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[Text] Ladies and gentlemen, ' 

Two weeks have passed since our seven-point peace plan was presented at this 
conference. Like the Vietnamese people, the American people and world public 
opinion are awaiting the serious and positive response of the U.B. Government to 
these correct proposals i full of good will, in order to put an early end to the 
war and restore peace in Vietnam. 

In ~oint l~ we have pointed out: If the U.S. Government sets a deadline for the 
total withdrawal of U.S. troops and those of the foreign countries in the U.S. 
camp from South Vietnam in 1971. the part~es will at the same time agree on the 
modalities of guaranteeing the safety of this total troop withdrawal and of the 
release of captured militarymen of all parties and of civilians captured in the 
war, So that they may all soon return to their families. These two operations 
will begin on the same date and will end on the same date. An agreement on these 
modalities is not difficult~ and can be quickly achieved. 

Our proposals fully respond to the aspirations of the American people who want 
their sons and brothers to be reunited with their families soon. 

The U.S. Government has often said that they are "anxious" for the safety of U.S. 
servicemen and "concerned" about the fate of captured U.S. ml1itarymen. Then what 
p'reven ts them from announcing a deadline for the troop wi thdrawl. as proposed 
by our Side, in order to quickly realize the American people!s aspirations? The 
refusal to set a date for the total troop withdrawal in 1971 means that the Nixon 
administration does not yet want to end the war~ and that its statements about 
its deSire to see an early release of captured militarymen are sheer hypocrisy. 
Many persons in U.S. political circles and relatives of captured U.S. militarymen 
have also said: If the U0 8. Government does not accept the PRGRSV's proposals, 
the main reason is because it does not want to give up the Nguyen Van Thieu 
administration of hirelings. 

As for the question of an administration in South Vietnam, we have pointed out! 
To respect the South Vietnamese people's right to self-dete~.~nation, the U.S. 
Government must put an end to its interference in the internal affairs of the 
South Vietnamese people~ cease backing the present warlike power-wiedling group 
headed by Nguyen Van Thieu, and stop all maneuver5~ including tricks of elections~ 
aimed at maintainin.g this lackey. The political~ social. and reL_,Sious forces in 
South Vietnam wl~~l. by varioUS mean~) form in Saigon a new aan:in:'...~ tration fa.voring 
peace, independE>HCe, neutrality, and democracy. The PRGRSV iol'i.ll immediately 
enter into talks with this new a~~injstration to restore pea~~ an~ achieve national 
concord. The PRG and the new administrations will agree to the formation of a 
broad government (\f national (;oncord t(' ho1d free and d.emoC!rflti,~ general elert10ns 
in South Vietnam. 

The Nixon administration has repeatedly stated that it iirespects" the South 
Vietnamese people IS right to freely decide for themselves their political future. 
Why does it not respond to our proposal in Point 2~ a proposal approved and 
supported by broad segments of the South Vietnamese peopie? Meanwhile, it supports 



and protects Nguyen Van Thieu, who has resorted to all means to terrorize and 
suppress all segments of the population and those who oppose him. The Saigon 
press has continually expostd the diotatorial Nguyen Van Thieu group's wicked 
maneuvers, from the passage of a fascist "election lav," briberies, crude 
intimidation, and assassinations to orders given to his henchmen in various 
localities to prepare fraudulent operations such as changes of votes, poll boxes~ 
registration books~ and so forth. The UQ S8 press also affirms: -No one has any 
real prospects of being elected without U.S. support .•• U.S. intervention is a 
truth, an implacable truth" (Hew York POST, 24 May 1971). Thus~ the Nixon 
administration is still plotting to force the South Vietnamese people to accept 
a lackey administration of the United States, disregarding the aspirations of 
the population. 

The spirit and letter of the seven~point statement of the PRGRSV are clear. 
The content of the questions raised is correct p logical~ and reasonable; the 
attitude adopted is flexible and full of good will. 

We want that peace be re-established as soon as possible. so that the countless 
sufferings and deaths caused to our pe~ple during the past dozens of years by 
the U.S~ war of aggreSSion will cease a We do not want that hundreds of thousands 
of young Americans be bogged down in South Vietnam~ to be killed or disabled 
there in an unjust war that goes against the U.Se people's legitimate interests. 

However. to realize this desire" there must be good will on both sides. 

At present, While the United States is multiplying the mopping~up operations 
and bombings in Vietnam~ Laos and Cambodia" the U.S o delegate to this conference 
tries to obscure our will for peace and to fallaciously pretend that we "still 
have no intention of ending the fighting. Ii He pretends that we advanced a 
"categorial deciSion" aimed "merely at fulfilling" our own "criteria." 

But how can one qualify as ·categorical deciSion" the fact that the Vietnamese 
people demand an end to the presence of foreign aggressor troops wn their 
terri tory p the cessation of massacres perpetrated agains t them and of the 
destruction caused to their hamlets and villages? HoW' oan one c:,·ns1der as 
a demand aiming at "fulfilling- our "criteria" the fact that the South Vietnamese 
people demand that the United States cease supporting the warli.ke group rigged 
up by 1 tself, with a view to forming an adminis tration that. eonforms with 
their pressing aspirations for peace and national ooncord? 

By demanding that the Vietnamese people ·change" their legitimate demands with 
regard to their national rights and their right to selr~determination~ at a 
time when the united States still clings to its position of colonialist aggressor 
and perSists in the ·Vietnamization of the war v • the Hixon administration 
demands that the Vietnamese people renounce their independence and freedom and 
accept the U.S~ neocolonialist dominat10n in South Vietnam. Neither the 
Vietname,e people~ nor fair and just public opinion in the world will accept 
such an absurd demand a 

We hope that the U.S. Government will see reality and seriously respond to our 
pOSitive and constructive proposals v so that the United States can withdraw 
itself as soon as possible fr~ this unpopular war~-costly in manpower and 
material~~and so that the South Vietnam problem may be settled in accordance 
with the interests of the Vietnamese and U.S~ peoples and in accordance with 
the interests of peace in Indochina and the rest of the world. 

By prolonging the war of aggression and by hindering serious negotiations, the Nixon 
administration goes against the interests of the United States and it Wi7-1 n /be 
able p in any way, to evade its responsibility should this conference fail move 
forward. 
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