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The attached example of administration doublespeak is especially
interesting in vewy of an argument advanced by Franz Schurmann a

couple of days ago. He holds that the main purpose of Kissinger's

trip to Peking was to persuade the Chinese NOT to intervene in the

war in Vietnam. He based this mainly on two factors. One was a statement
by the Chinese that the stepped up bombing of North Vietnam was a threat
to China's national interest. The other is that this bombing campaign
involves doing things we did only in a limited way from 1965-28'or
didn't do at all: that is, we are now trying to destooy the country's
physical plant -- the rail lines, the dykes, the hydroelectric dams.

- Schurmann holds that the Chinese statement about their national
interest being threatened alludes to this new increased bombing and
that they are no more likely to sit around doing nothing than they
were in 1950 when MacArthur went into North Korea and approached the
Chinese border. For one thing, bombing the dykes and dams means
flooding the entire Red River delta, which will result in mass starvation,
which the Chinese will therefore have to help take care of. They are
not going to take this, he contends, and can be expected to send in
troops, if only to the extent of the 60,000 or so they had in the
country between 1965 and 1968 to help keep the rail line open.

Schurmann says that in 1966 the Chinese in Paris leaked to the
French the three conditions under which they would have to intervene
to save Hanoi and which he says were widely accepted to reflect no more
thanroutine Chinese self-interest. ~Thede weére 1,7 If the U.S. bombed
Chimgse territory, %4 or pursued North Vietnamese Migs to Chinese
fields or bombed stockpiles along the border, or 2) if the U.S. should
actually invade North. Vietnam, and 3, if the U.S. destroys the North
..-.Vietnamese dyke system. . :

All this takes on added interest when considered against the
background of the Gen. Lavelle caper. Schurmann beléves Nixon has
caved in to the Joint Ché&éfs, who have wanted to do this all along.

He suggests Kissinger has been tdlling the Bhinese, look, don't freak
out, this is no threat to your security. And Chou is saying, it IS

a threat to our security, we have commitments and will keep them. If
you want to-solve this, make peace with Hanoi and the R NLF with -~
the 7-point peace proposal. If the bombing continues, says
Schurmann, the Chinese will have to intervene whether they want to

or not., If Nixon stops it, assuming he can, the Chinese may hold off.
But it's up to Nixon.
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A. Kissinger said today after
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* there is still no clear indica-
_tion of Hanoi interest in seri-
-ous negotiations. to end thn
Vietnam War. e

Kissinger saxd -also in
briefing newsmen. at..the
White House -that all major

nations favor an ‘énd to the
Indéchina War, and that he
Ching’

Presidential advisér Henry -
returning from ‘Peking that -

- ~=From Page 1.
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currenﬂy is reviewing itn
' poliey. ‘The Nixon Adminis- :

‘traﬂon aim is to bring mat-

ters to a point where sub-
. stantive diplomatic negotia-
-, tions ‘can he held, he said.
He said that, when serious
iations do take place, it
U.S." view that they
should be between the U.S.
and North Vietnam directly,
“at the Puris conference ta- '
- ble or elsewhere.

He zaid the USS. reeogniz-

es that Hanol's leaders, hav-

ing fought for so long for
their cause, won't surrender
their- destiny to others by
having others negotiate a
scttlement in their behaif.

Before the briefing by Kis-
singer, the White House is-
sucd a joint: statement that
said Kissinger and the
Chinese leaders had held

‘“extensive,- earne st -and

fr«mk" talks.

- The four - sentence USs. -
Chlnese statement on Kissin-

do _ger’s five days of discus-

,’.linger said therve -was:
est in serious negotiatiops.

élbar indication, but we are
‘ g the subject "and
when we do have it we'li ve-
;ume negotiations antm wil)

~Turnto Page 4, Col.§

AT e i

" En-lad

clear sign yet ofﬂindinht---_‘_

“We:have not yet had sny

sions with Premier. Chou
and  other ‘Chinese

'

+.Jeaders -in Psking ‘gave ne--~-—

“details on the substauce of
. the talks.

" Kissinger returned to
" 'Washington yesterday and

. prompily reported to Presi-

: " dent Nixon,

The text of thejothS -

; Chinese statement as issued
by the White House:

“Premier Chou En-lai of
thc -People’s Republic of

- ficials held discussions with -

Dr. Henry A. Kissinger, as-.
sistant to the U.S, President

for the national security af-

fairs and his. party, from
¢ .June 19 to 23, 1972,

“The talks were extensive,
. sarnest and frank.

" Chintg and: other Chinese of- -

“They consisted of con- !

- ’crete consultations to pro-
“mote the normalization of
‘relations between the two
-countries and an exchange

© of issues of common inter-

est.’
“Both sides agreed -on the

usefulness of. the consulta- .

tions which were foreseen in
the Sino-U.S. joint commu-
nique of February, 1972, and

on the desirability of con-

tinuing them.”
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* A number of Well in-
formed crities of the Viet-
nam war, includmg some.

- “men still serving in the’

government, said In inter-
views yesterday that there

is no evidence to support.
. repeated assertions by Ha-
noi :'EFe United States hbas .
sendeliberately bombl
bee N g ,whohaducauibmostm-
> -telligence materist” while in

The interviews weré con-

" ‘ducted in response to Te-

newed charges by the North

.Vietnamese that the water-

ways in the North are being

: :nystematically destmyed hy '

S. bombs
nmms il
" Vo Van sung & ;namber

_}of the North Vietasmene del-
egation at' the peace talks,
‘told a nsws conference .in .

Paris Thursday that U.S.
aircraft had attacked dikes
68 times from April 10

through June 10. dropping-
665 bombs along the Red riv-_.
_er and other waterways. -

“I fnow for a fact that the
target Hats 49 not include
dikes,” 'oiie . wellinformed

former . oftieal #eid. “'If we

wanted ‘to: Mthun we
would,”.. . :
This - afficial, - 'ho " just

recently Jeft, government,
said that. the-Un States
las *tpo Tiitle to gain from

such ‘8 ‘risk."” The source,

the government, added that
the occasional bombing of a
dike, whether by error or
because of a pilot's sheer vi-
olation of rules, was impos-
sible to rule out.

. .SERGEANTS
“In. fact,”’ he said, “we
had some photos earlier this

‘year of dikes that were hit,
but I just: can't believe it

- was donebw policy.”

“T'wo. former photo intelli-

gence specialists for the Air |

Force also said that to their
knowledge the waterways of
North Vietnam were never
tatgetzd for destruetion.
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