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FRG Press Briefing - July 15, 1971
Puong Dinh Thao ‘ t
Questicns and Answors

, Qo ( ? - £FP) - Could you recmll for us the position of your Delegation
on the need to convene gn internationsl cenference on the Vietnwrese conflich?
A. Concerning this poini we have made siatemsnts that are very erplicit,

To date the Paris Conference bas made no prégress and even after we put foruard
our seven print peace initiative two wesks ago, the U, 5. Delegate pave no
answer. The question that serises is not the form of the Copfersnre. The
Question that arises is that the U,S, Govermment must renounce its policy
of aggression and neo-colonialism in SVN, This it has not done and thaé is
why the Conference is still deadlocked. You may recall that in his speech
of April 9 of last year, Mr. Nixon said what follows: I quote: "IF ike
United States hed to declare that it is withdréwing regardless of the mature
of enemy activities, this would be tantamount to giving up a maitor triump in
the bargrining for the release of Awerican prisoners, it wovld be leaving
aside the peint which incites the enemy the most to negotiate to put an end

to the war at the earliest possible mament, and it would surply tae eremy

camand with the very data they need to organize attacks egainst our remainin

e

forces at the time vhen they are most vulnersble." In September, 1370, we

3

ssid that if the U,§, sets & deadline for withdrawal of sll iis forces, we will

-

guarantee the security for ihose withdrewing forces and we will settle +he
matler of captursd U.5. military. Tn cur seven points of Jjuly 1, we have said
that if the U.S, sets a deadline for withdrzwel from STH in 1971 of all the

~

troops of the U.S, mnd of the countries in the U,S. cewmp, relesse ¢f +the military

0

of ail parties and of the civilians ecaptured in the war will be coyried out

and completed at Lhe ssme time as withdrswal of all U.S. troops., To date the
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conf;arence that prevents the U.S. Government frmnjansﬁering.
Q. {(Vila - AFP) - On the prospect of & conference broadened to all of
[ 2
Indochina and with respect to information received yesterday from Hong Rong
from Mr. Whitiam who thought he understood that China would be favoré.ble
now to such a conference and would consider it. |
A, I learned zbout this in the press, just like Mr. Vila. China has
‘alwa.ys fimly supported the patriotic struggle of our people, it has always
Tirmly supported the correct position that we have adopted at the Paris
Conference on Viet-Nam. Recently, after our‘:delegation presented its
seven-~point peace j)]an, the People's Republic of China warmly supported it.
I have nothing to add. |
Q. {Valery - New York Daily News) - The spokesmen of the U,S, and of
Sa_.igdn have said that they do not succeed in clarifying your pos'ition, more
specifically about Point 1. Perha.psr you can try to clarify .i-t for us. They
say that you tie prisoner relemsse gnd withdrawal to & number of other points,
such as end.of Vietnamization, déstmction of bases. I believe that last
time, as I recall, you referred to cormas and paragraphs, Could you clerify
~ if the .points on Vietnamization and bases destruction and everything else are
tied to troop withdrawal or is this purely troep _withdra.wal versus prisoner
release., With the date, of course. " |
A. If I am not mistaken, I think Mr. Valery has well understoo'd what we
mean in our Point 1. Since the delegates of the U,3, and Saigon ra.i_sed the
question agaln todé.y, Mr. Valery gives me an oppori:unity to reiterate our
position on this point, and I thank him for it.
Q. {(Shub - ﬁashington Post) - A more gereral quéstion, the U, S.
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your leaders in preass interviews, be it Eme Binh or Mr. ie Dué Tho, fall
outside the framework of the plenary sessions, ha&e less official status,
and*that he cannot deal with statements in the press but only with what is
said et the plenaries. Do you see a vay of getting into the record of the
Conference everything fhat is said here to clarify it for us members of

thg press who hear one thing eud then are told that it does not couns.

-A, First of all, I must say that the content of our seven«polnt statement

of July 1 is clear. Statementg rade by Mme Binh on July 8 &nd 15, have made

it more specific still. I do nqt went to waste your time and I will just

recall our position on this point. If the U, S, Goverrment dsclares that it

is withdrewing from South Viet-Fam in 1971, a1l the troops of the .S, and of
the other foreign countries in the U,S, cazp, the two following issues will be
seitled: First, guarantee for this withdrawal of the troops, and, second,
release of all the military of all the parties and of s8ll the civilians'

captured in the war. In today's statement by Mme Bingﬁgégﬁ’said the following:

I quote, "An egreement about the modalities of these operations is no difficult
thing and can rapidly be reached? The UfS. Lelegate asked why first we speak

of the discussion on these things and now we speak of agreement cn the modalities
of these oprations, and he wonders if.we mean the same thing as before. “it is
clear that we are saying the following: As soon as a deadline hes been set in 1971,
announced by the U,5, Govermment, for the withdrswal of all its treops, these
two operations can be carried out rapidly and easily. This proves our gcodwill.,
The second question is that for an overall settlement of the war in Viet-Nam

one muﬁt also éettle the question of power in SVN, Because the U.S. sent its
troops to commit'aggreséion in SVN it must withdraw them. On the other hand, the
U.S5, has set up an Administfation in its pay in Saigon, and it must gbandeon its

support of it. These two points should have been settled at the same time, and
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rapidly, bus if in the negotiating process one cannot yet settle the quesiion
of the war in Viet-Nam in the overall but cén settle the point on U.S, troop
witLdraﬁal, then let us settle that. As to power in SVN, the parties will
continue to discuss this point in order to settle it. Concerning power in
SVN, in a spirit of national corcord we have proposed & logical and reasonablie
solutian. If need be, please re-read our statements of July 1, 8, and 15. 1

10{4‘?— o purzathedical cortmeny s
Slabs ";«vf./fevery time we put forward a proposal that

will be approved 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 bave said. I close the
parenthesis. Are there any other questions?

Q. (Shub ~ Washington Poét) - Of the seveﬁ points, perhaps the most
puzzling, fascinating, sentence is "by various means"” in point 2. The
various means by vhich the varlous political, religious, sociél forces, etce.
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 pbliticai Tigure
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 loﬁg tinme. When we
say "by various means™ on the one hand, we Show our goodwill and we are convinced

that political, religious and social forces of SVN have all oppprtunities to
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choose adeéuate means to replace the present warmongering group headed by
Th;;u.

Q. (Belgian journalist) - Your delezation has stﬁted that as soon as the
question of U,8. troop withdrawal is agreed upon the discuésion can begin on
the political problems, and in another siatement you sey that political problems
can only be discussed between Vietnamese. Can you tell us what are the prcblens
of a political natvre that you are preparcd to discuss with the United States
and what are those vnroblems that you reserva for discussion between Vietnamese?

A, We are prepured to discuss with the U, S, all questions dealing with an
end to the war and with the guarahtee of the national fundamental rights ef the
Vietnamese pedple and with the right to self-determination of the South
Vietnamese people. Among South Vietnamese, we are prepared to eanter into
discussions with @ new administration in Saigon standing for peace, independen@e,
neutrality and democracy on.all questions raised in our seven points on July 1.
I suggest you re-read them. Please re-read our Point 2.

Q. (Oriental jourpalist from Germany )

_ Last year you set the date
of Juae 20th. Now this date has passed. Would Yyou be prepared to posipone
it once more?

A, After the U,S, Government failed to accept the date of June 30, o071,
vhat we proposed in September, 1970, ve suggested that it set its own date for
withdrawal of its-troops in 1971. This proves our will to put an end to the
¥Ar as soon as possible, which will be in the interests of %he Vietnames2 people,
and the Americen pecple as well. The Vietnowmese people - just as broad segments
of the fmerican people - want the war to erd; the socner the bebter. Ang it
Mr. Nixon stubbornly pursues the war, and keéps the warmongering Thieu group
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only to the Vietnamese people but to the American people and to peace -
and justice-loving peoples in the world.

'Q. {sbub - Washington Post) - To follow up on my last qpestioﬂ, General
Minh specifically seid in his recent statements, pronounced himself for peace,
independerce, neutrality and democracy. What is your rezction?

A, We are saying that the question that arises is that the United States
.must rencunce maintaining the warmongering group headed by Thieu, so that &
new sdministration will ceme into being iﬁ Saigon, it does not matter who heads
it as long as it stands for peace, independence, neutrality and democraczy,
and we are prepared to engage in conversationswith it.

Q. (Unknown) - You include General Minh when you say "It does not matter
who heads it ‘(La.ugh'l:er)

Q. (Valery - New York Daily News) - On the basis of his statements,

General. Ky would then became persona grata and could enter such a peace

goverqment?

A. TPlease do not put words into my mouth. We said thet a new administration,
standing for peace, independence, neutrality and democracy must be formed in
Saigon. Certainly whoever heads this must also stand for the same thing;._ As
far as we are concerned, we will engage in conversations with such an administration.
In conclusion, I should like to quote from Miss Deléhaye in L'Express of this
week. She said that at a press conference, many questions were asked about the
formeticn by political, religious and social forces of 2 new administration
stending for peacz, independence, neutrality and democracy by various means, and
that I answered to a public that was trying not o understané. I do not know if

this is true or not.





