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Praise for

The Politically Incorrect Guide™to
THE VIETNAM WAR

“Phil Jennings has something to say, namely that the historical record,
as selectively compiled and presented by the political Left, has done
a terrible disservice to the hundreds of thousands of men who fought
in the Vietnam War. With great passion, an unapologetic love of his
country, and—dram roll, please—the truth to support his case, Cap-
tain Jennings walks us through this tragic struggle, the war America
never lost, but wasn’t allowed to win, either.”

~L. Brent Bozell IT1, nationally syndicated columnist and president
of the Media Research Center

“In the past several decades, no historical subject has been so grievous-
ly distorted by the politically correct as the Vietnam War. Whereas
most of the war’s chroniclers objected to American involvement at the
time, Phillip Jennings was in Vietnam fighting the war, and like most
veterans he disputes the antiwar narrative that has dominated the
publishing world. His account skillfully weaves together a wealth of
historical facts that blow apart the myths handed down by professors
and journalists.”

~Mark Moyar, Ph.D., author of Triumph Forsaken: The Vietnam
War, 1954-1965

Phillip E. Jennings served in Vietnam with the United States
Marine Corps, flying helicopters, and in Laos as a pilot for Air Ameri-
ca. He is the author of the critically acclaimed comic novels Nam-
A-Rama and Goodbye Mexico, and won the Pirate’s Alley Faulkner
Society first prize for fiction with his short story, “Train Wreck in a
Small Town.” A successful entrepreneur, he is currently CEO of
Molecular Resonance Corporation, which is developing technology to detect and dis-
arm Improvised Explosive Devices. He lives with his family near Seattle, Washington,
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The Politically Incorrect Guide to the Vietnam War

Laos or Cambodia. Nixon and Kissinger found themselves not only fight-
ing the enemy abroad but confronting a hostile Congress at home that was
intent on handcuffing the commander in chief. In October 1970, Nixon
proposed a cease-fire until a formal peace agreement could be reached.
But Hanoi viewed this only as another sign of weakening American will
and did not respond. Moreover, time appeared on Hanoi’s side, as Amer-
ican troops continued their steady withdrawal. By the end 1970, Nixon
had cut America’s troop levels in Vietnam by roughly one half since his
inauguration in January 1969.

Despite all the political forces working against him, Nixon believed
that Vietnamization was working, that “peace with honor” would soon
be achieved. On January 4, 1971, he assured the American people that
“The end {of the war] is in sight.”*® Lest the North Vietnamese take any
comfort in that announcement, the United States launched heavy
airstrikes against NVA supply camps in Laos and Cambodia. It was obvi-
ous that the Nixon administration believed that a key to securing peace

in Vietnam was denying the enemy sanctuaries in Laos and Cambodia.

Nixon delivers

A test of Vietnamization was launched on January 30, 1971, with an all-
Vietnamese ground offensive into Laos. Seventeen thousand ARVN
attacked 22,000 NVA inside Laos in an attempt to cut the Ho Chi Minh
trail. The Operation. Lam Son 719, was supported by U.S. artillery, air
strikes, and helicopter support that ferried ARVN troops into combat. The
fighting did not go well. Tough terrain and bad weather kept the ARVN
from reaching their objectives on schedule, and the delay allowed the
NVA to bring 20,000 troops to the battle. The ARVN suffered more than
7,500 casualties—almost half of the invasion force. The press was on
hand to witness the scrambling, panicked retreat of the ARVN. They pro-

claimed it as proof that Nixon's Vietnamization program was failure. The




ARVN had certainly performed poorly. But it was also true that as many
as 20,000 North Vietnamese had been killed or wounded (thanks to
American air support). So the battle was not exactly a disaster for the
Americans and South Vietnamese (the United States had lost 200 killed,
along with 100 helicopters downed and another 600 damaged). The les-
son Nixon took away from the battle was not that Vietnamization was a
failure, but that American air power, much maligned because of its fail-
ure to bomb Hanoi into submission earlier in the war, could ensure its
success. Whenever the NVA concentrated their forces for a decisive
attack, they would be vulnerable to American air strikes. In short, the
United States could ensure South Vietnam’s independence without hav-
ing to keep any significant number of troops on the ground.

Indeed, on the field of battle, the North Vietnamese continued to take

a beating—so much so that on March 10, 1971, Communist China thought

You Say Invasion and | Say Incursion

¥ [ Yhe anti-war protesters who were so furious over the Cambodian “inva-

sion,” which was a legal incursion into an enemy sanctuary in a 'neutraik
country lasting a few weeks, ignored the North Vietnamese invasion of
South Vietnam, which was an illegal invasion—a war—that lasted more than
a decade. Go figure. “Expanding the war” was another one of the Left’s head-
line-grabbing rallying cries, but it did not reflect the truth of the Cambodian
incursion. The fact was the United States was not “expanding” the war—it
was striking the same enemy, for the same reasons, and doing so to end the
war in a way that would preserve the independence of the internationally
recognized sovereign state of South Vietnam.
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it needed to make a public announcement of its full support for North
Vietnam. Nixon was proving a tenacious foe. At home, he continued to
face down a hostile Congress, an even more hostile media, and the biggest
anti-war demonstrations since the Civil War; in Southeast Asia, he was
deftly withdrawing American troops while hammering the enemy to
agree to a negotiated peace.

In June 1971, the New York Times published what it thought might be
a devastating blow to Nixon—the “Pentagon Papers.” These were a com-
pilation (which McNamara had ordered to be assembled in 1967) of clas-
sified documents about why the United States had entered the war and
how the war had been conducted. The Nixon administration went to the
courts to try to halt further publication of classified documents, but less
than a week later, the Washington Post began publishing the Pentagon
Papers, in what was seen as a battle to preserve the First Amendment—
though Nixon rightly assumed that real motivation was to provide ammu-
nition to the anti-war cause. The newspaper spin was that the papers
presented the lies, deceptions, mistakes, and misjudgments that had led
America into Indochina, and that this was why the Nixon administration
had tried to block their publication. In fact, if you actually read the
papers, you find that far from revealing lies and deception, they show
how the United States had entered the Vietnam War full of {old-style} lib-
eral idealism. Apparently, in their frenzy to discredit the war, the media
didn’t seem bothered by this. It was President Nixon, the man defeated
by Kennedy in the 1960 presidential election, who, de facto, was fighting
to preserve the reputations of the Kennedy and Johnson administra-
tions—indeed, he was at that very moment trying to pull their chestnuts
out of the fire with his program of Vietnamization. Of course, to him, the
real issue about the Pentagon Papers was that secret information, such as
the papers contained, should not be leaked to the enemy—and certainly

not in a time of war.
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