
MI'. President: 

14_01. September 25. 1967 
'lOO a.m. 

.erewith what m&1 be very Mar the ead of 
the Kiaslasel' e_rclse la Par1a; althoqh y_ will 
wish to couldel' tbe state of the play carefally. 

1 myself le_ to reCeDt SWiet adY1ce that _ 
try to deTelop a Sal,oa-NLF coatact. 

We shall also have to be £aciD, _ the 
questiOD of the 'brid,es aDd thermal ,.-.1' plaat 
laH_oi. 

W. W. Rostow 

KiasiDier/Reaci TelecoD. Sept 24. 1967 
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" ,By ~ , NARA, Date 3-~t9S-
Do called M" at 1300 on Sept 23 and 'asked M to 'come over. M met with Bo for more than.an hOUr, starting at 1800. Bo ilead the following message to M, which M took down in'his OlYn notes and read back to Bo to check for accuracy: 

"l.Th'e whole world knows that the US has pursued a . constant policy of escalation against North Vietnam.' 

"2. After Hanoi was bombed, US plaru::es hit Campha and . Haiphong. As regards Haiphong, US planel3 have bombed it several times in a row and very viol/mtly. In addition B 52' s have violently attacked the DMZ and Vinh Linh . Province. 

"3. As a result everyone agrees that the bombing has . been intensified in recent weeks. . 

. "4. Washington's explanat ion about the bombing of Haiphong oannot be received. . 

"5. These are the cillcumstances under which you have suggested contacts with Kissinger; I accept your ejCpression of confidence in Kissinger, but a:t the momen,!; when US is increasing its escalation, it was not possible for me to see him. . 

"6. Turning to' more general topics, I.haye spoken to you of the two-faced policy of the US. . • 

'''7. What has happened has confilllmed me 'in that opinion for the attitude of the US exhibits all kinds of contradictions; It is poesible to highlight this by ,a few examples: . 

t 

) .• i' I (a) Together with the message ,of. liagus1; 25, Kissinger .. j has let me knoYl tlm«bugh you as intermediaries that the '. \1 us has stopped bombing of Hanoi for 10 days; then for: 72 hours, and novi the US tells us that the bombing of Hanoi is suspended without time limit. What do you think of the assertion that the USG of: its own free '1 J 'will has suspended the bombing without settinr, a i I time limit?n! 
(b) In fact what has happened is the stopping of i' I bombing of Hanoi but the intenstfication of bombing i elsewhere as in Cac,pha, IIaip\m.g ·and Vinh Linh provinge, I where the bo~nbing has the character of extermination /' i and systematic destruction. 

) t (c) To say that by stopping of bombing of Hanoi the .1 US has wanted to create better atr.10sphere is not true. 
\' 

"8. '.'1ith respect to the AUl3ust 25 messag", th~ essenc?"9f : . . ___ , the U~ position is' to o1'1'e1' to stop bombing w~th cO!l(hfJ.O?~ .• ·""?:::;''''·:<''.1 

COPY lBJ U!!AA'~Y 
-,---~=::"----.-------'--·-·'-I-"·-- ._------_._--

I. 



. : '.- .. , , " 

I • 

.' " 

! , 
~ ." " 

'. c . . . '. C:'i 
.-!J'jP ::me Itt:T"/NODIS/PENH3YLVANJA, 

. . 

In a message deliver'ed by sealed enveloihe the U3 hus l'eplied that the offer is without conditions while asserting that the message of' August 25 is st ill valid. 

"9. AD far as you and A are conce.:oned, I have received you any time you have requested. I listen to you. I accept messages fro:!! you. I transmit tiler.!. I report fully to Hanol. I call you when I have so!:!ethi:'lg to suy. I believe that this demonstrdt.es our good will sufficiently. Howev,lr, as I have . point ed out earlie!', we have no illusi'ons abbut American policy. What do you think of all this?" (end of message) 
. /( a) 

In reply ill said he \vould leave his role as messenger and state his own vieVl that :tJQ:: each US message had. boo',1 ·acco.'l'(illied by neYI escnL,tion. With respect to Haiphong lvl only knevl what K had tola him, which was confil":ned by the press: the US attac!-::s had as their ta.;.~;;St3 co 't'l'~ni ]:1tion 1:,n;::.3, _'lo'l t'.l(~ sY·Jte.ni;:i.c <1ostruction ()f the town itself. Still, !vi had to admit, American actions had made discussion more cOinplicated. (b) With respect to t;he suspension of bombing of Hanoi, first for ten days, then 72 hours, then 'without time limit - this was not so much a contrudiction 1;1 the evolution of A;aerican polic~' e.n n ;',wol·ltiol1 of conflicting tendencies. (c) With respect to the message_ of Au,gust '2.'5, !vi wanted to find out whether a reversion by the Ud to the level of bOi:lbing in early.August would perm::.t the initiation of discussions. On the last point Bo r·eplied that. Pham Van Dong had already answereci that ( question.(K later asked Ii! to seek elucidation on this CO;(lGJent by Bo.) . " 

l"in·,llyl'll put a question to Bo, which K had asked Ift to . do at an earlier meeting but lfi had not .found it feasible to ask until the meeting on Sept 23. Masked Bo to asc ertain from Hanoi whether l\i and A had cor""ectly understood Pha:n Van DO·.1f,' s rer,lo.rles to 1,1 and A in July on the following exchange, which iA read to Bo. (l'hat exchange follOWS: Dong~ We want an unconditional end. of the bombing. A: Does that include a public declaration by the USG? Dong: We V/ould prefer a public declaration . but understand it would be difficult to give, so Vie will accept a de facto stoppage. A: Would thj~re be a six month delay until talks? Dong: There is no qUj~stion of a delay. We knovi how to meet each other). II'! told Bo there had been a ttenographer at the July talI{s. Bo said Pham Van Dong'.s reported statements to A and If! differed from public DRV.: statements, but Bo lVou1Hd sond the exch!lnge to Hanoi !lnG -ask if it was a true representation of Dong's pOiition. 

Bo again enjoined M to usegt'eatest secrocy. 

i 
-;; --, 
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II! l'elo.ted the fDregoing account ,of his meeting with Bo on 
Sep~23 to Kissinger at ~he Paris ail'port on the mornine; 
of;:,ep~ ,2~. ~issinge: cr~ ticized l!t strongly for having 
dro[Jpea ins ~nterrned~o.ry,role and given Bo his own (ill's) 
feelings on the bombings. Since K suspected. that M's 
o.nsv/er to 30 Wo.s probably even less sy:npathetic to the' 

,US thaDr:eport.ed by M in section (a) of' his answer, 
K asked IVI to seok a meeting with no l:J.ter on Sept 24 
,,::16, give hi:n the following message from KissinGer: 

": 1) I will transmit to the appropriate \Yashington 
officials later today the message you (Bo) gave 111 
yes'c erclay. (2) I S("e no point in tradinG charges 
and countercharges about paBt activities. In fact' 
Washi:1c;ton has offered to stop bombing based on the 
assu::1ptionit would lead to prompt,' productive talks • 
That offer l'emo.ins open. It vms made sincerely. If ' 
accepted, there will be no need to discuss escalation 
or bombing problems. (3) ~'he exchange indicates that ' 
',iiJ.shington and Hanoi have great difficulty understanding 
eac" other's thought processes. This makes direct 
U~/DnV contact es~ential. Intermediaries, no matter 
how trust\'/orthy, are not satisfactory substitutes. 
(4) American military actions (),urlnr; the past montl] 
l'd",c' '>~', 1:', :' ;).,t the extreme secrec/!.· wi th which Wash­
ington ,las handled this exchange. fhe USG has 
considered it; unwise to change decisions made prior 
to the report of M and A's trip to Ilanoi, except in 
regard to bOI~bing Hanoi itself, because it wanted to 
keep the circle of awareness of this exchange as small, 
as possible to avoid pn~mature public debate. (5) 'l'he 
difference i:1 the positions of the t\'/o governments 
could be summarized as follows: Washingto:1 has indicated 
its readiness to stop bombing and has only asked to 
contir,;l ito understandLlg of Hanoi' s vi~\'t that this 
would lead promptly to productive negotiations. Hanoi 
has ir.rplied that an end of bombing 'wo':ld in fact have 
tllis result. If this is indeed the view of both 
governments, the reiilaining obstacles to dir8ct talks 
can be OVercome. I am certain that the above correctly 
reflects us views. Could Bo oonf'irn thut it also reflects 
the view of Hanoi. [(6) If Hanoi gave any sign that hhis 
exchange would lead promptly to producti'll"e nego~ations 
reciprocal action by the US would not be lackin~" 

As noted on the precedinG page, K also asl{ed I;; to obtain ! 
Bo's clarification about the aDIlLment dealing with an answer, 
by, Pham Van Dong to the question of vlhether the resumption: 
of the early August bombing levels would :IllI!1!!1lt permit talks~ 

CO:!lments by Kis"ine;er: (I) K takes Bo's Sept 23 statement 
to constitute an ans\'/er to the US message of Sept 13. (2) ,: 
It seems much less intransigent than the ,Sept 11 nessage; 
almost plaintive in tone. (3) It leaves the door wide open 
for a reply. 

i 

r 
I 
I 

Note: Although Bo's reply again charges that the US proposal 
of' Aug 25 contained oondit1ons, those oonditions are nev~,,+--

" 
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identified. K thinks they may be readinG the end of the first paragraph in the <>ug 25 message as constituting donditio:lsand believes it \\0 '-lId bo use,Cul Qnce again to advise jjo that no such conditions were intended I or posed. K and M believ,) Bo acted on instructions on Sept 23. l!'uture Prodedures: l~or sending messages to Bo: (1) hand carry by Kissinr.;er (011 weekends) or by Cooper or otherwise; (2) Cable Embassy Paris tho text of the message ane: have Ie phO!le M to tell If! to pick it up at Wallner's residence. K will encoUl';;,ge 111 to call Ie when IIi receives a message f'ro;n Bo and deliver :tt to Wallner :for transmission. 

Late Item: Prom a pnone call late on aa:t} 24, K learned that r,; had been unable to deliver K's\nessage today, and M has ~~ appointment with Bo at 8.30 am on Sept 25 to make delivery. Because of the ambiguity and conditional phrElsing of' K'.s . point 6, Ie will ask M to drop that point f'rom the message actually handed Bo tomorrow. 

" 

Benjamin H. Read 

• , . 
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