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Part I
The paper will describe a fictional character by the name of Phillip Darwin, and illustrate historical events through his experience and also perception. Darwin was a Caucasian male on May 13 in 1942. The place of birth was Baltimore, Maryland. Growing up in the baby boomer generation, Philip's family highlights their primary trait of a single-parent family. He was the only child of Jimmy Darwin and Sally Williams, with the former dying months after his son's birth. The mother worked as a music teacher, with a jazz pianist for a husband before passing. Despite having no recollection of his father, Philip was one with high regard for gender roles. As such, the most primary perception was he as the man of the house, which prompted him to work odd jobs as a means of bringing something to the table. 
The status of the family was between the middle class and lower poverty levels. Philip does not think he is racist, but he does not associate with non-Caucasians because they make him uncomfortable. He also struggles to comprehend the war and fight for equality. Philip also grew up in the shadow of veterans from World War II, which only made him align with the majority of the south in idolizing such characters, which influences his support for a strong military. Philip considers himself profoundly religious and patriotic. The news of the current age does not sit well with him since they are continually challenging his views.  
Part II
The Vietnam War brought about the division of north and south, with the latter incapable of raising a strong defense to counter the former. The war also coincided with the timeline where the United States intensely pursued the domino theory, which reflected the government's efforts to strike out communism in countries abroad. The highlighted policy not only ensured America's participation in the Vietnam War but also escalated the same (Broyles, 2019). President John F. Kennedy was the first in his position to indulge such involvement, which was a policy also endorsed by President Lyndon B. Johnson. Continuous participation also led to more than 500,000 soldiers from the United States fighting in the war in 1968. Philip was among the troupes. 
The Japanese led various invasions in Vietnam, intending to demonstrate the weak stature in terms of control on the colony of Vietnam. One such attack was the Fall of Dien Bien Phu on May 7, 1954, which resulted in pulling out o the French but involvement of the American forces. The Viet Minh communist revolutionaries assaulted the French base under the command of Ho Chi Minh. The siege lasted for eight weeks leading to a defeat of the French, after which their rule in Vietnam ended facilitated by the Geneva Accords (Foner, 2017). The United States had a firm policy of containment, which prompted President Lyndon B. Johnson to participate in the war, which yielded sharp criticism. The criticism only grew when he stubbornly refused to withdraw forces. The most widely captured new focused on the death toll.
At the time, the media coverage of the war incited mass backlash in America, such that President Lyndon B. Johnson decided not to vie for another shot at the job (Mitchell, 2018). The media presented the most significant platform by which the Americans could perceive Vietnam through the portrayal embodied in cultural, political, and social factors. Media portrayal was like no other recorded in history, particularly in the lack of censorship, which only ensured that the public viewed the most brutal elements of the war. Consequentially, youth movements began protesting for anti-war initiatives and blended their perceptions with the counterculture in seeking disapproval of American participation in the war. The criticism for his involvement was the most fundamental reason for President Lyndon B. Johnson to avoid re-election (Mitchell, 2018). Borrowing for the economic and historical underpinning of World War II, the Vietnam War culminates in an anti-colonist and ideological battleground.
The impact of the Vietnam War in America was the rise of the dove and hawk sides, marking a division of the citizens into two. The former placed higher significance on life with the opinion that people who died in such an event are a more significant loss than any potential benefit to yield from the war. The doves also saw combat as an inexcusable effort. On the other hand, the hawks provided several justifications for the involvement of the United States in the war, fueled by patriotism and fully embodying the use of force in fighting communism. The divide across the United States was also visible the majority of the youth prioritizing love over war with Vietnam (Mettler, 2017). The Americans led various protests against the involvement of America, which consequentially led to substantial Supreme Court rulings and widespread media coverage.
Part III
On September 26 in 1967, President Lyndon B. Johnson gave a speech at John Hopkins University on the Vietnam War, marking a defining moment for Philip. LBJ highlighted he had every intention to continue participating in the war as his authority demanded from him as assurance for combating communism. He also expounded on the nation's moral responsibility as a tactic to garner additional support for the conflict owing to a diminished presence of the military in the area. President LBJ's opening statement laid the ground for defining the war as a matter of morality and a necessary conflict for the greater good. He started by saying, "Over this war, and all Asia is the deepening shadow of communist China."
The president continued by reiterating the promise the country gave and defined the consequences of not keeping their word. It was the perception of the president that attempt to leave the war in Vietnam would breed doubt on America's commitment to their role as the defender for freedom. LBJ continues and concludes reiterating it is not a possibility to escape their characters following their victory in World War II. Philip had a deep admiration for LBJ, and how he took the reins following the assassination of John F. Kennedy, but the speech made him question the need for troops in Vietnam.
Part IV 
The entire duration of the Vietnam War received highly negative coverage from the American media. The mass opinion and the division such perceptions yielded led to Philip to doubt the government and their credibility. Phillip was not blind to the protests constantly propping up as the war went on, and even their coverage. He never had a strong opinion supporting or negating either idea, but such context served to bring about curiosity about why the troops still did not vacate Vietnam. The feelings only brought about confusion, mostly because his compatriots seemed ever so eager to serve in the military without any ear or the protests (Broyles, 2019). 
As a patriot, he also considered President Lyndon B. Johnson not to seek re-election as unpatriotic, hence disappointing. More so was the latter given that Philip actively participated in the Vietnam War, which facilitated the notion that the government just used the armed forces as a blunt instrument without any credible grounds for war? Such conceptions and perceptions led Philip to consider draft evasion heavily, but he did not pull it off out of feelings of guilt. Philip’s duty to serve from his feelings of patriotism was more substantial than his personal feelings of doubt and guilt. The character’s patriotic nature also helped him overcome his constant fear of passing on during the war efforts. 
Part V 
Neither did the ethical dilemma present did not deter Philip from joining, nor did it convince him to leave military service. The passion and commitment that prompted him to apply for recruitment into the service emanated from his conception, which opposed all manner of communism. It was also influenced by his understanding of the same as a substantial threat to the United States. Being a Caucasian male from the south also made Philip more opinionated against communism. Additionally, growing under the shadow of World War II veterans only fueled his desire to acquire similar recognition among his peers and colleagues.
Philip's patriotic tendencies and firmly grounded family roles influenced his notion that he should be a provider and protector. The latter facilitated an additional function of serving in the military to ensure many more countrymen had the opportunity to enjoy the rights stipulated in their constitution. He may not have had significant doubts in his service to warrant any action, but he was equally aware of the cost implications and dangers present in wars. The sense of duty also made him lack respect for any person participating in protests. He perceived them as deserters and unpatriotic foes who had no respect for the nation, and it’s military (Mettler, 2017). 
Part VI
As a very patriotic character, Philip embodied the role to serve and was also comfortable struggling at war for the expense of his countrymen. The same combined with growing up under World War II veterans and a son of the south influenced the adoption of the notion favoring exceptionalism of the United States. He, however, acknowledges that the negative portrayal of the United States' participation in the Vietnam War has brought about substantial doubt in the military's role and the intentions of the government. As a son of one of the southern states, Philip was a strong supporter of President Lyndon B. Johnson. He also valued how the president had accomplished taking the seat following the assassination of John F. Kennedy. Philip saw LBJ's efforts as critical in providing healing for the nation and uniting it to perform tasks. However, LBJ's brutal critique in the speech upset him. The decision by the president to not seek re-election also seems cowardly of a man capable of so much greatness. Although he questions the need for war and involvement of the United States military, he does wonder whether LBJ's substantial critique had some grain of truth. Philip chooses to endure his patriotism and duty to serve but acknowledges that he now doubts the government's intentions and its military's objective.
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