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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Title THE YANKEES ARE COMING! THE YANKEES ARE COMING!
Author: Magjor Jeffrey M. Dunn, United States Marine Corps

Thesis.  This paper compares British involvement in America’'s struggle for
independence in the late eighteenth century with the United States’ immersion in North
Vietnam's struggle for national unification in the twentieth.

Di scussi on:  Many similarities exist between the American Revolution and the
Vietnam War. Five of the most apparent similarities are examined. First, Great Britain
and the United States made similar fundamental assumptions, in their respective
conflicts, which proved equally flawed. Second, the distances between the combatants in
both conflicts were vast. The lines of communication were extremely long. Third,
similarities abound between the people involved, both generally and specifically. Fourth,
both wars have a single campaign that can be described as the turning point. Though
Saratoga and Tet occurred at relatively early stages in the respective conflicts, the
outcomes of the wars were arguably decided after those campaigns. Fifth, the southern
strategies in both wars are remarkably analogous. Both Great Britain and the United
States succeeded in alienating the undecided, and arousing animosity among the common
people.

Conclusion:

1. The United States became the oppressor in Vietnam, and closely emulated its enemy,
Great Britain, in the Revolutionary War.

2. Many patterns repeat themselves through history and within those patterns are keys to
success in the future.

3. The United States needs to become more proficient at searching for patterns in history
(not just its own). By learning from the mistakes made by itself and others, the U.S. will
make fewer mistakes in the future.
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CHAPTER ONE

I NTRODUCTI ON

This paper will conpare British invol venment in
Anerica s struggle for independence in the |late eighteenth
century with the United States’ imersion in North
Vietnami s struggle for national unification in the
twentieth. The patterns found in these two conflicts, that
occurred centuries apart, mrror each other in many ways.

The simlarities between the two wars are numerous,
but this work will focus on the five nost obvious. First,
Great Britain and the United States made simlar
fundanmental assunptions, in their respective conflicts,
whi ch proved equally flawed. Second, the distances between
the conbatants in both conflicts were vast. The |lines of
comuni cation were extrenely long. Third, simlarities
abound between the people involved, both generally and

specifically. Fourth, both wars have a single canpaign



that can be described as the turning point. Though
Saratoga and Tet occurred at relatively early stages in the
respective conflicts, the outcones of the wars were
arguably deci ded after those canpaigns. Fifth, the
southern strategies in both wars are renmarkably anal ogous.
Both Great Britain and the United States succeeded in
al i enating the undeci ded, and arousing ani nosity anong the
comon peopl e.

Finally, the question of “so what?” nust be answered.
Wiy do the simlar patterns matter? The old cliché that
hi story repeats itself is hard to ignore. By conducting
di sciplined pattern analysis in the future, the United
States can avoid repeating m stakes and inprove its
per f ormance t hroughout the entire spectrum of foreign

rel ati ons.

CHAPTER TWO

FLAVED ASSUMPTI ONS

Both Great Britain and the United States entered their
respective conflicts under several simlar assunptions that
were vitally flawed. They both subscribed to a “Dom no
Theory” that hindered any kind of conprom se or toleration

of resistance. They assuned that the mgjority of the



peopl e of the revolutionary countries were |oyal, and

want ed assistance in restoring order. Both great powers
assuned that technol ogical superiority and experience would
make the conflicts inexpensive, short, and easily won.

Nei t her great power anticipated, fully understood, or

prepared for an asymetric fight.

The Dom no Theory
Great Britain, an island Nation |argely dependent on
her colonies for all manner of material, was very concerned
that a secession or unchecked rebellion on the part of the
Ameri can Col oni es woul d cause a chain reaction throughout
the Enpire. Richard M Ketchumarticulates this in

Sar at oga:

From the royal point of view, the great fear was that the rebellion in Americawould set
off areaction like the fal of arow of dominoes, with the West Indies becoming
dependent on America and the Irish seeking independence, ‘ so that the idand reduced to
itself, would be a poor isand indeed.’*

The British Monarchy al so believed that successful

rebel lion woul d shake all of Europe to its foundation. In
contrast to the United States’ Dom no Theory of the
twentieth century, Great Britain's fears had validity, as

the French woul d di scover in the years to cone.

! Ketchum, Richard M., Saratoga: Turning Point of America’s Revolutionary War (New York: Henry Holt
and Co. Inc., 1997) 67.




Li ke Engl and, the United States had its own Dom no
Theory. Though the actual termwas not used publicly until
1954 in a speech by President Ei senhower, the theory began
to take shape in 1950 in docunents |ike NSC 64. Kissinger
articulates this in D plonacy:

NSC document 64 had concluded that Indochinawas ‘a key area of Southeast Asaand is

under immediate threat.” The memorandum marked the debut of the so-called Domino

Theory, which predicted that, if Indochinafell, Burmaand Thailand would soon follow,

and that ‘the balance of Southeast Asiawould then bein grave hazard.”?

NSC- 68 outlined the “Fundanental Design of the Kremin” as
the U S. |eadership sawit. The Soviet Union’s ultimate
goal was absol ute power over its territories. Wthin the
m nds of the Soviet |eaders this neant everyone else had to
be destroyed.® The leadership in the U.S. at the tine
believed that the Soviet Union and China were strong allies
bent on world domi nation. One assunption was that if any
country fell to comunist rule, regardl ess of whether the

i npetus was internal or external, the rest of the region
would fall |ike dom noes, and denocracy woul d be

extingui shed. Although NSC-68 was initially subjected to
strong criticisns, the invasion of South Korea in June of

1950 quieted all reservations and the “Dom no Theory”

became accepted as fact for the next twenty years.* This

2 Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1994) 623-624.
3 S. Nelson Drew, NSC-68 Forging the Strateqy of Containment, 39.
*1bid, 98.




theory was the driving force behind U S. involvenent in
Vietnam According to Robert McNamara in his book, In
Retrospect, the incom ng Kennedy adm nistration was briefed
by the outgoing Ei senhower adm nistration on 19 January,
1961. During this neeting, MNamara recalls:

President Eisenhower stated ... ‘ If Laos [and, by implication, Vietnam] islost to the Free
World, in the long run we will lose al of Southeast Asia.’”

The Kennedy administration and, nore inportantly, the
Johnson adm ni stration never questioned the paradi gmof the

“Dom no Theory” during the Vietnam War.

Percei ved Wl cone

The British government was convinced (probably until
February, 1781) that the rebellion was an unpopul ar
nmovenent driven by upstarts, and that there were a | arge
nunber of colonists who were loyal to the Crown. Wy they
clung to this assunption is uncertain. Thomas Paine, an
extrenely popular journalist of the time voiced a wdely
hel d opi nion in Cormbn Sense:

Every thing that is right or reasonable pleads for separation. The blood of the dain, the
weeping voice of nature cries, ‘TISTIME TO PART. Even the distance a which the
Almighty hath placed England and Americais a strong and natural proof that the
authority of the one over the other, was never the design of Heaven.®

®> Robert McNamara, In Retrospect: The Tragedy and Lessons of Vietnam (New Y ork: Random
House, 1995), 36.
® Fast, Howard, The Selected Work of Tom Paine, (New Y ork: Random House Inc., 1945) 22.




Two gl aring exanples of Britain s imaginative fantasy that

| oyal i sts were abundant are the Canpaign of 1777 and the
Canpaign in the southern Col onies during 1780 and 1781.
British General John Burgoyne’'s strategy in 1777 relied
heavily on an indistinct body of |oyalists that would

mat eri alize once he proceeded south from Canada. They
“failed to sign up in any significant nunbers”, and if they

truly constituted one third of the Col onies’ popul ation “as

John Adans believed ... they were not concentrated in any

" 7 Even after Burgoyne’'s overwhel nming defeat at

one pl ace.
Saratoga, due in part to the failure of the Loyalists to
energe, Great Britain clung to the belief that npst
Anmericans were loyal. |In the southern canpaign in 1780,
the story was very simlar. The pacification, which wll
soon be discussed in greater detail, relied heavily on the
presence of nunerous loyalists. Wen they failed to rally
to CGeneral Cornwallis side, his eventual defeat becane
i nevitabl e.

Unli ke the American Colonies in the eighteenth
century, South Vietnam was not the property of the United
States in the twentieth. However, the U S. strongly

supported the de-facto President of that country. Like

Great Britain, the U S. understood very little about the

" Ketchum, Saratoga, 109.



| and or the people with which it was going to wage a war.
Robert S. McNamara states in “In Retrospect” that, with
regard to Vietnamthey “did not have tine to think
straight”® and that:

[They had @ profound ignorance of the history, culture, and politics of the people
in the area, and the personalities and habits of their leaders.®

By his own admi ssion, they (the Admi nistration) were out of
their elenent, and were ill equi pped to handle the

devel oping situation. For exanple, the U S had little
appreciation for the religious make up of South Vi etnam
Most of the peopl e were Buddhi st peasants. The Anmerican
backed President, Ngo Din Diem was a Catholic aristocrat
fromthe North. In addition, denocratic ideals were of
little concern to the corrupt Diemreginme, and irrel evant
to the peasant farnmer. Like Geat Britain in the Anerican
Colonies, the U S. sawits role in South Vietnam as

| i berator and chanpion to a Nation harassed with rebellion.
In reality, the U S. was an interloper in a civil war for

the unification of North and South Vi et nam

Technol ogy
The final assunption that Great Britain and the U. S.

shared was that technol ogy woul d assure victory and hasten

8 McNamara, In Retrospect, Preface.
° Ibid, 322.



the conflict’s conclusion. Both great powers enjoyed
technol ogi cal superiority over their enemes. Geat
Britain’s Navy was unmat ched by any nation, especially
America. The United States possessed incredible air power,
agai nst which Vietnam could present only partia
resi stance. Both nations fielded the nost well trained
conventional armes of their tinme. Logic m ght suggest
t hat these advantages woul d prove decisive and guarant ee
swift victory. In retrospect, it is evident that the
t echnol ogi cal advantages were rendered ineffective through
the use of asymmetric strategies and tactics.
Sunmary

The flawed assunptions that Great Britain and the U S
made were critical to their eventual defeat. |In effect,
the assunptions were the basis for involvenent. Had either
nati on avoi ded those assunptions, or re-eval uated them at
sonme point, disaster could have been prevented. The U. S.
i nvol venent is particularly tragi c because the m stakes the
US made in Vietnammrrored the m stakes nade by their
old eneny, Geat Britain. The Vietnanese, |ike the
Revol uti onary Anmericans, took advantage of those m stakes
at every opportunity. In any case, both nations were

defeated by inferior enemes. They suffered a dimnution



in wrld respect. W rst of all, many human |ives were | ost

unnecessarily.

CHAPTER THREE
TI ME AND DI STANCE

One of the greatest chall enges that both Geat Britain
and the U S. confronted was i mense geographi c separation
fromthe theaters. That di stance had an adverse inpact on
two critical requirenents. First, all comunications
bet ween the governnents and their forces were delayed. In
Great Britain’s case the delay was two to three nonths in
each direction. Second, every piece of equipnent, al
supplies, and every individual, conbatant and non-conbat ant
ali ke, had to be transported across a trenmendous di stance

and at great expense.

Conmuni cat i ons
In the Revolutionary War, every single British
communi qué had to cross the Atlantic Ccean. Every order,
report, request, and personal letter had to travel by ship.
Each took approximately two to three nonths to reach the
intended recipient. In the Vietnam War, comruni cation was
still a problembut for different reasons. Ceographically,

t he di stance between the U. S. and Vi etnamwas tw ce that



encountered by Great Britain during the American
Revol uti on. The nethods of communication, radi o, phone,
and mail partially conpensated for the added distance.°
The real delays cane fromthe great control that civilian
political |eadership exercised over the mlitary. 1In a
di scussi on about target selection for Rolling Thunder 20,

H R MMster wites:

On June 23 the president met with his advisors to approve the target package
personally...no military officer was present. Six days after the JCS had made their initial
proposa (which included 14 targets), Wheder sent the final orders for RT20, consisting
of seven targets, to CINCPAC. ™
This trenmendous civilian oversight caused | ong, often
debilitating del ays between target detection and target
engagenent .
Lord Germain sent approximtely two hundred and fifty
secret nessages between 1775 and 1782.'2 [|f dispatched
equi tably throughout the nonths, Lord Germain sent three or
four every nmonth. They contradicted each other “from one
nmonth’s letter to the next, even from paragraph to

par agr aph. "3

The tinme delay made requests for
clarification inpossible. It was not uncommon for entire

canpaigns to run their course before the King or his

10 While no sources were discovered that spoke specifically to communications delays between Washington
and Saigon during the Vietnam War, it can be assumed that delays were encountered. Even today, inthe
era of satellites and email, distance causes delay in communication between Conus and Okinawa, the
Arabian Gulf, and Korea.

" McMaster, H.R., Dereliction of Duty (New Y ork: HarperCollins Publishers,1997) 286.

2 William L. Clements Library, George Germain Papers. University of Michigan.

13 shy, John, A People Numerous and Armed (Michigan: University of Michigan Press, 1997) 203.

10



Secretary of State had any idea of events or devel opnents.
Ceneral Burgoyne, for instance, officially surrendered his
Northern arny on 17 Cctober 1777. The Crown received the
news on 2 Decenber, which was a fairly rapid response for

the tine. *

Beans, Bullets, and Band- A ds

Fromthe British perspective, logistics in the
Anerican Revolutionary War was a trenendous chal |l enge.
Despite optim stic thinking on the part of the governnent,
host nation support was fleeting at best. Because of this
every need that British forces in Anerica had woul d cone
fromthe honeland. Two nmjor problens faced the British
supply conduit. First, London was five thousand niles away
from New York. The journey across the unforgiving Atlantic
Ccean took eight to twelve weeks. Second, nerchant
shi ppi ng capable or willing to make the journey did not
exi st in adequate nunbers.

Trans-Atlantic journeys in the eighteenth century were
horri bl e experiences. According to Ketchum

For the army officers, they were bad enough...but to the common soldier they were an
unmitigated horror. Crowded below decks...they had to endure the stench of vomit and
unwashed bodies and the crudest sanitary facilities, with three men stacked in bunksin a

14 K etchum records on pg 441 of Saratoga that while waiting for news of Burgoyne's fate, Horace Walpole
wrote, “It is so inconvenient to have all letters come by post of the ocean. People should never go to war
above ten miles off, as the Grecian States used to do.”

11



space five feet high and seven feet wide, fed on the meanest rations—including water that
was green with viscous algae and rock-solid hardtack, crawling with weevils.*®

He reports that on German transports, 20 percent of the nen
on every shipload were sick, and a staggering 4 percent had
peri shed at the end of a crossing. 1In addition to the
horri bl e human conditions, the extended tines at sea nmade
sending fresh rations and stock ineffective. In sone
cases, provisions were spoiled or damaged to the extent

that only a quarter were usable upon arrival in the
col oni es.

One significant reason for the British supply
shortages (especially food shortages) in the Col onies was
the | ack of adequate shipping assets. Mst transports were
owned and run by civilian contractors, many were in poor
shape, and many refused governnent business. According to
an article in Arny Logistician:

Many British merchants did not want to lease their ships to the war effort because it was
not profitable for them. They could not find return tonnage, and their ships could wait as
long as eight weeks before they were unloaded in American ports. The Netherlands and
Germany were scoured for available ships, and many were subsequently hired. French
merchant ships were available early in the war, but the British held the quality of those
vesselsin contempt and would not consider their use.'®

The conbi nation of the vicious 3,000 to 5,000 mle journey
and the |l ack of avail able nmerchant shipping nade British

| ogi stics a nightmare.

15 |1

Ibid, 91.
16 Maj. John A. Tokar, “Logistics and the British Defeat in the Revolutionary War.” Army Logistician
(September/October 1999).



Al though the U.S. in the twentieth century enjoyed
t echnol ogy exponentially superior to that of Geat Britain
during the Anmerican Revolution, the magnitude of U S
i nvol venment neutralized that advantage to a | arge degree.
According to an article in D nension: Defense Logistics
Agency Magazine, it was the first tine the U S. had
supported an operation of that size with a “pipeline that
stretched 9,000 to 11,000 miles.”! The article goes on to

describe its continuing escal ati on:

The Agency’s total procurement rose from $3.0 billion in fiscal 1965 to $6.2 billion
during fiscal 1967. During fiscal 1967, it managed 1.7 million items. The number of
supply requisitions jumped from 15.4 million in fiscal 1965 to 19.4 million in fisca 1966.
The Agency’s civilian personnedl strength soared from 33,230 in fiscal 1965 to 64,448 in
fiscal 1967..."°

Every piece of clothing that Americans wore, every bull et

they fired, every ration they consuned, and every stretcher
they laid on cane through that pipeline. 1In addition, nost
of the humanitarian aid provided to the civilian victins of

the conflict nmade that journey as well.

That pi peline was non-existent prior to 1964, and had
to be built. A formerly “secret” docunent, from MACV
(MIlitary Assistance Command, Vietnanm) to Comrander in
Chief, US. Arny Pacific dated 26 Cctober 1964, sheds sone

light on difficulties faced. O the nunerous concl usions

7 Dr. Janet McDonnel, “Defense Supply Agency Supports Vietnam Conflict and the Warfighter.”
Dimensions: Defense Logistics Agency’s news magazine (November/December 1999).

13



made by the staff, two were astonishing. 1) Previous
estimates of 6 nonths to stand up a mlitary logistics
command in Vietnamthat was capabl e of supporting the 1964
forecast of 20,000 to 25,000 depl oyed troops was overly
optimstic; Two years was nore reasonable. 2) The J-4
antici pated that each man woul d consunme 39. 2 pounds of
Class |-V supplies per day.'® At the height of the United
States’ 500, 000- man invol venent, that equates to

approximately 13 mllion pounds of supplies every week.

Sunmary

The npbst critical factors in warfare are tine and

di stance. Sun Tzu wote:

Those adept in waging war do not require a second levy of conscripts or more than two
provisionings. They carry military equipment from the homeland, but rely on the enemy
for provisions. Thus, the army is plentifully provided with food. When a country is
impoverished by military operations, it is due to distant transportation; carrying supplies
for great distances renders the people destitute. Where troops are gathered, prices go up.
When prices rise, the wedlth of the people is drained away. When wedlth is drained away,
the people will be afflicted with urgent and heavy exactions.”

Great Britain and the U S. were faced with extrene
communi cati ons, and | ogistical challenges. The distances
fromthe respective theaters, and the time required to

traverse those distances ensured a protracted conflict that

18 | i
Ibid.
19 (U) Military Assistance Command, Vietnam (J-4), SECRET Staff Study to Commander in Chief, U.S.
Army Pacific, subject: “Improvement of U.S. Logistical Systemsin RVN,” dtd 26 Oct 1964.
20 gun Tzu, The Art of War (chapter 2 waging war)

14



woul d eventually wear down the will of the people. The

sane chal l enges hold true today, so the will and interest

of the people nmust be carefully nurtured.

CHAPTER FOUR

PERSONALI TI ES

There are simlarities anong the personalities
involved in the American Revolution and the Vietnanese War.
For very different reasons, the people of the revolutionary
| ands were extraordinarily well suited to prol onged
rebellion and asymetric warfare. The Anmerican Col oni st
and the Vi etnanese peasant were tough and accustoned to
hardshi p. Al so, though very different indeed, the | eaders
of the revol utions possess sone commonalities that should

not be overl ooked.

The Anericans
Expl oration and settlenment of North Anerica occurred
in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. The nen and
wonmen who braved the vast w | derness were of European
origin. Most were uneducated and possessed no appreciabl e
social standing in the “Ad Country”, but were of strong,

yet varying faiths. The environnent was brutal and

15



unforgiving. Richard Ketchum relating accounts of

diarists in the eighteenth century, described the |and as,

... aworld virtually untouched and unspoiled by humankind. It was a place in which the
laws of nature, not man, governed, in which man was the intruder and an alien being,
unsought and unwanted, who survived only if he managed to accommodate to the
environs.”

The rugged | and changed the people that settled it into
different creatures, a new breed that would beconme known as
Anericans. Frederick Jackson Turner described the
phenonenon in his book, The Frontier in American History.

It strips off the garments of civilization and arrays him in the hunting shirt and the
moccasin. It puts him in the log cabin of the Cherokee and Iroquois and runs an Indian
palisade around him....he shouts the war cry and takes the scalp in orthodox Indian
fashion. %2

The relatively civilized, soft European becane a battle-

har dened survivalist who was entirely self-sufficient. From

t hose nodest begi nnings grew a nation of tough,

i ndi vidualistic men and wonen who worked the land wth

their hands and survived by wits, brawn, and sheer

det er m nati on.

The Vi et nanese
Mongol i an Chinese migrated into what is now known as
Vietnamin 208 B.C. They existed, for hundreds of years,
under a feudal system of Lords and a King. Chinese

“governors” maintained a non-interfering presence over the

21 K etchum, Saratoga, 95.
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districts, making Vietnama Chinese protectorate. The
first successful uprising, beginning nore than two thousand
years of warfare, is recorded in 39 A D.2%. Nunerous
occupations, repelled invasions, and wars washed over

Vi et nam t hrough the centuries. |In 1407, the Chinese
returned with a vengeance. They raped the country’s
resources, brutalized the people, and attenpted to crush
any senbl ance of nationhood. Surprisingly, the brutality
only gal vani zed the national identity of the Vietnanese
people. The life of the peasant was harsh and brutal.

They were a poor and hungry people who survived from
occupation to i ndependence to occupati on once agai n,
generation after generation. Wen France cane in 1858, and
the U . S. began arriving in 1960, foreign occupation was far
fromnew to the Vietnanese. 1In the early twentieth century

Pham van Dong, a long time compani on of Ho Chi M nh, wote:

There is nothing else in our history except struggle. Struggle against foreign invaders,
always more powerful than ourselves, struggle against nature. Because we have nowhere
€lse to go, we have had to fight things out where we were. After two thousand years of
this our people developed a very stable nervous system. We never panic. When a new
Situation arises, our people say, Ah well, there it goes again.*

The Revol utionary Leaders
VWhile very different, the | eaders of the revol utionary

forces have simlarities. George Washington and Ho Chi

22 Turner, Frederick J., The Frontier in American History (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1967) 4.
2 Macdonald, Peter, Giap: The Victor in Vietnam (New Y ork: W.W. Norton & Co. Inc., 1993) 39.
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M nh are unlikely historical conmpanions. One was born in
Virginia in 1732, and the other in Annam the central of
three provinces in Vietnamin 1890. Though separated by
geography and time, these nen are alike in several key
ways.

Per haps the nost valuable trait that Wshi ngton

availed to his fellow countrynen was hi s tenaci ous nature.

When all others wanted to quit and go honme (many did),
Washi ngton held themtogether and stayed at the eneny’s
heels. He won the war “by tenacity rather than by

Napol eoni ¢ brio. Though he could be dashing in action, h
overriding service to America lay in his steadfastness.
was a fixed point in a shifting universe.”?®

In simlar fashion, Ho Chi M nh possessed i nhuman

stam na of the soul. Lacouture wites:

is

He

And there are numerous other scenes which testify to Ho's serenity and stoicism at this

time and to the other qualities which had been molded by thirty years of fighting for t
revolution: visual impressions of him standing outside the crude hut in which he
habitually sept, not far from his soldiers; sitting deep inside a cave and typing out an
order for the day for the troops; inspecting a volunteer commando group and wearing
scruffy lumber jacket...climbing a steep slope in the highlands, stick in hand.

He was “an i nconparable man of action...he is the man who

remai ns awake when everyone el se sl eeps.”?’

he

a

2 |pid, 37.

%5 Billias, George Washington's Generals, 15.

23 Lacouture, Jean, Ho Chi Minh: A Political Biography (New Y ork: Random House, 1968) 175.
Ibid, 4.
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Bot h Washi ngton and Ho are the human mani f est ati ons of

their respective country’s revol utions.?®

They were both
intelligent and possessed remarkable intuition. They are
both known for |egendary charisma. Mst inportantly, they
were both tenacious nationalists. These nen never wavered
in their commtnment to victory. Their countries were

successful, in large part, because of their persona

sacrifices and efforts.

Sunmary

The American of the Revolutionary War, especially the
frontiersman living on the fringe of civilization was a
very tough individual accustoned to hardship. The
Vi et nanese peasant, |ike his eighteenth century counter-
part, was hard and capable. He was also patient. Both
breeds were natural revolutionaries. Both Geat Britain
and the U. S. grossly underestimated their capabilities.
CGeorge Washington and Ho Chi M nh were the type of nen that
| egendary struggl es demand. They were charismatic, driven,
and tenacious. Their nations rallied behind them and

el evated themto dem -god status. An eneny nation that has

28 For more on Ho Chi Minh, see Jean Lacouture’' s book Ho Chi Minh: A Political Biography. “Uncle Ho"
had a fascinating life. While most Americans casually brand him a communist, it is more accurate to
describe him as anationalist. He was the modern “father” of Vietnam.
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a |leader with those qualities should never be

under est i mat ed.

CHAPTER FI VE

LI NCHPI N BATTLES

In each of the conflicts, there is a single canpaign
that can be identified as the turning point of the
respective war. Saratoga and Tet both satisfy three
turning point criteria. They shocked the world and
shattered paradigns. The revolutionaries started w nning
after the conclusion. Had those canpai gns not occurred, or
had they ended differently (especially Saratoga), the

overall conflicts would have ended differently.

Sar at oga
In Cctober of 1777 the Anericans def eated General

Burgoyne and approxi mately 7,000 veteran troops. After a



four-nmonth canpai gn that began in Quebec and ended at
Saratoga, the survivors surrendered on the Hudson River.
The shock of Burgoyne’s defeat confirnmed England s wor st
fears. Not only would the Anericans fight, but they were

good at it! Ketchumwites:

December 2 brought the official news from Carleton, reporting ‘ the total annihilation...of

Burgoyne's army,” and according to Walpole the King ‘fell into agonies on hearing this

account, but the next morning, at his levee to disguise his concern, affected to laugh and

be so indecently merry that Lord North endeavored to stop him.’*°
The King’s initial reaction was warranted. The world
wat ched Burgoyne’s canpaign with great interest. Wen news
reached Europe, that Anerica had defeated one of G eat
Britain's finest armes, France allied with the Col onies
and decl ared war on Engl and.

After the victory at Saratoga, Anerican confidence was
bol stered. While several defeats still lay ahead for the
Revol utionaries, the tide was turned. As the Continental
Arny headed into a cold winter at Valley Forge, the nen
were warnmed by the know edge of their recent victory. As
they energed fromw nter quarters in the spring of 1778,
they were a different arny; one that had shared victory and
hardshi p. They were an arny that had trained, drilled, and
| earned together. They had a common identity.

| f Burgoyne's Canpaign of 1777 had ended differently,

t he outcone of the war woul d have been entirely different.
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Had Burgoyne stuck to his plan and proceeded down the
wat erway to Al bany, instead of becomng mred in the
W | derness, victimto starvation and pi eceneal attack, the

Revol ution in Anerica would have been in serious jeopardy.

Tet

Li ke the Anerican Revolutionary War, the conflict in
Vi et nam has one canpaign that was the turning point. On 31
January 1968 (Vi etnanese |unar New Year), the North
Vi et nanese and the Viet Cong began a massive of fensive,
attacking virtually every mlitary base, city, and town in
Sout h Vi etnam si nul taneously. Up to that point, the
Johnson Admi ni stration had been telling the Anmerican people
that the U S. was winning the war. The Tet Ofensive
| ast ed approxi mately six weeks, and had trenendous
ram fications on world (especially U S.) opinion. Though
the casualties suffered by the Vietnanese were far nore
severe than the U. S. count and the People’s Liberation Arny
Front (PLAF or Viet Cong) was crippled by Tet, the
political victory belonged to North Vietnam The American
people, long tiring of the war, demanded de-escal ati on.
The reversal of U S. policy caused by the Tet Ofensive is

evident in two speeches given by Lyndon Johnson:

29 K etchum, Saratoga, 442.



[Feb 27,1968 (height of Tet Offensive)] There must be no weakening of the will that
would encourage the enemy or would prolong the bloody conflict. Peace will come of
that response, of our unshakable and our untiring resolve, and only of that.

[Mar 31, 1968 (at the conclusion of Tet)] We are prepared to move immediately toward
peace through negotiations, so tonight in the hope that this action will lead to early talks,
| am taking the first step to de-escaate the conflict. We are reducing-substantially
reducing-the present level of hostilities, and we are doing so unilaterally and at once®

After Tet, the resistance of the Anerican people to
further escal ation was unm stakable. Anerican presence in
Vi et nam was gradual |y reduced and, though the Viet Cong had
been seriously attrited, the North Vietnanese were stil
conbat capable. The | osses sustained by the conmuni st
forces did little nore than I engthen the road to victory.

If the North had not prosecuted the Tet O fensive, the
Ameri can presence woul d have continued at pre-Tet |evels or
greater. There are indications that Hanoi needed a

deci sive action, and the | eadership was acutely aware of
the political atnpsphere in the United States.3' Their
timng was perfect. Hanoi succeeded in nmanipul ating the

U S. political atnosphere extensively. Tet was the turning

poi nt of the Vietnam War.

Sunmary
The canpaigns of 1777 (ending in Saratoga) and the Tet

O fensive share simlarities. They each neet the three

30 Oberdorfer, Don, Tet!: The story of abattle and its historic aftermath. (New Y ork: Doubleday & Co. Inc.,
1971) 279.
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criteria: 1) they shattered paradigns; 2) the rebels
started winning afterward; 3) if the canpaigns had not
occurred, the outcones of the wars woul d have been
different. |If Saratoga had gone in Burgoyne's favor, the
French woul d not have allied with the Col onies or decl ared
war on England. Burgoyne would have eventually |inked up
wi th Howe and the Revol ution would have been crushed. In
retrospect, the comunists in 1968 had nothing to | ose. By
conducting the audaci ous and si nul taneous attack on all the
bases, cities, and towns in South Vietnamthey garnered the
attention of the world. They mastered the political realm
and used it to their advantage. Both canpai gns were
[inchpin battles that altered the overall conflict in which

t hey took pl ace.

CHAPTER SI X
THE SOUTHERN STRATEGQ ES
Al t hough there are many conpari sons that can be drawn
bet ween the “Southern conflicts” of both wars, this chapter
wi Il focus on three of the nost apparent. First, the

n 32

program of “Anmeri cani zation in the Revolutionary War is

31 For an in-depth discussion of why the uprising occurred see Oberdorfer’s Tet! Chapter 2.

32« Americanization” isaterm coined by John Shy to describe British national strategy with regard to the
southern Colonies. Itisvery similar tothe U.S. National Policy of “Vietnamization” in the 1960's, but was
not aterm used in the eighteenth century.
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"33 in the

very simlar to the policy of “Vietnam zation
twentieth century. Second, nuch of the pacification
conducted in both wars seens nore |ike a policy of
“Alienation” directed toward the conmon people. Third, the

CGuerrilla tactics used by the revolutionaries, out of

necessity, are simlar and will be conpar ed.

Anericani zation Vs Vi etnam zation
After the tragic defeat of General Burgoyne at
Saratoga in 1777 and the subsequent declaration of war by
the French in 1778, Britain was desperate and grasping for
solutions to its terrible situation. WMny English, both
Mlitary and civilian alike, supported abandoning the

struggl e altogether. John Shy records:

Major General Friedrich Wilhelm von Lossberg, for example, commanding German
troops in Rhode Idand, exuded pessimism over the prospects for ever pacifying the
rebellious colonies. ‘We are far from an anticipated peace,’” Lossberg wrote, ‘ because the
bitterness of the rebels is too widespread, and in regions where we are masters the
rebellious spirit is till in them. The land istoo large, and there are too many people.
The more land we win, the weaker our army getsin the field. 3*

Shy goes on to say,

Informed sources believed that Lord North himself, head of the government, was for
peace ‘at any rate,’ and Lord Howe, commanding the navy in American waters, was said
to be ‘decided in his opinion that America must be abandoned.’ **

33 Kissinger, Diplomacy, 682. The policy was designed to extricate Americans from Vietnam while
simultaneously empowering the South Vietnamese to defend themselves in the absence of U.S. military
power.

34 shy, A People Numerous and Armed, 195.

% 1bid.
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But King George Il was not ready to capitulate and Engl and
enbarked on the canpaign in the South. The ever-optimstic
Lord Germain, Secretary of State for the American Col oni es
remai ned convinced that |oyalismwas ranpant in the South.
In March of 1778, Gernmain outlined his plan. Anerican
Loyalists in the southern col onies would be trained,
equi pped, and woul d police their own nei ghborhoods after
the British and Hessian troops had cl eared out any strong
rebel resistance. Also contained in the plan were
instructions to act in a manner that woul d endear any
neutral Americans and convince themthat it was a good
thing to be a Colony of England. “Anericanization” sounds
remarkably simlar to the United States’ plan in Vietnam
After the political nightrmare that was Tet, President
Ni xon canpai gned on a platformthat included reducing
Anerican involvenment in the war. Like the British plan in
t he South, the new President’s plan required training the
“loyalists”, and returning to themresponsibility for

control of their country. Wigley wites:

The meanswas a‘Vietnamization' program of gradually transferring responsibility for
ground combat to South Vietnamese troops, prepared as well as they could be for an
enlarged role by an accelerated schedule of American aid and training, and supported by
areintensification of American agria operations. [ ] ...the aerial bombing campaign
nevertheless permitted President Nixon to avoid any appearance of an intent to abandon
South Vietnam, while still reducing American troop strength there from 565,000 to
24,000 by December 1, 1972.%°

3 Weigley, The American Way of War, 469-470.
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Sadly, the “Vietnam zation” programwas only successful in
extracting U S. personnel. The South Vietnanese never had
a chance for victory in the absence of a strong U S

presence. They fell to the North Vietnanese in 1975, and

Saigon is now Ho Chi Mnh City.

A Policy of Alienation

The major problemw th the British strategy was that
it was duplicitous. It called for General Cornwallis, who
inherited the Southern canpaign, “to strike terror into
Ameri can hearts by anphi bious raiding at the same tine
British soldiers were being asked to win Anerican hearts
and mnds back to the royal cause.”® The hawki sh nmenbers
of the cadre took great pleasure in antagoni zi ng Anericans
and striking terror into their hearts. One such nan was
the G een Dragoon, Col onel Banastre Tarleton. This officer
showed little nercy and permtted his nmen to slaughter
rebel s that surrendered; the practice becane known as

"38 As he noved into the interior of

“Tarl eton’s Quarter.
t he sout hern Col onies, Tarleton burned properties and
pl antations along the way. One of Tarleton’ s victins was

Thomas Sunter, a retired Revol utionary Col onel who had been
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neutral to the struggle for sone tine. After Tarleton
burned his lands, Sunter re-entered the Revol ution and
killed British soldiers for the remai nder of the war.

There were many |like Sunter. The policy that those not
swearing allegiance to the crown be branded traitors forced
many neutrals to join the Revolutionary side, and re-
ignited the fires of rebellion in the south.

In 1962, the U S., through the Diemregine, instituted
the “Strategic Ham ets” program 3° Based on the
successful British programin Malaya, it was designed to
counter the spread of “Vietcong activity and influence” by
uprooting the country folk of South Vietnam and rel ocati ng
theminto controlled canps in order to protect themfrom
t he conmuni sts. The programwas a terrible failure for
three reasons. First, unlike the Ml ayans, the Vietnanese
lived near, and worshi pped the graves of their ancestors.
In forcibly renoving themfromtheir [ands, Diemand his

Anmerican friends were creating sacril ege.

...the Maays are Moslems and do not venerate the graves of their ancestors as the
Vietnamese do: though during the emergency they might not have liked moving from
their homes, they had no deep spiritual objections to it, whereas when they were evicted
the Vietnamese felt that they were deserting the spirits of their forebears, being torn away
from their roots.*°

37 Shy, A People Numerous and Armed, 201.
38 Weigley, The American Way of War, 26.
39 Macdonald, Giap, 186.
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Second, the conditions were horrible. Vast quantities of
U.S. noney intended for quality of life was being enbezzl ed

by the corrupt D em regine:

Though millions of dollars were poured into the Hamlets plan and a gigantic effort was
made to make it work, it was aloser from the start. People were forced to move into
places that were lacking basic amenities because the money to pay for them had been
diverted into the pockets of unscrupulous contractors...Villagers had to have identity
cards but to get them often had to bribe officials.*
Finally, unlike Mal aya, the guerrillas were the sanme race
as the non-conbatants and were indistinguishable fromthem
The VC often lived anong and around the Ham ets. All that
the Strategic Haml ets program achi eved, not unlike the

British canmpaign in the South, was to push many beni gn

farners into Ho Chi M nh's service.

Querrilla Wrs

The true guerrilla war in the America Revol ution
occurred in Nathaniel Geene s canpaign in the south. Four
factors nade Geene’s war a trenendous success. The first
was the energence of nen |like Sunter and, nore critically,
Francis Marion. N cknanmed “the Swanp Fox” for his ability
to di sappear into the nunmerous nmarshes, Marion was a man of
exceptional tactical élan, who possessed an uncommmon

ability to work well with other commanders. The second was

40 |pid, 187.
1 |pid, 188.
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t he appearance of the “over-nmountain” nen, hardy
survivalists fromthe west side of the Appal achians. They
were outstanding riflenmen who knew the value of terrain and
cover. Third was the battle at the “Cowpens”, where Dani el
Morgan killed or captured nost of Tarleton s force.
Finally, the coup-de-grace was the subsequent race to the
Dan River, and the battles of attrition that foll owed.
Most notabl e of those was the Battle of CGuilford Court
House.

Nat haniel Greene’s first nove was to split his forces
causing Cornwallis to do the same. The British Cenera
sent Tarleton and his crack troops to engage Dan Mdrgan’s
el ement of the Revolutionary arnmy. On January 17, 1781
they met Morgan in a field called “the Cowpens”, and in
their arrogance, m stook a planned w thdrawal by Mrgan' s
mlitia for a rebel rout. Tarleton’s forces charged into
t he defense in depth and were deci mated. Morgan then noved
quickly north to link up with Geene’s nmai n body.

Upon receiving word of the Green Dragoon’ s defeat,
Cornwal | i s becane enraged and ordered his arny’s stores
burned so that he could quickly catch the fleeing G eene.

When the Anmerican general |earned what Cornwal lis had done,



he supposedly exclaimed, “Then he is ours!”*? In the race to
the Dan River, G eene stayed just out of Cornwallis’ reach.
Many under supplied British soldiers becane exhaust ed,

sick, and sone died. Harried constantly on the flanks and
in the rear by “the Swanp Fox” and the “over-nountain nmen”,
Cornwal | is was deni ed forage and supplies. G eene played a
cat and nouse gane with the ever-weakening British arny.
Desperate for victory and unwilling to admt defeat,
Cornwal | i s attacked an Anmerican force twice his size at
Quilford Court House. Francis Kieron recorded an
observation of a period historian in The Journal of

Ameri can History:

If Cornwallis had had the troops Tarleton lost at the Cowpens, it is not extravagant to
suppose that the American Colonies might have been reunited to the Empire of Great
Britain.*®

Cornwal lis won the field that day, but at the | oss of
approxi mately a quarter of his remaining troops. The gane
ended at Yorktown with Cornwal lis’ unconditional surrender
to George Washi ngton

The Vi et nanese eventually won their war for
unification for three reasons. First, Like the Anerican
Rebel s in the South, they were phenonenal guerrilla
fighters. 2) Like the Anerican Rebels in the South, they

were incredi bly tough and coul d endure trenendous hardshi p.

42 Weigley, The American Way of War, 31.
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3) Like the American Rebels in the South, they could bl end
into the popul ati on by day.

First fighting the French and Japanese, and | ater
fighting the Americans, Uncle Ho's Revolutionary arny
becane unrivaled in stealth and hit and run tactics. Both
the People’s Arny of Vietnam (PAVN - known to the west as
NVA regul ars), and the PLAF traveled |ight and could cook
wi t hout maki ng smoke.** Their goal was not to hol d ground,
but to appear, usually at night, kill as many Anericans as
possi bl e wi t hout beconi ng decisively engaged, and nelt back
into the jungle.

In the personal account of Nguyen Van Tich, a
Li eut enant Col onel with the 325'" “Gol den Star” Division of
t he PAVN, he described his first conbat action, where his
unit engaged three regi nents of the 1% Air Cavalry:

They walked toward us, talking on their walkie-talkies to the helicopters, which did not
fire at us from the sky but made alot of noise in the air above us. [...] When they got
realy close we started shooting. It was avery short distance. Some of them fell. Then
their friends ran to help them and we shot them too. Often we were able to shoot
Americans because they came back for their comrades. | killed about twelve of them that
day.” He goes on to say that “ after the fighting we withdrew to a safe place.*

They were incredibly tough. Tich recalls that 100% of
his men had nmalaria and many suffered from skin di seases

due to their constant exposure to the elenents. According

3 Francis Kieron,“ The Battle of Guilford Court House” The Journal of American History, Vol. VII, 1913.
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to him they ate rotten rice dug fromthe paddies. Wen
they killed Anmericans, they got chocol ate bars and
cigarettes. Still, they fought because there was nothing
el se that they could do, nowhere else for themto go.
According to General Westnoreland, nany of the Vietnanese
killed bore the tattoo that said “Born in the North to D e
in the South.”*®

Finally, they were indistinguishable fromthe South
Vi et nanese. The Revol utionaries noved in and around the
civilian populace with ease. They would fight the war at
t heir conveni ence and bl end back into the nmasses when it

suited their cause.

Sunmary
Both the Anmerican Revol utionary War and the Vietnam
VWar were |lost in the Southern canpaigns. The American
| oyal i sts never had a chance to hold ground in the Col onies
W t hout the constant presence of their “big brothers” from
Geat Britain. Once the Anericans withdrew, the South
Vi et nanese governnent and its forces were dooned to neet a

tragic end. Also, it is inpossible for a nation to pacify

44 Actually, they used an invention called the Hoang Cao cooker, named for the inventor. It used asmall
tunnel near the heat source to dissipate the carbon from the fire. Theinventor was considered a hero of the
people.

> Macdonald, Giap, 224.

*® 1bid, 230.



a | arge body of people who are geographically separated,
ideologically different, and arned to the man. An anal ogy
woul d be the capture of a wild tiger. You can kill the
tiger, or you can cage the tiger and throw food to it. You
w Il never be able to pet the tiger. Finally, guerrilla
fighting is asymmetric to conventional warfare. The only
way to successfully counter it is by isolating the

conbatants and renoving their support structure.

CHAPTER SEVEN
Concl usi on

The American Revolution has many simlarities to
Vietnamis War for Unification. Yet Anerica, victimin the
ei ghteenth century conflict, becane the oppressor in the
twentieth century. |If the U S. had been able to see the
simlarities clearly it could have avoi ded the m st akes
made in Vietnam or avoided the conflict altogether. The
ability or inclination to exam ne conflicts of the past,
whi | e pl anni ng and conducting present day operations does
not cone naturally. Hi story is rich with stories of
nations repeating the m stakes of others.

Throughout the United States’ history, extraordinary
patterns reveal thenselves. Consider, as Shy suggests, the

Seven Years’ War, the Revolutionary War, and the War of



1812. In each of these conflicts the existence of our
nati on has been at jeopardy. 1In each, the U S. suffered
crushing defeats initially.% Al of these conflicts ended
wi th overwhel m ng American victories and expanded
territories for the “Yankees.” The nation saw siml ar
trends in World War | and World War I1. As the U. S
entered the latter half of the twentieth century, it can be
argued that arrogance becane an inpedi nent to victory.
Anmerica has a tendency to consider conflicts from an
egocentric point of view. The nation has habitually viewed
current and future conflicts (or negotiations) by |ooking
at the recent past, and only considering the U S.
perspective in those situations. An indictnment of our
def ense establi shnment has been its propensity to “prepare
to fight the last war.” History is rich with many exanpl es
of m stakes and mi ssed opportunities: Ho Chi Mnh's
attenpt to befriend the U S. during and i medi ately
followng Wrld War 11; the French defeat at the hands of
the Vietnanese; Cuba’'s (Fidel Castro’s) initial request for
alliance wwth the U S; the Soviet involvenent in
Af ghani stan; Russia in Chechnya; the NATO coalition in
Kosovo. 1In all those situations, great powers nade

m st akes t hat caused unneeded expenditure of resources and

47 shy, A People Numerous and Armed, 278.




loss of life. These are only a few of the | essons that
exist in the library of mankind' s existence.

On Septenber 11, 2001 the U. S. was the victimof a
brutal attack on its civilian popul ation that began the war
in which it is currently engaged. During the course of
this war, there will be many opportunities and al so nmany
risks. By having a keen awareness of and searching for
patterns throughout history, and by incorporating that
awar eness into the planning phase of national policy
i npl enentation, the Nation’s civilian and mlitary | eaders
will be better equipped to make sound judgnents in this

conplicated future.
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