Apocalypse Now Questions

1.) Why is this movie a tragedy?

-This film is a tragedy for several reasons. Using the traditional definition of a tragedy, in the end, (no pun intended) the story ends with the destroying of Kurtz. Though he was seen to be the enemy, he was also seen as a form of enlightenment, and he was put out of what the US Army considered his misery. Using the newly collaborative definition, this film has no clear scapegoat. All the while, Kurtz seems like a good man, yet he seems like a bad. Willard, in addition, shows no clear signs of antagonism or protaganism. The rest of the crew, the army, everyone is shown as a bad person, and with no clear hero, this film stands as a tragedy. One must also consider one final factor, that being that this film was modeled closely after Joseph Conrad’s Heart of Darkness. The book itself is a tragedy, and to follow the storyline, so is Apocalypse Now.
2.) Who is the tragic hero?

· Using the traditional definition of a tragic hero, one would most likely infer that Kurtz would be the tragic hero. A tragic hero is someone whom experiences a great downfall. The question, however, is whether Kurtz experienced his downfall when he became the village leader, or when he was killed as the village leader. Before he ventured down to Trang, Kurtz was a man of honor, and on his way to becoming a high rank in the army. Rather, he lost communication, and let Northern Vietnamese influence take over his life. However, as a village leader, he was looked up to, and revered. He had many “children.” To lose his power in this situation is also a downfall. Therefore Kurtz, having had two downfalls already, is declared the tragic hero.
3.) Why did we have to wait to see Kurtz?

· We have the wait to see Kurtz for the same reasons that Marlow had to wait to see Kurtz in Heart of Darkness, or even in the movie, for the same reasons that Willard had to wait to see Kurtz. Francis Ford Coppola, the director, believed that in talking about Kurtz, but not showing Kurtz would build up interest in the viewer. The viewers will now feel the same thing that Willard or Marlow may feel, and will be very excited about seeing Kurtz and his actions.
4.) Compare contrast: Kurtz and Willard; Marlow and Willard.
· In comparing Kurtz and Willard, they start out very different. Very little is known about the two of them. Kurtz, as described by the generals, was a man whom loved humanity. Willard, on the other hand, didn’t seem to care. Though Kurtz seemed mad, he also seemed to have found a sense of enlightenment. Willard, on the other hand, just wants to kill. Towards the end however, Willard begins to see what Kurtz saw, and though the two of them were different to begin with. Seeing as to how Willard was close to taking the path that Kurtz took, one can now look back at Willard and Kurtz, and say that they both were similar in that they both were in the military, and were fine with whom they are, until they ventured down deep into the heart of darkness to found out the horrid truth in whom they are. 
· Marlow and Willard are both what seems like protagonists in both Heart of Darkness and Apocalypse now. They are similar in that they are both searching for a man named Kurtz. They both have the same mission, and means of accomplishing that mission with one exception. In Apocalypse Now, instead of finding Kurtz and rescuing him, Willard must assassinate Kurtz. Marlow, in Heart of Darkness, is also not immediately given this mission. Willard is also a man whom is used to killing. Thus, the only real similarities are a search for Kurtz, and also a gradual incorporation into the methods of Kurtz.
5.) What signs are we given that Kurtz’s behavior is not simply a cast of unsound methods?
- At first, in watching the film, one would like to believe that this man is savage. Reasons for believing so can be attributed to the generals propaganda that had been given to Willard about Kurtz. However, along the way, Willard witnesses several instances, including some of his own, in which killing was synonymous with everyday life. The situation had worsened to a point in which, they weren’t fighting a war anymore, they were just killing. After witnessing all these acts, Willard sees that Kurtz is doing what Kurtz must be doing, based on his philosophy on things.
6.) Is there any cosmic irony involved?

· This a trick question, and I will make desperate, yet poor attempts at deciphering the trick question. This first depends on a very important factor; whom or what is referred to as the gods. The easiest ‘god’ that can be seen is the United States Military. They are a large power, capable of destroying man, and if there is any cosmic irony in that respect, I would view it as “air strikes.” There was one visible air strike, during Kilgore’s attack on the beach. Though cosmic irony is involved here, the truth is, that the military’s attempt to infiltrate Trang, and implement cosmic irony is foiled, and therefore declared as useless. Two more forms of cosmic irony are present, one being the mass during Kilgore’s first attack. Though ironic in literal a literal sense, it also shows how despite what happens, God’s intervention is still stronger. Finally, one more form of cosmic irony is present, that being the presence of Buddhist statues. This is to foreshadow what is to happen, but mainly, to instill a sense of enlightenment when one views Kurtz, and his village.
7.) Why does the film show a cow being slaughtered at the same time as Kurtz?

· The slaughtering of a cow is a very holy and sacrificial act. Thus, the slaughtering of Kurtz is viewed as a sacrifice, and therefore, a holy act. (For the village.)
8.) What message is the movie sending about war?

· In the movie, it shows how war has no clear or succinct end, and only causes more destruction, whether it’s on the battlefield, or in the minds of the soldiers, dead or alive. 
9.) How are their stories confessions? 

· Kurtz and Willard both have had realizations when they reached the end of the river. This realization was the realization of what war had done to them, what war had done to all, and what has become of them. Therefore, Apocalypse Now is actually Willard’s confession of what happened. As for Kurtz, he wanted his confession to be told to his son. He wanted his son to know what had happened, and why he had been in his situation. 
10.) What is Willard’s conflict with other GI’s on the boat?
- In apocalypse now, Willard had a specific mission. The other GI’s weren’t aware of his mission, they were just told to escort him on whatever it may be. In comparison with the others, is where the conflict lays. By comparing him to the others, the others are very weak, and not ready to enter the heart of darkness. A prime example of this would be when the chef “whom was tied too tight for New Orleans” and Willard were in the jungle. They both looked into the eyes of a tiger, and when the tiger attacked, the chef ran for his life whereas Willard faced it. This shows that his conflict is his view on war. To him, it was okay. It was what he needed. To them, they just wanted to go home whenever. Willard even had a quote at the beginning of the film in that he wanted a mission, and he didn’t want to go home, thus the conflict is the view of war, and the view of the mission. 
11.) Why is buddha’s statue in the beginning and the end?

· The Buddha statue is symbolic of Kurtz’s wisdom. It is displayed in the beginning because Coppola said so. Truthfully speaking, the Buddha statue is in the beginning to foreshadow what is yet to come. This is a confession of what happened, and how Kurtz and Willard attained enlightenment. In doing so, the Buddha is a representation of their enlightenment. In the end, the Central Vietnamese were known to be heavily Buddhist. Kurtz’s colony was predominantly Buddhist, but mainly, the statue was used to symbolized wisdom in the end. Despite Kurtz having reached his “enlightenment” he hasn’t reached his full enlightenment until he was killed by Willard.
12.) How is Kurtz’s morality reflected in the brutality of war?

· In the beginning, Kurtz was depicted to be a humanitarian type of person. As the film develops, the brutality of war is shown. In showing the brutality of war, one must ask how Kurtz’s morality is shown. Kurtz’s morality was not to harm, but to be enlightened. The unfortunate aspect of this “enlightenment” is the fact that it is displayed in the brutality of war, and not so much reflected by it. Kurtz would take whatever measure is necessary in order to attain what is most spiritually or intellectually mind-enriching. In the brutality of war, there was one story in which Kurtz’s “krew” inoculated Central Vietnamese children, and as a result, the VC hacked off all of the inoculated arms. This therefore shows that it is a reject of outside help, and a strong sense of independence and patriotism. Kurtz marvels at this idea, and thus shows that his morality is based on avoiding hegemony of any sorts. The brutality of war only shows that the United States is where they do not belong.
13.) Comment on the effect of the following;

a.) cursing

- Cursing runs free and wild throughout the screenplay of this film. It is mainly used to show the darkness that is already in that of the outside world. It shows the attitude of the soldiers, and doesn’t show much symbolism aside from a neglect for caring. Thus, this separates the men from the gods. 
b.) slope/gook/Charlie/V.C./savages

-All of which are derogatory terms used to describe Northern Vietnamese, or the enemy of the United States Army/South Vietnamese. These are all used to describe the natives, and of course, instead of calling them by their real names, they use names established out of hate and disgust.
c.) trang/c.o./almighty, almighty/ generals/capt/chief

-These are all different things. Trang refers to the Central Vietnamese territory that borders Cambodia. It is also known to some as the DMZ, or “demilitarized zone.” It’s what some people see as the frontlines, and where heavy fighting takes place. 
-C.O. refers to “Commanding Officer.” As Willard ventures further into the heart of darkness, what he realizes is a lack of control. And examples of lack of control would be a fight without a commanding officer. (Hence, the quote, “Do you know who’s in command?”…yeah.)
-Almighty, Almighty is the code that is used to send in an air strike to where Kurtz is located. What is so symbolic about this is how it is god-like. In being like a diety, the power rests in the hands of the United States Military, thus showing cosmic irony.

-Generals/Capt/Chief are all parts of the United States army. They show that though the United States has gone to war to prevent corruption by the communist, there is much corruption within the army as well. It first begins with the generals issuing a classified mission that “never happened” in killing Kurtz. Then, the next example is Col. Kilgore, in which he shows no mercy, and just doesn’t care. Kills, then surfs. That’s his philosophy.
d.) diesel, napalm, air strike, 50’s, chopper, bomb
-All of these are military terms. Diesel is the petroleum based product used to power the boat up and down the river. Napalm is a sticky liquid that, when ignited, can burn anything, anywhere. (Even on water.) Air strike refers to an attack by air units dropping bombs or napalm. 50’s are rounds that are shot. Chopper is a helicopter, that is particularly important in showing Kilgore’s unit, (Wagner.) Bomb, is self explanatory, but shows important significance in this film as it is the one thing that can turn things around. Either way around, all of these things are weapons of the United States Military that the Viet Cong does not have much access to. These are the hands of god, and the use of them are eventually deteriorated as Willard ventures down the river.
14.) What kind of wisdom is dialectic? How is he dialectic in terms of wisdom? How is it a type of wisdom?
- Dialectic wisdom is a form of philosophy in which there is no such thing as greymatter. In dialectic wisdom, there is only white or black, one side, or the other, no in-between. Wisdom that is dialectic is the ability to make decisions regardless of conditions, and to be stern with that decision. Both Kurtz and Willard show dialectic characteristics because neither ever show hesitance, nor lean towards doing anything in anyone else’s command, aside from the orders given to Willard. Kurtz just never hesitates at all, and does things only at his discretion. Dialecticity is a type of wisdom because not many can make decisions without hesitation. Dialecticity is the ability to immediately make decisions, and if used correctly, can expedite matters.
