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Text of Statement by Bruce at Peace Talks in Paris 
Andel to The New York Ones 

PARIS, July 15—Following 
is the text of the opening re-
marks today by David K. E. 
Bruce, the United States dere-
gate at the 121st plenary ses- 
sion of the Paris meetings on 

' Vietnam: 
Last week our side pro-

posed a restricted session in 
the hope of creating a better 
atmosphere for serious nego-
tiation at these meetings. We 
regret that you did not accept 
this approach. Our task here 
is made more difficult, and 
the cause of peace come- 
spondingly suffers. We urge .- 
you to reconsider our pro-
posal. 

In the meantime, let me 
try another approach which 
might make our deliberations 
here more useful. At the last 
session your side raised four 
questions directed to us on 
the subject of your latest pro-
posals. I should like to an-
swer them now and ask you 
some questions in turn. Per-
haps through this means we 
could begin a useful dialogue 
between our two sides which 
could Make these meetings 
prodtictive. 

First, you asked whether 
we agree to consider your 
seven points as a basis for .  
negotiation. Our answer is 
that we are willing, as we 
have often said, to consider 
for negotiation any proposals 
that have been or may be 
put forward here by your 
side, as well as by -OUT own. 

This is why we have been 
and are studying your latest 
proposals carefully' and seek-
ing to explore them further 
with you to ascertain wheth-
er they might contribute to-
ward a negotiated settlement. 
We expect you to take a 
similar attitude toward the 
points and proposals raised 
by oar side. This, it seems to 
me, is the essence of any, 
serious negotiation. 

Second, you ask which of 
your seven points we agree 
with and which we do not, 
which points we consider 
positive and which are unac-
ceptable to us. In order to 
make a full response, we will 
need much more explanation 
froth you as to what your 
various points actually mean. 
`Superficial and Misleading' 
For instance, we note 

what seems to be a greater 
willingness on your part to 
commit yourselves specifical-
ly to the release-of prisoners 
of war in conjunction with 
troop withdrawals.,  However, 
you deal with this complex 
issue in a highly superficial 
and misleading manner. 

You gloss over the fact 
that you still seem to be ask-
ing acceptance by us of the 
same fundamental objectives  

you have always sought 
here—the total, uncondition- 
al withdrawal of U.S. farceS 
without any previous nego-
tiation- on the subject and our 
acquiescence in your demand 
that We impose a govern-
ment on the South Vietna-
mese people. This is an ex-
ample of why there is doubt-
whether your proposals are 
reasonable and why, further 
explanation and clatification 
by you is necessary. 

Third, you „ask whether we 
are prepared to set immedi-
ately a date in 1971 for the 
total ' withdrawal of our 
forces from South Vietnam. 
The answer is that

. 
 we have 

long been ready to negotiate 
a timetable for complete 
withdrawals as part of an 
over-all settlement. But the 
fixing of a withdrawal date 
must be the result of a 
genuine negotiating process, 
not a price we must first 
pay just for negotiations to 
begin or a unilateral action 
we must take because you 
so dictate.: 

Fourth, Fourth, yoq ask aboht our 
intentions regarding the 'gov-
ernment of the Republic of 
Vieth-am. Our answer to this 
has always been. perfectly 
clear, I 'repeat it once .again 
today. The South Vietnamese 
people must be allowed to 
determine themselves' their 
own political future. The 
United States will not iniT  
pose any government on 
South Vietnam, nor will it 
be a party to any such im-
position. You should be under 
no illUsions on this score. 

A General Observation 
Let me now ask you to 

reply to some specific ques-
tions concerning your latest 
proposals. Before I do so, I 
should like to make one gen-
eral observation. You have 
advertised your proposals as 
a simple trade which would 
result in the release of prison-
ers of war concurrently with 
the total withdrawal of 
American and allied forces. 
Yet it appears that you hive. 
yourselves applied far-reach-
ing and self-serving condi-
tions to prisoner release, 
which are as harsh and-com-
prehensive as anything you 
have , previously insisted 
upon. 

Perhaps your answers to 
my questions will provide a 
clearer and more encouraging 
indication of your real inten-
tions. My questions are: 

First, are you putting these 
proposals forth as the only 
basis for-negotiation here, or 
you willing to consider and 
discuss our proposals as well? 

Second, when you describe 
in Point 1 certain sweeping 
measures which the United 
States .must accept "without 
posing any conditions what- 

soever," are you saying that 
we must agree to your series 
of arbitrary demands without 
any discussion or negotiation 
on them? 

Third, what do you Mean 
when you say that the parties 
will "agree on the modalities" 
of troop withdrawals and 
prisoner release? Is this sim-
ply another way of saying 
that we must take unilateral 
action first, i.e., fix a date for 
our withdrawal as you define 
and prescribe it, without any 
negotiation beforehand and 
without any firm commit-
anent on your part to do any-
thing? 

Which P.O.W.'s Are Included? 
Fourth, when you speak 

of release of prisoners of 
war, do you include those 
men captured by yom forces 
or forces under your control 
in Laos and Cambodia? How 
many prisoners,,. from our 
side do you plan to release, 
and who are they? Do you 
also intend to provide what-
ever information 3rau have 
on our missing in action in 
Southeast Asia? 

Fifth, spokesmen for your 
side have recently given the 
impression that Military and 
political questions Could be 
dealt with separately. This is 
not apparent • from your 
seven points, in which, for  

example, you still link the 
problein of cease-fire to the 
prior satis 'action of your po-
litical den ands. 

There is no more pressing 
military question than the 
need, to top the killing 
throughou Indochina. Are 
you now 	to consider 
cease-fire separately and join 
us in a real effort to end 
the fighting first? I earnestly 
hope your answer is yes, for 
I can think of nothing more 
universally desired or more 
helpful to setting the stage 
for serious negotiations on 
all the other issues at stake 
here. 	. 

I look  II  forward to your 
answers tO these questions, 
either now or in a subse-
quent session or in any other 
appropriate forum. I hope 
you will give them serious 
thought and will answer in 
a way that enhances our 
prospects for success here. 


