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SATURDAY OPINION
VIETNAM VETERANS DAY, MARCH 29

An overdue thanks for Ga. vets
By Dan Holtz

As a member of the
United States armed forces, I served in Vietnam
from 1969-1970. While I
was not assigned to a unit
fighting in the jungles and
rice paddies trying to preserve Vietnam’s freedom
and independence, I was
in harm’s way from enemy rockets and guerrilla
attacks raining on my locations many times. I saw
firsthand the efforts of
American forces to subdue the enemy. Like many
others, I am of the opinion it was the politicians,
the news media back in
the States and the misguided youth of the ’60s
and ’70s who caused the
war to be lost.
When I returned to the
“world,” I faced namecalling, shunning and other forms of degradation
for my service and wearing of our country’s uniform. I remember traveling from Travis AFB to
the airport in San Francisco and having to duck
below the window of
the vehicle, so agitators
along the streets would
not know a servicemember was there. I had the
pain, and understand the
pain, my fellow servicemen and women endured
during those times. Today, I weep silently for
what we should not have
had to endure because
we served our nation, our
flag and our freedom.
On March 30, 2015, the
Governor of Georgia inaugurated a program to rec-
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ognize and to thank Georgia’s veterans who served
our nation during the Vietnam War era, to say thank
you to all of us for our service by issuing Certificates
of Honor to those who
served, to welcome us
home as we had not been
welcomed when we came
back so many years ago.
Georgia partnered with
the U.S. Defense Department’s Office of Commemorations to recognize all
the servicemen and women who served from 19541975, when the U.S. had
troops in Vietnam as advisors and members of full
units fighting a Communist insurgency.
Why are these certificates being issued to all
who served during this
period of time and not
just those who served
with boots on the ground,
or as crew members of
aircraft and naval vessels
that directly supported
the troops on the ground?
Because everyone who
served during that period had some role in fighting or supporting those

Army veteran Bernie Klemanek, of Mineral, Va., stops to salute his fallen comrades on
Memorial Day during an early morning visit to “The Wall” at the Vietnam War Memorial in
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who were in direct combat with the Vietnamese
enemy! Some of us who
were there argue, if you
were not there with boots
on the ground you should
not be eligible to receive
a certificate. How soon
we may forget our country had military commitments around the world
where the firing-up of
hostilities at any one of

them could have caused
our efforts in Vietnam to
be seriously jeopardized
in a manner much worse
than they ultimately were.
We were, and still are
technically, at war with
North Korea. We were protecting the nations of Europe against potential Soviet Union and Warsaw
Pact aggression and we
had other military ob-

Now it is 50 years later and
calmer minds with clearer
thinking are doing their best
to correct a terrible wrong
done to all of us.

ligations that if not upheld would have had catastrophic consequences.
Those of us who served
in-country in Vietnam
were not the only servicemen and women
who were treated like
scum, spat upon, called
baby killers and subjected to other humiliations. From personal observation, I am aware all
who wore the uniform
of our nation were subjected to these degradations. Now, 50 years have
passed and the citizens
of the State of Georgia
and our nation are trying
to say “thank you” and
“welcome home,” which
should have happened
back then.

While I am disappointed by how many of my fellow countrymen treated
me and my fellow members of the armed forces during those turbulent times, I try not to be
bitter and unaccepting
of those today who are
trying to make amends.
Americans have learned
much during Desert
Storm and the Iraq/Afghanistan wars about how
to protest against policies
of political leaders, while
still supporting the servicemen and women who
follow orders and defend
us from who would destroy us and our way of
life and freedom.
So I say to those who
would refuse to accept a
Certificate of Honor from
the state of Georgia because they are being presented to Vietnam Warera veterans, please reconsider. Those who were
there were treated badly
when we came home, we
were treated badly by the
politicians in Washington
who did not and would
not support us like they
should have back in the
day. Now it is 50 years later and calmer minds with
clearer thinking are doing
their best to correct a terrible wrong done to all of
us. I encourage you to accept the thanks of a grateful state and nation.
Thank you for your service to our nation. Thank
you for doing your part to
keep our country free and
independent. May your
God bless all of us and our
nation.
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The Republicans’ new sin Catching game with Castro,
of insincere endorsement Obama shows he’s clueless
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How can things get
worse for Republicans?
Jeb Bush turned out to
be a terrible candidate.
Marco Rubio turned out
to be an annoying twit.
Donald Trump is a nightmare. Something had to
be done, and so the solid, steady moderate elite
decided the best strategy
was to rally around ... Ted
Cruz.
Welcome to worse.
They were terrified of
Trump, whose short list
of foreign policy advisers
includes a 2009 college
graduate with a resume
that boasts he once took
part in a Model United
Nations. Far better plan to
nominate Cruz, whose list
includes a guy who wrote
an opinion piece suggesting President Barack
Obama is a Muslim.
They thought Trump
would be such an unpopular nominee that the
party would face a historic disaster in November. Obviously, the way to
improve chances was to
support the most actively
disliked Republican politician in America.
Why aren’t these people rallying around John
Kasich? The Ohio governor is the other Trump
alternative, by far the sanest member of the trio.

Sen. Lindsey Graham
started the trend of people who loathe Ted Cruz
endorsing him to be president of the United States.
He admitted that Kasich
would be a better candidate in November, but
claimed that the governor
would never get the nomination. Mitt Romney said
Cruz had a better chance
of denying Trump the
nomination.
Yes, Romney wanted to
make sure he could strike
a blow against Trump’s
“bigotry” and “xenophobia.” So he threw his
weight behind Cruz, who
called for police patrols in
American Muslim neighborhoods “before they
become radicalized.”
This week Trump and
Cruz had a fight about
... their wives. An antiTrump super PAC circulated an old picture of
Melania Trump from GQ,
posing more or less nude,
with the message: “Meet
Melania Trump. Your next
first lady. Or, you could
support Ted Cruz on
Tuesday.”
Now, candidates don’t
control political action
committees, but the Cruz
campaign does have a
history of dirty tricks.
Trump, in his inimitable
way, threatened to “spill
the beans” on Heidi Cruz.
What this country needs
is a bean-free election.
Or at least candidates
who can talk about terrorism without being terrifying. After the Brussels bombing, Cruz called
for those police patrols.
Trump hyperventilated about waterboarding.
Meanwhile, Kasich issued

a statement about international cooperation in
the war against terror.
You’d think that would
have moved somebody.
But no. “Friend — I
wanted you to be the
first to know that today I
am endorsing Ted Cruz
for President,” Jeb Bush
wrote in an email Wednesday morning. Some political observers believe that
he’s trying to protect the
political future of his son,
George P. Bush, who is
the Texas land commissioner. If that’s the case,
noncommitted Republicans, you really should
consider voting for Kasich
just to make it clear that
you are not interested in
having any more members of the Bush family in
line for the presidency.
None of these new converts to the Cruz camp
seem to have any actual arguments about Cruz
being a good potential
president. Maybe they
think if Cruz is the spoiler
at the convention, it’ll be
easier to shove him away
to make room for a brand
new superhero? (Looking
at you, Mitt.)
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The split-screen told the
story: on one side, images of the terror bombing
in Brussels; on the other,
Barack Obama doing the
wave with Raul Castro at a
baseball game in Havana.
On one side, the real
world of rising global terrorism. On the other, the
Obama fantasy world in
which romancing a geopolitically insignificant
Cuba — without an ounce
of democracy or human
rights yielded in return —
is considered a seminal
achievement of American
diplomacy.
Cuba wasn’t so much
a legacy trip as a vanity
trip, vindicating the dormroom enthusiasms of
one’s student days when
the Sandinistas were cool,
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revolution was king and
every other friend had a
dog named Che.
When Brussels intervened, some argued that
Obama should have cut
short his trip and come
back home. I disagree.
You don’t let three suicide bombers control the
itinerary of the American president. Moreover,
Obama’s next stop, Argentina, is actually important.
Nonetheless, Obama
could have done without
the baseball. What kind
of message does it send to
be yukking it up with Raul
even as Belgian authorities are picking body parts
off the floor of the Brussels airport?
Obama came into office
believing that we had vastly exaggerated the threat
of terrorism and allowed
it to pervert both our values and our foreign policy. He declared a unilateral end to the global war
on terror and downplayed
the threat ever since.
It’s now been seven
years. The real world has
stubbornly refused to
accommodate Obama’s
pacific dreams. The Islamic State has grown from JV
team to worldwide threat.
It is well into the infiltration phase of its European
campaign.
In the face of this,
Obama remains inert,
unmoved, displaying a
neglect and insouciance
that borders on denial.
His nonreaction to the
Belgian massacre left the
world as stunned as it was
after the Paris massacre,
when Obama did nothing. Worse, his only show
of passion regarding Par-

is was to berate Islamophobes.
It’s not as if Obama is so
super cool that he never
shows emotion. Just a few
months ago, he teared up
when speaking about the
Sandy Hook school shooting. That tragedy was the
work of a psychotic. But
when speaking about the
work of Islamist terrorists,
he offers flat perfunctory
words.
I cannot fathom why.
Perhaps having long seen
himself uniquely qualified
by background and history to make peace between
Islam and the West, to
now recognize how badly things have gone on his
watch is to admit both failure and the impossible
grandiosity of his original
pretensions.
Whatever the reason, he seems genuinely
unmoved by a menace the
rest of the world views,
correctly, with horror and
increasing apprehension.
He’s been in office seven years, yet seems utterly fixed on his campaign
promises and pre-presidential obsessions: shutting down Gitmo, rapprochement with Iran,
engagement with tyrants
(hence Havana), making
the oceans recede (hence
the Paris climate trip).
Next we’ll see yet another useless Washington
“summit” on yet another
Obama idee fixe: eliminating nuclear materials.
With the world on fire,
the American president
goes on ideological holiday. As was said of the
Bourbons: “They have
learned nothing and have
forgotten nothing.”

