
Part I: Why did we go to war in Vietnam? 

Directions: The following three assignments require you to do some research in preparation for class 
discussion of the Vietnam War.  You must complete all of the questions that follow on a separate 
piece of paper and must be completed and turned in to Mrs. Spring on the due date given.  I 
have provided copies of helpful documents to cut down on your research time. 

Important Notes:  
I will not accept assignments completed on this sheet of paper.  
I will not accept assignments turned in late (after the start of class on due date)  

Due: February 10, 2014
Quiz: February 10, 2014

1. Complete the following chart comparing and contrasting Communism and Capitalism.

Communism Capitalism

Who controls the means of 
production? 

Who receives the profit?

Who regulates what is produced 
in the economy?

View on Private Property

View on the individual

2. Summarize the events identified below and analyze how each contributed toward increasing tension 
between the USA and USSR between 1945-1960? 
a. Marshall Plan
b. Truman Doctrine
c. Berlin Airlift
d. NATO
e. WARSAW pact
f. US detonation of atomic bombs in Japan
g. USSR detonation of first atomic bomb

3. Explain the policy of containment. 
4. Identify the three countries that make up French Indochina. 
5. Read the Vietnamese declaration of Independence.  

a. Identify Ho Chi Minh 
b. Analyze the historical significance with respect to containment policy of this document in 1945.  

6. Outline the events in the Gulf of Tonkin Incident 1964.  
7. Read the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution and discuss what brought this resolution about.  
8. Outline the strategic and military objectives noted in the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution.  
Quiz: 



Quiz: To be projected on screen February 10

1. Does this prove that the USA 
placed victory in the Cold War over 
logical/rational judgement?  

2. How do you know this is 
true? You must use 3 examples from 
your research homework to prove 
your answer. 



Helpful Documents

Capitalism vs. Communism
Capitalism and communism are different in their political and economic ideologies. Capitalism and 
Communism never go together.
One of the major differences between capitalism and communism is with regard to the resources or the 
means of production.  In Communism, the community or society solely owns the resources or the means 
of production. On the other hand, in capitalism, the resources or the means of production lies with a 
private owner.
While the profit of any enterprise is equally shared by all the people in communism, the profit in a 
capitalist structure belong to the private owner only. While the private party controls the resources in 
capitalism, it is the society that controls the whole means of production in communism. 
For Communists, the society is above individuals. But for capitalists, individual freedom is above the state 
or society. While capitalism is a self-regulated economic system, communism is a government run 
economy. In capitalism, the individual has full control over production and decides on the price structure. 
Contrary to this, it is the society or the government that determines the price structure in communism.
Communism stands for equal sharing of work, according to the benefits and ability.  But in capitalism, an 
individual is responsible for his works and if he want to raise the ladder, he has to work hard
While Communism stands for abolishing private property, Capitalism stands for private property.
Moreover, communism stands for a class less society, which doesn’t see any differences between the rich 
and the poor.  On the other hand, capitalism divides the society into rich and poor. Capitalism can be said 
to be the exploitation of the individual.  While everyone is equal in communism, there is a great divide of 
the class in capitalism.

Communism Capitalism

Who controls the means of 
production? 

Who receives the profit?

Who regulates what is produced 
in the economy?

View on Private Property

View on the individual



Vietnamese Declaration of Independence, 1945

After the defeat of Japan in 1945, France, the old colonial power, tried to reclaim its colonies in Indochina - i.e. Vietnam, 
Cambodia, and Laos. But France faced opposition, which it had been able to beat down before the war, from a 
nationalist political party. This party, the Vietnamese Communist Party, had been founded in Paris in 1930 by Ho Chi 
Minh (1890 1969 - the name is a nom-de-guerre), a man from a poor family who had nevertheless been able to acquire 
an education in Paris. Ho expanded his political base in 1941 when he founded a broader nationalist coalition, the Viet 
Minh (Vietnamese League for Independence) . The Viet Minh fought a guerilla war against both the Japanese and the 
Vichy French forces - making the Viet Minh an ally of the United States at that time.

Looking for recognition from the United States and other Western countries, Ho and his colleagues proclaimed the 
Democratic Republic of Vietnam on September 2, 1945. Instead of supporting the Republic, the West recognized French 
claims. The first Indo-China War was fought with the French from 1946 to 1954 and resulted in the division of Vietnam 
in South and North Vietnam. By the mid 1960s, France, weakened also by its colonial war in Algeria, was no longer a 
force in the region and the United States, already a supporter of South Vietnam, became the chief backer of the southern 
Republic of Vietnam. The situation was not stable, and eventually resulted in the Second Indo-China War, known in the 
US as the "Vietnam War".

The following document is an object lesson in the use of Enlightenment ideals, and 19th century nationalism, by colonized 
peoples.



"All men are created equal. They are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights; among 
these are Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of Happiness."

This immortal statement was made in the Declaration of Independence of the United States of America in 
1776. In a broader sense, this means: All the peoples on the earth are equal from birth, all the peoples have 
a right to live, to be happy and free.

The Declaration of the French Revolution made in 1791 on the Rights of Man and the Citizen also states: 
"All men are born free and with equal rights, and must always remain free and have equal rights."

Those are undeniable truths.

Nevertheless, for more than eighty years, the French imperialists, abusing the standard of Liberty, Equality, 
and Fraternity, have violated our Fatherland and oppressed our fellowcitizens. They have acted contrary 
to the ideals of humanity and justice.

In the field of politics, they have deprived our people of every democratic liberty.

They have enforced inhuman laws; they have set up three distinct political regimes in the North, the 
Center, and the South of Vietnam in order to wreck our national unity and prevent our people from being 
united.

They have built more prisons than schools. They have mercilessly slain our patriots; they have drowned 
our uprisings in rivers of blood.

They have fettered public opinion; they have practised obscurantism against our people.

To weaken our race they have forced us to use opium and alcohol.

In the field of economics, they have fleeced us to the backbone, impoverished our people, and devastated 
our land.

They have robbed us of our rice fields, our mines, our forests, and our raw materials. They have 
monopolized the issuing of banknotes and the export trade.

They have invented numerous unjustifiable taxes and reduced our people, especially our peasantry, to a 
state of extreme poverty.

They have hampered the prospering of our national bourgeoisie; they have mercilessly exploited our 
workers.

In the autumn of 1940, when the Japanese Fascists violated Indochina's territory to establish new bases in 
their fight against the Allies, the French imperialists went down on their bended knees and handed over 
our country to them.

Thus, from that date, our people were subjected to the double yoke of the French and the Japanese. Their 
sufferings and miseries increased. The result was that from the end of last year to the beginning of this 
year, from Quang Tri province to the North of Vietnam, more than two million of our fellow citizens died 
from starvation. On March 9, the French troops were disarmed by the Japanese. The French colonialists 
either fled or surrendered showing that not only were they incapable of "protecting" us, but that, in the 
span of five years, they had twice sold our country to the Japanese.



On several occasions before March 9, the Vietminh League urged the French to ally themselves with it 
against the Japanese. Instead of agreeing to this proposal, the French colonialists so intensified their 
terrorist activities against the Vietminh members that before fleeing they massacred a great number of our 
political prisoners detained at Yen Bay and Caobang.

Notwithstanding all this, our fellowcitizens have always manifested toward the French a tolerant and 
humane attitude. Even after the Japanese putsch of March 1945, the Vietminh League helped many 
Frenchmen to cross the frontier, rescued some of them from Japanese jails, and protected French lives and 
property.

From the autumn of 1940, our country had in fact ceased to be a French colony and had become a 
Japanese possession.

After the Japanese had surrendered to the Allies, our whole people rose to regain our national sovereignty 
and to found the Democratic Republic of Vietnam.

The truth is that we have wrested our independence from the Japanese and not from the French.

The French have fled, the Japanese have capitulated, Emperor Bao Dai has abdicated. Our people have 
broken the chains which for nearly a century have fettered them and have won independence for the 
Fatherland. Our people at the same time have overthrown the monarchic regime that has reigned supreme 
for dozens of centuries. In its place has been established the present Democratic Republic.

For these reasons, we, members of the Provisional Government, representing the whole Vietnamese 
people, declare that from now on we break off all relations of a colonial character with France; we repeal 
all the international obligation that France has so far subscribed to on behalf of Vietnam and we abolish all 
the special rights the French have unlawfully acquired in our Fatherland.

The whole Vietnamese people, animated by a common purpose, are determined to fight to the bitter end 
against any attempt by the French colonialists to reconquer their country.

We are convinced that the Allied nations, which at Tehran and San Francisco have acknowledged the 
principles of self-determination and equality of nations, will not refuse to acknowledge the independence 
of Vietnam.

A people who have courageously opposed French domination for more than eight years, a people who have 
fought side by side with the Allies against the Fascists during these last years, such a people must be free 
and independent.

For these reasons, we, members of the Provisional Government of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, 
solemnly declare to the world that Vietnam has the right to be a free and independent country-and in fact 
is so already. The entire Vietnamese people are determined to mobilize all their physical and mental 
strength, to sacrifice their lives and property in order to safeguard their independence and liberty.

Ho Chi Minh, "Declaration of Independence of the Democratic Republic of Viemam, " Selected Writings 
(Hanoi: Foreign Languages Publishing House, 1977), pp. 5356.

 



Text of Joint Resolution (The Tonkin Gulf Resolution), August 7, Department of 
State Bulletin, 24 August 1964

Source: Source: The Pentagon Papers, Gravel Edition, Volume 3, pp. 722

Text of Joint Resolution, August 7, Department of State Bulletin, 24 August 1964, p. 268:

"To promote the maintenance of international peace and security in Southeast Asia.

"Whereas naval units of the communist regime in Vietnam, in violation of the principles of the Charter of 
the United Nations and of international law, have deliberately and repeatedly attacked United States naval 
vessels lawfully present in international waters, and have thereby created a serious threat to international 
peace; and

"Whereas these attacks are part of a deliberate and systematic campaign of aggression that the communist 
regime in North Vietnam has been waging against its neighbors and the nations joined with them in the 
collective defense of their freedom; and

"Whereas the United States is assisting the peoples of Southeast Asia to protect their freedom and has no 
territorial, military or political ambitions in that area, but desires only that these peoples should be left in 
peace to work out their own destinies in their own way: Now, therefore, be it

"Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Congress approves and supports the determination of the President, as Commander in Chief, to take all 
necessary measures to repel any armed attack against the forces of the United States and to prevent 
further aggression.

"Sec. 2. The United States regards as vital to its national interest and to world peace the maintenance of 
international peace and security in Southeast Asia. Consonant with the Constitution of the United States 
and the Charter of the United Nations and in accordance with its obligations under the Southeast Asia 
Collective Defense Treaty, the United States is, therefore, prepared, as the President determines, to take 
all necessary steps, including the use of armed force, to assist any member or protocol state of the 
Southeast Asia Collective Defense Treaty requesting assistance in defense of its freedom.

"Sec. 3. This resolution shall expire when the President shall determine that the peace and security of the 
area is reasonably assured by international conditions created by action of the United Nations or 
otherwise, except that it may be terminated earlier by concurrent resolution of the Congress."

* * *



Part II: How was the war in Vietnam Fought? 

Directions: The following two assignments require you to do some research in preparation for class 
discussion of the Vietnam War.  You must complete all of the questions that follow on a separate 
piece of paper and must be completed and turned in to Mrs. Spring on the due date given.  I 
have provided a map to help you complete this question set.  

Important Notes: 
I will not accept assignments completed on this sheet of paper.  
I will not accept assignments turned in late (after the start of class on due date)

Due: February 13, 2014
Quiz: February 13, 2014

1. Identify the role/responsibility of the following people in war decision making between 1965-1973:
a. Lyndon B. Johnson
b. Robert McNamera
c. General William Westmoreland
d. Richard Nixon 

2. Identify the month/year that the first Marines were deployed to DaNang, Vietnam. Identify our major 
objective(s) and what US troops were there to do.  

3. Differentiate between the North Vietnamese Army and the Vietcong.  Who was the USA fighting?  
Where were we fighting them?  

4. Explain why the US developed the strategy of Search and Destroy.  Identify 2 specific military 
campaigns that clearly depict the strategy of Search and Destroy. 

5. What was the body count ratio?  Why did this determine victory for the USA?  What was the inherent 
flaw in this measurement?  

6. What determined victory for the North Vietnamese/Vietcong? 
7. Identify specific uses for helicopters in combat and discuss the impact they had on 2 military 

campaigns.  
8. What was the Tet Offensive?  When did it happen?  Who won?  Summarize and color code the 

following battles included in the Tet Offensive:
a. Khe Sanh
b. Hue
c. Saigon

9. What is the military draft?  Why did the USA decide to implement a draft lottery in 1969?  How did it 
work? 

10.Explain Nixon’s policy of Vietnamization.  
11.How did the war end?  Provide 2 images that capture the end of the war in Vietnam.





Part III: What were we fighting for? 

Directions: The following assignment requires you to do some research in preparation for class discussion 
of the Vietnam War.  You must complete all of the questions that follow on a separate piece of 
paper and must be completed and turned in to Mrs. Spring on the due date given.  

Important Notes:
I will not accept assignments completed on this sheet of paper.  
I will not accept assignments turned in late (after the start of class on due date)

Due: February 18, 2014
Quiz: February 18, 2014

1.  Identify and defend what the US Military was fighting for in Vietnam between 1954-1973.
2. Identify and defend what the US Government was fighting for in Vietnam between 1954-1973.
3. Identify what anti-war protesters were fighting for in Vietnam between 1954-1973.
4. In what specific way(s) did the following events contribute to the division between the three groups 

above?
a. Military Draft/draft lottery
b.Mi Lai Massacre
c. Tet Offensive
d. Kent State Shooting



In Class Timed Writing 
February 19, 2015

Using answers to Parts 2 & 3 Vietnam Research questions, please complete the following written 
assignment.

Writing Prompt: Why did we fight the Vietnam War? 

1.  1 sentence thesis statement answering the writing prompt: 

2.  3 paragraph explanation/support for your argument above. 

You must include the following  answer:
a.Military Strategies & Campaigns
b.Decisions made by key figures
c.Credibility Gap: competing desires of military, government & US citizens



Classwork: February 19-21
How does each President balance national interests and values? 

Please answer the following questions after reading each of the Security Strategies
1. Identify the major values and interests are at play in these security strategies?
2. Provide the historical context surrounding this security strategy
3.  Identify the primary national security concerns outlined in these documents
4. Evaluate the plan(s) to strengthen national security as outlined in each document. 

The great struggles of the twentieth century between liberty and totalitarianism ended with a decisive victory for the forces of 
freedom—and a single sustainable model for national success: freedom, democracy, and free enterprise. In the twenty-first 
century, only nations that share a commitment to protecting basic human rights and guaranteeing political and economic 
freedom will be able to unleash the potential of their people and assure their future prosperity. People everywhere want to be 
able to speak freely; choose who will govern them; worship as they please; educate their children—male and female; own 
property; and enjoy the benefits of their labor. These values of freedom are right and true for every person, in every society—
and the duty of protecting these values against their enemies is the common calling of freedom-loving people across the globe 
and across the ages.

Today, the United States enjoys a position of unparalleled military strength and great economic and political influence. In 
keeping with our heritage and principles, we do not use our strength to press for unilateral advantage.We seek instead to create 
a balance of power that favors human freedom: conditions in which all nations and all societies can choose for themselves the 
rewards and challenges of political and economic liberty. In a world that is safe, people will be able to make their own lives 
better.We will defend the peace by fighting terrorists and tyrants.We will preserve the peace by building good relations among 
the great powers. We will extend the peace by encouraging free and open societies on every continent.

Defending our Nation against its enemies is the first and fundamental commitment of the Federal Government. Today, that 
task has changed dramatically. Enemies in the past needed great armies and great industrial capabilities to endanger America. 
Now, shadowy networks of individuals can bring great chaos and suffering to our shores for less than it costs to purchase a single 
tank. Terrorists are organized to penetrate open societies and to turn the power of modern technologies against us.

To defeat this threat we must make use of every tool in our arsenal—military power, better homeland defenses, law 
enforcement, intelligence, and vigorous efforts to cut off terrorist financing. The war against terrorists of global reach is a global 
enterprise of uncertain duration. America will help nations that need our assistance in combating terror. And America will hold 
to account nations that are compromised by terror, including those who harbor terrorists— because the allies of terror are the 
enemies of civilization. The United States and countries cooperating with us must not allow the terrorists to develop new home 
bases. Together, we will seek to deny them sanctuary at every turn.

The gravest danger our Nation faces lies at the crossroads of radicalism and technology. Our enemies have openly declared that 
they are seeking weapons of mass destruction, and evidence indicates that they are doing so with determination. The United 
States will not allow these efforts to succeed.We will build defenses against ballistic missiles and other means of delivery. We 
will cooperate with other nations to deny, contain, and curtail our enemies’ efforts to acquire dangerous technologies. And, as a 
matter of common sense and self-defense, America will act against such emerging threats before they are fully formed.We 
cannot defend America and our friends by hoping for the best. So we must be prepared to defeat our enemies’ plans, using the 
best intelligence and proceeding with deliberation. History will judge harshly those who saw this coming danger but failed to 
act. In the new world we have entered, the only path to peace and security is the path of action.

As we defend the peace, we will also take advantage of an historic opportunity to preserve the peace. Today, the international 
community has the best chance since the rise of the nation-state in the seventeenth century to build a world where great 
powers compete in peace instead of continually prepare for war. Today, the world’s great powers find ourselves on the same side
— united by common dangers of terrorist violence and chaos. The United States will build on these common interests to 
promote global security.We are also increasingly united by common values. Russia is in the midst of a hopeful transition, 
reaching for its democratic future and a partner in the war on terror. Chinese leaders are discovering that economic freedom is 
the only source of national wealth. In time, they will find that social and political freedom is the only source of national 



greatness. America will encourage the advancement of democracy and economic openness in both nations, because these are 
the best foundations for domestic stability and international order.We will strongly resist aggression from other great powers—
even as we welcome their peaceful pursuit of prosperity, trade, and cultural advancement.

Finally, the United States will use this moment of opportunity to extend the benefits of freedom across the globe.We will 
actively work to bring the hope of democracy, development, free markets, and free trade to every corner of the world. The 
events of September 11, 2001, taught us that weak states, like Afghanistan, can pose as great a danger to our national interests as 
strong states. Poverty does not make poor people into terrorists and murderers. Yet poverty, weak institutions, and corruption 
can make weak states vulnerable to terrorist networks and drug cartels within their borders.

The United States will stand beside any nation determined to build a better future by seeking the rewards of liberty for its 
people. Free trade and free markets have proven their ability to lift whole societies out of poverty—so the United States will 
work with individual nations, entire regions, and the entire global trading community to build a world that trades in freedom 
and therefore grows in prosperity. The United States will deliver greater development assistance through the New Millennium 
Challenge Account to nations that govern justly, invest in their people, and encourage economic freedom.We will also continue 
to lead the world in efforts to reduce the terrible toll of HIV/AIDS and other infectious diseases.

In building a balance of power that favors freedom, the United States is guided by the conviction that all nations have 
important responsibilities. Nations that enjoy freedom must actively fight terror. Nations that depend on international stability 
must help prevent the spread of weapons of mass destruction. Nations that seek international aid must govern themselves 
wisely, so that aid is well spent. For freedom to thrive, accountability must be expected and required.

We are also guided by the conviction that no nation can build a safer, better world alone. Alliances and multilateral institutions 
can multiply the strength of freedom-loving nations. The United States is committed to lasting institutions like the United 
Nations, the World Trade Organization, the Organization of American States, and NATO as well as other long-standing 
alliances. Coalitions of the willing can augment these permanent institutions. In all cases, international obligations are to be 
taken seriously. They are not to be undertaken symbolically to rally support for an ideal without furthering its attainment.

Freedom is the non-negotiable demand of human dignity; the birthright of every person—in every civilization. Throughout 
history, freedom has been threatened by war and terror; it has been challenged by the clashing wills of powerful states and the 
evil designs of tyrants; and it has been tested by widespread poverty and disease. Today, humanity holds in its hands the 
opportunity to further freedom’s triumph over all these foes. The United States welcomes our responsibility to lead in this great 
mission.

George W. Bush

THE WHITE HOUSE,

September 17, 2002

I. Overview of America's International Strategy

"Our Nation's cause has always been larger than our Nation's defense. We fight, as we always fight, for a just peace—a peace that favors liberty. 
We will defend the peace against the threats from terrorists and tyrants. We will preserve the peace by building good relations among the great 

powers. And we will extend the peace by encouraging free and open societies on every continent."

President Bush

West Point, New York

June 1, 2002

The United States possesses unprecedented— and unequaled—strength and influence in the world. Sustained by faith in the 
principles of liberty, and the value of a free society, this position comes with unparalleled responsibilities, obligations, and 
opportunity. The great strength of this nation must be used to promote a balance of power that favors freedom.

For most of the twentieth century, the world was divided by a great struggle over ideas: destructive totalitarian visions versus 
freedom and equality.



That great struggle is over. The militant visions of class, nation, and race which promised utopia and delivered misery have been 
defeated and discredited. America is now threatened less by conquering states than we are by failing ones. We are menaced less 
by fleets and armies than by catastrophic technologies in the hands of the embittered few.We must defeat these threats to our 
Nation, allies, and friends.

This is also a time of opportunity for America. We will work to translate this moment of influence into decades of peace, 
prosperity, and liberty. The U.S. national security strategy will be based on a distinctly American internationalism that reflects 
the union of our values and our national interests. The aim of this strategy is to help make the world not just safer but better. 
Our goals on the path to progress are clear: political and economic freedom, peaceful relations with other states, and respect for 
human dignity.

And this path is not America’s alone. It is open to all. To achieve these goals, the United States will:

• champion aspirations for human dignity;
• strengthen alliances to defeat global terrorism and work to prevent attacks against us and our friends;
• work with others to defuse regional conflicts;
• prevent our enemies from threatening us, our allies, and our friends, with weapons of mass destruction;
• ignite a new era of global economic growth through free markets and free trade;
• expand the circle of development by opening societies and building the infrastructure of democracy;
• develop agendas for cooperative action with other main centers of global power; and
• transform America’s national security institutions to meet the challenges and opportunities of the twenty-first century.

III. Strengthen Alliances to Defeat Global Terrorism and Work to Prevent Attacks Against Us and Our Friends

“Just three days removed from these events, Americans do not yet have the distance of history. But our responsibility to history is already clear: to 
answer these attacks and rid the world of evil.War has been waged against us by stealth and deceit and murder. This nation is peaceful, but fierce 

when stirred to anger. The conflict was begun on the timing and terms of others. It will end in a way, and at an hour, of our choosing.”

President Bush

Washington, D.C. (The National Cathedral)

September 14, 2001

The United States of America is fighting a war against terrorists of global reach. The enemy is not a single political regime or 
person or religion or ideology. The enemy is terrorism— premeditated, politically motivated violence perpetrated against 
innocents.

In many regions, legitimate grievances prevent the emergence of a lasting peace. Such grievances deserve to be, and must be, 
addressed within a political process. But no cause justifies terror. The United States will make no concessions to terrorist 
demands and strike no deals with them.We make no distinction between terrorists and those who knowingly harbor or provide 
aid to them.

The struggle against global terrorism is different from any other war in our history. It will be fought on many fronts against a 
particularly elusive enemy over an extended period of time. Progress will come through the persistent accumulation of successes
—some seen, some unseen.

Today our enemies have seen the results of what civilized nations can, and will, do against regimes that harbor, support, and use 
terrorism to achieve their political goals. Afghanistan has been liberated; coalition forces continue to hunt down the Taliban and 
al-Qaida. But it is not only this battlefield on which we will engage terrorists. Thousands of trained terrorists remain at large 
with cells in North America, South America, Europe, Africa, the Middle East, and across Asia.

Our priority will be first to disrupt and destroy terrorist organizations of global reach and attack their leadership; command, 
control, and communications; material support; and finances. This will have a disabling effect upon the terrorists’ ability to plan 
and operate.

We will continue to encourage our regional partners to take up a coordinated effort that isolates the terrorists. Once the 
regional campaign localizes the threat to a particular state, we will help ensure the state has the military, law enforcement, 
political, and financial tools necessary to finish the task.



The United States will continue to work with our allies to disrupt the financing of terrorism.We will identify and block the 
sources of funding for terrorism, freeze the assets of terrorists and those who support them, deny terrorists access to the 
international financial system, protect legitimate charities from being abused by terrorists, and prevent the movement of 
terrorists’ assets through alternative financial networks.

However, this campaign need not be sequential to be effective, the cumulative effect across all regions will help achieve the 
results we seek. We will disrupt and destroy terrorist organizations by:

• direct and continuous action using all the elements of national and international power. Our immediate focus will be 
those terrorist organizations of global reach and any terrorist or state sponsor of terrorism which attempts to gain or 
use weapons of mass destruction (WMD) or their precursors;

• defending the United States, the American people, and our interests at home and abroad by identifying and destroying 
the threat before it reaches our borders.While the United States will constantly strive to enlist the support of the 
international community, we will not hesitate to act alone, if necessary, to exercise our right of selfdefense by acting 
preemptively against such terrorists, to prevent them from doing harm against our people and our country; and

• denying further sponsorship, support, and sanctuary to terrorists by convincing or compelling states to accept their 
sovereign responsibilities. We will also wage a war of ideas to win the battle against international terrorism. This 
includes:

• using the full influence of the United States, and working closely with allies and friends, to make clear that all acts of 
terrorism are illegitimate so that terrorism will be viewed in the same light as slavery, piracy, or genocide: behavior that 
no respectable government can condone or support and all must oppose;

• supporting moderate and modern government, especially in the Muslim world, to ensure that the conditions and 
ideologies that promote terrorism do not find fertile ground in any nation;

• diminishing the underlying conditions that spawn terrorism by enlisting the international community to focus its 
efforts and resources on areas most at risk; and

• using effective public diplomacy to promote the free flow of information and ideas to kindle the hopes and aspirations 
of freedom of those in societies ruled by the sponsors of global terrorism.

While we recognize that our best defense is a good offense, we are also strengthening America’s homeland security to protect 
against and deter attack. This Administration has proposed the largest government reorganization since the Truman 
Administration created the National Security Council and the Department of Defense. Centered on a new Department of 
Homeland Security and including a new unified military command and a fundamental reordering of the FBI, our comprehensive 
plan to secure the homeland encompasses every level of government and the cooperation of the public and the private sector.

This strategy will turn adversity into opportunity. For example, emergency management systems will be better able to cope not 
just with terrorism but with all hazards. Our medical system will be strengthened to manage not just bioterror, but all infectious 
diseases and mass-casualty dangers. Our border controls will not just stop terrorists, but improve the efficient movement of 
legitimate traffic.

While our focus is protecting America, we know that to defeat terrorism in today’s globalized world we need support from our 
allies and friends.Wherever possible, the United States will rely on regional organizations and state powers to meet their 
obligations to fight terrorism. Where governments find the fight against terrorism beyond their capacities, we will match their 
willpower and their resources with whatever help we and our allies can provide.

As we pursue the terrorists in Afghanistan, we will continue to work with international organizations such as the United 
Nations, as well as non-governmental organizations, and other countries to provide the humanitarian, political, economic, and 
security assistance necessary to rebuild Afghanistan so that it will never again abuse its people, threaten its neighbors, and 
provide a haven for terrorists.

In the war against global terrorism, we will never forget that we are ultimately fighting for our democratic values and way of life. 
Freedom and fear are at war, and there will be no quick or easy end to this conflict. In leading the campaign against terrorism, 
we are forging new, productive international relationships and redefining existing ones in ways that meet the challenges of the 
twenty-first century.

V. Prevent Our Enemies from Threatening Us, Our Allies, and Our Friends with Weapons of Mass Destruction

“The gravest danger to freedom lies at the crossroads of radicalism and technology. When the spread of chemical and biological and nuclear 
weapons, along with ballistic missile technology—when that occurs, even weak states and small groups could attain a catastrophic power to 



strike great nations. Our enemies have declared this very intention, and have been caught seeking these terrible weapons. They want the 
capability to blackmail us, or to harm us, or to harm our friends—and we will oppose them with all our power.”

President Bush

West Point, New York

June 1, 2002

The nature of the Cold War threat required the United States—with our allies and friends—to emphasize deterrence of the 
enemy’s use of force, producing a grim strategy of mutual assured destruction.With the collapse of the Soviet Union and the 
end of the Cold War, our security environment has undergone profound transformation.

Having moved from confrontation to cooperation as the hallmark of our relationship with Russia, the dividends are evident: an 
end to the balance of terror that divided us; an historic reduction in the nuclear arsenals on both sides; and cooperation in areas 
such as counterterrorism and missile defense that until recently were inconceivable.

But new deadly challenges have emerged from rogue states and terrorists. None of these contemporary threats rival the sheer 
destructive power that was arrayed against us by the Soviet Union. However, the nature and motivations of these new 
adversaries, their determination to obtain destructive powers hitherto available only to the world’s strongest states, and the 
greater likelihood that they will use weapons of mass destruction against us, make today’s security environment more complex 
and dangerous.

In the 1990s we witnessed the emergence of a small number of rogue states that, while different in important ways, share a 
number of attributes. These states:

• brutalize their own people and squander their national resources for the personal gain of the rulers;
• display no regard for international law, threaten their neighbors, and callously violate international treaties to which 

they are party;
• are determined to acquire weapons of mass destruction, along with other advanced military technology, to be used as 

threats or offensively to achieve the aggressive designs of these regimes;
• sponsor terrorism around the globe; and
• reject basic human values and hate the United States and everything for which it stands.

At the time of the Gulf War, we acquired irrefutable proof that Iraq’s designs were not limited to the chemical weapons it had 
used against Iran and its own people, but also extended to the acquisition of nuclear weapons and biological agents. In the past 
decade North Korea has become the world’s principal purveyor of ballistic missiles, and has tested increasingly capable missiles 
while developing its own WMD arsenal. Other rogue regimes seek nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons as well. These 
states’ pursuit of, and global trade in, such weapons has become a looming threat to all nations.

We must be prepared to stop rogue states and their terrorist clients before they are able to threaten or use weapons of mass 
destruction against the United States and our allies and friends. Our response must take full advantage of strengthened 
alliances, the establishment of new partnerships with former adversaries, innovation in the use of military forces, modern 
technologies, including the development of an effective missile defense system, and increased emphasis on intelligence 
collection and analysis.

Our comprehensive strategy to combat WMD includes:

• Proactive counterproliferation efforts. We must deter and defend against the threat before it is unleashed.We must ensure 
that key capabilities—detection, active and passive defenses, and counterforce capabilities—are integrated into our 
defense transformation and our homeland security systems. Counterproliferation must also be integrated into the 
doctrine, training, and equipping of our forces and those of our allies to ensure that we can prevail in any conflict with 
WMD-armed adversaries.

• Strengthened nonproliferation efforts to prevent rogue states and terrorists from acquiring the materials, technologies, and expertise 
necessary for weapons of mass destruction. We will enhance diplomacy, arms control, multilateral export controls, and threat 
reduction assistance that impede states and terrorists seeking WMD, and when necessary, interdict enabling 
technologies and materials.We will continue to build coalitions to support these efforts, encouraging their increased 
political and financial support for nonproliferation and threat reduction programs. The recent G-8 agreement to 
commit up to $20 billion to a global partnership against proliferation marks a major step forward.



• Effective consequence management to respond to the effects of WMD use, whether by terrorists or hostile states. Minimizing the 
effects of WMD use against our people will help deter those who possess such weapons and dissuade those who seek to 
acquire them by persuading enemies that they cannot attain their desired ends. The United States must also be 
prepared to respond to the effects of WMD use against our forces abroad, and to help friends and allies if they are 
attacked.

It has taken almost a decade for us to comprehend the true nature of this new threat. Given the goals of rogue states and 
terrorists, the United States can no longer solely rely on a reactive posture as we have in the past. The inability to deter a 
potential attacker, the immediacy of today’s threats, and the magnitude of potential harm that could be caused by our 
adversaries’ choice of weapons, do not permit that option.We cannot let our enemies strike first.

In the Cold War, especially following the Cuban missile crisis, we faced a generally status quo, risk-averse adversary. Deterrence 
was an effective defense. But deterrence based only upon the threat of retaliation is less likely to work against leaders of rogue 
states more willing to take risks, gambling with the lives of their people, and the wealth of their nations.

• In the Cold War, weapons of mass destruction were considered weapons of last resort whose use risked the destruction 
of those who used them. Today, our enemies see weapons of mass destruction as weapons of choice. For rogue states 
these weapons are tools of intimidation and military aggression against their neighbors. These weapons may also allow 
these states to attempt to blackmail the United States and our allies to prevent us from deterring or repelling the 
aggressive behavior of rogue states. Such states also see these weapons as their best means of overcoming the 
conventional superiority of the United States.

• Traditional concepts of deterrence will not work against a terrorist enemy whose avowed tactics are wanton 
destruction and the targeting of innocents; whose so-called soldiers seek martyrdom in death and whose most potent 
protection is statelessness. The overlap between states that sponsor terror and those that pursue WMD compels us to 
action.

For centuries, international law recognized that nations need not suffer an attack before they can lawfully take action to defend 
themselves against forces that present an imminent danger of attack. Legal scholars and international jurists often conditioned 
the legitimacy of preemption on the existence of an imminent threat—most often a visible mobilization of armies, navies, and 
air forces preparing to attack.

We must adapt the concept of imminent threat to the capabilities and objectives of today’s adversaries. Rogue states and 
terrorists do not seek to attack us using conventional means. They know such attacks would fail. Instead, they rely on acts of 
terror and, potentially, the use of weapons of mass destruction—weapons that can be easily concealed, delivered covertly, and 
used without warning.

The targets of these attacks are our military forces and our civilian population, in direct violation of one of the principal norms 
of the law of warfare. As was demonstrated by the losses on September 11, 2001, mass civilian casualties is the specific objective 
of terrorists and these losses would be exponentially more severe if terrorists acquired and used weapons of mass destruction.

The United States has long maintained the option of preemptive actions to counter a sufficient threat to our national security. 
The greater the threat, the greater is the risk of inaction— and the more compelling the case for taking anticipatory action to 
defend ourselves, even if uncertainty remains as to the time and place of the enemy’s attack. To forestall or prevent such hostile 
acts by our adversaries, the United States will, if necessary, act preemptively.

The United States will not use force in all cases to preempt emerging threats, nor should nations use preemption as a pretext 
for aggression. Yet in an age where the enemies of civilization openly and actively seek the world’s most destructive 
technologies, the United States cannot remain idle while dangers gather. We will always proceed deliberately, weighing the 
consequences of our actions. To support preemptive options, we will:

• build better, more integrated intelligence capabilities to provide timely, accurate information on threats, wherever they 
may emerge;

• coordinate closely with allies to form a common assessment of the most dangerous threats; and
• continue to transform our military forces to ensure our ability to conduct rapid and precise operations to achieve 

decisive results.
The purpose of our actions will always be to eliminate a specific threat to the United States or our allies and friends. The 
reasons for our actions will be clear, the force measured, and the cause just.



War in Afghanistan Research Questions 
Due February 21

1. Historical Context: Al-Qaeda is a fundamentalist Islamic religious group and para-military organization 
currently based in Afghanistan. It was initially supported by the United States during the Soviet occupation of that 
country. After the first Persian Gulf War in 1991, al-Qaeda became increasingly hostile to the United States and was 
responsible for attacks on three American embassies in East African cities in 1998. On September 11, 2001, nineteen 
members of al-Qaeda seized control of four commercial passenger jet airliners in the United States. They crashed 
two airplanes into the twin towers of the World Trade Center in New York City, killing everyone on board the 
planes. Both towers collapsed within two hours resulting in the death of almost 3,000 additional people who were 
either in the buildings at the time or emergency workers who responded to the attack. The al-Qaeda operatives flew 
a third airplane into the Pentagon building just outside of Washington, DC. The fourth plane crashed in a field in 
rural Pennsylvania after passengers and crew tried to retake control. The United States government under President 
George W. Bush responded to the 9/11 attacks by declaring a “War on Terror.” It accused Afghanistan and Iraq of 
supporting the al-Qaeda operation, invaded both countries, and brought down and replaced their governments. It 
also tightened domestic security at airports and in public spaces and along the nation’s borders. In the years 
following the 9/11 attacks, there has been ongoing debate over actions taken by the United States government. 
Critics have questioned whether the responses were appropriate and/or effective.

Taken From: http://people.hofstra.edu/alan_j_singer/docket/docket/11.2.06_DBQ_Evaluating_the_U.S._Response_to_911.pdf

1. Define: ideology

2. Is there a disconnect between this explanation and what you’ve seen in RESTREPO? 

3. What role does ideology play in this historical context?

2. Read Chapter 1 of Where Men Win Glory
) a. Identify President Daoud's impact on Afghanistan in the 1970s.
) b. What was the response to Daoud's initiatives? 
) c. What does the PDPA stand for?  How did they come to be?
) d. Connect: Daoud, USSR, Afghanistan's Military and the PDPA
) e. Tell the story of Afghanistan in the 1970s& 1980s using the following people and events as your
                framework.  PDPA, Mujahideen, "Butterfly Mines", Haqqani & Osama Bin Laden
3. Identify and assess the goals of United States military action/ foreign policy in Afghanistan and how 
have they changed from 2001 to 2014? 
4. List and explain the challenges/ obstacles that the United States faces in achieving its goals in 

Afghanistan.

http://people.hofstra.edu/alan_j_singer/docket/docket/11.2.06_DBQ_Evaluating_the_U.S._Response_to_911.pdf
http://people.hofstra.edu/alan_j_singer/docket/docket/11.2.06_DBQ_Evaluating_the_U.S._Response_to_911.pdf


USII Foreign Policy
Final Unit Assessment 

Directions: 
After our study of general foreign policy objectives, World War Two, the Vietnam War and the War in 
Afghanistan, I ask you to synthesize the information discussed and produce a formal written essay proving 
what you’ve learned in this unit.  

Assignment: 
Option #1: In a formal written essay, please answer the following prompt: Is there a good war? 
Option #2: In a formal written essay, develop/analyze an original thesis based on foreign policy decisions/
actions of the USA between 1935-2014.  

Requirements: 
Your essay should fall between 3-5 pages, double spaced, and typed.
You must include concrete, accurate, historical evidence from all three of the major wars studied in this 
unit.
You must include concrete evidence from historical documents analyzed from all three of the major wars 
studied in this unit.

Due Date: Any day between February 24 -February 26, 2014

Assessment:  
You should consult the rubric provided for specific components but overall you will be assessed on:
1. Your ability to develop an argument answering the question above.
2. Your ability to defend your argument with concrete, accurate, historical evidence from class discussion.

*Rubric to follow



Exceeds the 
Standard

Meets the 
Standard

Partially meets 
the Standard

Does not meet the 
Standard

Thesis • Thesis statement is 
concise and articulate and 
presents an original, 
complex, sophisticated 
argument.

• Thesis statement is clear 
and focused, and presents a 
thoughtful, comprehensive 
argument.

• Thesis statement is based 
on plausible idea, but is 
wordy or unclear.

• Thesis statement is fact-
based, unfounded or 
absent.

Thesis 
Development/
Analysis

• In addition to meeting 
the criteria for a Meets 
essay, analysis is more 
perceptive/original,
thorough, clear, and 
precise. 

•  Organization stems from 
an articulate and logical 
progression of ideas

• Argument is thoroughly 
developed, cohesive and 
successfully proven.

• Analysis is thoughtful, 
comprehensive, well 
grounded and not 
oversimplified. 

 
•  Organization stems from 

logical progression of 
ideas.

• Argument is well 
developed and complete.

• Analysis is plausible but 
oversimplified and/or not 
well grounded in 
historical context.

•  Organization stems from 
ideas, but progression 
may lack a logical order or 
become generalized.

• Argument has some 
minor flaws or missing 
pieces.

 
• Analysis is oversimplified, 

too general or 
unsubstantiated.  

•  Organization stems from 
examples, not ideas, and/
or ideas lack cohesion and 
therefore argument is not 
proven.

• Argument changes 
direction, is incomplete or 
inconsistent.

Selection and use 
of evidence

• Relevant and compelling 
evidence from historical 
context/documents 
represents best choice to 
support and shed light on 
argument. 

•  Relevant evidence from 
all 3 required case studies 
(not just a portion) is used 
to support the argument.

•  Evidence selected is 
limited and/or does not 
represent best choice for 
supporting the argument.

•  Specific and direct 
evidence is not used, or is 
inappropriate or irrelevant.

Integration of 
evidence

• Each quote or reference is 
introduced effectively (not 
“dropped”)

• Each quote or reference is 
introduced (not “dropped”)

 • Each quote or reference 
is not consistently 
introduced 

•  Quotes are not 
introduced.



Exceeds the 
Standard

Meets the 
Standard

Partially meets 
the Standard

Does not meet the 
Standard

Organization •  Each body paragraph 
begins with clear, focused 
sub-thesis.

• Historical/textual 
evidence is smoothly 
integrated into each body 
paragraph.

•  The essay is organized 
with clear transitions 
between ideas.

•  Each body paragraph 
begins with a sub-thesis.

•  Historical/textual 
evidence is integrated into 
each body paragraph.

•  The essay is organized.

•  Some body paragraphs 
lack clear sub-theses.

•  Historical/textual 
evidence is used, but not 
smoothly integrated into 
each paragraph.

•  The essay reflects need of 
organization.

•  Body Paragraphs do not 
begin with sub-thesis.

•  Historical/textual 
evidence is misplaced or 
not integrated properly 
into paragraphs.

• The essay lacks any 
organization.

February Syllabus

All of the major assignments required in the month of February are included in this packet.  In an attempt 
to make this more manageable for you I’ve provided you this syllabus to organize your assignment books 
as well as your time.  

Please be aware that all due dates (except the final essay) are hard deadlines - this means that I will not 
accept any of this work late.  Each assignment is necessary to the activities and discussions we will have in 
class and failure to put in the work with make it very hard to keep up with the material you are expected 
to learn.  

Why did we go to war in Vietnam? 
Vietnam Research Questions #1 - due
Vietnam Research Questions Quiz - In class

How was the war in Vietnam Fought? 
Vietnam Research Questions #2 -
Vietnam Research Questions Quiz -

What were we fighting for in Vietnam?
Vietnam Research Questions #3 -
Vietnam Research Questions Quiz - In class

How does each President balance National Interests and National Values? 
National Interests Classwork Assignment -
War in Afghanistan Research Questions -

Foreign Policy Unit Assessment - Due any day between 


