
::z: 

!)P.V PEES':; CONF~::.~·:C2 ... Mini ster- Xuan TlliJ.;.;· - 00-'1;0 her ~6, 1972 

My dear friends! 1~odny I set forth the reasons wh,v the gover!irr.cnt of the L1V 

~IU. ob1:cged t;,'to l::;"ve t.he st!> tement of Ootober 26; 1972. I <llsl) :,,,,t forth 

the ess'-,ntlal content of t) the statement, made by t"·,, Demcc:t'Gt:i.c Hepublio.)f 

Vietn!UIl. OU,'r' GoverlJl:lent' oS sta"tcment a"':lri rr.y lJtaJ..;e!'!>'lnt today ar,~ al:ceady In. ~OUl" 

Rlit/Or 
h ..... .ands. I n.m now trt~~ ·~o anSt'ler your questions. 
'-

Q: Nahan., Rhdio ~1otlte Carlo 

What is t.he only obstllcl<'! to peace at t.he present tj.:ne'( 

A: It ~hould be reac1;"d a7,J'coomen:t vr.C th tb.c ]A'qV 
I(€,.f 7' J'}; ,~/ f!. 

Vietnam G.!1f\ t.~-4~_'~;-- ·./.;'--,'a_/~ .. ~~ pea(!{-;. 7.11 

D'I<'V 
Vietnz.rr. The U.S. also reache:d ~l.greeT!l;;nt wi th thf~-\.?;;t·~<:·Y tZ!W;'.,l."~:~'<,~·\?~:';':.t~ on the tiu~G-

oI""'I':\~" _ 

~~~';'?;_l.r:;. ~''',''i,"~'':'-wk~;<-,*.~ t!"_e U '" S" 

This 1.s the only (lostaclo at the preSCl',t time. 

Q: B:;,usquct, ORT~'-"-I!' 

Bini::;ter, ~rou1d you 

Tne HotS .. 

lts (!ommi t-munts. 

agree to tre U.S!s poSt-l')( .. Eli~_.~; tr.Lis ci:xt·e o.~~ O~,:~tobi:!?" ~)1 

(,.atl'u/c:{ 
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A: We have already provided clarification in our stetem(mt. 

Q: Ka1:1.shel", CBS 

Are you expecting MY further meei;ings with Hr. Kissinger? 

A: Wit.'1. regard to the agl'eem(;l1.t in question, the two p&rties 
wvu- m r.U!t!01t1. 
]:1"'- 9 1 , 9>'&--&~~ Jt\En~ 

C~ eyC.L ~9 tt...ing ir:cludcd 1..'1 this rtgrccrr.cnt.. Tnerefore the essential point nOt'l 

is to auait october 31 to sign 'the said agI'ee'r.ent. 

Q.: d'l Gunzb'.lI'g, AFP 

of the signirlg of the agrrement but also :ixwists on rcn~'f;ot:l.a1~ing cc,\'1;ain 

b.spect.s
J 

as seems ,to be the c2'.se'; 
J11 {VJtlffI 11M 

A: \'Ie have zhol\'n ~ r;oodwi.ll" ~:i~~.R~"ft.l:""~:~~+i~~..t,...~~t::l;.'APar.'t~ 

J1C:I.v' 
If the U.S, continues to put fO!-~m.l'cl f'tJ.l'.!thcr time-table" and _ P!'etexts,; 

that proves that it is seek:l..rtg -to prolong the ca.negot:LJ.tions ami tLe war. 

Q: Redmont, Westinghouse 

f'!r. Minister, do you think that the u.S. should sign. the agreement nvw even 

if t,here are objections from the Saigon adI'lini3tration? 

A: The U.S. told us that both pu'tj,es should reach "grec3ent with their IliUcs 
6 e a.1t_ i;; s iq/'u 

j.n cl'de!' to _~"'~ilt~~ the agr"emellt in qw Gtion. Ther")fore, 

WO.4. 
t.he Ar!lcI'~.can party ~~~'::J:1.tJ. to obta,in t1gr€t~H':ent from the [;a:i,gon aamin:l5t~r().tion 

01' from other allies. Everyone ,mow3 that the Saigon administl'atJ.on ~:as set up 

by tile U, S. To clnjm thgt Saieon ras cl'c~t"d difficulties is 'i.o put fOl"Wn-d P. 



DRV 3 

apparently reached not to reveal yet the terms or the declaration. 
the 0 declarz.tion >:ould be i::;s)sd 1l:1d 

Could you tell us whether :l.t ~las tmderstood that/the time-table would be observed 

~~ only to the extent that the U.S. cbtaire d agreement from Saigon? 
0'}1.-

P.: T,Kre Ims no understa!11ir.g ~ tl1is subject. Just!l. while ago during 
,. 

tJle sesUon I gavfl the reasons ~ 11hS the government of too rev WM cblJged 

to :l.ssue '~h& st".tement in question. l>'J!'< Portflr made the folluwing remark: 

!IT. am surprised tnl";:; you hav:! chosen to reveal the cont<mt of the private trc.lks." 

th1s statement, but you ~r:Ul have to agreE: that if you want to t.c .... lk about 

disell);Jing the content of tho secret ta:L~::;) the Amerioan PlU'ty he.s up t,o nC'l'i 

on sevel'al oGcasions discloseri 'lIla content of the pr'i·,,-ate talli:3. H To cO!Tt1~:c'at.ti 

this r. quoted the follman!!: statement made by Presiden& Nixon on Ja.'1um"Y 25,197.2, 

when he presented the Arfl~i"ican party's 8 lJoints after- ha·~ing prcsent.ed. t,her;" 

in the' secret talks. He!'e is Presldent Nixon' s sente:.ce: "T"ne best way to 

SCllYe peace is to m,u.e public the propos~ls which we have put for;,ard in the 

private meetings." 

Q: Holfscn, APfJ 
I have h.o questions: 

NJ."~, I'-~it21ster,/you said that 
111. ther'a "'ere 

in YOttr. ori,gi.nal. propos:Jt,ion S!' Octohel',/tl,'iO p:)il·.ti~S 

of di:ougreem?nt on which you E.ccept&d the American proposition. Could you C:;:;;t 

_ GP&-:H'y Nhat the"e two pOint.s Nere? ,':::":::1: And c,)uld you say on the 22nd or 

Ot>toi)el' in Hhat form President Nixor. r:;a;re ~rscnal apP!:'ova.1 to both the text 

(.If tr~e agreemen-i;, s.no the tir.te-t.~bJ.e·! (question an (.;.sl~ed in BnL~l.ish). 

fol1cMing the October 17 pl'ivatc m<=oting. 

(.cmmer as repeat.ed i~l nlC;lli'h) I Wif;h to speclfy on t~he tHO reme.ining lXlh;i.s 
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'nle first question deals with the replacement of ~'EIl the tVIO South VietJ::a.meso 

parties' weapons after the cease-fire. 

'1 .... "H~ 
(~lIiia as repeated in English) Th.e HI'st question is on the replacement 

of armament ..,....gr by 'I;he two South Vietnamese parties after the cease-fire. 

'Jllls ~ is the sentence: "The two South Yttnamese parties will be authorized 

to l·el'l&.oe periodically weapons, ammunition an<l war materiel which has been worIl 

out 01' da"'/aged a1'~er the cease-fire on the fol10liing (\::;,,8 basis: oneJ;- one) 
two S(')!1th Viet.na~ese par'tl es ' 

"lith the S&'TIe chal'a~ter'h,ti('.s I'~ ... d properties, U!1der the supr.Y"riSi.OL O~f ... t;;f¥jOitlt 

(}1tUtary 6'ommtssion6 r.nd of the pltlOl11at ·.lcaa1. 6'ontrol and )uperYis:!.on ~ommisstoll. 
(),M411~ 
(~~.l ao repeated in J.~gliGh): Tne follCl·r!..'1g is the pa.r2.0r~.ph:" 'J.1J.e t\W 

South Vietnamese partie" w:l.ll be pemitted to 1.11I1,e periodioal repl.acement of 

f.r:tll'JT.ent, ammunition &'"1.d war rD3.t.erial wi'dch have been "lOrn "14t or darrJal';ed after 
'1 

'~he cease . fire on '.;he J;>asj.s of plece for pie(;e of the same chara.()teri"tics and 

properties under the supervision of the Joint ~Il.litary tommission of the tHO South 

Vietna'llese parties and of the btcrnationa1 (locmissio.l·l of tontrol a.'1:l SuperVisi,)n. 
I./jiik 

Tne second question deals «It tb.21 return of persons captured by both partl.ec;. 

(question as repeated in English): The second questL on is on th~ return of 

the co.ptured people of the two parties. 

The American party \~arl'~ed to recover American rul1H,ary personncl but on the 

other hand it did not want to release persons from inc PRG and the NLF captured 

and held by the U.S. or by the Saigon adminfu tl'a.tion. 

GW,¢ IAX4_ 
(~~ as repeated in Englisp) The U.S. \'i[;l1ts the Am"rican cap'"ul"cd pe::'"onnC'l 

to be returned but they don 't want to return ~he peoplc of the ffiG capt.ured loy U·.e 

Americans ac.d the ::{aigon adminis"t.r'c.tloi!. 
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'J:nus the American party considers 'thai; it is not responsible foi' the 

detenl-.ion of these persons. It claims that this respormibil:!.ty falls upon 

the Saigcn Administration. 

~i'~~ 
(Answer as repeated in llil..>;li&h) T'he Uni'!;ed Sta1;<=s is try1.ng to [,void i t5 

responsi.b.i.J.i ty for the capture Emd de'~cnticll of these PIS.:>ple and on the othel' 

ha'1.d "trj.es to shift the respiimsibility '\;0 the Saigon Adrrl.ni3t.ra~::('n. 

reach a Pt~':'~i~el\ll ~.'~<:~i" settlem:J!lt of the Victna:"!lf:ce p"!'oh.l~·~t \'I:"'Z! reached. 
-rJ... fJ cv:Z,,!.q J 

b.gre·.:mient 1·d .. th the American lxu'Ly:-m) thi.G qv.c,stion; fB~~";,:~':if!~ the :PG"tu.::':*n. Of~3.Pt.ured 

mili ta.ry p,·,rsc:'llllo,l a}iWgr~li.m.:; !';:.:2"C:~,:!it;r1J.> will tek8 place par?llel to 

the withdrawal of A!nerican troops. 

(lms\-rer as repeat.ed in. Engli~h) \'\,ith Ott:. ... gOOd\1111 nnd Nit:.··~ a view to 

reachli:.g an early, peaceful settlement of t1", Viet-Ham problelr. l'f2 ",greed with 

the 1]. S. side en the follow-ing: the rettll'n of the captured. mili t.ary men 

and captured people of the pW't1 es l'Iill be completed, ,·rilJ. bE, (>tl.I'ried out 
U. s. 

paw.<11elly aad completed en the same day as the/troop l'1i thdrawa.l. 

Q. (s~vcr~l journalists at once) 

If th<,re is a difforence bf,tween the i.wo translatic':lS ••• which should >Ie 

go by1 

A. 

In '1;ne English version, the ,wI'd 'foreign I wa~ omi. ti;",c!. • •• , If you like 
""'t~' I • 

P (;AL,:'#..-'Q ~'i!/- ::" 7'''L,.; 
we will repoat: the retur..1 of C~"7:~<~"'~ ·t,h3f{~'~J"~ured rnilit3ry per's(>:m.el D....'1d, ~.:: .. ", . .j 

civilia."ls ~·:~'J.~,·:t~:.t~'"{.~ ~lJill taYe pla.ce p;.:.n:J.I/~l t? th::! tr:)o,? h'lthdl'awal and 

'Ilill be cO"lplet.ed on the date of the con:plet.con of this \,;::;;Z~h;;~ withdrawal. 

0,. 

Withc1rmml of Hllat troops? 

!' 
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ndlitary personnel and foZ'eigg oilivians of the parties shl).l1 te c?Z'l'ied 

u S out simultaneously and complet.ed on the same day M the7t1'oop withclrawa:.. 

Q. Sulliv~n (Baltimore Sun) 

Is t11:!.15 formulation more recent or morc accurate than the one which we 

have on page 4 of the statemm,t, H)IOre it says 1;hat "''''_~'''''-''~'~1':~~:a,.g'i> /! the:. ______ .. vurr.~ 
release of all person) ~~~ and h'3J~~/¢'f "'-'~thc/P:u'ti(:~;> parallel to 

";"':.\ 
the withclr(w<V. of the American troppsa' ~ 

A. 

Concern:Jng the case of Vietnmnese civilians in South Vied; ... llrun captured 

by one pa;:oty or the other, that l"1 thc Daigon Admin1stro.tion,or the PRG, 

the two South Vietnamese parties l-rill c·:msult to settle this question wIth';l~ 

a period of three rr.onths, to wipe ou>~ ha.tred and achieve nat,ional concord. 

Q. Kalisher (CTIS) 

After a perio:! of t!ll:'ee months or 1<'1t111n a period of three mont.hs? 

11'1 thin tl::r<;e months. 

(AllSW<lZ' as repeated in English) Concei'ning 

the cnp"v1u"ccl C~ Vietnamese civIlians of· the parties, that means the PRf.i. and 

th'l Sa1gof! c.c1lllinbtr8.t.lcn, the 1;.';;0 South Vietnamese partIes will negotiate 

'~O t"<t'>il pron;ptil:y Solve this matt.er ,11thin three l!1onths so M to eliminate hatred 

and enmity and to achieve nu.t10na1 concord. 

Q. Hedmont (Westinghouse) 

The other part of the questIc:l waSfithe fc-n~ of P:cs[d.d'?nt Nixon's meRsr",c. 

A. 

Excuse me. but \'Ie are not in a pos:!:C1.cr., to p:'ovlde clet.,1ils on t.his questio~. 

I hope 0'0\( Hill under:;cand. 
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under-st-nnd. 

Q. Lewis (Nell York Times) 

Mr. Xuan Thuy, L"'l the statement you talk of proposals put forward by 

your goverrunent: on October 8. Did the America.'l government, _ for its pnrt, 

put forward any Pl'opoaalsd? 

A. 

O":l October 8, we put forward a new initiative to pu'c an end to ·the 

l'if\I'" 
_ in Vict,-Nam and. to restore p"ace. ~s Cl~ ini.tiative talces the following 

form: we put forwf..rd a draft agreement on the end of the \~ar and i;he restorf?ticn 

of peace in Viet-Nr'lTI. And Wt' proposed that t;lle Government of the Democratic 

Republio of Viet-Ham, with the approval of the Provisional Revolntionar'y 

Gove=ent of the Republic of South Yiet-lh;nia.'ld. the UnHed Statt',&",Uh the 

approval of the Republic of Viet-Nam.l\PI'oceed to the sJ.[7l1tlg of' th1.s agreemeni; 

to put a.n en1 to the w'lU'lmd the ~1it'JIi'jJs lu:,crican party 8.g1'eed to th:l.", init.iative. 

0" -that dsy the American party ~_ stated Uw,t it appreciated our initiath·". 

Q. Edith Lenart (Far Eastern Eccnondc ReVie~() 

r·ir. Minister, you expJ.ained to us that the tMO South Vietna"llesc parties 

were to ~.g:,~ee on the question of political prisoners ill South Viet-Ham. Now 

in Poi."l·~ 4, &t the end of the paragraph, you mention '1;])" fact that "the two 

Soutb Viet!:amese pal'ties wi.ll reach agreement on internal questions in Sout.", 

Viet-Ham. I' Could you give some indi.cntion of ~(h&t the other South Vietnamese 
Gtll..t.-

questions :lSIi) which Ifill be agrep.u uP4-n,dde from the question of civilian 

prisoners? 

A. 

~'he intemo.l quc:stions in South Vict-~:~rh al>2- the f.o1 lovilng: for examT·lc, 

t,he <l.Uestioll of demo~ratic freedorns for the t>:oople, the question of the organ1zation 

of electIons in So .... ~th Viet-Ha.m,. ttle riues"Ciun of the est2.-~"'l!Ghrae!1t of a Ha·tJ.c.;)::.~. 
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on the various IO~ler levels. 

Q.~ Sullivan (Baltimore Sl~) 

Mr. Minister, certain American circles hsve reported a parallel understanding 

according to which the North Vietnamese troops,~,,~ if there were any 

in the South, would withdrawft the time of the cease .• f:f_r.::.~t;;-;~ Could 
'---- . 

you tell us '{hether such a clause or agreemer:t exists? 

A. 

Ol.U' goverrunentls statement also discussod this qucstion_1.h1. I should 

like to !Take our point of view clear. The only asgressor in SOUt~1 Viet-Ham is 

the Uniiocd States. American aircraft, moreover, Uas bombed North Vle't-Nam 

and has recently ~ mined the h'U'bors !'.nd ~rai;er',lays of NOloth Vi.0t·,N~m. 

Therefore, the Vietnamese people, in the South as in the Hor~b, he,vn a perfect 

right to oppose the ag.gression COlfJllitted on Vietnamese 50.H. To cJ.aim that 

North Viet-Na.'ll is committing aggression aga1n;:;t South'li.et-Nam in order to 

demand \'i" .. l':..:t:,:e:rl:.:':;:Itl:r:.:';::l;;;,\>.:mu::.;' ;;;t~u£;;;':;;:".;;;l...;;~li.;;.;t;.;.h;;dr:;.;;a;:;~;;.;a;o;;· ~t"'OUllts to putting for'IIfU'd 
'-

a line of 

reasoning designed to justify ~ aggression, to justify t!lC pDolonging of 

the war. For our part, we have alrea~ and on many occ;"Sions,.,,'ejected this 

false line of reaeonjng. 

Q. Bousquet (ORTF-TV) 

i,ll'. Nl.n;,ster, 110'~ld you 
74 t~d4tW~ '/f1lW-"0 

aC(lCPtf&'Bt or~ o~~"veraJ_ of 
nine 

the/poil"lts 

8./P-'eement reached between Washingtcn and HanOi.»il _i~ between now and the 

official signing of t,his agrleement1 

A. 

Fol" the moment, I can tc-:ll ;,rou simp~J th?:~ i.~b,e tr::xt. of the aSr'08r:1ent \'Tas 

Q. Bcusquet (ORTF-W) 
\ 

/<. Compromise i.s still ~ l)Os[Llble on one of' the nine points? 
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A. 

r have nothing to add on this subject. 

Q. de ijunzburg (AFP) 

I have two questions, ene en _ content, or.e on ~ form:; ~::JtlmiM!:'ilb 

I" iQri;' • i;"1iUIIII Conoerning the publication of the agreements, the Minister 

said thai; dur1.ng the sesE:ion he had exjllained to Hr. POl"ter the reasons why 

the I1!V 11M obliged t" publl::;h them. I won.der if the I~b.ll.ster could tell us 

uhat his argume..'1ts on this subjeot were"·. ~ 

A. 
if /}<J.- f#..VLA-

After my answer to Hr. Porter, which -_ given a \:(hile ago, ~lr. Porter 

contented. himself with rems.iIili:.g silent, 

Q. da G\lllzburg (/IFP) 

h 
four-m~mlher 

1S' cr" . 
~ly second question j.s on paragraph 6 of the Agresrmmts, ...... ~the/Joil1't 

if the MInister could provide some cla!'~£'ication concel'ni..'1g the InternAt:!.onal 

Contl'ol and Superv·ision Commission ar.d the International ConferencCl on Vi<:t-){am) 
I<'ral'1.ce IS 

f.or ru;nors have been circulating conoerning t.;,;wr, participaJGion in the ICC. And 

in addition, concerning the Internatio!'lal Conf'el'ence on Viet-Nam also, the 

participation of the four permanent m'2)1j)crs of t!:e Security Council has been 

discussed. I would like to knC>I'I if these ruroore:s: are tr'J.,_:Jor/f:alsc and what. t!!(: 

opinioil of the rev on this subject is. 

A. 

In l:!.ght of the fact that hl1Gse l\gree:]~ents h~Ye T!ot yet been 21c,Iled, 

I -= am not in a p~sition to d:i,sCi::'ose I·hat Cour..tl':i.es haVE' been proposed for 

paX't1cip,),t:i.on in this Conference" 
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Q. Haho"~Rad1o Monte Carlo) 

I 
Mrs. Bil1h said she would see us next ff.t'hursday. Next Thursday, the date 

of October 31 will have p'3.ssed, Should ,-e understand by this that the 

negotiations h~ll cffiltinue or that on the other hEu~d you might take the 

ulitiative of breaking off the negotiations if this date is not respected 

by the Americans? 

A. 

Hait a.'1.d you will _ find out ~lhen the day comes. 

Q. Valer..,. (New Yor), DaiJ.y News) 

I would like to understand clearJ.y the reasor.s for tIlls press conference too.').,. 

lIrnat exactly is the situation today !'lith regard to the talks ~lith the Americans. 

The impression which one ;laS from your stateme!l'~ is as follO\~s: the Amcricans 

in the 9 points wlllch you had agreed upon w:lt h them • Is this accurate? 

In th:!.s event what is it they want 'co renegotiate1 and if it is I'!ct cor-roct, 

whaD are your reasons for doubting 
this agrcerm:lt ? 

that the Americans hill sign/en Octoher 31; 

Do you have specific reasons for doubting '.;ha'i; t·he Americans will sign _ tp_i.s 

a!!.reement on 

A: 'l'he U.S. 

~ October 31st as they apparent.ly .. !:lIP; committed themselves to do~' 

hew 
~ alre:)'dy agraed 'lith us en this questio:l and. now they are cr€·at:i.P .... ~ 

new obsta.cles.! taking\as a pretext:.icltfnculties encotJ:n'i.'<>red in sn.ii'9.r.1 We bell'Ne. 

that this attitude on the part of the U.S. pro'res that this la~r is seeking to 

prolong the negotiations and to prolol'-f; -the ,,;Dr. This is why \'le demand that the 

h'l'lQ 
irupler,lent thc ~>['eementswhi::hw~ ifil'E:D.dy been reached /.. 
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Q: Behr, Newsweek 

Could you tell us through what clwUlel this request for renegotiation reached 

? 
you. Has it a perSCl1.al message from Mr. Kissinger or did it reach you through 

the American delegation in Paris? 

A: "Just a while ago, one of our J01.lt'Ilalist fr1endsasked a similar question 

and I said that you should understand that \~e are not in pesi t10n to a"lswer (j'~i.'il the"e 

questions for the time being. 

Q: WlR\a:aw_ (women journal12t from a 8aigoa papcr) 

\'/hat do you t.hink of th", statement mach by Mr. ~ 'J~an Vro:i Lam, foreign mi::i:lter 

of the Republic of Vietnam? I,ll', I.:..'11 stat',d th!tt the cCil.so-fire .'lill not b(, declf<l'eC .. , 

decided upon before November 71 

A: T'ne Sai.gon administra"l;ion is i'ree to think whs.tell!"r ~jI: it pleases. 

Q.: Freudenheim, Chicago daily' news 

tt1I'. lotlnister, you said thPtt the two parties, the rev and th", hner:i.ce.n party) 

l'eached agreement on October 22. Are you saying that the American part.y 'lgreed 

unccndl.tionally without any reference to the Saigon adminlstrn~ion? 

A: Tae U. S. l!IIi0 created the Saigon 
" 
, 

wu.~.{,,­
adll'ir.i.stratlonJ and the U.S. stated tlw.t it ~.~ 

represent the Saigon aOJninistrat.ion in the bilateral conversations. 

Q: Rosenberg, (AP) 

Excuse me) but we have not been able to fEU' all tre questions, ~rhaPs 'I;.'1i::; question 

h as already been asked. I would like to ask .~hathep you wcrctld continue the 

negoti.c.tlon either here at fwc':me Kleber Of' in prl.·,?te ifch2 agreemen'\; is not 

sigaed on October 31st? 
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A: Just a while ago I already lit told a journall:;t friend: "wait and you'll see 

on October 31st". 

Q: ~_IBi!?!lRllliJkm~~",;j'i'J? __ 21i·a .... Sal Tass, Het Paroll 

In your statement YO'l talk about e. triportite Government and you continue 

to say that the two South Viet.namese parties will consult. One of t..'1esc partie" 
oi-

is either the Thieu government dl the governmen.t of concord. In general "hat will 

be the role of the ~ieu administration a!'tel' ·the agreement'! 
"ii.:1: ~ 

A: Could you please repeat", I did not understand. 

Q: Sal Tass, Ret Paroll 

FiEst of all,you talk about a tripartj:i;e government. Then you say the,t the two 

South Vietnamese parties will consult. Now who is the second PnI"GY, the first 

:Is your party, then is it the gove;.ume!1t of concord 01' the 1llieu governmutl 

Ikd L1 genera.~ what wIll be the rcle of the ThJ.-'Ju government after tre signing 

of the agreement? 

A: Acoorctlng to -the agreement concluded , before -ehe i't'ee general elections for 

the establisr.rr.snt of legislative a'1d executive boill.es the!'e will existJ ,'arallel to 

each other) tNO an:des, t\\'o ad.ministrat5.C!1S and three political forces. 

This is why when He spoke of a t..'1ree-mon-th m period following a cenae-fir", -that 

is, durin,."; ',;.his pericxi the tW:.l South Viet.n:Ul'OlSe p&rtles wiJ.I enter into oonsul-tations, 
of SIlN 

I am Ullking about; the PRG/and. the Hepublic of Vietaaln • 

Q: Lewis (NYT) 

In the a.greement whi ch .'ou c0:181uded ,'.'1. th the Am(:ric<I.'1 government d:i.d you dec1.de 

upon the third component, tho' oth,;r politica]. fm'c<:s ,·!(,-l.ch ough-t to repre,',e;1t it.) 

will tboy b;~ cllof:;cn.? 

A: fI.ne 8.Sreement in quest:Lon mak0s it ole(\r t.ha-L: \'lhile the tuo ::..dm5.n1strat.ions 

exist" one pal"'allel to +,he ot,j)S'r, that iG, the l11.G o:~ H~r._l arKt th~") goven1;;:';::1t of 

tho HepLlbl:tc of Vietnam, there "dll ez5.st al()ng3id'~ o. ~£j.tional e",:.!I1Cil. 

;"-- . 
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for ~econciliation and lh.tional ([pncord ~ri.th three eq";l! components. 

Q: Lewis (NYT) 

That did not answer my question) 

How I'<.i.ll the thl.rd component be chosen and if this has not already been decided 

betwee,n. your governmen·t and the U.S.) by ,;"hat procedure will the choice be made~ 

A: I do not wish to go into details on this question but I believe that by reac,L'1g 

the PRG's statements, the seven points .. the tHO clarifiE'd pOints, the Sep'~ember 11 

statement, yeu eould obtain some indication of '~he procec\1tLt'es concerning the thi.rd 

=421& compone::1t. In pa,r-Gj.cular the PRG's Septcrr.bel' 11 sta-t<;,;nent llrov.tded speCJific 

indications concerning the third componeni;. 

Q: Randal, 111' 

l''lr. Minister, when the Amerioans spoke about t..l-J.e difficulties ,;hich made the 

signa'tur-e of this agreement impc,ssible 011 toa date which had b0en ?-breed. up:m, 

did the AlIlm'icans providef any details cn the natm'e of the difficultIes or did ,hey 

simply ta.lk about difficulties h'ithout going into details: In other '/i:irds did i;he 

Americans give you a ne->'I list of pointsbl.?contention or not1 

A: Just a \':I111e ago I answered a Journalist friend by saying that r dtd not believe 
"""Si. actual) 

in the(ey.ir;tAmce of these difficulties encountered by the PJ,1erican party. 

I still consider these so-called difficul1;les as e pret~'xt for prolon<;ing th" 

neGotiations and prolonging the >Iar. 

Q: Randal, \-IP 

• 
/\11 ~'~l'lt .£ accept your thes'" but did the Americans givc An" d.eta:ils on th,ose< _.,." ,. . q, -.., 
so-called difficulties 1 

A: The f\.F!t~rica,r.l P?xty con.ten-;';ed ttself with say5.r:.s t,h~it. i~ l:":1.d l:C"c ()btain~d 
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Q: Sedbon, Reuters 

~lr. Minister, up to this morning th~ tripal'tite goVel'nlllH1t ~Ias being 

discussed. Tllis morning this expression disappeared, replaced by tbe term 

"administrative structure" or ~ "national council n. Is th:ls tre same ·thing? 

A: It should be pointed out that logic requires the formation of a tripartite 

government of national conoord 1r. )ceeping ;qith tro FRG':; pro;JO:::al end Hicthout 

parallel existence of two adrrdnistration.o. But pr,~cisely because the 

DRV and tile P'nG.>haying demonstra·ted their gocdwill)aecep'ced the formula 

of a Wational €cUlleil of ~eonciliation a'1d tJa.tional ttoncror'7 Irhieh I jlt:3t 

mentioned. 

Q: Bohr, Ne~/Sweek 

t1eix&& tlhen was the second formula aCcCl?ted, did this occur fo!' exemple 

in the past 48 hOlli's? 

negotiating and discussion process. 

Q: ~. I T-im Crja<;JFJ, Southemncws "ervice ,Canada 

Has there been agreement on the line of ....... :s;k~ demarcatJon between 

the two jurisdictionsjn South Victnam? 

A: The agreement mentions a. cease-fire in plawe. 

" Q: Tim CJ.~ae~: South~m Ne;'ls Service, Canaw'!. 

Did t.he t~;o rarties to the talks ag,'eed on who occupiea "hat terri'~ory? 

A: lliese are very concrete matters and they ca'lIlo't bo decided upon 

before i;he act e;oes into effect. 
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Q: Edith Lenart (Far Eas·tern Econcmic Heview) 

Mr. Minister, you said. that tho Amoricans want to prolong the negotiating 

process. Do you thiu], that :it is because it will be easier for Mr. Nixon 

~fter the clection~ '!:? put pressure on President ThiOiJthan to do SO !lOVI 

to obtain the agreement of the Rep'.!blic of South Vietna'l1 'i:' the signing 

of the agreement ~llh1eh you ha-ye concluded? 

A: l'lit..h regard to the election in t:h9 U.S. it should be said that jt j,~3 

the Americans who will be going to the polls. I am not cHgible to, t.h"l'"fol'e 
llho.t 

I h.we !JO opinion on this mateer. As for/Ml" m;;:c,,~ reaHy thinks J it is 

hard fo:!' me to k...-,ow this. An I mov1 is that at the pt'csent time the 

American party is seeking to prolon,:; '[;ho nego·ti.ations f.ind to prolong tlw ~:ar. 

Q: Bousquet (OR'rF-TV) 

fiJI'. ~1inister, I should lilcc to return to the c,uest:LCollW'hlnh Ml'Ii. Lew1s e..sked 

you concerning the choice of the men of the th:Lrd compc;'wnt, the neutr."l5.st 

" omponent. Hit-hout going into details I Hou.ld like to 1;110W ~'hether thiG 

choice will be made by SaiGon or the PRG or by the four delegati. ons to the 

Faris conference? 

e A: JC 3 zlJi:n.mJPt~Gi:~~~~* 2'.S:'tf 

T'ne PRG I S Sept;ember 11 st8.tement ma,le it clear t·hat concerning the formation 

of a tripartite prov:!.sional governmEnt of national concord, t.he FHG \1i11 name 
iIM.. 

the members of the first component,,,HePUbl1c of Victnat:! will nama tho~ Inembers 

of the 2nd component , and the PRG and the Rermblic of Vietnam -- th3.t is 

Sai.[,nn will "nter int.o c"nsl:lt.,-,tion to na-'1lO thlO rnbmbor3 of the t.'1.ird 

compoJ.-:.ento NO~l I believe th:.':c t.hL3 prtnciple Hill b~' applied also f01' t;w 

t hI ' I t f th 'lr.' j " 1 ..... ""'1l"' ... ..; .... c'::- i?'~{'''llCri ;.: -- ..... 1· ~n ,~"" --1 "/-,J...{ ._,.,. ... "'1 11_ r1 ('Ol'd' es p •.• :U:: lmen 0 ~ e uE.L .{)L;.'L_ V-,~w.,C .... J. ., ....... ..;;. ... -.; .... _,\,.{ .... ~ ~I ....... 0;,.., ...... ,;..,i.o ............ LCl..L \-L.J. • 
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Q: Flora Lewis (lNT) 

Did the Americans accept t.his? 

A: vIe believe that the me's proposal 

hatred ~'1d achieve natioa.gl ccncerd in Seuth Y~.etna~J. But Itcr'. Thieu 0.:1 

sheHed 
the other hand,) jn ht5 last 3pecch, on the 24th, ~" himsclf to be" 

hostile to the thiro. compo!\ent. 

Q: Sal Tass, Het P8.rool 

what. is th: difft'H>L1ce between 1:his administration 8!lQ a pr"0'!isic-'181 

governner.t ? 

G<i..> 
A: The difference !' __ ~'.ti~ in t:l"l foll\T.~i.'1g: .If a prov:!.sional government 

~:K:' be_ 
of !le.-tional concord uXisteJ, the!'e; wo.v.ld. ,;,,,,",,,>.',, parD.}.l"l existence of tHO 

administrations in 101M. Oll "t.he ether rmn0~ if a ~t,:tonal G.ot1ncil of 

Recenciliation and 1/'ltional aoncol'd exists thero Id.ll be >o11e parallel 

existence of the two. adminjs tra·~ions. 

Thank you fer your att(;rltien. 

-----------




