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164TH PARLS SESSION DISCUSSES DRY STATEMENT ON NEGOTIATIONS
VNA Reports ¥uan Thuyis Speech
Hanoi ¥NA International Senyice in Engiisn 1657 oMT 2€ Ot 72 B

[Text] Fanoi VNA October 2fowat Lhe J04u plenary session of the Paris conference on
Vietnam today, Minister Yuan Thu W2ad of the DRV overnment delegation, said:

in trhe peace negoriations oo Viatnam, tre DRV Jovertment has snown the paximum
Bo0dwill.  Togetrar with btk PRGRSYV. we Fave rob coased sioiving for g soiution fair
o all sides.

EEorastrur . have sade manyg

T this spielf. the PRSASY und the ey cbogarvegset oar
peace overturas, We glys o curpLete avprivasn and ertoUo the statersnt of Saph, i1,

Of tre PRIRIV.  Tios stalement STOWE A correct sitand ard
Foal solumtion.  Bor bris yary VEASTN, 1t has haen wa, oomed by

1372, rre datast yoeog
Frezents a yary ures ot
brogd senniong or tha

pavite In Foe world sand the  ontved States az wall,

In fulh agresnent wibb whe FRERIV. the DRI fovernmsnt ras candustbed private talks wity
the 1.8, Zovesrnmert with a wview to settiing the Vietnam ieosus beacel:lly. Yet, after
4 years, by Sept. 1977, no pesuit had been SLtaines at the Laiks on the Vietnam izsue,

To advanze the talks, the DRV side. at the privata mesting on Ozt, B, took a new,
extremsly igmportant initiative, 1t put forward a draft "agrsement on ending the war
and restoring peace in Vietnam.," and proposed that the Government of the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam, with the concurrence of the Provisional Revolutionary Government
of the Republiic of South Vietnam, and the Government of the United States ofr America,
with the concurrence of the Governmant of Republic of Vietnam, immediately agree upon

HISTORY OF THE VIETNAM WAR ON MICROFILM '
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and sign this agreement in mid-Oetoper 1972 to rapidly restore Peace in Vietnam,
According to this draft agreement, the Vietnam issue will be settled in twe stages in
accordance with the Oft-expressed desire o the American side.

First of all there will be a cessation of the war in South Vietnam, g cease=fire in
South Vietnam, a cessation of the 1.3, military involvement in South Vietnam, g total

The two South Vietnamese Partles shall settie together the internal matters of South
Vietnam within 3 months after the cease~fire comes into effect. From the enforcement
of the cease~-fire to the Installation of the government formed after free and
democratic generail elections, the two present administrations in South Vietnam shall
hold consultations with a view to the exercise of the South Vietnamese people's right
to self-determination, achieving national concord, ensuring the democratic liberties
of the South Vietnamese pPeople, and forming an administration of national concord,
which shall have the task or promoting the South Vietnamese parties' implementation or
the slgned agreements and organizing general elections in South Vietnam,

This Iinitiative of the Government of the Democratic Republie of Vietnam brought the
negotiations on the Vietnam problem. which had dragged on for 4 years, onto the path
to a settlement, The American side itselfr admitted that the drarft "agreement on ending
the war and restoring peace in vietnam" put forward by the DRV side was indeed an
important and very fundamental document whiazh opened up the way to an early settlement.

It is a Plty that now that an agraement: has Leen reached at the taiks and a date has
been fixed for the signing of the "agreements on ending the war and restoring peace in
Vietnam, " the Ameriran side has put up new sbstaeles o avoild implementing what the
two sides have agreed upon. At fre same time, to deal with Public opinion, the
American side manes belleve that it is striving far a peaceful settiement of the
Vieftnam probism, thant tra war Wili wnd soon,

For fhis reason, the DRY Guvernment . an Qech, 26 1372, was forced to maws a shatement
N tre state OF nagotiations to help tre public sce the trutr.,

After readicg vat tre main Paragraphs of tris staverant, Mintster Xuan Tsuy conclgded -

Ag printed vyt hy tes statement o the DRV Iovernmant | Yrpde informarion Y5 in the

o e - N T oom e = ¥
ABberesl A1 peses and w4 mo waw aifent trensgotisnions,

Irods clesr vis svery COndAtion Le avallabie row for g Frmpt s=thiemant of the
02 L5808 2y o Kre insnant restoration of -ane,  The paint s tkat ire Miyon

Viato;
adnirigt a0 onysh o cameigte oy impliement whnt pas hean agresd uwenn by tre DRV and Ska

LA RS
Inited Stales,
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Any pretext of the American side fop delaying the slgning of peace will not hold
water, but will cnly show that the Nixcen administration, while speaking of Peace, is
actually making war., [This is the only version of Xuan Thuy's speech monitered frem
VNA transmitters, ]

In her speech, RSV Foreign Minister Nguyen Thi Binh pointeq cut: To break the long
deadleocik at this conference and pave the way for a correct settlement to the Vietnam
issue, the PRGRSV, on Sept. 11, 1972, made public an important statement on the ending
of the U.S. war of aggression and the restoration of peace In Vietnam, The PRGRSV, for
the same purpoese., completely agreed with the DRV Government on the conduct of private
meetings between the DRV and the United States.

Thanks to these efforts, the DRV and the United States have arrived at an agreement,
whose mailn contents are in line with themain principles and contents of the peace
broposals of the PRORSV. Suceh an agreement, once sigred, will meet the desire of the
Vietnamese people, the American people, and broad Sections of the world Public. It
will provide the 3South Vietnamese parties with good opportunities to settle
satisfactorily the internal affairs of Jouth vietnam, The 7¥.3. side, despite its own
agreement and pledge, has many times sought to obstruct and delay the signing of

this agreement. One of the main pretexts it makes is the difriculties in Saigon, Of
course, it Is universal knowledge that Nguyen Van Thieu is a dictator, a war-seeker
and a fascist, an obstacle to Peace and national concord in Scuth Vietnam. ‘This
corroborates the PRGRSV in its oft-repeated affirmation that if the U.S, Government
continues baecking Nguyen Van Thieu, it can never end its involvement in Vietnam, This
also shows that if peace is to be had at all, the U.S. must terminate its support for
the clique or war-mengers now in power in Sailgon, and Nguyen Van Thieu must resign.

On the other hand, Nguyen Van Thieu, put in place, kept and commanded by the ¥.s.
cannot reslst whatever policies and decisions of the U.5. The U.8.. therefore, cannot
Pretext Thieu's reaction to delay the implementation of what has been agreed upon.

So doing, the U.3. Government only shows its obdurate stand and bad faith. It will
show that 1t does not want a peaceful settlement of the Vietnam issue, that it seeks
te prolong negotiations to fool the public and serve its "Vietnamization" policy.

In such a situation, the PRGRSV fully supports the DRV Gevernment in lssuing the
Oet. 26, 1972 statement on the state of negotiations to make the public see the truth.

The PRGRSV foreign minister stressed in conclusion: The PRGRSV delegation once again
arfirms its correct stand, its good faith and its seriousness at the Paris conference
on Vietnam.

Victimized by the U.3. war of aggression for decades now, the Scuth Vietnamese pecple,
more than anyone else, desire peace. But that must be peace in independence and
freedom,

As long as the 7.S. continues its war of aggression, the South Vietnamese people,
together with their compatriots in the whole country and in firm solidarity with the
brother peoples of Cambedia and Laos, will fight on t11l the obtainment of their

sacred objectives,

The U.S. delegate, confronted with this truth, became confused and tried to beat about
the bush,

The next session will be held on November 2, 1972.

- 0 =
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Xuan Thuy's Press Conference

[Transeript or DRY Press briefing by Xuan Thuy (vice Nguyen Thanh Le), October 26, 1972}
My dear fri?nds, today I set forth the reasons why the Government or the DRV was

obliged to issue the statement of O¢tober 26, 1972. T also set forth the essentigl
content of the statement made by the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. our governmentis

statement and my statement today are alrezdy in your hands. I am now ready to
answer your questions,

Question: Nahon, Radio Monte Carlo. What is the only obstacle to peace at the
Present time?

Answer: 1t should bpe pointed out that the U.3, reached agreement with the DRV on

an agreementlon ending the war in Vietnam ang restoring peace in Vietnam. The U.3.
alsc reached agreement.with the DRV party on the time~table for slgning this agreement
The U.S. is now putting forward one pretext after another in order not to keep its
commitments, This is the only obstacle at the present time,

Question: Bousquet, ORTF~TV. Mr Minister, would you agree to the U.S. postponing
this date of October 31 once again to some ulterior date and what would be the

deadline for the signing of an agreement insofar as the North Vietnamese side is
concerned?

Answer: You have read our statement, the DRV's statement. In this statement we made
it known that these timetables ‘were proposed by the American party. fThe U.S. sought’
to modify these timetables three times, therefore we believe that the date of October
31 1s the date the U.S. must stick to in fulfilling its commitments,

Question: Bousguet, ORTF=TV. Is this a deadline?
Answer: We have already provided clarification in our statement,
Question: Kalisher, CBS. Are ¥ou expecting any further meetings with Mr Kissinger?®

Answer: With regard to the agreement in question, the two parties were in accord
on everything included in this agreement. Therefore, the essential point now is
to await Cctober 31 to sign the said agreement,

Question: De Gunzburg, AFP. What will the DRVIs attitude be if the U.8. wants not
only teo change the date of the signing of the agreement but alsoc insists on renegotia-
ting certain aspects, as seems to be the case?

Answer: We have shown maximum goodwill. If the U.3. continues to advance further
timetables and new pretexts, that proves it is seeking to prolong the negotiations
and the war.

Question: Fedmont, Westinghouse, Mr Minister, do you think that the U.3. should
sign the agreement now even if there are obJections from the Saigon administration?

Answer: The U.S. told us that both parties should reach agreement with their allies
in order to be able toc sign the agreement in question. Therefore, the American party
Wwas to obtain agreement from the Saigon administration or from other allies.

Everyone knows that the Saigon administration was set up by the U.3., to c¢laim that
Saigon has created difficulties is to establish a pretext for prolonging the
negotiations and the war.

Question: Ullman, AFP. Mr Minister, on his way out Mr Porter spoke of an undere-
standing which was apparently reached not to reveal tet the terms of the declaration.

4
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ment from Saigon2

Answer There was no understanding on this subject. Just a while dgo during the
se¢ssion I gave the reasons why the Government of the DRV was obliged to issue the
statement in Question. Mr Porter made the following remark: "I am surprised that
You have chosen to Teveal the content of the private talks," 1 answered as follows:
"Tive already stated the reasons why our government issued this statement, but you
will have to agree that 1if you want to talk about disclosing the content of the secret
talks, the American party has so far on Several occasions disclosed the content of
the private talks." g ¢orrchorate this T Quoted the following statement made by
Pregident Nixon on January 25, 1972, when he Presented the American partyis 8 points
after having Presented them in the secret talks. Here ig Fresident Kixonis sentence:
"The best #ay to serve peace is to make bublic the proposals which we have put
forward in the private meetings, "

Question: Rolfson, BpC: Mr Minister, I have two questions: vou saild that in your
original proposition in Cctober there were two points of disagreement on which you
accepted the Ameriecan proposition, Could you specilfy what these two points were#
And could You say on the 22nd or October in what form President Nixon gave perscgnal
approval to both the text of the agreement and the timetable?

Answer: I should like to provide c¢larirications on the two rem2ining questions
following the October 17 private meeting. The frirst Question deals with the
replacement of the two South Vietnamese partiesf weapons after the cease-rire. rThis

is the sentence: "Phe two South Vietnamese rarties will be authorized to replace
Periocdically weapons, ammunition and war material which has been worn out or damaged
after the cease-fire on the following basis: one rfor cne, with the same characteristics
and properties, under the supervision of two South Vietnamese parties: Joint military
commission and of the international control and supervision commission.

Thus the American party feels it is not responsible for the detention of these persons,
It claims that this responsibility falils upon the Saigon administration,

Settlement of the Vietnamese problem, we reached agreement with the American party,

on this question: The return of captured military personnel and foreign civilians of
the parties will taxe place parallel to the withdrawal of American troops. ([Answer as
repeated in English) With our goodwill and with a view to reaching an early, peaceful
settlement of the Vietnam problem we agreed with the U.S, side on the following: The
return of the captured military men and captured people of the parties will pe
completed, will be carried out parallel with and completed on the same day as the

U.5. treop withdrawal,

Question: {Several Journalists at once). If there 1is a difference between the two
translations..,which should we go by?
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Avﬁger; In the Engliisn vers.on, the wurd {fureign  was smitted. ... If vou like we
wai%urepeab; The return of the parties captured military personnei andufcrE1gn
civilians will take piace pareilel to the truop withdrawal and Will be coempleted
w1 the dare of the completion of this withdrawal,

quesiicn. Withdrawal of what troops?
Answer: The American troops.

Question: @ullivan, Baltimore SUN. Is this formuiaticn more recent or mcre sccurate
than the one which we have on page 4 of the statement, where 1t says that "the re-
lease of all persons of the various parties captured and held, parallel to the with-
drawzl &f the American troops'e

Answer. Concerning the case of Vietnamese civilians in South Vietnam captured by dne
party or the other, that is, the Zaigon administration, or the PRG, the two South
Vietnamese parties will consuit to settle this question within a pericd of % months,
to wipe out hatred and achieve national conecord.

Question: Kalisher, CBS. After a periad of 3 months or within a period of 3 months?
Answer: Within 3 months.

Question: Redmont, Westinghouse. The other part of the questiocn was on the form of
Presldent Nixon's message.

Answer: Excuse me, but we are not in a position tc provide details on tnis question.
I hope you wiil understand.

Guestion: Lewls, New York TIMES. Mr Xuan Truy, in the statement you taik of pro-
posals put forward by your government on Uctober 8. Did the Amerlcan Government,
for ita part, put forWard any propasais?

knswer:  On Octuber 8, we put forward a new .nitiative to end tre war in Vietnam and
tu restore peace. This initiative takes the folilowlng rorm: We pubt forward a draft
agreement on the emd of the war and cthe restoration of peace in Vietnam. And we pro-
puseld that The Governmeat of the Demvecratic RKepublic of Vietnam, with the apprcval of
vhe Praovisional Revaoluticnary Governmenti of The Republie of SOuth Vietnam and tre
Lorred States with the approval of the Republiec of Vietnam proceed to the signing
GIothlis agreement to end the war, and the american party agreed Yo tnis initiative.
il appreciated our initiative.

=.&8% 0 Edith Deniart, FAR EASTERN SUCHUNMIC REVIEW. Mr Minister. you explained to
what the i Soatn Vietnamese parties were b agree on Tne questiocn of poiivical
LnoSouth Vietnam.  Ned Ln 5., &t *ne end o the paragrapr:. yo. ment:un
*ine two Soutn Vieinamese parties wiil reach agreement un iaternai

R
PLLSHErS
e Fecl thnal
GLEBTLOAS 1n F0.th Vietnem'. Couid vou give zwme indication of what ovher Scuth
vietiamese questions will be ggreed upe. sside from the guestion of civilian priscners?

Bnswer: The internst questions in Souwrn Vietnam are the following: For example,
tne question of demdcratic freedoems for tne peopie, the guestion of the organization
of eleetions in South Vietnam, the questvisn o' trhe establishment of & national
cuuncil for recunciliation and naticnal concord--centraliy and on the varic.us

lower levels.

Questifn:  Sulllvan, Baltimore SUN. Mr Minister, certain American circles have reported
a parzliel understanding according to which the North Vietnamese troups, if there were

any in the south, would withdraw to the nurth at the time of the cease-fire. <{culd you
tell us whether such a clause or agreement exists?
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Answer: Our guvernment’s statement also discussed this guestion, I should iike to
make our peint of view clear. fhe °nliy aggressor in South Vietnam is the Uniteq
States. American dircrart, mareover, have bombed North Vietnam and has recently
mined the harbors and waterways or North vietnan. Theresfore, the Vietnamese pecyie,
in the south as in the north, have a perfect right to uppose the 3gEression committed
on Vietnamese s01ij. Te claim that North Vietnam 1is committing aggression against
South Vietnam in order to demand mutual withdrawal afterwards amounts to putting for-
ward a line of reasoning designed to Justiry aggression, to Justiry prolonging the
war. For our part, we have alrezdy, and on many occasions, rejected this false line
of reasoning.

Question: Bousquet, ORTR.-TV. Mr Minister, would You accept the medification on one
or several of the nine peints in the agreement reached between Washington and Hanoi
between now and the official signing of this agreement?

Answer: For the moment, I can tell you simply that the text of the agreement wasg
accepted by the United States and the DRv.

Question: Bousquet, ORTF-PV. Compromise is sti11 possible on one of the nine points=?
Answer: I have nothing to add on this subject.

Question: De Qunzburg, AFP. I have two questlons, one on content, one on form. con-
cerning the publication of the agreements, the minister saiqg that Quring the session

Answer: After my answer to Mr Porter, which you were glven a while agoe, Mr Porter con-
tented himself with remailning silent.

Question: De Gunzburg, AFP. My second question is on paragraph 6 of the agreements ,
where the four member joint military commission 1is discussed--this 1s quite clear--
but I wonder if the minister could provide some clarification coneerning the inter-

pation of the four permanent members of the Security Council has been discussed. I

DRV is on this subject.

Answer: In light of the fact that these agreements have not yet been signed, I am
not in a position to disclose Wwhat countries have been proposed for participation in

this conference.

Question: Nahon, Radio Monte carlo. Mrs Binh said she would see us next Thursday.

By next Thursday, October 31 will have passed, should we understand by this that

the negotiaticns will continue or that on the other hand You might take the initiative
of breaking off the negotiations if this date is not respected by the Americans?

Answer: Wailt and you will find out when the day comes.
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Question: Valery, New York DAILY NEWS. I would Iike to understand clearly the
Teéasons for this press conference today. What éxactly 1s the situation today on

the talks with the Americans. The impression which one has from your statement ig
as follows:

The Americans apparently requested on October 23rd the renegotiation of gertain points
in the 9 points whiceh you had agreed on with them. Is this acecurate? In this event
what 1s 1t they want to renegotiate? And 1f it is not correct, what are your reasons
for doubting that the Americans will sign this agreement on Cetober 317 po ¥ou have
specific reasons fopr doubting that the Americans will sign this agreement on October
31st as they apparently committed themselves to doo

Answer: The U.S. has already agreed with us on this question and now they are creat-
ing new obstacles, taking difficulties encountered in Saigon as a pretext. We believe
that this attitude on the part of the U.S. proves that it is seeking to prolong the
negotiations and the war. This ie why we demand that the American party inplement

the agreements whicnh have already been reached.

Question: Behr, NEWSWEEK. Could you tell us through what channel this request for
renegotiation reached you? Was 1t a personal message from Mr Kissinger or did it
reach you through the American delegation in Paris?

Answer: Just a while ago, one of our journalists friends asked a similar question and
I said that you should understand that we are not in position to answer these ques -~
tions for the time being.

Question: (Woman journalist from a Salgon paper). What do you think of the statement
made by Mr Tran Van Lam, foreign minister of the Republiec of Vietnam? Mr Lam stated
that the cease-fire will not be declared, decided upon before November 77

Answer: The Saigon administration is free to think whatever it pleases,

Question: Freudenheim, Chicago DATLY NEWS. Mr Minister, you said that the two parties,
the DRV and the American party, reached agreement on October 22. Are ¥You saying that
the American party agreed unconditionally without any reference to the Saigon ad-
ministration?

Answer: The U.S. created the Saigon administration, and the U.S. stated that it
could represent the Saigen administration in the bilateral conversations.

Question: Rosenberg, AP. Excuse me, but we have not been able to hear all the ques -
tions, perhaps this question has already been asked. I would 1ike tO ask whether

you would continue the negutiation either here at Avenue Kleber or in private if the
agreement 1s not signed on Qctober 31st?

Answer: Just a while ago I already toid a journalist friend: "Wait and youill see
on October 31st."

Question: Sal Tass, HET PAROOL. 1In your statement you talk about a tripartlite govern-
ment and you continue to gsay that the two South Vietnamese parties will consult. One

of these parties is either the Thieu Government or the government of concord. 1In
general, what will be the roie of the Thieu administration after the agreement?

Answer: Could you please repeat that? I did not understand.

Question: Sal Tass, HET PAROOL. Pipst of all, you talk about a tripartite govarnment.
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Then you 5ay that the two South Vietnamese Parties will consult. Now who 1s the
Second party, the first is Your party, then is it the government of concord or the
Thieu government? And in general, what will pe the role of the Thieu government after
the Signing or the agreement?

each other two armies, two administrations and three politieal foreces. This is why
when we spoke of 3 3-month period following a cease-fire, that is, during this period
the two South Vietnamese parties will enter into consultations, I am talking about the
PRGR3V and the Republic of Vietnam,

Question: Lewils, New York TIMES. 1In the agreement which you conecluded with the
American Government dig ¥ou deecide upon the third component, the other political rorees
which ought to represent it, and if not by what Procedure will they be chosen?

Answer: The agreement in question makes it clear that while the tweo administrations
exlst, one barallel to the cther, that i1s, the PRGRSV and the Government of the
Republic of Vletnam, there will exist alongside a hational council fopr reconciliation
and nationzl concord with three e€qual components,

Questio:- Lewls, New York TIMES. That did not answer my gquestion, How will the thirgd
component be chosen and if this has not already been decided between Your government
and the U.8, by what preocedure w1ll the choice be made?

Answer: I do not wish to go inte details on this question but I believe that by
reading the PRG's statements, the seven points, the two clarified points, the
September 11 statement, you soyld obtain some indication of the procedure eoncerning
the third component. In particular the PRG's September 11 statement provided
specific indications concerning the third component,

Question: Randal, Washington POST., Mp Minister, when the Americans spoke about the
difficulties which made the signature of this agreement impossible on the date which
has been agreed upen, did they provide any details on the nature of the difficulties

Answer: Just a while ago I answered a Journalist friend bY¥ saying that I gqig not
believe in the actual existence of these difficulties encountered by the American
party. I still c¢onsider these so-called difficulties as a Pretext for prolonging the
negotiations and the war.

Question: Randal, Washingten POST. All right, I accept your thesis but did the
Americans give any details on these s0-called difficulties?

Answer: The American party contented itselfwithsaying that it had not obtained
Saigon's approval,

Question: Sedbon, REUTER. Mp Minister, up to this morning the tripartite government
was being discussed, This morring thig expression disappeared, replaced by the term
"admintstrative structure” or "national eouncil”., Is this the same thing?

Answer: It Should be pointed out that logie requires the formation of a tripartite
government of national concord in keeping with the PRG's proposal angd without paralilei
existence of two administrations,

(o
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But pre:i;ely because the DRV and the PR3, having demonstrated their goodwill . accerted
the formula of a qational council of reconciliation and ratisral concord, which I
Just mentioned. [as received)

Question: Behr, NEWSWEEK. When was the second formula accepted, did this occur for
example in the past 48 hours?

Answer: During the course of the privafte negetiating ard discussion proscess.

Qgestion: Tim Craery, SOUTHERN NEWS SERVICE Canada. Has there been agreement on the
line of demarecation between the two jurisdictions in South Vietnam?

Answer: The agreement mentions a cease=fire in place.

Question: Tim Craery, SOUTHERN NEWS SERVICE Canada. Did the two parties to the
talks agreed on who oecupied what territory?

Answer: These are very concrete matters and they cannot be decided upon before the
act goes into efrfect.

Question: Edith Lenart, FAR EASTERN ECONOMIC REVIEW. Mr Minister, you said that
the Americans want to prolong the negotiating process. Do you think that 1t is
because it will be easier for Mr Nixon to put pressure on President Thieu after the
elections than to do so ncw to obtain the agreement of the Republic of South Vietnam
on the signing of the agreement which you have concluded®?

Answer: With regard to the election in the U.3, it should be said that it is the
Americans who will be going to the polls, I am not eligible to, therefore I have

no opinion on this matter, As for what Mr Nixon really thinks, it is hard for me to know
this. All I know is that at the present time the American party is seeking to prelong
the negotiations and to prolong the war.

Question: Bousquet, ORTF-TV. Mr Minister, I should like to return to the guestion
which Mrs Lewis asked you coneerning the choice of the men of the third component,
the neutralist component. Without going into details I would like to know whether
this choice will be made by Saigon or the PRG or by the rfour deiegations to the Paris
conferences?

Answer: The PRG*s September 11 statement made it clear that concerning the
formation of a tripartite provisional govermment o7 national coneord the PRG will
name the members of the first component, the republiic of Vietnam will vame the
members of the 2nd component, and the FRE and the Aepublic of Vietnam==that is
Saigon==will enter into consultation %o name the members of the third compeonent,
Now I believe that this prinaiple‘wili be applied aise for the establishment of
the national council of reconcilatiorn and national concord,

Question: FRlora Lewis, New York TIMES. Did the Americans accept this?

Answer: We believe that the PRG!s proposal is desigred to banish hatred and achieve
national concord in South Vietram. But Mr Thieu on the 2%ther hand in his last speech,
on the 24th, showed himself to be hostile to the third component.

Question: Sal Tass, HET PAROOL., What is the difference between this administration
and provisional government?

Answer: The difference is in the following: 1If a provisional government of national
cohcord existed, there would hot be paralled existence of two administrations in

South Vietnam,



Iv, 27 0ct 72 K 15 NORTH VIETNaM
0n the other hand, .r 3 national council of reconcilation and national Conicord exigts

Thank you for your attention,
GEN VO VAN 3UNG MEETS WITH FRSNCH FOREIGN MINISTER

For an AFPP report on the meeting at which Gen Vo Van 3ung gave French Foireign Minister
Schumann a copy of the DRV Government statement see the France section of the
27 October Latin America & Western Europe DAILY REPORT.

FORHEIGN MINISTRY SPOKESMAN S5CQRES 25 OCT U.S. BOMBINGS
Hano: Domestic Service in Vietnamese 1802 GMT 26 Qct 72 3
[26 October statement by DRV Forelgn Ministry spokesman]

[Text| The U.8, imperialists on 726 October continued to send aircraft to strike
barbarously at many populcous areas in Thanh Hoa, Nghe An, Ha Tinh, and Quang Binh
Provinces and in the Vinh Linh zone,

On the same day, U.S. B-52!3 carpet-bombed a number of places in Quang Binh Province,
The U.3. aircrart rained bombs and shells on agricultural cooperatives of Van Xuan
in Xuan Lam village, Xuan Nguyen in Xuan Binh village, Chon Thanh and Tien Tien in
Me Lam village, and Xuan Tinh in Tinn Hai village, on Khe Sanh dam in Vinh Giang
distriet, Thanh Hoa Province, and in the (Trinh Mon) farm ir Quynh Son village,
Quynh Luu distriect, Nghe An Province, killing or wounding many civilians and
extensively destroying the Vietnamese people’ig homes ‘gnd broperty,

In an attempt tc deceive public opinion in the United States and elsewhere in the
world, the Nixon administration has ballyhoced incessantly that it will end the
war and that it is negotiating 5eriously to sclve the Vietnam problem, However, the

day and night to conduct extermination bombings on and strafe many municipalities,
criies, towns, and population centers of the BRV. These criminal war acts of the
Nixen administration Prove that the United States does nct have a serious attitude
and good will for negotiation to end the war and restore peace in Vietnam,

The DRV Foreign Ministry vehemently denounces ang strictly condemns these savage war
acts by the Nixon administration, and resolutely demands that it immediately end

the bembing and strafing of North Vietnam, the mining and blockade of North Vietnamese
harbors, and all other acts encroaching on DRV sovereignty and securitvy,

The Nixon administration must bear full responsibility for all the grave consequences
arising from its war acts in Vietnam.
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