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Abstract 

The article presents the transition from the failure of the “McNamara Line” to the strategic turning point of the 

1968 Tet Offensive, which shook the confidence of the American public, fueled the anti-war movement, and 

forced the U.S. government to accept negotiations at the Paris Conference. On January 27, 1973, the signing of 

the Paris Peace Accords marked a monumental victory for Vietnam, affirming the power of national will, the art 

of people's warfare, and a policy of independence and self-reliance. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

In the history of modern warfare, there has never been a confrontation so asymmetric. On one side 

stood the world’s leading military superpower armed with 'high-tech warfare'; on the other was the iron will of a 

resilient nation. The U.S. war in Vietnam (1954–1975) stands as a prime example. Particularly from 1966 

onward, the White House deployed an interdiction program targeting the Ho Chi Minh Trail to sever the 

strategic lifeline supplying the South from the North. This was achieved by establishing an ultra-modern, high-

tech defense line known as the 'McNamara Line.' The McNamara Line represented the pinnacle of arrogance in 

high-tech military doctrine, where the United States sought to use machinery to suffocate a just resistance. The 

epic 1968 Tet Offensive served as Vietnam's decisive answer, proving that patriotism and genius military art 

could neutralize any modern algorithm. Ultimately, the Paris Conference became the stage where the final 

chapter of this tragedy born of 'technological arrogance' was settled. This article revisits those golden pages of 

history to shed light on the journey from a shattered electronic defense line to a diplomatic turning point that 

permanently altered the course of history. 

 

II. CONTENTS 

2.1. The McNamara Line (1966 – 1972). 

2.1.1. The Formation of the McNamara Line (1966-1967). 

The Geneva Accords (July 21, 1954) stipulated that the 17th parallel would serve as a provisional 

military demarcation line for two years prior to a general election to reunify the country in July 1956. However, 

to execute the strategic intent of the Domino Theory and halt the spread of the "communist wave" across 

Southeast Asia and the rest of Asia, the United States established the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam) 

regime under the pretext of "anti-colonialism, anti-feudalism, and anti-communism." This puppet government 

carried out brutal manhunts and crackdowns, inflicting severe losses on revolutionary forces. Confronted with 

this situation, under the brilliant leadership of the Vietnam Workers' Party—particularly via the 15th Central 

Committee Resolution (January 1959)—the decision was made to combine political struggle with armed 

struggle in the Southern theater. The Truong Son Strategic Supply Route (the Ho Chi Minh Trail) was opened, 

sparking a monumental leap forward for the Southern revolution and pushing the U.S. toward the brink of 

failure. To block this, the White House decided to bombard North Vietnam in an attempt to neutralize and sever 

the source of strength for the Southern resistance. To achieve this objective, the U.S. President used the "Gulf of 

Tonkin Incident" as a pretext to order the U.S. Air Force to strike the North and initiated the "Local War" 

strategy (the "Local War" or "Local Warfare" phase) in the South. In just two years, from 1965 to 1967, the U.S. 

flew more than 200,000 sorties, dropping over 400,000 tons of bombs and ammunition, costing billions of 

dollars. However, the increasing volume of ordnance dropped was inversely proportional to its destructive 
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effectiveness. U.S. officials themselves admitted: "The bombing did not reduce the capability of the Democratic 

Republic of Vietnam to support the Viet Cong below the Viet Cong's minimum requirements" and "there is no 

indication that the bombing will convince the Democratic Republic of Vietnam to cease its support for this war." 

It was against this backdrop of strategic deadlock that on July 9, 1967, during a seminar in Washington, 

then-U.S. Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara proposed a plan to construct an anti-infiltration electronic 

barrier between North and South Vietnam, a system commonly dubbed the "McNamara Line." Consequently, a 

research project developed by a group of 47 of America's most elite scientists to build an electronic barrier along 

the Demilitarized Zone (DMZ) was put into operation. 

The McNamara Line was officially deployed under McNamara's direct supervision. It featured a 

continuous, interconnected network of military strongpoints equipped with heavy artillery—such as 105mm, 

155mm, 175mm, and 37mm guns—and was constantly backed by tanks and bombers. This network was 

integrated with an obstruction system composed of heavily fortified bunkers and dense, multi-layered barbed 

wire fences, interspersed with highly sensitive and destructive anti-tank and anti-personnel minefields designed 

to neutralize any infiltrating organism. It also utilized ground-based and airborne electronic reconnaissance 

equipment, including radar, acoustic sensors, and seismic sensors. This barrier spanned a width of 10 to 20 

kilometers and stretched approximately 100 kilometers from the port of Cua Viet up Highway 9 to the Vietnam–

Laos border, and over to Muang Phine in Laos. What made the "McNamara Line" stand out was its seismic 

penetration detection devices called Air Delivered Seismic Intrusion Detectors (ADSID), which were deployed 

on the ground to detect and track land-based infiltration targets. The ADSID was designed to resemble a bomb, 

featuring a pointed tip with a seismic sensor that embedded itself deep into the soil to transmit and receive data 

via radio waves. Also known as "Tropical Trees," these devices functioned as miniature reconnaissance stations 

to detect and track human or vehicular targets causing seismic vibrations. Data from the ADSIDs was 

transmitted directly to U.S. command centers scattered across Vietnam. From there, U.S. forces could determine 

exactly where the Liberation Army was operating, their strength, or locate transport units on the Ho Chi Minh 

Trail to launch targeted bombing raids. Additionally, the U.S. adopted a doctrine where one-third of their forces 

remained dug in at bases while the remaining two-thirds dispersed outward for patrolling, ambushing, and 

launching counter-attacks upon offensive contact. To construct the "McNamara Line," the Americans spent 

roughly 2 billion USD at the time, which is equivalent to approximately 20 billion USD adjusted to the current 

value in 2026. 

An array of the latest weapons and military scientific advancements were utilized to build this barrier, 

including infiltration-detection seismic sensors. Most famous among these was the "Tropical Tree" (ADSID), 

which buried itself firmly into the ground when dropped from aircraft, remained cleverly camouflaged, and 

detected noises generated by personnel and vehicles to relay them back to a processing center, pinpointing the 

adversary's exact location. Newly deployed weapons included SADEYE/BLU-26B cluster bombs, which could 

hold up to 600 submunitions (bomblets), each weighing 450 grams. When the mother bomb opened, it dispersed 

these bomblets over a vast area. Upon detonation, each bomblet unleashed 3,000 steel ball bearings, resulting in 

horrific anti-personnel lethality. Another equally perilous weapon was the Gravel mine (button mine). Upon 

detonation, it was designed to sever the foot of anyone who stepped on it, turning the wounded soldier into a 

logistical burden for their comrades and eroding morale. The danger of Gravel mines lay in the fact that they 

were virtually undetectable, made of plastic and wrapped in cloth fabric. Furthermore, the fragments embedded 

in the human body remained "invisible" under X-ray imaging. The Americans dropped 240 million Gravel 

mines, 300 million other mines of various types, 120,000 SADEYE cluster bombs, and 19,200 sensors, utilizing 

68 patrol aircraft and 50 bombers of all types. 

Thus, within this interdiction network, key bases played distinct tactical roles: Cua Viet served as the 

"stomach" of the system because it received 80% of the logistics for the defense line; Doc Mieu acted as the 

"magic eye" owing to its elevation advantage and close proximity to the provisional military demarcation line; 

Con Tien was the "outpost" blocking attacks by the People's Army of Vietnam from the northern bank; Dong Ha 

was the forward command headquarters of the U.S. stationed along the barrier; and Khe Sanh stood as the 

centerpiece of the entire interdiction effort. For the first time in global military history, the archetype of high-

tech warfare was invented. It fused the latest achievements of the American military-industrial complex of that 

era with conventional weaponry and modern tactical techniques, adapted to specific strategic objectives and 

battlefield conditions. This network extended across a massive theater over land, air, and sea—stretching from 

the East Sea across Vietnamese territory and into Laos and Thailand. Backed by a barrier so formidable that the 

U.S. military once boasted "not even a mouse could slip through," it presented an immense challenge to the 

entire Vietnamese nation in this historic clash for national reunification. 

2.1.2. Vietnam's Response to the McNamara Line (1967-1968). 

Initially, when first put into operation, the McNamara Line capitalized on the element of surprise, 

posing significant difficulties for the reinforcement forces on the Truong Son Trail. According to U.S. Air Force 

estimates, during the four years from 1968 to 1971 alone, they destroyed 35,500 North Vietnamese transport 
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trucks, with the total volume of cargo reaching up to 180,000 tons. Under conditions where our technological 

capabilities could not yet match America's revolutionary military inventions, the methods to counter these 

modern means of warfare and weaponry could only be forged by the sheer courage, intellect, and boundless 

sacrifice of the forces who held the roads day and night for the cause of national reunification. 

Local Force Activities: To neutralize the weapons, equipment, and devices along the barrier, several 

measures were instituted: “Organize small units to defuse mines and destroy acoustic sensors; use cutters to 

sever sections and dismantle entire segments of the fence; deploy long-range artillery with precise coordinates to 

eliminate enemy troops attempting to rebuild the barrier; conduct sniping operations; cut dozens of meters of the 

fence and plant mines to ambush enemy repair details—when the mines explode and kill the enemy, further 

breaches can be made; organize continuous attacks to prevent the enemy from refencing and catch them off 

guard, striking from above, below, cutting fences close to enemy positions, or infiltrating deep outward; observe 

the enemy while they deploy acoustic sensors, secretly cut the electrical circuits, smash the devices, cut the 

antenna rods, and plant mines beneath the equipment so it detonates when the enemy returns to replace the 

batteries; when they use infrared searchlights, study camouflage techniques to blend seamlessly with the specific 

color of the area intended for infiltration; when they launch ambushes, organize forces to destroy them as soon 

as they exit their positions; use rifles and 12.7mm machine guns to engage aircraft; tie directional mines to high 

tree branches to lure helicopters into hovering low, then detonate the mines to destroy the aircraft and pilots on 

the spot...” 

During the process of dismantling the barrier, the guerrillas of Gio An and Gio Le communes created a 

unique combat tactic: catching toads, placing them inside condensed milk cans or dry bamboo tubes with 

tobacco stuffed inside, lighting the tobacco from the outside, and hanging them on the barbed wire fence 

downwind. Inhaling the tobacco smoke, the intoxicated toads would sneeze, causing the cans or bamboo tubes 

to rub against the wire and create noise. Believing that guerrillas were infiltrating, U.S. troops would fire flares 

and ammunition toward the sound. Meanwhile, the guerrillas would cut the fence from another direction and 

launch attacks on the military camps, vehicle parks, and helipads. This method deprived U.S. soldiers of sleep 

and kept them in a perpetual state of high tension. Additionally, guerrillas soaked rats in gasoline, set them 

ablaze, and released them into the barrier, igniting fires that caused widespread panic and chaos within the 

enemy ranks. 

Regular Army Activities: Operating under the strategic guideline of "maximizing the combined 

strength of the three troop categories and the long-range artillery deployed on the northern bank of the Ben Hai 

River to continuously assault, besiege, wear down, and eliminate U.S. forces within their bases, forcing them 

into constant psychological strain. At specific operational junctures, concentrate main force units in combined-

arms operations to destroy specific elements of U.S. and puppet forces and shatter their relief operations." 

Specifically: reinforce artillery assets, deploy positions ingeniously with meticulous camouflage, and 

particularly, constantly shift locations after each engagement so that U.S. forces could not conduct effective 

counter-battery fire. 

Furthermore, to counter electronic reconnaissance devices—the invisible weapons that allowed the 

adversary to "hear" and "see" our movements to guide airstrikes—the first measure implemented was for anti-

aircraft units to aggressively target low-flying aircraft tasked with dropping electronic sensors, forcing them to 

raise their altitude, which rendered the dispersal of reconnaissance equipment inaccurate and prone to damage. 

Second, closely monitor and promptly detect the exact locations of U.S. sensor-dropping aircraft to advise 

marching units to slow down, avoid generating strong seismic vibrations, and maintain absolute silence. Third, 

research methods to neutralize the devices by cutting their antennas, twisting their sensor prongs together, or 

detonating charges to split the equipment in half. Fourth, establish decoy positions using simulated noises and 

hanging bags of urine in remote areas to trick U.S. aircraft into dropping bombs. Fifth, study how to mitigate the 

effects of high-tech U.S. bombs and mines, such as cluster bombs, CBU bombs, Dragontooth mines, Gravel 

mines, magnetic bombs, and electro-optical bombs. Sixth, construct diverse logistics networks—including 

bypasses, river routes, pipelines, and canopy-covered roads—to minimize noise, stay clear of electronic sensors, 

and evade aerial surveillance. 

The localized activities of the guerrilla and regional forces in Quang Tri, in coordination with the 

regular army, exerted continuous pressure on the interdiction system, pinning down a massive contingent of 

U.S. troops in a highly disadvantageous operational environment, thereby upending the White House's 

interdiction strategy. In reality, after sinking billions of dollars into constructing the electronic barrier and 

bombarding our supply lines, the effectiveness of the McNamara Line—both the physical barrier and the "wall" 

of weapons and modern electronic equipment—was remarkably low. The 12-layer fences standing three meters 

high alongside minefields hundreds of meters wide were easily obliterated by artillery barrages; dense outposts 

combined with advanced or traditional detection assets like guard dogs and geese failed to prevent sappers from 

infiltrating and sabotaging the facilities. The electronic sensors only yielded limited success initially when 

reinforcement forces were caught off guard; subsequently, they even backfired by effectively supporting 
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Vietnamese deception and feint operations. The torrent of personnel, vehicles, and tens of thousands of tons of 

weaponry from the North continued to pour into the South. Proof of this lies in the Route 9–Khe Sanh campaign 

and the 1968 Tet Offensive and Uprising, where we maintained a sufficient supply of weapons, ammunition, 

and logistics in the South to shake the U.S. and the Saigon regime to their core for months on end. The legacy of 

this infiltration detection system was eventually transferred by the U.S. to the Saigon military following the 

American withdrawal in 1973 

 

2.2. The 1968 Tet Epic – A Strategic Shock altering the Course of the War 

2.2.1. Strategic vision and audacious decision-making 

When America's electronic barrier failed to stop our forces and the war entered a bloody stalemate, the 

Politburo of the Vietnam Workers' Party convened in December 1967. They passed the historic Resolution on 

the "Situation and Tasks of the Southern Revolution," shifting our revolutionary war into a new phase the phase 

of achieving a decisive victory. The resolution outlined the immediate direction and task: "mobilize the greatest 

efforts of the people in both regions, elevate our revolutionary war to its highest development, utilizing the 

method of General Offensive and Uprising to win a decisive victory." This shifted the strategic focus from 

mountainous and rural areas directly into the urban nerve centers of the enemy throughout the South, launching 

audacious strikes aimed directly at critical, vulnerable targets and the supreme command of the war machinery 

in Saigon, such as: the U.S. Embassy, the Presidential Palace, the Radio Station, Tan Son Nhat Airport, the Joint 

General Staff Headquarters, the Naval Command, and the National Police Directorate. 

The objectives of the 1968 Tet Offensive and Uprising were: to annihilate and dismantle the vast 

majority of the puppet army, overthrow the puppet administration at all levels, and seize all governance for the 

people; to destroy a significant portion of U.S. manpower and war material, preventing the U.S. from fulfilling 

its political and military missions in the South; and on that basis, to crush the U.S. will for aggression, forcing 

the United States to accept defeat in the South, terminate all acts of war against the North, and enable us to 

achieve the immediate revolutionary goals of independence, democracy, peace, and neutrality in South Vietnam, 

advancing toward national reunification. 

The General Offensive and Uprising was executed under the principle of combining military struggle 

with political struggle and military proselytization (binh vận); mobilizing the combined forces of workers, 

peasants, and patriotic enemy soldiers; and coordinating operations across all three strategic regions. In urban 

areas, the masses would rise up from within while military forces struck from without, coordinating each region 

with the entire theater; attacking the enemy while simultaneously building up our own forces; and integrating 

military, political, and diplomatic struggles while coordinating with the broader Indochinese theater and rallying 

international support. Attending the Politburo conference, President Ho Chi Minh instructed commanders across 

all battlefields: “The plan must be meticulously detailed; coordination must be perfectly synchronized; secrecy 

must be absolute; action must be resolutely fierce; and cadres must be exemplary.” 

 

2.2.2. The historic New Year’s Eve and the power of the vanguard strike 

On the night of January 30 and the early morning of January 31, 1968—the eve and the first day of the 

Lunar New Year of Mậu Thân—the attack order was unleashed. Our soldiers and people in the South rose up 

and launched a simultaneous offensive against virtually all nerve centers, headquarters, military bases, land and 

water transport systems, and logistics depots of the enemy, spanning almost every city, provincial capital, 

district town, and enemy-controlled rural area. Although hesitant to admit the full truth, General 

Westmoreland—Commander of U.S. and allied forces in South Vietnam at the time—had to report to U.S. 

President Johnson that: “In addition to striking directly into Saigon, they [the Liberation Forces] have attacked 

36 out of 44 provinces, 5 out of 6 major autonomous cities, 64 out of 242 district capitals, and numerous 

strategic hamlets.” 

The most shocking events unfolded right in Saigon—the enemy’s supreme nerve center: 

The Assault on the U.S. Embassy: Resourceful and courageous Saigon Commando (Biệt động Sài 

Gòn) fighters detonated satchel charges, breached the perimeter wall, and charged in to hold the U.S. Embassy 

compound for several hours. The image of U.S. Marines forced to deploy via helicopters onto the rooftop to 

retake the building was broadcast live into American households. 

Attacks on Symbols of Power: Independence Palace, the Saigon military’s Joint General Staff 

Headquarters, the National Radio Station, and Tan Son Nhat Airport were all struck in a synchronized wave of 

attacks. 

The Battle of Hue: The Liberation Forces and the people of Thua Thien-Hue seized control of this 

historic ancient city for 25 consecutive days and nights (from January 31, 1968, to February 24, 1968), 

neutralizing 25,700 enemy troops, capturing 1,723, shooting down and destroying 255 aircraft, and disabling 

over 500 military vehicles. 
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In numerous other cities and provincial capitals such as Kon Tum, Pleiku, Buon Ma Thuot, Quang Tri, 

Bien Hoa, Ben Tre, and My Tho, as well as adjacent rural sectors, our forces and people mounted fierce 

offensives, inflicting catastrophic losses on the enemy. 

2.2.3. Geopolitical shockwaves 

Although tactically our forces sustained heavy casualties during the enemy's counterattacks due to the disparity 

in firepower, strategically, the 1968 Tet Offensive was a resounding victory—an immortal epic. 

 

• From the Perspective of the Pentagon (U.S. Department of Defense): 

"...The [Tet] Offensive took the White House and the Joint Chiefs of Staff by surprise regarding its strength, 

duration, and level of intensity, and this astonishment lingered..." "...For the President, the surprise and 

disappointment were particularly severe..." 

President Johnson admitted: "Washington and Saigon were dealt a stunning blow, leaving them disoriented for a 

period of time." Former U.S. President Eisenhower observed on March 27, 1968: "Never have we encountered a 

situation as distressing as the current state of America, deeply divided over the war." General Westmoreland 

reported back to the U.S.: "We must acknowledge that the adversary has dealt the Government of the Republic 

of Vietnam a heavy blow... Our entire plan for 1968 has been bankrupt." Secretary of Defense Clifford—who 

replaced McNamara—submitted to the U.S. President: "Even with 200,000 additional troops, we cannot drive 

the enemy out of South Vietnam or destroy their forces... further escalation would pose great risks of igniting a 

domestic crisis of unprecedented scale." 

Admissions from the American and Western Press and Media: 

Le Monde (France): "The Americans used to assert that the Vietnamese populace endured rather than 

supported the National Liberation Front of South Vietnam; will they continue to advance such arguments after 

such an admirable demonstration of strength and courage by the Viet Cong?" 

Time Magazine: "The Communist forces launched a simultaneous offensive across South Vietnam, 

leaving Washington itself stunned." 

BBC: "During these days, the infiltrating communist troops ate rice provided by the people as if they 

were family members in their own homes." 

AP (USA), quoting the director of the French BGI company: "Hundreds of young men living in the 

Cho Lon brewery district have joined the Viet Cong and were issued red armbands and rifles." 

Reuters (February 2, 1968): "America’s unwinnable war is now seen as a war that could be lost." 

The Washington Post (February 10, 1968): "We [the U.S.] have been pinned down by a country only 

the size of the state of Washington. In reality, that means defeat." 

Washington Daily News (August 31, 1968): "The American public is stunned, and the atmosphere in 

Washington is bleak. The President is suffering from both heartache and headaches; the initial shock of the first 

day has turned into exhaustion and despair..." 

A Profound "Credibility Gap" in the United States: The American public woke up to the realization that 

they had been deceived by their government for years regarding the so-called "light at the end of the tunnel." 

The anti-war movement erupted fiercely across the United States. 

The Downfall of Political and Military Figures: Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara resigned. 

General William Westmoreland was relieved of his command as Commander of U.S. forces in Vietnam. 

The Turning Point of March 31, 1968: President Lyndon B. Johnson was forced to bitterly announce a 

unilateral halt to the bombing of North Vietnam from the 20th parallel northward, accept a seat at the 

negotiating table with the Democratic Republic of Vietnam in Paris, and declare that he would not seek re-

election for another presidential term. 

To this day, despite the passage of many years, the 1968 Tet General Offensive and Uprising remains a 

glorious page in the history of the nation's military and people. The Tet events in Saigon vividly illustrate how 

the contributions, blood, and bones of the entire country converged here. During that campaign, tens of 

thousands of elite sons and daughters of the city and the nation made the ultimate sacrifice monuments of 

courage, resilience, and unyielding heroism. Evidently, the urban offensive bomb of the 1968 Tet Offensive 

achieved detonating efficacy, blasting open extraordinary political ramifications 

2.3. The intellectual duel at the Paris Peace Table and the Historic Turning Point 

2.3.1. Overview of the conference 

On May 13, 1968, the Paris Conference officially opened at the Kléber International Conference Center 

in Paris, France. This date also marked the formal commencement of the war between Vietnam and the United 

States around the green baize table, even as bombs continued to detonate on the battlefield. Many wondered: 

having successively thwarted America's military strategies, the military genius of the Vietnamese was beyond 

doubt; yet, would their diplomatic strategy prove as effective as their military prowess? What remained certain 

was that both sides entered the fray with their most formidable lineups, signaling a fierce duel of intellect and 

strategy. 
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The U.S. Delegation included Averell Harriman—a renowned American negotiator well-versed in 

Soviet and socialist bloc affairs, who had participated in high-level Allied conferences during World War II; 

Cyrus Vance—former Deputy Secretary of Defense and later Secretary of State under President Jimmy Carter; 

Philip Habib—a seasoned expert on Vietnamese affairs; and William Jordan—a dynamic diplomat and author of 

the U.S. State Department White Paper "Why Vietnam," which justified the White House's decision to bomb the 

Democratic Republic of Vietnam and deploy U.S. combat troops to South Vietnam. 

The Vietnamese Delegation was led by Xuan Thuy—a veteran revolutionary fighter, journalist, poet, 

and former Minister of Foreign Affairs. The Deputy Head of the delegation was Ha Van Lau - an ambassador 

and former Director of the Operations Department of the General Staff of the People's Army of Vietnam. The 

delegation also included Phan Hien - a jurist, Director of the Press Department of the Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs, and later Minister of Justice; and Nguyen Thanh Le Deputy Editor-in-Chief of the Nhan Dan Daily and 

spokesperson for the Vietnamese delegation, all of whom had previously participated in the 1954 Geneva 

Conference. On June 12, 1968, Le Duc Tho arrived, dispatched by President Ho Chi Minh to serve as the 

Special Advisor to Minister Xuan Thuy. 

The National Liberation Front of South Vietnam (later the Provisional Revolutionary Government) was 

led by Nguyen Thi Bình as Head of Delegation, while the Republic of Vietnam (Saigon regime) was represented 

by Ambassador Pham Dang Lam as Head of Delegation. 

This proved to be the longest negotiation in modern diplomatic history, spanning nearly five years. 

From 1969 onward, following Richard Nixon's ascension to the presidency and Henry Kissinger's appointment 

as National Security Advisor, the negotiations entered their most brutal phase, characterized by secret meetings 

held in parallel with plenary public sessions. 

The essence of these negotiations was a direct intellectual duel between two preeminent 

representatives: Advisor Le Duc Thorepresenting the side backed by righteousness and an unyielding will and 

Henry Kissinger a master of realpolitik and power-based pragmatic diplomacy. 

 

Criteria Vietnam's Position U.S. Position 

Core 
objectives 

Total and unconditional withdrawal of U.S. troops; 

respect for Vietnam's independence and sovereignty; 
maintenance of our political and military forces intact 

in the South. 

Honorable withdrawal of U.S. troops; demand for 

"mutual troop withdrawal" (requiring North Vietnamese 
forces to withdraw as well); preservation of the Nguyen 

Van Thieu regime. 

Guiding 
Principles 

"Fighting while talking" utilizing battlefield victories 
as the foundation for leverage at the negotiating table. 

Utilizing military might and great-power diplomacy 

(leveraging relations with the Soviet Union and China) 

to pressure Vietnam into making concessions. 

 

2.3.2. The resilience of Sau Tho’s "Diplomatic tactics" before Kissinger 

Henry Kissinger entered the negotiating table with a posture of superiority, employing ambiguous 

diplomatic tactics that alternated between threats of military might and attempts to induce international division. 

However, Kissinger encountered an adversary whose profound resilience "froze" all pressure Special Advisor 

Le Duc Tho (affectionately known as Brother Sau Tho). 

 

Le Duc Tho demonstrated masterclass diplomatic artistry: 

Firm in Principles, Flexible in Tactics: Our side resolutely refused to compromise on the core issue: 

U.S. troops had to withdraw, while the Southern Liberation Armed Forces would remain in place. The strategy 

of "fighting while talking" was rigorously applied. When we triumphed on the battlefield (such as the 1971 

Route 9 - Southern Laos campaign and the 1972 Strategic Offensive), Le Duc Tho launched relentless 

diplomatic onslaughts. When the enemy counterattacked, our delegation steadfastly held the line at the 

negotiating table. 

Shattering the Nixon-Kissinger "Triangular Diplomacy": The U.S. sought to bypass Vietnam by 

traveling to China and the Soviet Union, attempting to bargain behind our backs to pressure us into reducing our 

demands. However, through a foreign policy of independence and self-reliance backed by an iron will, the 

Politburo and our delegation in Paris firmly asserted: the destiny of Vietnam must be decided by the Vietnamese 

people. Kissinger stood entirely powerless against this firewall of resolve. 

 

2.3.3. The "Dien Bien Phu in the Air" battle the decisive strike forcing the signing of the accord 

By October 1972, the basic draft of the Agreement was virtually complete. However, the Nguyen Van 

Thieu administration vehemently opposed it, while Nixon sought to reverse the tide to force us to modify 

clauses in favor of the United States. Acting duplicitously, Nixon unilaterally suspended negotiations and 
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unleashed Operation Linebacker II (December 1972) deploying B-52 Stratofortress strategic bombers in a 

campaign of carpet-bombing to devastate Hanoi and Hai Phong, aiming to force North Vietnam "back to the 

Stone Age." 

But the U.S. miscalculated. The unyielding will of the capital’s military and civilians, combined with 

creative anti-aircraft artistry, achieved a miracle. The General Staff of the People's Army of Vietnam announced 

the victory as follows: shot down 81 aircraft, including 34 B-52 bombers and 5 F-111s, and captured 43 pilots, 

including 32 B-52 crew members. This marked the most catastrophic defeat in the history of the United States 

Air Force. 

American and global public opinion erupted in fury. While the "Hawks" cheered Nixon, the majority of 

Congressional representatives voiced their opposition. Major newspapers criticized the administration in the 

strongest possible terms: "Millions of Americans bowed their heads in shame and questioned the mental health 

of their President," branding the President "a tyrant in a fit of madness" conducting "terror bombing in the name 

of peace." Jerry Gordon—coordinator for the National Coalition for Peace—declared during a press conference: 

"Once again, the American people have been deceived. Instead of peace at hand, it is an intensified war. Instead 

of ending the slaughter in Vietnam, it is an escalation." Not a single NATO ally supported the United States. 

The Swedish Government went so far as to liken the U.S. actions to those of the "Nazis." 

The Inevitable Outcome: The United States collapsed at the gateway to Hanoi. On December 30, 1972, 

Nixon was forced to order a halt to the bombing. Earlier, on December 27, 1972, the U.S. had sent an official 

note requesting a formal meeting to resume negotiations on January 8, 1973. On January 23, 1973, a bitter 

Henry Kissinger had to sit back down at the negotiating table to initial the Agreement with Le Duc Tho—the 

very accord the U.S. had rejected months prior. On January 27, 1973, the Paris Peace Accords on Ending the 

War and Restoring Peace in Vietnam, comprising 9 chapters and 23 articles, was officially signed 

2.3.4. The dialectical linkage among the three events and key historical lessons 

Looking back at the entire historical progression from 1966 to 1973, we discern a common thread that 

illustrates the brilliant strategic thinking of the Party and the profound dialectical nature of the art of people's 

war:  

[The Bankruptcy of the McNamara Line]  

       │ 

       ▼ (Signaled America's strategic impasse)  

[The 1968 Tet Epic]  

       │ 

       ▼ (Dealt a thunderous blow to the U.S. resolve, forcing them to the negotiating table)  

[The Intellectual Clash at the Paris Conference]  

       │ 

       ▼ (A diplomatic duel occurring in parallel with military confrontations—the 1972 B-52 Blitz)  

[The Signing of the 1973 Paris Peace Accords]  

       │ 

       ▼ 

[U.S. Troop Withdrawal—Setting the Stage for the 1975 Great Spring Victor] 

From this chain of events, history has bequeathed invaluable lessons: 

First, the lesson on the role of humanity over technology: No matter how advanced technology may be, 

or how intelligent computers might become, they can never quantify nor conquer the patriotism, 

resourcefulness, and collective will for freedom of a nation. The collapse of the McNamara Line before the bare 

feet and iron grit of the Truong Son soldiers stands as the most eloquent testament to this truth. 

Second, the lesson on the seamless integration of military and diplomatic tracks: Diplomacy is not 

merely empty rhetoric around a banquet table; it is a direct reflection of the posture and balance of forces on the 

battlefield. Without a ground-shaking 1968 Tet Offensive or a fiery "Dien Bien Phu in the Air," there would 

never have been a Paris Accord to compel the withdrawal of U.S. troops. 

Third, the lesson on the spirit of independence and self-reliance: In a volatile world subject to the 

geopolitical maneuverings of superpowers, maintaining a foreign policy of independence, sovereignty, and self-

reliance remains the master key to safeguarding the supreme interests of the nation and its people. 

 

IV.   CONCLUSION 

Half a century has passed. The clicking sounds of the electronic sensors along the historic Truong Son 

Trail have long since fallen silent, the gunfire of the 1968 Tet Offensive has receded deep into memory, and the 

negotiating room in Paris has now become a historic landmark. Yet, that golden chapter of history retains its 

value fully intact. 

The journey spanning from the high-tech defense lines of the McNamara electronic barrier, through the 

firestorm of the 1968 Tet epic, and to the historic turning point in Paris in 1973 stands as a monumental epic of 
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the intellect, resilience, and boundless sacrifice of the Vietnamese people. It vindicates an immutable truth of the 

era: a small nation, when deeply united, guided by a righteous path, possessed of an iron will, and anchored in 

the power of justice, can triumph over any tyrannical force and the most advanced technology in the world. 
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