
• ',j 

~R-C< 
-X\\<S \ i' \ 

PRG Press Briefing - July 15, 197J_ 
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• Q. (? - 1>.F1') - COlJ.ld you recall for us the pasitio!' of your IJclezatiorl 

on tile need to convene Hn inter'nv.tione.l con:ferel!ce on the Vietn'.l:rezc conflict? 

A. Concerning this point 'We ha.ve mnde si;e,tements that are vcr;/, expl:tcit. 

To date the Parls Co.21·erence har. made no progreso and eY~n n.f'ter lfe put fOl:'\{9.rc. 

our seven point peace illl.tiati ve two weeks ego, t..'1e U. S. Delegate is,,ve riO 

answer. The question that E'l.rises is no-(. the form of the Covf'cr21'E:e. The 

qkestion that e.r5 ses is that the U.S. Government must renounce its policy 

of aggression and nr,o-colomalisLl in SVN. This it has !lot dono mtil tlw:l; is 

why the Conference is still cieadlocked. You l:l!o/ recall that in his speech 

of April 9 of last year, ~ir. Uixon said wha.t follows: I quote ~ "If tl!(~ 

United states had to c~eclare that it is wl_thdrawi.ng rcg2.ra~ess of thG natui"e 

of enemy activities, Ulis 'wollld be tantrnnount to giving up a L1!!.jor t.rump in 

the bargaining for the rele;;,.se of: American prisoners, it would be le2.Ying 

aside the point which incites the enemy the most to negotiate to put nn end 

to the -war at the earliest possibJ.e ruc.enent, and it would I.m:;ply til" CI'eIr:;"-

command lrith the very data the-<,{ need to orgam:!'c attacks &.gains"t (lur l'<'2!I..'1.il1:ll1g 

forces at the time when they are m03t vulnerable." In 3epternber, J.S"70, "e 

said tr..at if the U,S. sets It deadline for withdrawal of all its f'ol'ces. we wi1:L 

guarantee the securi.ty for those "li thdr!l.wing forces and .re wi1.2. ~ettJ.e the 

matter of captured U.S, m:i.litary. :r.n our seven points of' .J~' 1, we have said 

that if the UoS, sets a dead.Jine for 'tithdra.H~,l from SVH i!1 1.9'll o:!' an the 

troops of the U,S, and of the cOllnt'!'iec in the 11,S. ce.l~P. releaec c? ';!1';' military 

of aLl parties a.nd of the ci v.Uians captu.rej in the war will be ('(,.!·rj,ed out 
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conference that prevents the U.S. Government from: answering. 

Q. (Vila - AFP) - On the prospect of a conference broadened to all of 
• 

Indochina and With respect to information received yesterday from Hong Kong 

!'ran Mr. Whitlam who thought he understoO<;l tha.t China would be favora.ble 

now to such a conference and would consider it. 

A. I learned about this in the press, just like Mr. Vila. China has 

alwa.ys finnly supported the patriotiC struggle of our people, it has always 

finnJy supported the correct position that we have adopted at the Paris 

Conference on Viet-llmn. Recently, after our 'delegation presented its 

seven-point peace plan, the People's Republic of China wannly supported it. 

I have nothing to add. 

Q. (Valery - New York Daily News) - The spokesmen of the U.S. and of 
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Saigon have said that they do not succeed in clarif'ying your po.;ition, more' <.~ 

specifically about Point 1. Perhaps you can try to clarify it for us. They 

say that you tie prisoner release and Withdrawal to a number of other points, 

such as end of Vietnamization, destruction of bases. I believe that last 

time, as I recall, you referred to commas and paragraphs. Could you clarify 

if the points on Vietnam1zation and bases destruction and everything else are 

tied to troop withdrawal or is this pure~y troop withdrawal versus prisoner 

release. With the date, of course. 

• 
A. If I am not mistaken, I think Mr. Valery has well understood what we 

mean in our Point 1. Since the delegates of the U.S. and Saigon raised the 

question again today, Mr. Valery gives me an opportunity to reiterate our 

position on this point, and I thank him for it. 

Q. (Shub - Washington Post) - A more general question, the U. S. 
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your leaders in preas interviews, be it Mme Binh or Mr. Le Duc Tho, fall 

outside the framework of the plenary sessions, have less Official status, 

and"that he cannot deal with statements :i.n the press but only With what is 

said at the plenaries. Do you see a way of' getting into the record of' the 

Conference everything tl~t is said here to clarify it for us members of 

the press who hear one thing and then are told that it does not count . 

. A. First of all, I must say that the content of our sev'en-point statement 

of July 1 is clear. Statements marle by ~wc Binh on July 8 and 15, have made 

it more specific still. I do not want to waste your time and I "'iD. just 

recall our position on this pOint. If the U. S. Government declares that it 

" is Withdrawing fran South Viet-Nam in 1971, a.ll, the troops of the tI.S. and of 

the other foreign countries in the U.S. camp, .the two following issues Will be 

settled: First, guarantee for this w:i.thdrawal of the troops, and, second, 

release of all the military of all the parties and of all the civilians 

captured in the war. Xn today's statement by Mme Binh~ said the follolling: 

I quote, "An agreement about the modalities of these operatior.s is no difficult 
\1 

thing and can rapidly be reached. l'he U.S. Delegate asked why first we speak , 
of'the discussion on these things and nO'.{ we speak of' agreement en the mooe.lith,s 

of these oprations, and he '{Qnders if we mean the sa:ne thing as bef'ore. It is 

claar that we are saying the folloWing: As soon as a deadline has been set ir, 1971, 

announced by the U.S. Government, f'or the Withdra,wal ot: all its troops, these 

two operations can be CArried out rapidly and easily. This proves our goodlliH. 

The second question is that for an overall settlement of' the "--ar in Viet-Nam 

one must also settle the question of power in SVN. Because·the U.S. sent its 

troops to ccmmit' aggression in SVN it must 'tlithdraw them. On the ot.her 11C,nd, the 

U.s. has set up an AdministraticYl in its pay in Saigon, .and it m'Q"t a!J8.ndon its 

support of it. These two points should have been settled at the s~.me time, and 
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rapidly, but if in the negotiating process one cannot yet settle the question 

of the war in Viet-Nam in the overall but can settle the point on U.S. troop 
• 

withdrawal, then let us settle that. As to power in fNN, the parties will 

continue to discuss this point in order to settle it. Concerning power in 

SVN, in a spirit of national concord we have ·proposed a logical and reasonable 

solution. If need be, please re-read our statements of July 1, 8, and 15. 1 
. . l!take... c<. po r<? .. 11.8-+ ;,.af COrM/H "''''T:: 

would like to oper Q pbowWaow .. s,A every time we put forward a proposal that 

will be apprO".red and supported by public opinion, the U.S. Delegate immediately 

seeks to distort it in one way or another and claims that what we say at these 

press conferences is worthless. This is a maneuver on his part. If you 

re-read Mme Binh's statement, it contains what I have said. I close the 

parenthesis. Are there any other questions? 

Q. (Shub - WaShington Post) - Of the seven points, perhaps the mo~t 

puzzling, fascinating, sentence is ''by various means" in point 2. The 

various means by "rhich the various political; religious, social forces, etc. 

succeed in forming a government of national concord, I mean an administration 

standing for peace, independence, neutrality and democracy. Do you believe that 

General KY's recent statements or General Minh's, or any other political figLtre 

in Saigon, could fall within these various means by which the forces in Saigon 

will come to a new administration? 

A. I have repeatedly answered this question. General Minh, Mr. KY, have 

recently made statements about the corruption of the Saigon regime, and stressed 

the fraudulent nature of the elections organized by this regime. The NLF and 

the people of SVN have been saying the same things for a long time. When "Ie 

say "by various means" on the one hand, we show our goodwill and we are convinced 

that political, religiOUS and social forces of fNN ha.ve all opwrtunities to 
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cboose adequate means to replace the present warmongering group headed by 
• 

Thieu. 

Q.. (Belgian journalist) - Your delega;tion bas stated that al' soon as the 

question of U.S, troop ldthdrawal is asreed upon the discussion can beg:cn on 

the political problems, and in anotbel' statement yon say that political problems 

can only be discussed between Vietnal:lese. Cm yon tcJ_l us what ere the prcblens 

of a poJitical natv.re that ;rOlt are preparcd to discuss with the United StateH 

and what are those problems that you reserve. for discussion bewcen Vietnamese? 

A. We are prepu.red to discuss w:i.th the U. S. all questions dealing lri th an 

end to the war and with the guarantee of the' nati~nal fundamente.l rights of the 

Vietnamese people and '"'ith the right to seli'-determination o~ the South 

Viet141.mese people. AIllong South Vietnamese, we a:ce prepared to enter in.to 

discussions With u newadJninistration in Saigon standing for peace, jndependence, 

neutrality and democracy on all questions raised in Ot;.r seven points on July 1. 

I suggest you re-read them. Please re-read our point 2. 

Q. (Oriental journalist i'rOOl Germany ) 

J.ast year you ~et the date 

of June 30th. Nm, this date has passed. Would you be prepared to postpone 

it once more? 

A. After the U.S. Government 1.'ailed to accept the date of June 30, 1971, 

that we proposed in September, 1970, we suggested that it set Us 010/ll date :for 

withdrawal of :i.tstroops in 19'i1. This pr'oves our will to put an end to the 

"ar as soon as possib~Le, which ,,~L11 be in t.h" interests of the Vietnamese people, 

and the Americ"u people as well. The VlctnU!llesc people - just as br03.d segment" 

of the P,merican peop} e - want the war to end; the sooner the better. Anel if 

Mr. Nixon stubbol"llly pursues the war, 11.nd keeps the Vlannongering Thien group 



PRG-6 

only to the Vietna.'nese people but to the Americanpeo:r;le and to peace -

and j\lstice-loving peoples in the world • 
• 

Q. (Shub - '{ashington post} - To follow \1p on my last question, Generd.l 

Minh specifical.1y said in his recent statements, pronounced himself for peace, 

indepencl.ez;.ce s n cut ra.li ty and democracy. What is you:r reaction? 

A. \'/e are saying that the question tr.at arises is tha.t the United States 

must renounce maintaining the 1ro.rmongering group headed by Thieu, so that a 

new adminj.stration will come into being in Sa.igon, it does not matter who heads 

it a.s lo~~ as it stands for peace, independence, neutrality and democracy, 

and we are prepared to engage in conversations"i.th it. 

Q. (Unknmm) - You include General !.!inh when you say "It does not matter 

who heads i t'~ (Laughter) 

Q. (Valery - New York Daily Ne-.IS) - On the basis or his statements., 

GeneraJ. Ky would. then become l2..ersona. grata and could enter such a peace 

government? 

A. Please do not put words into my mouth. We said that a new administration, 

stal1ding ror peace, independence, neutrality and democracy must be formed in 

Saigon. Certainly whoever heads this must also stand for the same things. As 

:far as we are concel:ned, we ,,1.11 engage in conversations with such an administration. 

In conclusion, I shouJ.d like to quote rrom Miss Delehaye in L'Express of this 

week. She said that at a press conference, many questions were asked about the 

:formation by political, religious and social forces of a new administration 

standing for peace, independence, neu.traJ.ity and democracy by various means, and 

that I ans~:ered to a public that _s trying not to Illlderstand. I do not knew if 

this is true or not. 




