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By BERNARD GWERTZMAN

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 15~~The
Nixon Administration has con-
lcluded in private that off-tar-
get American bombs, and not
a North Vietnamese antiaircraft
.missile, were probably responsi-
ble for the damage done to the
French and other diplomatic
missions in Hanoi last week, a
high ranking official said today.

And Secretary of State Wil-
lian P. Rogers, in a television
interview, left the clear impres-
sion that he did not care to
argue with reports of witnesses
that a United States Navy F-4
fighter-bomber had dorpped the
bombs,although he said a “final
determination” had not been
reached.

“It is regrettable that it hap-
pened,” “We have expressed
our regrets to those countries
.whose enbassies were involved,
|but fauly bomb drops dd ocur
upon ogasion.” Mr. Rogers said.
Mr.Rogers said “I think there
will te some statement by the
Defene Department on this.”
But Diniel Z. Henkin, the Pen-
tagonspokesman, said no state-
ment was contemplated today
becaue investigation of the in-
cidenthad not been completed.

Liilyards the Target

Aftr initial reports of the
damae last Wednesday, the
Defete Department issued a
statelent asserting that United
State Navy F-4 Phantom jets
had ruck railyards and tran-
shiprent points across the Red
Riverfrom the French mission,
threemiles away. It said that
damae to the French and other
missins could have been
Causel by a faulty North Viet-
Namee surface-to-air missile
that bew up when it fell to
earth,

Agree Bombs Hit Mission

Melvin R. Laird, in a news con-
ference, conceded the same day
that pilot error might have been
responsible.

Various witnesses have as-
serted that they saw an Ameri-
can plane drop bombs in the
diplomatic quarter of Hanoi.
The North Vietnamese have
also said they had recovered
bomb fragments from the de-
bris.

Damage was also reported
by the Algerian and Indian em-
bassies in Hanoi, both near
the French mission.

‘Concensus’ Cited

An Administration official
was asked whether Mr. Rogers
felt that American bombs had
been responsible. The official
said that there was a ‘“con-
sensus” in the Administration
that they had been. The State
Department, in particular, has
felt there was no point in con-
tinuing to claim that an errant
rocket was responsible when
evidence seemed to point to the
bombs.

But Mr. Rogers stressed that
despite the incident, there
would be no change in Amer-
ican policy of bombing “‘mili-
tary targets” in North Viet-
nam. : )

“We would certainly hope
there would be no further acci-
dents,” he said. “The President
has said consistently that we
would continue the bombing of
military targets in the North.
There is going to be no change
in policy.”

He said that the United
States would try to “avoid ac-
cidents” and would “do every-
thing we can to avoir or min-

But Secretary of Defense

imize any civilian damage.”

Appearing on “Issues and
Answers” over the American
Broadcasting Company, Mr.
Rogers refused to provide any
details on the negotiations
with North Vietnam on ending
the war.

Asked about Henry A. Kis-
singer’s most recent round of
private talks in Paris last week,
Mr. Rogers said he did not
want to comment in any way
because the negotiations “are
now in a very serious and very
sensitive stage.”

Other sources had said that
the talks last week were the
most substantive and least
polemical of any held in the
series  dating from August
1969. But many differences re-
main, they said.

McGovern Plan Criticized

Mr. Rogers attacked Senator
seorge McGovern’s recent peace
plan for Vietnam, saying it
amounted te “an offer to sur-
ender.”

He also said that he had not
made up his mind yet about
whether he cared to continue
n office if President Nixon
were re-elected.

Paul C. Warnke, a mational
security adviser to Senator
McGovern, said on the National
Broadcasting Company pro-
gram “Meet th Press” that he
thought ‘“‘the chances are very
¢
¢
1

4ay bt )

o e A i

lim of securing a political
ettlement before the election
r within any reasonable time
hereafter” in Vietnam.

| He said that he was pessi-
mistic because “as I under-

jlta-nd it, our position still re-

uires the maintenance and
power of the Thieu regime and
the maintenance of the status
quo is inconsistent with a polit-
cal compromise and a politi-
al compromise in my view is
he only way that the war can
e ended.”
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