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Q: Mason, AP

Ambassedor Lar sald, as he'was lesving, that hotﬂ sides muat:agree on:a
concret2 topic before a date can be set. I do not éce this language in
Mr. Porter's statement. He does not mention.a concrete topic...
At I do not remember exactly what he seid, 2s he came out.. He said that
our side suggested a new working formule -- to get the meetings out of the
i
deadlock. Xt is a question of centering the discucsicns around a concrete i
topic. At each meeting, it is very clecr, that for this formule to work, ;
both sides must agree on the subject tc be diszcussed bef&re setting the |

date of the meeting.

-

Q: Mason, AP i
It‘is_much more precise than,..... ' | |
A: During the session, i{ was Ambassedor Porter who, speaking for our gide,
stafed this position. I do not believe that Lhere is any difference Beéween
what was said by Ambossador Lam and Ambsssador Porter. Ambassador Porter
said that "we intend to suggest meetings to discuss particular peoints or
subjects," Ambassadof Lam spoke of 'conecrete' subjects. It is the same
thing. When we speak of concrete or particular subjects, what we have in
mind is that there be no more of this sterile polemic at the meetings, and
that 1t is a question of discussing all subjects which enter into peace
negotiations, whether it be the polltical problem, or the militsary problem,
or the problem of prisoners of war, any concrete or precise subject which

bears on the negotiations,
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M?s. Binh is en route to Paris. If ghe is bearing, as she has on previous
ocecasions, a new general plom which does pot deal with a specific subject,
bﬁt which deals at the same time with the politicel settlement, troop
w1thdrawal the mllitary problem, the prisoners of war -~ a comprehensive
pian... Would you refuse to hold a meeting for this purpose?
ﬁi You say "if" sbe 1s bringing . . . we cannot say . . . this is not yet

i
determined. In our proposal we sald thai we required some sign that the
other side was willing to enter into serious discussions, and by that we

m2an that the essential is that there be o will to reach a negotiated
[

sFlution and that this will must come ultimately from the nerve center of
ﬂhe Comaunist side, that is, the Banoi regime.
i .

é: Randal, Washington Post

|

Then Mrs. Binh is not enough?

ﬁi. Mrs, Binh's presence is nothing new at the Parle meetings. What has it
achieved up to now? Like the presence of Le Duc Tho, moreover. ke was

present at the Paris meetings, and what did it lead to?

Randal, Washington Post

2

*

It led to secret negotiations whieh, aﬁﬁarently, had some chance of succeeding
at a given time,

A: But what did it lead to from the point of view of the search for peace?
What T mean is that this presence in itself does not mean naything. He

could be present and not be prepared to negotiate seriously. It is not
enough to propose, to put forward so-called peace plans. The Communists have
done this for ﬁhe past three years. Well, that is not enough. There must be

a ﬁill, a desire to reach a negotiated peace.
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H?w do you propose to judge before & future meeting whether they have a will

to negotiate seriously?

A: Ve have seid there must be some comunication. . .

Q: Randal, Washington Post

Before Mrs. Binh makes her speech, you want to know its content in order to

know whether cr not to agree to a meeting, I must say that you and the

Americans present this plen as being crystal-clear, but nc one among us
uhderstands it et ©ll. What are the precise criteris for determining whether

|
OF not there will be a meeting? I do not want to hear about "some sign".

1
Wﬁat 4o you mean by sowe sign? Let's take the hypothesis of Mrs. Binh's

fetqrn. Suppese that es in the past, Mrs, Binh arrives with a speech in
Jer pocket, a plan -- and I em as c¢yuical as you are as to ifs contents;
ye have had every possible plen and point imaginsble, She arrives with's
épeech. She says in this speech that if the plan is accepted it will be
é great step toward the solution of the problem, Before agreeing to hold
a nmeeting t$ allow her to publish, to broadcast this plen, do you on your
side, the American and South Vietnamgse side, want to see the plan to be
able to judge according to your criteria whether the speech and the plan
are really . . . whether the content ié'interesting according to your
criteria? No one here understands very well what you mean.

A: You see, you should understsnd, that no cne wants to negotiate an end

to this war more than we do. We have proved this by our attitude at {he

Paris meétings fdr the past three years.
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Q:___Randaly. Washinoton Post

No ‘one doubts . > .

A: I say this to show that if there is an indication that the othef side
wants to regotiate seriousiy, we will greet it with & very open mind. But
baving said this, an open mipd must glso be realistic. For ;fter thrLe years,
we know where we stand with the Coummunists' promises and conmitments. You
ask what are the concrete criteria, I eannot answér you because that depends
on the Comcunist attitude toward negotiation. It is very difficult to give a
concreve example. For exsmple, the fact that the Communists have been pﬁr-
ticipating in the Paris meetings in our presence for three jyears should have
implied agreement to negotiate with us. If-not, why have they staycd for
three years acreoss from us, except to say that they refuse to negotiate with
us, " Thig is to illustrate that, with the Conmunists, you can never tell |
thead of time, The fact that they have come here for three years and sat
down across from us each Thursday and continue to call for the overthrow of
our goverrment ~- is this a éerious way to act? It is not serious, but these

are the facts. One cennot foresee or judge beforehand the Communists' attitude,

Q: Randal, Washington Post

Do you think that in 6rder to be able to judge the other side's seriousness ~-
do you not think that private negotiation would be better suited to meet

this condifion than public negotiation?

. A: We have proposed private meetings, restricted meetings, any form at all,

provided that there are serious negotiations. This is why we want to end the
present formula for the meetings. To agree to come simply because it is
Thursday and it is 10:30 in the morning, when nothing indicates that the“

Communists are willing to change thelr attitude. Well, that is finished; and

it 1s well finished.,
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. @: Mason, AP

How can you know aheed of time, that is, before 10:30 each Thursday?
That is the problem.
A: There sre channels which are opeu, many channels. We said this in our

proposel. There are many possible channsls for thein to tell us, and ‘o

prove to us that they are sincere,

@: Sullivan, Baltimore Sun

HMr. Dan, I have g questidn which is perhaps a 1little naive and‘elemmntary,
but I believe . . . Is it even conceiveble that the other side, given its
behaviour during the past three years, i3 it conceivable that they will
comply with a new working formula, unilaterally spelled out by your side.
I have a second question which is related: afe we not witnessing, purely
and slmply, the cancellation of the Paris conference, over a more or less
prolongad period of time?

A fhis is not at all what is involved here. Another thing is that th¢
proposal which we made today did not receive a'reply during the sessiOni
Consequently, I do not want to say anything which would prejudice their
reply. As for wondering whether the Comminisis, given that they have
stayed here for three years and have not been willing to negotigte, are
finally going to negotiate, this is the eternsl question., When one is
dealing with Communist "negotiators", perhaps all of a sudden they will
be willing to negotiate., You can never tell.‘ And that is why we are
8t111 here. Because we think that it is still possible to reach an

acceptable solution, for them as well as for us, and that is the most

rapid way to peace,

Q: dé Gunzburg, AFP

From the standpoint of procedures, how, in your opinicn, might they make

i
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known a will to negotiate? Would a privaie meeting te necessary for that?

A: Through several chaunels. We do not restriet the possible channels.

Either through the liaison officers . . .

L

Q: Goldemith, AP

-

You do not ipppose the same conditions for & possible resumption of private
conversetions between the Americans and . . . .

A: Ve aré not talking about private mectings here, We are'talking about
the Paris Meetings. About hovw wé can prevent the Paris Meetings fram being
further depreciated, sliding further bacgﬁard; how we czn make them more

wortimhile, make them, at last, useful to the search for peace.

Q: Coldsmith, AP

Then, in very specific temms, you are talking only about the plensry sessions?

A: Of the Paris Meetings.

-~

Q

Then, theze conditions do not apply to private meetings?

e

‘Goldsmith, AP o

A: Ve ore speaking here sbout the Faris Meetings.

Q: Goldsmith, AP

The plenaryimeetings?
A: At the Paris Meetings, there have been only plenary sessions, There

have been no restricted sessions.

& }
Would you please go back to the previous question: it would not be pureiy

and simply a cancellation. This does not mean & suspension sine die since

you set & pre-condition, that is, you pmust agree ahead of time on a concrete

.
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subject or subjectc. NKow, if one party does not agree, can yoﬁ st11l eus-
rend the session? This does not mean s svspension sine die . . . !

A: We never use the lanpusge of condltions., This is not a condition, it is a

proposal. offering a new working method.

Q: Mason, AP

Bat these sre conditions . . .

A: Now it is up to the Comimurists to give their reaction.

Q: Sullivan, Baltimore Sun

But if this is not & condition, what then is a condition?

As -This is a new working method that we are proposing to the Cowmunist side.

-

Q: Edith Lenart, Far Eastern Econcmic Review

Suprose that you now méke an effort for four or five weekg to try to agree .
on a aubjec@ Tor plenary sessions here at the Hotel Majestic, and that in
fact you are not able to, that nothing comes of it, that the COmmunigts;say
"we do not agree to meet with you under these conditions", do you plan éo
return to the regular Thursday, 10530 a.m, ritual?

A That is going a little too far into conjecture. We made a proposal.r
They have not replied. Now you ask me to specify what if they say 'yes' «-
what if they say ‘mo' . ., . I cannot do this. ihis is & proposal. They
have not reélied. We are waiting for a considered response from them,

This is not a matter of scoring points for one side or the other. What is
involved is finding out whether the Paris Meetings are still useful in tﬁe

search for a solution.

Q: - de Gunzburg, AFP

Was the French Govermment, which sees ta the material organization of

LI SRR




these meebings, informed shead of time that these mﬁetingslmight be

«| « « Suspended for a considerzble perici of time?

A:. I do not think thet the French Government, in its role as host, expects
to be informed in advance of everything we do, but we said in our proposal
that in deference to our hosts, in the event of a meeting, there nust be

aFreement sufficlently ahead of time.

Q: Goldsmith, AP

W?uld it be correct to consider this proposal of yours &s an effort to hring

p%essure to bear on the Communists to resume the private dialogue with Dr.
[ .

K?ssinger?

|

A: We are not discussing private meetingzs here., All we have in mind 13 how

we can find a new working method for the Paris Meetings to get the Meetings

Jur of this routine, this deadlock.
i
\'
|

Q: Mason, AP

One thing is clear now: the present formulz is outworn. You are not willing
to resume the present formula?
A: As we sald, there is no question of meeting just because it is Thursday,

Just because it is 10:30, but only if the Communists are going to depart from

thelr propaganda and their polemic,



