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PARIS, May 4—Following 
are the texts of a statement 
at the Vietnam peace talks 
today by William J. Porter 
ef the United States and of 
his comment to the press 
after the session, and of a 
similar comment by Mrs. 
Nguyen Thi Binh of the Com-
munist side, as well as ex-
cerpts fro mMrs. Binh's state-
ment during the meeting. Mrs. 
Binh's statement was sup-
plied in English by the Viet-
cong delegation; her comment 
to the press was translated 
from the French by The New 
York Times. 

By Mr. Porter 
AT THE CONFERENCE 
Ladies and gentlemen: 
When we agreed last week 

to your pressing.  demands 
that these plenanes be re-
sumed, we posed then the 
question of whether you 
were prepared to discuss, as 
a matter of first priority, the 
ending of your invasion of 
South Vietnam and the with-
drawal of your divisions 
back to North Vietnam. Our 
proposal, as you know, pro-
vided for a corresponding 
reduction in the level of ac-
tivity undertaken against 
North Vietnam in response 
to your invasion of South 
Vietnam. 

You have not yet 'replied 
to or commented on that im-
portant question. 

Moreover, while you were 
demanding a return to this 
table to "continue the work" 
for peace, what have you 
done.on the ground in South 
Vietnam? You continue your 
massive invasion in the most 
flagrant violation of the 1954 
Geneva accords and the 1968 
understandings. You have  

committed additional North 
Vietnamese troops to the 
battle. You have shelled and 
rocketed population centers 
such as Quangtri, Kontum 
and Anloc. Your divisions 
are marauding and killing 
helpless refugees throughout 
South Vietnam —a process 
you describe as assisting the 
South Vietnamese people to 
determine their own future. 
After we had agreed to re-
sume these plenaries in re-
sponse to your insistence, 
you—with cynical duplicity 
—stepped up the level of 
your all-out military aggres-
sion. 

You frequently profess your 
desire to resolve the issues 
by negotiation. I now ask you 
a number of questions de-
signed to make the record 
clear on this point. 

A Series of Questions 
First, are you prepared to 

discuss measures leading to 
the mutual de-escalation of 
the conflict? Specifically, will 
you discuss measures to end 
your invasion and withdraw 
your troops back to North 
Vietnam? 

Second, are you prepared 
to separate the consideration 
of military issues from that 
of political issues, along the 
lines of the proposal pre-
viously made to you? 

Third;  are you prepared to 
discuss a combination of this 
approach with that of an 
over-all political settlement, 
as proposed in our side's 

'eight points of Jan. 25? 
Fourth, are you willing to 

discuss the application of the 
terms of the Geneva conven-
tion to the prisoners of war 
held by both sides in the 
present conflict? 

Fifth, do you recognize 
that the negotiating process  

itself depends upon give-and-
take in negotiations and is 
negated by setting forth your 
demands on a take-it-or-leave-.  
it basis? Are you prepared to 
address yourselves construe,- 
tively to the proposals we 
have made for a settlement 
of the conflict? 

Sixth, will you discuss res-
toration by both sides of the 
status quo ante March 30, 
1972? 

Seventh, will you discuss a 
mutual return to he circum-
stances that surr untied the 
cessation of act of force 
against the D.R.V in 1968? 

Eighth, will you consider 
any political solution that 
does not include the over-
throw of the elected leader-
ship of South Vietnam and 
discuss these matters directly 
with the Government of the 
Republic of Vietnam as pres-

s ently constituted? 
Please respond to these 

questions as precisely and as 
explicitly as you can. You 
will of course understand that 
our judgment on the utility 
of continuing to have these 
meetings with yOu will de-
pend in great m sure upon 
the nature of yo response. 

TO THE P ESS 
You guessed it ight. They 

came back with o answers 
to any questions, either be-
cause they were not author-
ized to go into such matters 
or because they don't know 
what to say. Co sequently, 
Ambassador [P m Dam] 
Lam, speaking f. our side, 
told them we ould not 
agree to set a d te for the 
next meeting. No , don't get 
the idea that thi" is the re-
sult purely of t •is meeting 
held here today. It repre- 

sents also a complete lack 
of progress in every avail-
able channel. 

By Mrs. Binh 
AT THE CONFERENCE 
As far as the two key 

problems of a solution to the 
South Vietnam question are 
concerned; the way the U.S. 
Government poses the prob-
lem and the solution it con-
templates are in complete op-
position with that of the pro-
visional revolutionary gov-
ernment of the Republic of 
South Vietnam. 

1. Regarding the withdraw-
al of U. S. troops and the 
cessation of all U. S. military 
activities in Vietnam: 

The U.S. eight-point pro-
posal ambiguously puts forth 
"a total withdrawal from 
South Vietnam of all U.S. 
forces and other foreign 
forces within' six months of 
an agreement. So the U.S. 
Government not only refuses 
to set a precise date for the 
withdrawal of all its troops, 
but it also links such troop 
withdrawal to an agreement 
on an over-all solution. In 
other words, the United States 
refuses to pull out all its 
troops so long as a solution 
based on its own conditions 
has not been reached. This 
implies the maintenance of 
American troops in South 
Vietnam to exert pressure 
upon a political solution and 
to pose absurd conditions for 
the total , withdrawal of all 
American troops. 

Reality has clearly proved 
that the Nixon Administra-
tion has prolonged the U.S. 
military occupation of South 
Vietnam to back the Vietna- 
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i,
naization of the war. In 
act, concerning the dateline 
or the troop withdrawal, had 
he United States responded 

to our seven points, all the 
American troops would have 
returned home in 1971. 

The provisional revolution-
iry government of the Re- 
public of South Vietnam re-
jects the U.S. way of posing 
conditions and reaffirms: 
Since the United States has 
sent its troops to invade 
South Vietnam, it should end 
its aggression, stop all its 
military activities, rapidly and 
completely withdraw from 
South Vietnam all U.S. troops, 
4dvisers, military personnel, 

Ii
eapons and war materials 
nd those of the other for-
gn countries in the U.S. 

camp, and dismantle the U.S 
military bases in South Viet-
nam. The U.S. Government 
should set a specific terminal 
date for such total troop 
withdrawals without posing 
any conditions whatsoever. 

2. Regarding the political 
problem in South Vietnam: 

The United States eight-
point proposal refers to the 
holding of "presidential gen-
eral elections" in South Viet-
nam and to the resignation 
of Thieu-Huong one month 
before these elections, which 
'Means that these general 
elections would be held with-.1 
in the framework of the 
present regime in Saigon and 
under the control of its ma-. 
Chine of coercion and-repres-
Sion, while those who wage 
the resistance war against 

t

t,  nited States aggression 
should give up their \fight. 

By its very nature, to take 
is position is simply to de-

mend that the South Vietna-
mese people accept the U.S.-  

set up administration and to 
deny the existance of the 
provisional 	revolutionary 
government, the genuine and 
legal representative of the 

. South Vietnamese people. 
This is an absurd demand. 
In order to settle correctly 

the political problem in South 
Vietnam, the provisonal rev-
olutionary government de-
mands that the U.S. Govern-
ment really respect the South 
Vietnamese people's right to 
self-determination and put 
an end to all its interferences 
in the South Vietnamese peo-
ple's own affairs. 

It is the United States 
whioh has set up the Nguyen 
Van Thieu administration 
and its huge machine of co-
ercion and repression. Ngu-
yen Van Thieu has obstin-
ately pursued the "four 
No's" policy and used this 
machine of coercion to brut-
ally repress and terrorize the 
people of all strata, all po-
litical and religious forces, 
including those who do not 
work hand in glove with 
them. This is the main ob-
stacle to the settlement of 
the political problem in South 
Vietnam. 

Therefore, Nguyen Van 
Thieu should resign immedi-
ately, and the Saigon admin-
istration should end its war-
like policy, disband at once 
its machinery of oppression 
and constraint against the 
people, stop its "pacifica-
tion" policy, dismantle the 
concentration camps, set free 
all persons arrested on po-
litical grounds and guaran-
tee the democratic liberties 
as provided for by the 1954 
Geneva agreements of Viet-
nam. 

The resignation of Thieu, 
the change of the Saigon ad- 

ministration's poli y and the 
dismantling of its achine of 
oppression and co traint are 
absolutely necess ry if one 
wants the people to recover 
their democratic liberties and 
to proceed to re ly demo-
cratic and fair ele tions. 

Paving Way to lections 
After the abov has been 

achieved, the provisional rev-
olutionary government of the 
Republic of South Vietnam 
will immediately d scuss with 
the Saigon adrnini ration the 
formation of a thr e-segment 
government of na ional con-
cord with a view to organiz-
ing general elections in South 
Vietnam, to elect a constitu-
ent assembly, work out a 
constitution and set up a de-
finitiVe government of South 
Vietnam. The general elec-
tions will be held according 
to procedures agreed upon 
among the political forces 
in South Vietnam so as 
to insure effectively ' their 
free, democratic and fair 
character. 

The provisional revolu-
tionary Government does not 
demand monopoly of control 
on political life in outh Viet-
nam. A "take-ove ," as the 
United States puts it, simply 
does not exist. 0 the con-
trary, we stand for the 
achievement of road na-
tional concord. 

It should be p inted out 
that the aforesaid two key 
problems are close y interre-
lated. As soon as an agree-
ment on these tw problems 
has been reached, .ther ques-
tions will be solv without 
difficulties so as 	end the 
war and restore peace in 
Vietnam. 

The provisiona revolu-
tionary governme 's seven-
point plan whose two key  

problems have been elaborat- 
ed has really provided a basis 
for this conference to reach 
a comprehensive agreement. 
Yet it is difficult to reach 
an agreement if the U. S. 
Government 	obstinately 
sticks to its policy of aggres-
sion. This is why I call once 
more on the U. S. Govern-
ment to give up that policy, 
enter into real negotiations 
and respond positively to our 
peace proposals. 

TO THE PRESS 
Today the 'American side 

once again unilaterally ad-
journed the conference on 
Vietnam sine die, in the evi-
dent aim of avoiding nego-
tiations and to open the way 
to new acts of escalation of 
war. This action demon-
strates once more, clearly, 
that it is the United States 
and nobody else that refuses 
to negotiate, that seeks mili-
tary victory, piling up crimes 
against the Vietnamese 
people, partictilarly by, raids 
and savage bombings of the 
civilian population of South 
Vietnam in the zones they 
can no longer control, and 
in North Vietnam. 

We severely condemn this 
act of sabotage by the United 
States, and we alert opinion 
on the subject of new steps 
of escalation of war by the 
United States. If the Nixon 
Administraticn thinks that it 
can use intimidation and 
force to sub ougate the Viet-
namese people, it is mistaken. 
We still advocate a political 
solution to the Vietnamese 
problem, and we demand that 
the Paris conference meet as 
customary. The United States 
must shoulder the responsi-
bility for the consequences 
ensuing from their act of 
sabotage of the conference. 


