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o . MR, LEDOGAR: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen

I think you will recall that in his stataﬁpnt

Ea : - ﬂ

two weeks ago, President leon said about his de01g101

i
R

to have us return to the negotiating table: “"We are not

resuming the Paris Talks simply in order to hear mgre
- x

empty propaganda and bombast:- from the North Vietnamese

- and Vieét Cong Delegates, but to get on with the constructive

business of making peace." e tg:%:f;‘  *
You‘will also recall that in hisxstgtement
'last week Ambassador Porter said "In the light of the

SLtuatlon created by your 1nva51on of South.V;et»\am

.‘1t w111 not be practlcal to hold meetlngs s youi
o refuse to .
'.'contlnue tqfdeal with the substance of the present
1nva51on and general problems of peace, 1ncludlng
- prisoners of war and those m1551ng in action, Only
substance will keep us at this tagble,"

Now this_morning; as you can see from your
'statements, we got from the communist side propaganda

l;:.,‘ . . .

't'ana bombast::. We got, certainly, not one single word
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* turn, he said the following: =~ 7~

induce you

of substance.
Nevertheless, in the afternoon, we tried
again, In our speech, which was prepared mostly during

the lunch break, to ask specific ﬁuestionsg to try

‘again to elicit> from the other side some sort of
. reply that might get us to at least address a matter

~of substance .- one single matter of substance.

- .Their additional remarks, and all of'theﬁ,

were nothing but $teri1e propaganda and bombast,,

i

" End you heard Ambassadoxr Porter's characteri-

- zation and his repoit that Ambassador Lam informed the -

other side that under the circumstances we were not

prepared to agree tc a date for the next meeting unless
. . R - " ) - . ) N :

'events'showed some change in their attitude, orx indibated

" that thgy were prepared to negotiate seriously.

And then Ambassador Porter,-ﬁhen it was his

PYour statements today, once again, regrettably consisted
lf of sterile denunciations, arrogant ultimatums and

" clumsy evasions.

T . S S
.. "Let be recorded that it is impossible to

to discuss particular subjects bearing on

o a peaceful settlement. That truth is as clear asi
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f Duc Tho 1s/an avallable channel 1n Paris, Could you

N

of progress in every available channel;ﬁ‘Welg M. 'Le

on the American -side, and who in fact~saw him-on beha;f

. ™
N

your military aggression in South Viet-Nam, We
therefore, see no grounds for a meeting next week;
We will resume the Plenaries whenever you indicate

that you are seriously interested in the negotiation_of

. matters of substance} or when we believe discussions

.. would be useful: You are obviouslg not ready to

negotiate now any more than in the past." Unguote

I'11 try to be responsive to all your

questions except those on secret talks.

: y T - 3
Q -Steve, when Mr. Porter left{\hensa;d
the meetings at Kleber

the de0151on to suspend -A represents a complete lack-

currently

'please tell us when contacts were made with Mr Le Duc Tho

‘of the American contingers? T

A NQH I. will not answer that question.

AThat‘s one of the pnes I wiill not answer,

3

You wiil notice?_those—of yourwho‘were there,
that Ambassador Porter very carefully chose his woris

and I'm not goi‘ng to. add in any way ; Or expla:l.n f _7in_ any vay

-those words. o e

———————
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. people of the United States,'to not talk about "secret

e to be follow1ng hlS Pre31oent 8 orders. o |

'orders{

'“i_everybody s tlme.

™~ N : i

Q" We'll have to come back to this same

point = Can ,. we assume that the "all avallable channels"

— ~=T

includes secret talks?

.-
e f e —

_ A - I recognize that I'm here before a punch
- . I \ -
of profe551ona15 We know each other, we've been w1th
. each other for three years. IR . R t 'g'

lt is theﬂdecision?of the President of'the

. United States that it is in the best interests of the

L
1

talks," - F'm going to carry out. that decxs;on:

raQ_-.,\Well, but that g flne for yo% to IeSDeCt

'that but the Ambassador, AmbaSSQdor Porter - seems not

i
B j
A Yes[ he La follow;ng the E;ealdentts

T
|

g - Come on, let's stop'beating around the

. bush ~« we - TR e e

A : Therefstno "beating around the bush,"

,Thie'is a carefully chosen phrase,_and there it is.
't-You re not g01ng to get any elaboratlon on it,
w:xxm If you want to make this transcrlpt long, you can

.. Just go rlght ahead but it's gOLng to be a waste of
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'f51nce I think everybody does speak Engllsh7 ' Igmead;

the conference° Why not make the conference a television

- why can t everybody hear what you record durlng the

- conference he can't it be'made publrc?

; ‘fg;educatlng‘

: - j_
. ) f
o |
-~ |
SN 5
Are there-eny questionerabout what. happenecd
today? N | :
Q | Are'hll evai]able channels" still.openv ”‘L\ :
'lF??;:YOn answer tnat? L 'r _*d.- d \ | 1

A _Necogmenty L]

) .VT'L want to askdjout Wonld fou haye'ang

'Vobjection to conducting the. ‘conference in Engliéh, %

i
;

“‘some people speak anllshr ox at 1east have .some sort

: 1
of simultaneous translation, while_you are cOnducting

program - lnstead of making the announcements afterdards

l

Agg. Well, you get most of it- "But mdvbd
that‘s not a bad rdea. However¢ at ' present( it's
not the procedure we agreed on.'- o R

ij‘ Well, .ls.rt,_:possibledto haye it on
teieflslon e the conference. T | |

A | xou take that up wrth_the representatlves

of the other;srdei' I thrnk_rt would be yerg

e T e e e e 4 ale e
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. be-in the room and have to go through- vhat we igo";thro&gh.

‘POrter;todayj?’”“igﬁ'

S e s ) N
" the conference televised »-

... And interesting if you, and. all of you, could

A -'_"'"”'f"" - e e emrme e ::_r.; ) ) : . ) - .:, ) Il -

. fiaughtér.] SR f\ , k

Q@ = You really hate us, den't you, Iraughtex.].

Q " Werethose”  ifuestions put by Mr..

-

B

L e s YT e i e e e

T istill open for
answers? _. :_Jf;h -

A Yes, there was no answer to any of them.

. S L
' Q‘-;T_But Xuan Thuy}as charged that‘you have

‘not answered thelr questlon. , 'j 7 ‘

_A -~ 'Yes, his question was.”,?ﬂhen&are you

going to cease your aggression; and.when are you going

. to cease your support for Nguyen Van Thleu°'

.:Qg', Well haVe you answered it?

A 'f Yes, we have answered ‘.'d: at*praétically.

* ..eﬁery.meeting‘ All you have to do Is read what the

~ President said.

Q In other words == excuse megfﬁihavrng

. s

R .Y i Hould you please take that uP w;th the

- representatlves of the other side? I have already



given you our view on it.

f Q. Yes.
: Q Steve, 1 wdnder if you could comment on the
| eference made.by X¥uan Thuy in his statement o

To  the final protocol of the Geneva Conferences ‘to the
effect that there is no international border between Horth
'~ and South Viet~Nam?

A ' Yes, I should be yiewed in the 1ight

WL a iRib = et e e B e T e b e o

of his.statement that North'VietQqusis a-sovereign and
in the light of
o, lndependent country,and/other quotatlons from that

same document | RN 5pec1flca11y the fOllOWlng, which I,
' b
lel rec1te from memOLy "Nelther 7one( ne;ther the,

“%g};TTfI' Northern Zone ‘nor the Southern Zone, shall be used

_ . . T ke
as a base for aggreSSLon agalnst the other."

Q l_E—think7yogr~memorf'is-wrdpédon thqﬁrﬁk

e o e v A S ey ——pp S memim A

@ 7 It relates to the 17th Parallel:

L it ko it b S et 25 b 80 e it 2 P bt T8 e

e .'fl: 9 Btmmkymlmwemnwmwﬁ:l
A ;B don ™t héVe thé document here:-butr
'k_13li stand on my statement,

%7_9. %99 do Enox =T the l7th.Raxallel, do gou

,.“;._knowf:ifi;t ' S
CEEITT LA A  Yes, I know it very well,
» - ,'.7. S e A R Tk N .."- :»"'4 - - : ’ . R b 7-
i L ; - k Y T a LA A




; 6
? _fﬁJr',;I'khow that_there-ate presently nHine
? “North Viethamese divisions south of the i?th Parallel,
: . xlbo you:know that? DO'YOU know that?
CE . Llla o :Q ' ‘fes,:I know*that‘vv;t o itﬂo. ' . ;
B ‘ "Ar“443' A "Do you know what your trouble is?rlYou ’ ' %
: "ﬁj B N { '-ere;tending to.put the aggreésor, which'is North Viet-Ham |
: T - : _ ,
% E e :bon'the.seme'ground as 'f‘”::;fiif;f_those who are the ‘
; i : o . ‘
i

7 victims of aggression, namely'the-Soﬁth_Vietnamese people.

fJ S - o 33'_ _'-ﬂ'Q ' And the North, ‘where the Bomberq are,wh&ti. vo

i fi | -::hAZJ _Are there any serious questxons from | | ”
£ 1 e L : : U T -
E _é people.seeking information?
é é .ﬁ;th ; pQ xpu know abopt thﬁ boph§¥§1 i
F ; TSR S
ié ::.A” 7 Or will there be more heckllng7 ;é'the;e

more heckl J.ng or do any of the professiona.ls wa.nt 1nformat10'1‘7

| Q Steye, this thlng that Ambassador

~ 1 7 . porter said toward the end of tnxs_last statement= Te.or
-f% — o ';Whenever we decide that discussions would be useful."

‘ i . s el e e ¢ e e e e ————————— - ,-_',,.._.__,‘__..__._,,, [

; f__What ‘does it mean? Are there any other circumetences

‘other than the other 51de proposing & sPeclfic\subject

-Qg for conversation, that would lead the United-stgtes

" to decide the discussions would be useful?
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A Yes, if we/believe the discussions would

be useful!m.IPJrother words, we are leaving all the doorsr

open. We don't want to get'into the businesst;

such as we ihad -last month, of you asking me "What would
--be a typical sign that you would consider was an indicatien '

"7 6f o change in wttitude?”

Q  You mentioned "doors" just now ‘and I

-rmisseq the'phrase. Can I assume the dooxrs are half open,

I SUSESO RN TS ISR SV S

" half closed, ajar, or open -- or whetnot? [Laughter,]

o
.
iy
i3
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A

{

A  We are eagerly awaiting a sign that there
’ might Ee a change in their attituae and:they might,
: .fer‘the first“time;- 2} interested in serious“negetiations.
é Ajl*Q - Bnd they do the same for You,
iteibiiih.Ambausador Porter ] thrrd auestlon }
"are you. prepared to dnscues a cemblnatlon of thlS.
g epéroach with that of an overall.pelltlcal eettlement,as
proposed in our side 8 eight points of January 259" ix.jfi::wiﬂ_-
I ;:::jf;::;f !busmid w: that you didn't get any answers at all
-hfﬁ _T"uA",jr=_i;-_- But n Madame Binh's statement, she qurte clearly
e S o eight
’ﬂ e turns down the/ points and deals wrth her frrst two po;nts
ot T

”1n a page and a half in her statement in - defense

., of dt. e iliweil e
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‘war.,

was in effect: "When will you surrender?"

10
ejﬁnd at onelpoint she says aﬁout one_of the
'poipts, fThis is an'absurd demand‘ﬂr_ To me, that's a
reély. . : T ;i:_ e.'-L - B
E | iﬁ - I'don't relate.the two}ég;Eﬁ1§;;jff '"’”T‘
_?here ere just certain subjeote that'hqﬁe to }
“{be addressed here,é%rif there:is-evef_going to be a i
negotiated resclution to thié:confiict&Qﬁ and one of then é
iewi‘_the political future of South Viet~Nam. , Co i;
';Anothef is the military-problem}i including Prisoners of f

And what we are asklng here 1s, even aslde

from anybody s plan L; Are you prepared to,'on tho

.ruone hand, eLther deal w1th the mllltqry questxon alone

as: was proposed in the prlvate talks on'May~Ll 1971;

'or, on the other hand, Wlll you niate, as the wording

of the questlon goes!'

I:E you won'*t do tha,t \{ :L,f ynu fnsist that

P
f

~ the polltlcal problem ‘must be part of the overall
' package w;ll you relate the two” | Now'that‘s a

;Simple,_straightvforward question to which the answer



| Q'l- _Mt.'Ledogat, is.the American offer of

E cease—fire_stil} open?

.é 'l-a' | All the proPosals tﬁat.we have made are

-j 'still on the table. .None of them are set forth on a

.E VIﬁtaiesitworfleavééitW basis:. Tﬁey are all thaxe for

b é_' ’-'negotiation. i o |

1;_ | | Q uou;d gou be w1llxng to-set a date ibrf_;w

.i' itw1thdrawal? Lm;#"' "W“';mﬂ o |
' J 2 ) A Ve ﬁeat throﬁgh th.at is.st time; Madarae. _v I

i ”ﬁon 't think that you read the documents if you are returning to ;

A . You and I had a long discyssion of this

i
L
i

- 8ix weeks ago,

¢ g e Dra e

o e

e} :FCah I'ask you-a questioo about Ambassador

;;ow_Po}t;;;s seventh question’ MWi11 you discuss a mutual retunn to

..----.:

| the circumstances: ‘that surmunded thecessaton of acts of

S ':;;fsz;.force against the DRV in 19687 Does that mean that

Ambassador Porter wants to resume'bhe 51tuatron there

rﬁf?tf'or that he would like the North Vletnaﬂmgxpllcltely to renew

" what was a .
7:: to make expchLt 1 tacxt agreement: rn 1&68?

B _ NoH we are not asking them to do anythlng

s i i e e £ T

- “‘.""-"--, P ‘-. Lo . - " R s o e

et st i e e e s o s - -
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more than they did then ~-just to -resune the.

situation, B :
. x |

| Q It's not B request for a public statement°1
. -1; s

'A, No, we are w1lllng to unhold ou; end of-

*‘E Iy

the deal :\ part of whlrh:was that we would Wg i

-

. agree that they were gcing to pret’en‘d.:'llubli_c;y' thcrems po
-deél. A‘ The point is: .Canlwe return to.thé

| deal e don't samt to change the comttions,
B . AT - '%f; Q  ‘ Not nééessqriiyfé public.s tateneni.
':Q  ' Thank you,

lEnded at 3 25.1
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