. pursue serious negotiations, as the Ambassador put

)
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TRANSCRIPT O PRESS BRIEFING BY STEPHEN LIDOGAR
THURSDAY, JULY 8, 1971, 5:25 P.M.

ﬁR..LEDOGAR;_ Good afternoon, Ladiéé-and Gentle-
meﬁ: 'Today, Ambassador Bruce called upon the other side
to joi? with us-in making a fresh start to fhe.Paris
Peaée Talks on Viet-Nam. You will note from the press
release that we gave our preliminary analysis and reaction
to}Hanéi's seven peintz of last week, and we proposarl
further exploration of the proposals befecre us. To
fﬁrther this end, we suggested that the next session df

LS

these meetings be a restricted one in which we could

it, free from the glare of publicity.

Unfortuhately the other éide.refused to agree
to suchra restricted-session, aﬁd in the end, we agreed
to meet in a plenary one next Thursday.

Do you have any guestions, please3

Q | Yes. Aéparently‘Xuan‘Thuy spoke five
times and the others spoke three fimes each, and so on,

in the aiscussion which followed. Could you telluus

what Ambassador Bruce had to say in the discussion follgwing

™

7
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theme of it.

the preliminary discussion? )
A Yes. He returned four times to the same

theme of why won't you, first of all, respond to the

- proposal for restricted session, and then, towards the

end, why do you respond in such a fashion. That was the

In the beginning, they ignored it, and then later
they came up with this varicety of answers that I believe
you have just been briefed on. ~

For the life of m¢, I can't understand how on

the one hand they say to us, "The forum of the meeting is

|

not important;" and on the other hand, insist that the

form of the meeting_cénnot be changed.

' We would hope that\théy would at least tryife—
st:icted sessions, give them a cﬁance; For two_aﬁd a‘half_
years now, we have been condemned to plenary sessions
only, and we are hopeful fhat,ét this juncture, with
these npiSes and signals that.we have heard around;
tﬂere might be an opportunity forhus to at least try
restricted séssionsf And yet they insist the forum is
of no iﬁpdrtance. |

Q To clarify that just one minute. All

his four answers were concentrated on this guestion.
Lok .
H
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There were no further attempts to clarify any of the
substance.
A That is correct.

Q You are putting such great emphasis on

restricted sessicns. Are you equally keen on private,

‘secreﬁ meetings, which is not exactly the same.
A We have, aslyou know, a policy of having
no comment on the whole subject of privaté or secret
meetings; |
Q Steve, we have been given a list of four
specific quesfions that Madame Binh abparently asked

i

Ambassador Bruce. What sort of response was there to L
. - T

these four specific quéstions?

‘A Well, you have the four questions there.
0 Yes. ' ' o
A As I recall them off-hand, one of’them

was: Are you ready to give a response? Another one,

which points do yourfind positive and which ones do

you find unacceptable? Another one was, are you ready to

set a date, etc.

The Ambassador then replied: "In reply to your

_supplementary remarks and questions advanced by your side

—
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today, I would like you to recognize, as I have frecuently
stated, that we-are ready to consfde; in negotiations your
seven points, as well as any othér points that_ﬁay have been
o1 may be époﬁsored bY eith¢r'$idé{djT¢.that end}ii_have

proposed that we met next week in a restricted session ™

and that you cease to deal with these serious matters
in_i_frivolous and irrcsponéible propaganda termé."

In essence, what we are saying is, those are
exactiy the sort of guyestions we-would iike to answer
in restricted sessions.

Q | Why couidn't you answer them in'plehér%
session? o o ' ‘ f

A Because to do so is to deal with them |

t

in an irresponsible and frivolous manner,
Q I don't see why your responses should be
in a frivolous manner,

A You know, Peter, as a man very experienced

e e —w T

;hereq—¥ Ifaﬁféﬁiﬁfyoﬁ afgwahém@hb.Qiiiffécallrthétuﬁhé'

total experience of North Vietnamese negotiators in

previous conferences has been that all progress that

- was made, was made in restricted sessions., I refer you

E to Geneva '54, and Geneva '62. Their side, or their allies,
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proposed restricted sessions at both of those conferences.
Q  Mr. Ledogar, there has been so much

activity in Washington all week, of which we have all

heard, and that Mr. Kissinger has been in Southeast Asia,

there have been rumors of great progress going on in the

‘Delegation here, and we have had reports that the American

Delegation here was quite favorable to these proposals.
How do you explain that against the response of the
Ambassador today?

A Well, I am afraid I can't commeni on your
|
|

reports as to what your. antenna have ‘picked up on U.S.

public reaction and on what you have heard about our

|
Delegation's reaction. We are goina to have-to stand%on the
; : ; Do
) : . \
very carefully worded and worked over and coordlnatedi

response that the Ambassador made today. T

Now, in a sense, your question assumes that it

is of one sort, and I don't agree with any such assumption.

I would point out to you, for example, he said that "We
have examined carefully your remarks of last week and will
continue to do so." Further on in his speech he éaid, "We

would wish to explore them further with you, and in sub-

- sequent meetings, we will be seeking clarifications on

/
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specific points." And further on down in the speech,

he saié, "We recogﬁize that they"-- referring to:their
proposals -~ 'deal with matters reéﬁiring serious dis-

cussion." 'Then,—as I pointed out éarlier in my summation,he sai

-

"Let us make a fresh start here. We propose a restricted

. sessions.d "

Q Does‘your answer to Péter Kalisher's ques- %
tion mean that you considex that-no progress can be nade i
on_the discussion of the seven—point préposals unless 1
and until tﬁe other side agrees to meet in restricted
session. That is my first guestion.
A May I answer that part first? My answer

’ |
to that is that it means to indicate only that it is |

hypocrisf on the part of the other side to pretend
either, one, they don't know what restricted sessions?are,'
or, two, that they don't underStahd the wvalue and the
importance of them, and at tﬁe same time pretend that the

forum is of no’import.

Wt is the éecond paft?_

Q | Did Ambassador Bruce in any case mention
at all today the question of the withdrawal of North
' Vietnamese troops from South Viet-Nam? That seems to be

paramount in the mind of some of our colleagues in
i ‘ '
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Washington? ‘ _ |

A Well, not directly, but he referred to the
fact that our proposals as well as their proposals

would be the basis for any consideration. We repeated

directly and by inference that we do-not accept this

proposition that any negotiations that are going to

take place have to be on the'basis of their program
exclusively.

Q Steve, you mentioned a few minutes ago,
talking about wanting ;estricted sessions and hopefully
they would lead somewhere, and you referred to noises
and sighals we have heard around. What were you referring
to:by thatrphrase?—— noises and signals?

A Well, most of them were elicited by your

colleagues. For example, we heard Madame Binh saylng,

as she came out of her meeting w1th Maurice Schumann, when

asked,what she thought of the Whlte House reactlon ‘that
there are initially at first glance both'positive and

unacceptable elements in Hanoi's s2ven-point blan, she

said:  "Well, have them tell us which are the positive

ones and which are the unacceptable ones."™ Previously

they have 1nd1cated that their p;an couldrbe con51dered ”¥ S

;



. of the real first opportunity to come to grips with |

only as a whole. You have seen also a report by one
of your colleagues saying that -- ‘again reporting a
conversation by-Mrs. Binh in Wﬁiéh sherindigated,

according £o your colleague, that;ﬁer proposalg were

not.put forth on a take it or leave it basis) And

. furthermore, the interview in The New York Times

with Le Duc Tho, again indicating, or trying to indicate,

flexibility.
Q What is your impréssion_ﬁoday?
A We are going to have to study what they

had to say today very éarefully and try to figure ou# what
' I

[ .
‘is their reason, what is the significance of their refusa1=
'

the problems that are brought up by their own program
Q Steve, I have one guestion more on théa

same thing. Are you going to answer specifically the

' four questions that Madame Binh put to you at the next

pleﬁary session?
| A We never talk about what we are going to
do next wéek.
| Q A question probably that everyone has

asked, what is a restricted session? Will you explain

. the difference between a restricted and a plenary session?

-+ -

i
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A Yes. A plenary session -- and to be
accurate, the ones thét we engage ig here are, I would
imagiﬂe to diplomacists, only quasi-plenary -- but, at
least the way"the-practice has been:developea here, you

receive either directly by text in hand, or through

briefings from myself and my opposite numbers on the.

other delegations, the substance of everything said in the
course -of conversation, in the course of the meeting.

In a restricted session, you would presumably

. know only about the fact that it tcok place, the duration,

the participants, and presumably the ;articipénts wou#d
agree upon some statement -- that I am sure YOu would!regard
as innocuéus -- to the effect that "Today-we met at sdch—and—
such a time, the problems of Southeast Asia were disé.ssed,

and we agreed to meet again tomorrow morning at 10 o'clock. "

" And those two are as distinguished from a private

meeting where theoretically you would_notrknow that it

[

had taken place.
Q Why don't we want the people to know what
goes on at these sessions?

A It isn't that we don't want the people to

. know. That is not the approach at all. It isn't a guestion

Y
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‘without having the gallery looking over their shéulder.

10
that we don't want the people to know. We want to

give the Delegates the chance to talk. to each otﬂer

It is the same reason why you, as a television newsman,

cannot bring your camera onto the floor of Congress or

into a courtroom., And it shouid not have to be defended

by us. It has to be defended Ly the other side, because
it is the normal, natural, habitual procedure in inter-

national conferences.

Q But against that, why isn't it right for
the gallery to look over your shoulder? What have we

got that shouldn't be available to the public?

1
|
|
I
A We can't conduct negotiations for peacé

. . N 3 |
like you would conduct an auction, or something, where
-

all the bidding is in public. You have to deal in

‘subtleties. You have to deal in conditional sentences,

and hypothetical, etc. beter, you understand the

difference, : ' ) L

Q I understand that you are not as willing

~ to go to the mat in front of—everybody as they are.

A &hey_are not willing to go to the mat in

-
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'stand what the obstacle is to any further progress.

.they ought to agree to another format We are.willing

T “ ' | 11

-

in front'of‘everybody - They are only willing to say,
'Now you must make your flrst declaratlon in front’ of
everybody o : : ! !
0 That I understand.: i
A You do undergtand that. So, you do u?der—
. i

Q Not if you answer the four Questions %hat
she gave you, then you can then say; you know, whateyer

you Qant to say after having first madeathisiis'

declaration.
' |
A If the forum is of no 1mportance to the
-

communist side, and if they truly want the ans&trs, then

|
to give our answers, our responses. ‘

¢

Q It has been suggested that their rPersistent

refusal in the past to agree to restricted sessions is

because‘they didn't want to talk to the Saigon government,
Would the American Delegation'enteitain the possibility
of restricted sessions "a deux", that is, with North
Viet-Nam aloneé |

A ,'Yes, we would,

>
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‘a public meeting. What is the cbjection to havihg a’

-_ ;¢Qp%uct of plenary sessions. If the people feel

Q The only difference I see between a
restricted session and a private meeting is, aside From

the point just raised.as to who will be there,.the one
difference is that the restricted sessions would be

i
and would take place at the same place, instead1of

meeting this afternoon or tomorrow?

A The other side's refusal to participate.
Q - That is still -- you say - E

. ‘ !
A Now, wait a minute. Let's take the qﬁes—

tions one at a time. What is to keep us from turning
today's session into a restricted one? The answer is

the other side's refusal. What is the next quéstion.
. . ' LU i
Q No, the guestion is, what is to keep us

from proposing or having such discussions as’ you suggested

- would have to be had, in private and in secreﬁ, and still

continue to‘have these plenary sessions as régularly
as'tﬁéy have Beeﬁ? o

| A We have @adé itrclear many times that the
existence of restricted sessions, or the existence of
secret sessions,_or any other kind of sessions, need not

necessarily interfere with the regular or alternate
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at any time they need a plenary session to have a catharsis,
_ : : F
then fine, we will agree to one.

Q - Well, the feeling here is that time is

going by. We have an offer to.releése those prisoners

by Christmas or before. The duestion is whether by

demanding a secret session, instead of responding to

theée guestions, we are nct delaying the decision on
the guestion of releases.

A Well, I don't agreé with youx inﬁerpretaﬂ
tion. That remains to be proved. That is what we are
frying to find out-- do we have an offer to release the
 priscners? And, incidentally, whétrprisoners? They
now make it clear that they are only talking about some
of fhe prisoners. They now ﬁake it clear.that éhe wife
of the man who is lost in Laos and the wife of the méa who
is lost in Cambodia need have no bpinioﬁ whatséever with

' regard to the seven points and the Allied reaction to them.

your anaiysis, because we don't have enough information
yet té realize whether there is a real offer as opposed
to a false offer. We do haQe‘an iﬁdication that if it
is an offer on prisoners, it is only an offer on some

prisoners.
" .
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indicates whether things are moving in any particular

‘direction, forwards, backwards, -or what?

14

Q. Steve, you usuélly, or'quité often, have

given us a caﬁsule impression'qf a given weekiy session
afterwards. .Wh%t 1s your impression this week, and

specifically as to whether the exchHange and the tone

A Well,fMilt, there isn't any particular
capsulizing adjective that comeé to mind. It was an
intensive session today. It was éertainly a disappointing
one, when we realized that there was going to be no re-
sponse on the part of £he other side, only a repetition
of demaﬁds. Yet, on the other haﬁd, there was a éertain
lack of polemics that I am sure you would reccgnize, as
é veteran of 50 or 60 of these. It is hard to gay.

There certainly was no movement. They made no attem§£
to clarify the ambiguities and to respond to the quest;ons
that we raised about their proposéls last week.

Q . Do you have any.details on the arriwval
of Henry Kissinger?

A No, I don't. . My preliminary understanding
is that it is going to be late Saturday evening, and he

will depart sometime Sunday afternocon.

-
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A

Leaving Sunday afternoon.

Leaving Sunday afternoon, but I don't have

the precise times yet.

Q

A

A

Q

at the airport

A

Will you be reachabie during his visit?
By him, yes.

ﬁo, by us, fLaughter.]

Also.

Is he staying at Ambassador Watsén‘s?
That is my understanding, yes.

Are we likely to see him at all, either

or the Embassy or the residence?

I don't think he has any plans for a con-

frontation with the press.

do you know?

Q

A

Does he plan to meet with Le.Duc:Tho;?

I know of no change from the most recent

White Hduse announcement to the effect that he has no

plans to seek a meeting with Le Du¢ Tho or Xuan Thuy.

Q

about that?

A

You made no approach to the other side

Well, I am in the habit of not énswering

that kind of guestion. I am repeating what the White

House}said. I am not trying to mislead you, but I am trying

et e el
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- to keep faith with my own rules.

Q T have a hypothetical guestion, Wbuld

- a meeting with Le Duc Tho or Xuan Thuy, if it toock

place, come into the framework of one of those restricted

or secret sessions? [Laughter.) ' -

o

A Well, there is nothing ih the rules of
érocedure providing for thié; I will say fhisl though,
to help your undérstanding, Bernard, ifrit‘took place
without your knowledge, it.would be by definition a
secret meeting. If yvou found out about it, it would be
a restricted meeting. [Laughter.] if you found out
exactly what they said to eaéh other, it would be one of
£he meetings like we had £odayv

0 Steve, Le Duc Tho said he would welcope
a private meeting with Mr. Kissinger if he were prepared
to meet him. What if he doesn't meet? What do we deduce
from that,wthat there is no point in meetiﬁg at all in
seéfet sessions:

A My suspicion is that that statement that

you just recognized, given Mr. Kissinger's excellent

communications, has been noted by him. I have not had

“his reaction yet.

i




'Mr. _,Le Duc Tho picks up a phone first --

17
Q Supposing Mr. Le Duc Tho asked for a |
meeting. Up to now, we are all reasoning it is imperative

for Mr. Kissinger to first ask for a meeting. Supposing

A That is a hypothetical gquestion and I am

not competent to answer it, anfway.

Q If we all turn up at the aifport, do you
figure he will acknowledge us? | |

A I would suggest that you have a poeol, you
héve one man out there willing to share the informatiocn

-

with four wire services, to confirm he is on the ground,

because he has no intention of saying anything to any

newsman.
Q Is he coming into'Orly?‘
A I don't know, because it is a Special Mission
aircraft, not a scheduled airline.

Q He is coming, isn't he?

[The briefing terminated at 5:45 P.M.]
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