?on_ n to believe the war· was'just as 
happe~ to thmk t~e d~s1gn lS _su- ~nald Rea an described it'-in Au- ' ~. 
perb; m my own v!ew, it prom1sf:8 t 1980· I~ was indeed a ·"noble , . 
to he the most movmg war memon.-. gus " · 1 • th end the· ca· use was -· ,.. .. .,.. cause. n e . • ... "';., 

• ·- . ~ -• ..:. ·- • • lost, but that tragic facfcannot ob-
------,---.--.,---- scure·the motivation nor denigrate 

By James J. Kilpatrick _ the sacrifice. If this contemplative 
memorial prompts visi¥)rs .to re-

' • ::- . • fleet uJjon the price of defepding 
'al in this country, if not in the freedom'·· so· be it. Like ' beauty, 
world. My brother conservatives of • . meani~· will lie · in the 'beholder's . ; . 
National Review think th~ design 1

• :eye. _..;~ ~ ~ 1 :: , ·. §, ··t·· .I-_ ' ·. ' • :,'. · '. · 
is terrible. Many veterans -apprQv\_; . . One •0f .th·e· mosCasinine objec-.. ' ,; 
it warmly-the American •Legion ' tions came from the left-wing New ,; .:t 
has pledged $1 _million ~d t!i~.Ve~~ Republic,;_}!): whic~ a cotu~ni~t saw · -:,-~ 
erans of Foreign Wars ha~e ~n- : the names as if they were y~ctuna of ' A . 
tributed $250,000 toward its COD• j.•' "some monstrous traffic'< accidenL :0 ' .• 
struction • • : :' _·i f"-,:'./, .:.· . °:"{ .: ··--:;::n ~~.,An even more depressing ~bjection , . 

• The i~ea fo~ _this .w_e_IDQ.rial ~ ~ '.came · frpin . the·· right-win~·~col~: ·ti,." 
gan to germinate three )'ears ago m ·, • riist Pat Buchanan: One member of \ 

• the mind 'of Jan Scruggs, a fa.irlY, the design jury, unidentifi~ .~.al- ,, 
obscure fellow -in an_ obscure of~ce •• Jegedly bad a long assoc!ation wi~ 
of the Department of Labor. He 18 a the Americ1.n Communist ·Party. , _. 
soft-spoken guy with steel in hia A -cheaper shot haiC seldom ·been · '1 

-· spine. He also has· steel in ,h1s arms fired . . .. , ' ·' ,, ' ; '·; i-!..-?'?! ·. • • ;, ,. ;, : • • · 
and legs-sbrapnel left over from . : Probably the sponsors ·of · th~ · 
his year with the infantry in Viet- -Vietnam Memorial shC' u_!d hc:•.•e a~-
nam. He c~me home from the war peeled s_uch pet~ifogging' ' OP~= 
not 011ly with the shrapnel but also tion. Ours is a nation of 225 m1lhon . 
with a decoration for gallantry. . critics of art. and architecture. After . 

-in common with • many other • 30 years of proposition and dissen­
veterans of Vietnam, Mr. Scruggs • sion agreement is yet to be reached 
resented the indifferen<:e and hos- on ; memorial to Franklin Roose-
tility exhibited by an ungrateful velL The best we have done for 
nation toward the men who had James Madison is to name a library 
fought there. He began to talk up annex for him . . Even so, it is a pily 
the idea of a memorial. In April~ to encounter this divisiveness. The 
1979, he formed the Vietnam Vet- . war was divisive enough. . . -

• erans Memorial Fund. A ~ear or so My hope is that the· sponsors of 
later Congress donated a site on the this elpquent memorial will not be 
mall between the Lincoln Memorial deterred by the small but passion-
and the Washington Monument ate opposition to the. design. The 
with the understanding that fun~• fund is slowly approaching . its $7 
to build the memorial would be pr1- million goal Ground is to - be 
vately raised. . _ . ... broken in March. A year hence the 

memorial could be in being. View- . 
• ing it, tach of us may remember 
• what he wishes to remember-the 
cause, the heroism, the blunden, or 
the wai:;t,-_ 

-------
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\ 

-------.--



MEMORAND UM 

TO: 

FROM: 

MARTIN ANDERSON 

DAN NY BOGGS ri)!J 

THE W HIT E HO USE 

W AS HI:-. GTO N 

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 ha~~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 also 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 matter, and 
appeared quite willing to cooperate in whatever course of act i on 
is chosen. 

Thirty-one Republican Congressmen have written a letter in 
opposition to the current design, and a -letter from numerous 
Senators is exp~cted. At the same time, a number of prominent 
conservative figures have continued in support· of the Memorial, 
including James Jackson Kilpatrick, General Westmoreland, and • 
Bob Hope. (See Attachment 1) 



Discussion: 

The controversy over the design has included two major elements. 

(1) The physical design itself. Them morial 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 mesning of 
Vietnam is being waged on both sides. Some of · the critics have 
indicated that their concerns 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 altei, while 
adding a flag would be the easiest. 

It does seem to me that a memorial which is takeq as offensive 
by most of those it is designed to honor is ~oth )'utile 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 ev-er----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 well as undoubtedly drawing the 
President into expressing, directly or indirectly, some opinion 
on the design . 

. . 



(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, probably attempts at 
Congressional action, ~nd 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 1 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 4 would allow a 
suitable resolution. The current language in61udes 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 rem embers the ~ourage, ~acrifice, 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 recognizJ~s only death, not the ideals of "Duty, Honor, 
Country." 

Recommendation: 
_____ .... 

I would recommepd that primary attention be .given to Option 3. 
Watt could meet now with or:{bnents ., as he has with the 
proponents, and attempt to reach some compromi~e on the wording 
and trappings. If that fails, Options 1 and 2 can be addressed. 
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A Memorial Ditth on the Mall <I 
{ 

- · ~ ' , j 

:;i 

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 
ant i-n uc lear de­
monstrations .•• 

That is the hard 
'view of former 
Marine platoon 
leader James Webb 
Jr., 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 
resigQed. 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 
suitable memorial on the Mall to "honor 
and 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 Vietn;_tm 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 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 
10 l 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 Interio_r must approve the digging. 
The most petsuasive 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. 

• 0 1981 PJB Entapri1e1 



HENRY J, HYDE 
Int D1n;,1CT. ILLIN019 

W4SHINGTON, 0 . C. 20515 
(202.) 2.25-45111 

., , COMMITTHl1 

.JUDICIARY 

FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
CS:ongrt55 of tbe Wnittb g\,tatcs 

J,ouse of l\eprtstntatibts 

Ula.ubington, ll.~. 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. 11 

We feel this design makes a-political statement of shame and dishonor, rather than 
an expression of our national 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, 

HJH:fw 

cc: Honorable James Watt 
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By JAMlli H. \VUIII JIL 

I. like m:rny VIf'tnam veterans I have 
spoken to, face a Hooson·s choice with re­
spect to the proposed Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial. Having served on the Vietnam 
Veterans Memorial Fund's National Spon· 
soring Committee. and having also worked 
on Capitol Hill to help gain passagt> of the 
authorizing n'SOlution, I want very much to 
see a memorial on the Mall. On the other 
hand, I believe the memorial chosen 
through the recent design competition is, 
as other detractors have maintained. a ni· 
hilisllc statement that does not render 
honor to those who served. 

In 1980 tbe Congress authorized the 
Vil'tnam Veterans Memorial Fund 
IVVMFI to erect Witil private funds a me· 
moriaJ that wouJd "honor and recognize 
the men and women of the armed forces of 
the United States who served in the Viet· 
nam war." The fund, which was the brain· 
chlld of a small group of Washington-based 
Vietnam veterans. held a nationwide de· 
sign compt'tition, with Jurors selected on 
thf' basis of their eminence in the artistic 
and architectural t'ommunity. 

The winning design. which the fund pro­
poses to build in Constitution Gardens just 
off tbe mall in time for Veterans Day 19!!2, 

VIETNAM 
VnERANS 
MEMO'IHAL 

THf. W,\11. ,nu .• I JOll(\; ,\I., 1-!<11> .,,. IH.u .,11H.R 11', 1•1~1 

Reassessing the Vietnam Veterans Memorial 

consists of two black wans, Jo1Dint at a 
135-deirrtt an~. wtth one wall polnlJnr to­
ward the UJJcoln Memorial and one toward 
tht' Washington Monument. The tDp of the 
mernonal will remain at ground level. 
while the base will recede Into the earth to 
a depth or 10 feet where the two walls join. 
On the walls will ~ the names of those 
who perished in the war, listed chronologi­
cally, supposedly In the order they fell. 
There will be no nag, no Images indicative 
of war. The oriitnal deiip did not carry 
the word "Vietnam," tboogtl now a short 
Inscription Is apparently planned where the 
walls rneet. It will be. as writer and Viet· 
nam veteran Al Santoli mentioned to me, 
"a place to go and be depressed." 

Wh Zit is one to do? ls any memorial bet· 
ter than no memorial? Al what point does 
a piff-t' of architecture cease being a m~ 
morial to service! and im,tead !)(>come a 
mockery of that service, a wailing wall fl>r 
future anti-oraft and anti·nucle:ir demon· 
strators? And most importantly, how did 
this t::-avesty, lh1s unwinnable paradox. 
come &bout': 

It is Important to make one clarifica­
tion. The dissatisfaction with the proposPd 
design is not the product of the far right. 
which has been panned in some recent artl· 
cles .!}; wanting to St't' a Vietnam era up­
date of the lwo Jima memorial, nor is It 
the product of a few disgruntled conies· 
tants tn the design competition. The issuP 
is whether this design meets the congres· 
siunaJ mandate to "honor and recognize 
the mr11 and women ... who served in the 
Vietnam war." All this talk of a memorial 
"suitably capturing the national feeling 
about Vietnam," whatever that is and 
whatever . else It might be 10 or 100 years 
from now, is se-.ondary to that mandatt'd 
purpo.w. If It d<x>s, fine. But It must first 
ho11or med rerogniu those who served. 

The present design does neither. First, 
it is a memorial only to the dead. Maya 
Un, its designer, has bet>n very clear on 
this point, stating that "this memorial is 
not meant as a memoriaJ to the individual, 
but rather as a memorial to the men and 
women who died durini tile war, as a 
whole." 

The Nt'W Republic magazine took wn· 
brage at this conception of Uw- memorial. 
''Its purpose," tht magazine said, " is to 
Impress upon the visitor the sheer human 
waste, the utter meaninglessness of it all. 
ft is an unfortunate choice of memorial 
.... To trt>at the Vietnam dead like the 
v1ctims of some monstroos traffic accident 

• Is more than a disservice to history: It is a 
disservice to Ule memory of tbe 57,000 .. .. 
Jt is surely an excess of revisionist u-al." 

A memorial devoid of emt>ellishment. 
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 UK> re­
peated assurances given early i.-upporters 
by the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund. 
In iidditlon to me, Admiral James B. 
Stockdale, Medal of Honer winnl'r and the 
dean of the American prisoners of war, has 
n-slgned from the National Sponsoring 
Committet' of the Fund for so long as this 
design prevails, 

Busiflt'SSman Ross Perot, who provided 
nearly all or the fundlng for the memorial 
proj('('t fn,m its inception in 197!1 until the 
design for this ml'morial was rh()S('n, in· 
('(tiding lhr funds for the desilCTl competi · 
lion ilsl'lf, quietly withdrew upon ~ing 
the winning design. Mr. Pemt. a Naval 
Academy graduate who has been widely 
active in projects that recognize the posi­
tive achievements of servicemen and Vl'I· 
erans. had been repeatedly assured by thl' 
Fund's directors that the monument would 
not glorify war, but would honor the dead 
while giving i)rimary emphasis to recogniz­
ing the heroic service or those who fought 
and returned. Manifestly. ii does not. 

Those who support the design argue, on 
being confronted with such dissent. that 
iOIJr grapes art' inevitable. that the design 
competition was the most t>xtelllilvt> In his· 
lory. and . that the dt>sign • itself is 

"neutral," allowing eat'h observer to maktt 
bis own conclusion about the war and those 
who died. But this design should not be 
neutral. We are invading for all lime the 
privacy of those who perished In the war 
by publishing their names on the memo· 
rial. and this should nol be done except In 
the most affirmative sense of honor and 

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

One of the most unfortunate and moving 
testimonies to this point came frum the 
Widow of a fellow Marine. a man whom I 
deeply respected and fondly remember. No 
supporter of the war herself, she likened 
the blackness, Ule lack or ornateness, tht> 
very emptines-5 or this design to the rear· 
Uon she had upon seeing the ovens at Da· 
chau. No honor there. but rather a rubbing 
of the world's face into the grisly shame of 
tile 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 were more l'n· 
tries in this competition lhan any other in 
history. But through what !liter dtd they 
p.iss? Who decided on the winner? Y.11en 
the winner was announced, I called lht' me· 
morial fund office and asked whelhl'r a 
Vietnam vetf'ran had been on the judging 
panel. 1 was told, astoundin1:ly, that no 
Virtnam veterans were con.sidered qua!· 
ifil'd, though it is traditional in such compe­
tiuons for a layperson dirt:'Clly concerned 
with lhe project to sit as a judge. to pro­
vide a balance. Later. the VVMF officially 
stated that "a factor militating against a 
Vietnam veteran being on the Jury was 
that bt'cause of the other jury members' 
empathy for such a person, they might be 
swayed too greatly by that person's opin· 
Ion." 
A Desire to Avoid Any Symbol 

Thert' have been charges and counter· 
charges regarding the antiwar activities of 
St'veral members of the jury. At a mini- . 
mum. it Is clear that there were members 
who had been bitterly opposed to the war, 
and the winning dt'Sign Sttms to n>flect a 
desin> to avoid any symbol or statement 
that would put the war or those who fought 
it in an affirmative l12ht. It should be ~ 

.. , 

"Vietnam" on It, nor dlct 11 say anything 
whatsof>ver about th\&' 11;ho had Sf'rv~>d 
From the results of the competition, the 
judges undoubtt'dly agreed with William 
Greider·s recent perception in tht> Wash· 
ington Post. supporting the proposed de­
sign, that "our shared mrmorit>S of that 
war do not inchide any suitably heroic im· 
ages which a sculptor could convert to 
stonP or bronze." 

Most Vietnam veterans who watcht'd 
the daily saclinces of lh<'lr peers in com· 
bat would quickly disagr~ with such a 
view of lhe ·'honor and if'('ogTI i I ion' · that is 
their due, and the lack ol this affirmative 
viewpoint Is <k>monstrable In the winning 
design. As the descendant of any man who 
fought for the C.On(ederacy can assure you, 
it is nQt necrssary for a nation to have won 
a war in order !or its soldiers to have 
fought heroirally. The Vietnam vett-ran de­
serves a memorial that can maJte this 
same distinction. 

In the Interest of compromise, those 
who oppose :he pl'l'Sent design have asked 
that it be made white. above ground. and 
have a nag at the juncture of the two 
walls. The VVMF has the powt>r to makP 
such changes, with very little dama~e to 
the process by which lhey amved at the 
de:.ign Itself. Should they not, ~rbaps tbe 
public should l'l!ject the dt'sign by refusing 
to pay for it. Since this memorial is to be 
built with pr1vate funds, it should thus n.-­
flect the Judgment of those who make its 
construrtion pusslble. One hor,s>s that_ con· 
trib,llors would not ha.stl'n in lht>ir good in· 
tentions to honor thQSe who served. and in 
the end bankroll l subtle but real denigra­
tion. 

Mr. Webb &ms a Manne nfle plrrt1Jo11 
rommnndl'r in rictn11111 mid ts thr author 
u/ tu·o ,ioi:cls, "f'1eltb n/ f'rrr " 111t1/ '"A 
St'rrsc "' Hunor. " Until rt'cNttfli hf' u·11s rm• 
norit.11 n1unsd tn the House \'etam1s AJ­
f 11irs C111111111tlt·r. 

i, 




