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Inventory and Comments by John Gunther Dean on his files devoted to bringing 
the US – North Vietnamese Talks to Paris and the “Peace-Signal” to Senator 

Kennedy: France 1965–1969 
 
 

File 1: Introduction and comments by J.G Dean on his files devoted to helping to 
bring the US – North Vietnamese peace talks to Paris 1967–1968 

 
The main thread running through these files on J.G.D.’s service at the American Embassy 
in Paris is Negotiation.  J.G.D. had served in what was to be called French Indo-China 
from 1953-1958 and when assigned as Asia expert to Embassy Paris, he came with five 
years experience in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia.  He had witnessed first hand the 
unsuccessful French war effort to stop Ho-Chi-Minh’s determination to extend his 
control in Vietnam.  He had seen how many lives had been destroyed on both sides and to 
no avail.  While in Indo-China from 1953-56, J.G.D. had worked closely with the French 
in receiving documentation of French military expenditures in Vietnam, which in 1953-
1954 were reimbursed by the United States to the tune of 785 million dollars.  That was a 
lot of money in those days.  The Geneva Conference of 1954 cut Vietnam in half, and 
permitted the French to withdraw their troops.  The United States never signed the 
Geneva Conference document and subsequently continued the struggle to contain the 
expansion of communism.  The Oral History of J.G.D. [File 2] explains in detail J.G.D.’s 
role in the years 1953-1958 in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia.  Hence when assigned to 
the American Embassy in Paris, J.G.D. arrived with a dose of skepticism as to the 
effectiveness of using military means alone to contain communist North Vietnam’s drive 
to control South Vietnam.  Hence J.G.D.’s proclivity to look for ways to “negotiate” a 
settlement in Vietnam. 
 
The Director for Asian Affairs at the French Foreign Office, Etienne Manac’h leaned in a 
similar direction.  It was J.G.D. who had suggested to the American Embassy that he 
should be authorized to maintain close contact with Monsieur Manac’h in the hope that 
he could be understanding and perhaps even helpful to US objectives in South East Asia.  
Ambassador Bohlen had concurred in this initiative. [See File 7]. 
 
The role of the French in helping to bring both the United States and North Vietnam 
together for discussions in Paris is well documented in these files.  After the US 
delegation to the Vietnam talks arrived in Paris, J.G.D. turned over his contacts to his 
friend and fellow US Foreign Service Officer, Phil Habib.  The US delegation and 
Embassy appreciated J.G.D’s work as amply documented in File 5. 
 
It is J.G.D’s impression that the first delegation to the Vietnam talks led by Ambassador 
Harriman and Secretary Vance was truly interested in finding a modus vivendi with 
North Vietnam.  After the departure of the Harriman/Vance leadership, following the 
defeat of the Democrats at the polls, the Republican delegation to the Vietnam talks led 
by Ambassador Lodge and later with the involvement of Dr. Kissinger was less willing to 
“negotiate” with the North Vietnamese a solution, but more inclined toward unilateral 



 

 

2

action.  The fact that the head of the North Vietnamese delegation, Le Duc Tho, turned 
down the Nobel Prize for Peace [which Dr. Kissinger accepted] speaks volumes. 
 
The visit to Paris at the end of January 1967 of Senator Robert Kennedy is of interest 
because it brought out the existence of a line of thought different from what has been 
espoused by both Democratic and Republican leadership on Vietnam.  Instead of 
“toughening it out”, was there another way for the United States to deal with the Vietnam 
problem, i.e. talking with the enemy?  By reading the files on Senator Robert Kennedy’s 
visit, it will become apparent that more than one year before a US delegation arrived in 
Paris for talks with the North Vietnamese, Senator Kennedy asked searching questions of 
his French interlocutors on what needed to be done to engage the North Vietnamese in 
talking with the US on Vietnam. 
 
It will be recalled that by January 1967, Robert Kennedy was considered by many as a 
possible successor to President Johnson and as the Democratic challenger in the 
November 1968 Presidential elections.  Fate decided differently.  Nevertheless, the 
conversations Senator Kennedy had in Paris showed a willingness to explore other 
policies toward Vietnam than merely “soldiering on”.  There is no doubt that the leaked 
telegram on Kennedy’s meeting with the French Foreign Office officially set off a head-
on collision with the President in office: Johnson.  President Johnson did not like to be 
second-guessed on Vietnam by Kennedy.  The American press quoted Johnson of 
accusing the State Department to be aligned with Kennedy [see Arthur Schlesinger’s 
book on Robert Kennedy]. 
 
The memoranda recording Senator Kennedy’s meetings in Paris are included in File 3; 
this includes the memorandum on which the telegram which caused all the trouble in 
Washington.  From all those memoranda, it is apparent that some French East Asian 
experts –Director for Asian Affairs at the French Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Etienne 
Manac’h, former French Minister and French Representative in Hanoi Jean Sainteny, and 
French Minister André Malraux – in their answers to Robert Kennedy’s questions replied 
in such a way that one could conclude that a major step by the US would lead to action 
by the North Vietnamese: direct US-DRV talks. 
 
It was J.G.D.’s impression that the French attitude on Vietnam in the second half of the 
1960’s was not driven by a “sour grapes” syndrome after their failure to contain Ho-Chi-
Minh.  General de Gaulle, in his major speech in 1966 in Phnom Penh recognized 
nationalism and independence as emerging forces in Asia.  His emphasis on these two 
factors was not a sign of anti-Americanism but public recognition by a realistic statesman 
that the situation had changed in Asia and that the West [including France] had to adapt 
to new circumstances. 
 
But suspicion remains a factor in relations between countries.  Hence, it will be of some 
interest that both President Johnson and National Security Advisor Rostow had preferred 
a different site to Paris for the talks [see File 10], but at the end settled for Paris.  All 
during the talks the French remained helpful to both the United States and North 
Vietnam.  But after all, it was a negotiation between two countries at war, and with time 
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the French became less relevant as facilitators.  In bringing the US and North Vietnam 
together around the table to start direct discussions in May 1968, the French had been 
most helpful. 
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Table of contents of J.G.Dean’s files on helping to bring the US – North Vietnamese 
peace talks to Paris – 1967-1968 
 
 
File: 
 

1. Introduction and comments by J.G. Dean 
 
2. Section in J.G. Dean’s Oral History pertaining to his service at the American 

Embassy Paris (1965-68) 
 

3. Senator Kennedy’s visit to Paris in January 1967; Memoranda and schedule; 
the “peace signal”; also 2 photographs 

 
4. Senator Kennedy’s visit to Paris: Press clippings on “Peace Signal” 

 
5. J.G. Dean’s role as facilitator in bringing direct US-DRV talks to Paris 

 
6. Listing of material sent by J.G.D. to Washington for storage 

 
7. Incoming messages from Department of State: 1967 – January 1968 

 
8. Outgoing messages from Paris:  1967 - January 1968 

 
9. Outgoing messages from Paris directly linked to Paris site for US-DRV talks: 

early 1968 
 

10. Incoming messages from State Department directly linked to Paris site for 
US-DRV talks: early 1968 

 
11. Case of disaffected South Vietnamese who thought he would be an 

intermediary 
 

12. The editor of the French communist daily newspaper “L’Humanité” as a 
channel to US POW’s in Hanoi 
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File 2: Section in Oral History of John Gunther Dean pertaining to his service at the 
American Embassy in Paris – 1965-1969.  Pages 100-120 

 
 
 
 
 
File 3: Senator Kennedy’s visit to Paris at the end of January 1967 and his receiving 

the “peace signal” at the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
 
This file includes the memoranda written and reporting on Senator Kennedy’s call on 
various French personalities during his visit to Paris.  On certain visits no American note 
taker was present.  The file also has copies of the Senator’s revised schedules of his stay 
in Paris, plus two photographs.  The latter have detailed explanations written on the back 
of the large photographs. 
 
From the question asked, it is apparent that the Senator was interested in obtaining 
French views on Vietnam and on the French political scene.  How did these two 
situations affect US-French relations?  On the latter subject, Senator Kennedy asked 
penetrating questions of French politicians on the outlook for the European Common 
Market, the role of NATO and the need for a US military presence in Europe, and the 
impact of America’s Vietnam policy on French public opinion.  Answers obviously 
varied according to the political orientation of the French politician.  Monsieur Lecanuet, 
speaking for the French conservatives, sounded a lot more “pro-American” than 
Monsieur Mitterrand.  Yet the latter’s evaluations both on specific domestic/European 
issues or on foreign affairs turned out to be closer to what actually happened over time. 
 
Since J.G.D.’s role as control officer for Senator Kennedy was essentially limited to 
accompanying the Senator on his calls dealing with Asia, he did not accompany the 
Senator on his visit to Monsieur Mitterrand.  According to the memorandum drafted by 
one of the Foreign Service officers at the Embassy, Monsieur Mitterrand already in 
January 1967 said the following about America’s Vietnam policy: “The US military 
involvement in Vietnam was the single most important reason why there have been a loss 
of US ‘moral authority’ in France and elsewhere in Western Europe.  This was one of the 
reasons why he hoped earnestly that a way would be found to bring the war to an end in 
the near future on terms compatible with US objectives.  In the meanwhile the US 
position in Western Europe was suffering.” 
 
On Vietnam and how the US might proceed to find an acceptable solution, Senator 
Kennedy’s call on Etienne Manac’h, the Director for Asian Affairs at the French Foreign 
Office, was the most productive.  A memorandum of conversation on this meeting is in 
this file.  In the course of this conversation, Monsieur Manac’h stated: “the cessation of 
bombing was essential if the US wanted to get into a dialogue with Hanoi.  As for the 
concessions the North Vietnamese might make a return for the cessation of bombing, 
Monsieur Manac’h expressed the personal view that the North Vietnamese might make 
some acceptable gesture.” [Note: This memorandum may differ in some minor way with 
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J.G.D.’s telegram to Washington sent on January 31, 1967 reporting on the meeting.  
J.G.D. does not have a copy of the top secret telegrams sent to Washington on that day.  
Perhaps the fact that Manac’h had said that the French had received a message from 
Hanoi that in return for the cessation of US bombing, Hanoi was ready for direct US-
Vietnam (DRV) talks had been deleted in the memorandum at the request of Dean’s 
superiors.  If it had not been in the telegram, why all the fuss in Washington and the 
Johnson-Kennedy confrontation? File number 2 which sets forth the part of J.G.D.’s Oral 
History dealing with this period may shed additional light.] 
 
 
Following is a list of papers in this file [3]: 
 

• Paris 11614 dated February 2, 1967 from Ambassador Bohlen himself to 
Washington giving a one page summary of Senator Kennedy’s visit to Paris 

• Memorandum from J.G. Dean to Richard Funkhauser dated February 2, 1967 
reporting that to the best of his knowledge Senator Kennedy did not meet with 
DRV delegate general Mai Van Bo while in Paris. 

! Five-page memorandum reporting of Senator Kennedy’s call on Etienne Manac’h, 
Director for Asian Affairs at French Foreign Office.  This memorandum reports 
on Manac’h’s view that cessation of US bombing of North Vietnam would lead to 
a North Vietnamese response, possibly direct US-DRV talks. 

! Three-page memorandum of Senator Kennedy’s call on André Malraux, Minister 
of State for Cultural Affairs, largely devoted to Malraux’s impression of  
communist China where he visited only recently and met with top leaders 

! Four-page memorandum of Senator Kennedy’s call on Jean Sainteny who 
formerly represented France in Hanoi.  Asked by Kennedy on the effectiveness of 
US bombing of North Vietnam, Sainteny replied: “US statistics have proven that 
since bombings have started, more supplies and manpower have moved from the 
North to the South than ever before.  This is an admission of the ineffectiveness of 
the bombing of North Vietnam.  The bombing of North Vietnam had also harmed 
the good will of the US enjoyed in many parts of the world.” 

• Two-page memorandum of Senator Kennedy’s meeting with Senator Jean 
Lecanuet, President of the Centre Democrate, in France.  Conversation is devoted 
to the French political scene. 

• Four-page memorandum of Senator Kennedy’s meeting with Senator Jean 
Lecanuet.  Meeting discussed the future of Europe, Franco-American relations, 
and Vietnam. 

• Three-page memorandum on Senator Kennedy’s call on François Mitterrand, 
President of the Federation of the Democratic and Socialist Left.  This meeting 
was reported in this memorandum to have been entirely devoted to domestic 
issues. 

! Four-page memorandum of Senator Kennedy’s meeting with François Mitterrand.  
This second memorandum on this meeting is devoted to “Vietnam and other 
foreign policy issues”. [In view of Mitterrand becoming President of France later 
in his life, this memorandum is of interest.]  

• January 27, 1967 Revised schedule for Senator Kenney’s visit to Paris 
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• January 30, 1967 Revised schedule for Senator Kennedy’s visit to Paris 
• Two photographs of Senator Kennedy with J.G.D. Explanation of the photograph 

written on the back of the two photos. 
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File 4: Senator Kennedy’s visit to Paris at the end of January 1967 and his receiving 
a “peace signal” at the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs and his 
subsequent falling out with President Johnson resulting from this event. 

 
This file consists entirely of press clippings or telegrams reporting statements made in 
connection with the senator’s trip to Paris and receiving a “signal” regarding Vietnam.  
That “signal”, according to newspapers, was the French telling Senator Kennedy that they 
felt after talking to the North Vietnamese Delegate General Mai Van Bo that in return for 
a bombing cessation by the US, Hanoi would make a concession which could be direct 
talks with the US.  The press “hyped” [exaggerated] the leakage of the cable from Paris 
to Washington reporting on that meeting.  The confrontations of President Johnson with 
Senator Kennedy over this incident undoubtedly worsened the already tense relationship 
between the two Democratic leaders. 
 
The event was more of a domestic event in the US than a foreign affairs break-through 
bringing the Vietnam problem to the negotiating table.  But Senator Kennedy, by his 
meetings in Paris, helped to give front page coverage in the US to European urging for 
both Americans and Vietnamese to start talking to each other about the future of 
Vietnam.  Was Kennedy’s emphasis in his meetings on Vietnam a deliberate move to 
cater to the anti-war sentiment in the US?  The press not only saw the possibility to play 
up the differences between Kennedy and Johnson on Vietnam, but also embroidered on 
US links with the South Vietnamese Liberation Front in Cairo. [Mr. Georges Ball, among 
others, pursued this contact].  The anti-war elements in the United States were probably 
not unhappy with the “Newsweek” coverage of the Kennedy story. 
 
 
The press clippings in this file include: 

• “Le Monde Diplomatique”, March 1967 
• “Le Nouvel Observateur”, February 22-28, 1967 
• “Der Spiegel”, February 20, 1967 
• “Newsweek”, February 20, 1967 [six pages] 
• “New York Times”, February 10, 1967 
• “Washington Post”, [probably around February 10, 1967] 
• Joe Kraft’s article entitled “State Department Zeal gets share of blame” 
• “Pittsburgh Post Gazette”, February 13, 1967 
• “Los Angeles Times”, February 18, 1967 
• Joseph Alsop’s article in “International Herald Tribune”, February 13, 1967 
• “Nashville Banner [Tenn], February 13, 1967 
• Joseph Alsop article in “International Herald Tribune”, February 9, 1967 
• “New York Times”, February 13, 1967 
• Joe Kraft’s article in “Miami Herald”, February 11, 1967 
• Washington’s telegram – state 136026 dated February 14, 1967 
• “Al Ahram” newspaper [Cairo], February 15, 1967 
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Actual direct US- North Vietnamese talks had to wait another 15 moths before they got 
started.  But it can be argued that Kennedy’s trip to Paris in January 1967 helped to move 
the problem in that direction. 
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File 5: J.G.D.’s role in conveying French position on Vietnam to the United States 
and vice-versa in an effort to arrive at direct US-North Vietnamese 
discussions on the future of South Vietnam 

 
This folder contains only four items, but they document the contribution J.G. Dean made 
to assist the US government in the negotiation with the North Vietnamese in Paris. 
 
The four items are: 

1. A July 11, 1969 statement by French Prime Minister Pompidou printed in “Le 
Figaro” regarding the French role in the US-Vietnamese negotiation in Paris. 

2. A precise and laudatory letter by Philip Habib of the US delegation to the Paris 
talks addressed to J.G.D.’s superiors at the Embassy for inclusion in the efficiency 
report on J.G.D for the period June 16, 1968-June 15, 1969. 

3. A six-page efficiency report by J.G.D.’s supervisors at the American Embassy 
with specific examples for the period June 16, 1968-June 15, 1969. 

4. A four-page memorandum by J.G.D. on his work accomplished during the period 
under review. 

 
The short but meaningful statement by the French Prime Minister, Georges Pompidou, 
that “in this [US-DRV] negotiation, France plays and can play a certain role” needs some 
explanation.  J.G.D. knew Monsieur Pompidou quite well, because the Prime Minister 
lived in the same small town in South-West France – Cajarc- from which J.G.D’s wife 
comes from.  Prime Minister Pompidou socialized with J.G.D’s wife’s family in this 
country setting from time to time and Monsieur Pompidou knew of J.G.D.’s role in 
bringing the US-DRV negotiation to Paris. 
 
Phil Habib’s two-page letter is particularly meaningful to J.G.D. when Phil Habib arrived 
in Paris in May 1968, he first moved in with J.G.D. at his apartment for three weeks until 
the US Embassy found appropriate official lodging for him.  This started a long 
friendship between these two Foreign Service officers which lasted until Phil Habib’s 
death.  Their path was to cross many times after Paris: in Southeast Asia and in the Near 
East.  When J.G.D. left Paris in mid-1969, he turned over his professional contacts to Phil 
Habib. 
 
The evaluation of J.G.D’s professional performance for June 1968-June 1969 makes no 
mention of the “peace signal”.  This is due to the fact that Robert Kennedy’s visit to Paris 
took place in January 1967 and hence was discussed in the previous evaluation for the 
period 1967-68. 
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File 6: Listing of sensitive material sent to Washington from Embassy Paris in 
November 1968 linked to starting “talks” with North Vietnam 

 
This file is of no historic interest except that the few pages indicate that different people 
in different locations explored possible avenues toward an end to hostilities in Vietnam.  
As the papers indicate, all these files listed were sent to Washington for disposal. 
 
If this file [number 6] is destroyed by the National Archives [The Carter Library], the 
inventory of files on J.G.D.’s service in Paris [total 12 files] will have to be renumbered. 
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File 7: J.G.Dean’s file of incoming telegrams, letters from the State Department for 
meetings with the Director for Asian Affairs of the French Foreign Office, 
Etienne Manac’h: Late 1967 - January 1968 

 
The official telegraphic exchanges were obviously supplemented by letters and at times 
even phone calls.  While the US wanted Monsieur Manac’h to tell us what he learned 
from Mr. Mai Van Bo about the North Vietnamese position, the US also wanted Hanoi to 
hear from Manac’h what the Americans thought of specific issues.  While the US had 
many other intermediaries with Hanoi in different cities around the world, Manac’h was 
probably the key player. Why?  Because the French relationship with Hanoi was still 
sufficiently close that the North Vietnamese knew what to expect from the French as 
middle men.  By 1967-68, after General de Gaulle’s Phnom Penh speech, the French 
position had evolved from the early 1950’s.  France no longer was “holding on” to 
colonies [except Algeria].  Nor did de Gaulle see communism as a monolithic force.  This 
approach suited Hanoi in the second half of the 1960’s. 
 
There follows a listing of incoming messages from the State Department for meetings 
with Monsieur Manac’h: 
 

• Letter dated October 18, 1967 from Heyward Isham, Deputy Director, Vietnam 
working group to J.G.D. in which Isham expressed opinion France will not be 
helpful to US on Vietnam. 

• A two page section of a letter on Vietnam 
• State 94714 dated January 9, 1968 announcing Department will send assessment 

of DRV Foreign Minister Trinh’s December 30 1967 statement. 
• Letter dated January 9, 1968 from Heyward Isham to J.G.D. 
• State 99740 dated January 17, 1968 requesting verbatim French text of the De 

Quirielle’s telegram. [See outgoing file]. 
• State 101677 dated January 19, 1968 about de Quirielle’s massage 
• State 101746 dated January 19, 1968 reporting on British Embassy Paris’ 

telegram re: January 18, 1968 conversation British Minister Paris had with 
Mannac’h re: Broussine report. [See outgoing file of message for details].  This is 
a lengthy report. 

• State 105616 dated January 27, 1968 giving the text of Clark Clifford’s testimony 
before Senate Armed Services Committee on January 25, 1968. 

• State 105973 dated January 27, 1968 instructing American Embassy Paris to call 
Manac’h’s attention to Clifford’s testimony, adding “that the DMZ is a special 
problem.  Enemy artillery barrages and attacks in the DMZ area would create a 
tactical situation which the US would consider taking advantage and it would 
require US bombardment in self-defense.” 
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File 8: J.G.Dean’s outgoing telegrams, letters from American Embassy Paris 
reporting on meetings with Etienne Manac’h, Director Asian Affairs at the 
French Foreign Office making Monsieur Manac’h an intermediary between 
the United States and North Vietnam in the hope it will lead to direct US-
DRV conversations: Late 1967 – February 1968 

 
This file includes some of the most important documents explaining how France and - 
Monsieur Manac’h in particular – helped to bring the United States and North Vietnam 
around the negotiating table in Paris in May 1967.  The second item in this folder 
explains the role J.G. Dean played in working with Monsieur Manac’h which led to the 
opening of direct US-DRV talks.  The formula of relating a cessation of US bombing of 
North Vietnam to DRV agreement of starting direct talks with the US is explained in 
several messages from Paris.  In short, material in this folder can be helpful to those who 
believe that secret diplomacy can bring belligerents together to discuss their differences.  
Unfortunately, the Paris peace talks did not lead to a negotiated solution acceptable to 
both sides.  But that happened later. 
 
Listing of material in this folder follows: 
 

• Paris 7540 dated December 6, 1967 reporting on meeting with French leftist 
journalist Wilfred Burchett’s trip to Hanoi. 

! **** J.G. Dean’s letter dated November 6, 1967 addressed to Heyward Isham, 
Deputy Director of the Vietnam Working Group in Washington regarding how 
the US might effectively and realistically work with Etienne Manac’h, Director 
for Asian Affairs at the French Foreign Office, “in moving the Vietnam conflict 
closer to a solution”.  Monsieur Manac’h, in talking with J.G.Dean, agreed on 
October 27, 1967 to act as a go-between of American officials in Paris and the 
official North Vietnamese Representative in Paris.  This six-page letter was read 
and approved by Ambassador Bohlen, the US Ambassador to France at the time.  
This letter is the beginning of Monsieur Manac’h working with both the US and 
North Vietnam which was to lead to the Paris Peace Conference on Vietnam 
opening in May of 1968. 

! Paris 7657 dated December 8, 1967 entitled: “Clarification on Relationship 
between Bombing Cessation and Initiation of Talks with DRV”. 

! * Paris 7869 dated December 13, 1967 entitled: “Manac’h’s talk with DRV 
representative Mai Van Bo regarding relationship between bombing cessation and 
initiation of talks with DRV.” [This message is directly related to the previous 
telegram] 

• Paris 8741 dated January 1967 entitled: Manac’h – Bo conversation January 3 
1968 which continues discussion of US bombing halt [not pause] in return for 
US-DRV direct talks. 

! Paris 8812 dated January 9, 1968 setting forth American Embassy Paris’ 
comments on Manac’h – Bo conversation reported January 3 [see above].  
American Embassy writes: “We consider most interesting new factor to be 
“clarification” that with cessation of bombardment “DRV will guarantee that the 



 

 

14

conversations will be explicit and serious” and “if talks are serious DRV will 
pursue them responsibly”. 

• J.G.Dean’s letter to Heyward Isham at the State Department dated January 15, 
1968 about Manac’h’s role as intermediary. 

! * Paris 9096 dated January 15, 1968 entitled: “Manac’h further clarifies DRV 
Foreign Minister’s public statement.”  Message informs US of a statement made 
by the DRV Foreign Minister as reported by the French Delegate-General in 
Hanoi: DRV Foreign Minister said publicly: “The conversations will begin after a 
proper time following the unconditional cessation of bombings and all other acts 
of war against the DRVN.  After the unconditional cessation of bombings and all 
other acts of war against the DRVN, there will be a meeting between the two 
parties to permit the discussion of the following questions: 

A. The choice of a site for the conversations 
B. At which level the conversations will be held 
C. The problems to be placed on the agenda.” 

• Paris 9130 dated January 16, 1968 entitled: “Clarification of DRV Foreign 
Minister Trinh’s statement” 

• Paris 9168 dated January 17, 1968 which is the French text of the message from 
the French Delegate-General in Hanoi [Paris 9096] 

• Paris 9351 dated January 24, 1968 entitled: “Manac’h evaluates recent DRV 
statements.” 

• Paris 9365 dated January 22, 1968: no title – 2 pages 
• Paris 9393 dated January 22. 1968 entitled: “UK Minister’s report on his January 

18 meeting with Manac’h.” 
• Paris 9497 dated January 24, 1968 entitled: Manac’h on “No Advantage” Idea. 
! Paris 9498 dated January 24, 1968 entitled: “de Quirielle’s [French delegate-

general in Hanoi] Conversation with [DRV Prime Minister] Pham Van Dong”.  
Manac’h said: “French are convinced North Vietnamese want negotiations and 
recent DRV declarations are not mere tactical maneuver.” 

• Paris 9196 dated January 17, 1968 which is informal translation of Mai Van Bo’s 
interview given AFP on January 16, 1968 

• Paris 9197 dated January 17, 1968 is the complete text in French of January 16 
interview with Mai Van Bo by AFP. (reported by flash) 

• Paris 9209 dated January 18, 1968 reports on Gaullist columnist Georges 
Broussine’s interview with Mai Van Bo January 17, 1968. Washington Post and 
International Herald Tribune stringer comments and highlight interview for 
Embassy. 

• Paris 9528 dated January 25, 1968, entitled “De Quirielle’s January 13 
conversation at DRV Foreign Office”. 

• Paris 9825 dated February 1, 1968 entitled “Hanoi authorizes to Representative in 
New Delhi to talk to U Thant”. 
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File 9: J.G.Dean’s file on outgoing telegrams, letters and memoranda directly linked 
to bringing the Vietnam peace talks to Paris, and J.G.D.’s working links with 
Etienne Manac’h for making the physical arrangements for the conference in 
Paris. 

 
Once Paris was selected for the site of the US-DRV talks, agreement had to be found on 
what building met both parties’ needs.  This happened with the offer by the French 
authorities making available the international Conference Center at the Hotel Majestic 
near the Arch of Triumph for the meetings. 
 
The memorandum of J.G. Dean, dated April 23, 1968 setting forth the “Pros and Cons of 
Paris as a site of initial contacts between the US and North Vietnam” takes no sides.  On 
the other hand, the Chargé d’Affaires of the American Embassy in Paris at the time writes 
on the same date that he “wants to go on record as applauding the President’s decision to 
exclude Paris from consideration”. [Paris 13000-]. 
 
Also noteworthy is that on May 4, 1968 – only a few days before the beginning of the 
conference, the North Vietnamese tell Monsieur Manac’h that Hanoi wants to telescope a 
two-step conference into one single conference.  This meant that the Paris meeting was 
not only to serve as the initial contact between the US and North Vietnam but that the 
same conference will also discuss the heart of the differences: the future of South 
Vietnam. 
 
The messages in this file also reflect the sensitive role of France in getting the two 
warring parties to the conference table. 
 
 
Listing of material in this folder: 
 

• Paris 12244 dated April 3, 1968 entitled: “Mai Van Bo’s remarks to Manac’h re: 
President Johnson’s speech on March 31, 1968”. 

! ** An undated, unsigned paper which J.G. Dean took to Manac’h on April 5.  It 
should be read in conjunction with Paris 12392! Following is text of paper: 

“The US government has noted the April 3 statement of Democratic 
Republic of Vietnam indicating “its readiness to send its representatives to 
make contact with the US representatives. 
 
“The US accepts the proposal of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam.  
Ambassador W. Averell Harriman will be available forthwith to establish 
contacts with the representatives of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. 
 
“For its part the US would propose that such contacts be established in 
Geneva on April 8, 1968 but the United States will attempt to meet any 
reasonable alternative suggestions of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam 
for time and place for establishing such contacts.” 
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• Paris 12392 dated April 6, 1968 reporting on meeting with Monsieur Manac’h at 
which message above passed to him. 

• Paris12464 dated April 9, 1968 reports that DRV delegate-general in Paris, Mai 
Van Bo has been authorized to meet with UN Secretary General U Thant if he 
comes to Paris. 

! Paris 12616 dated April 12, 1968 entitled: “Manac’h on sites for US-DRV 
contact.  Manac’h reports that Bo favors Paris as site and that Chou En Lai is 
opposed to an Asian site for these talks. 

• Paris 12705 dated April 16, 1968 entitled “French pass another message from U 
Thant to Bo.” 

! Paris 12768 dated April 18, 1968 in which Quai’s North Vietnam Desk Officer 
told J.G.D. that there have been new developments in last 24 hours which would 
indicate that “choice of site for US-DRV contact is moving in direction of Paris.” 

• One-page memorandum from POL counselor Funkhauser to OSA [CIA chief] 
Lock Campbell dated April 18, 1968 

• AFP ticker item on the statement made by French minister Maurice Schumann on 
April 21, 1968 in which he said: 

“On all hot spots of the planet, the events justify the foresight of General 
de Gaulle….The foreign policy of General de Gaulle has always been the 
policy of France.” 

! * J.G. Dean’s memorandum addressed to Chargé at the American Embassy in 
Paris, dated April 23, 1968 entitled: “Pros and Cons of Paris as site for Initial 
Contact between the United States and North Vietnam”. [The memorandum was 
also sent to Washington] This paper does not reach any conclusion but merely 
sets forth the arguments. 

• Paris 13000 dated April 23, 1968 entitled: “Paris as a site for Vietnam Talks”. In 
this message, the Chargé, Mr. Wallner, writes “I wish to go on record as 
applauding the President’s decision to exclude Paris from consideration.” 

! Paris 13051 dated April 24, 1968 entitled: “Possibility of Paris as site for US-
DRV contact”. French Foreign Office official tells J.G. Dean: “Chances of Paris 
as site depends on Hanoi because French understand Washington would agree to 
Paris as site if proposed by third party and accepted by North Vietnamese.” 

• Paris 13191 dated 26 April 1968 entitled: “Chicoms on Hanoi’s willingness to 
meet with US”. 

• Paris 13321 dated April 30, 1968 entitled: “Chicoms on Hanoi’s willingness to 
meet with US”. 

• Paris 13331 dated April 30, 1968 entitled: “French Chargé’s conversation with 
DRV Ambassador in Peking” re: site for DRV-US talks.  The DRV Ambassador 
to Peking indicated to the French Chargé that “in his opinion there was now 
practically no longer a choice except between Paris and Warsaw.” 

• Paris 13322 dated April 30, 1968 entitled: “Attitude in Peking on events in 
Eastern Europe”.  Peking continues to maintain silence on Czech crisis and 
agitation in Poland.” 

• Paris 13482 dated May 3, 1968 entitled: US-DRV talks” 
• Paris 13466 dated May 3, 1968 entitled: “Sino-Vietnamese Relations”.  French 

Embassy in Beijing reports that “the crisis in Sino-Vietnamese relations has now 
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become public.” “Peking has just notified Hanoi publicly through the declaration 
of its Minister of Foreign Affairs of the fundamental hostility not only to all 
efforts for peace talks but even to any modification of its strategy” 

! **Paris 13490 dated May 4, 1968 message in four parts. 
**Paris 13491 Manac’h discusses choice of sites for talks; 
**Paris 13492 DRV wants to ‘telescope’ two-step conference into one single 
conference. 
**Paris 13493 DRV wants French to authorize NLF press office in Paris. 

! Paris 13525 dated May 6, 1968 entitled: “Meeting site for US/DRV talks”.  In this 
message the Secretary General of the French Foreign Office, Ambassador 
Alphand, said that the French are offering International conference center in 
former Hotel Majestic building near Etoile”. 

! Paris 13529 dated May 6, 1968 entitled: “Inspection of proposed Conference 
site”.  Message gives details on site for the meeting and concludes: “site offered 
to us by French…appears to me to meet requirements set forth in State 157878.” 
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File 10: J.G.Dean’s file on incoming telegrams, letters and memoranda directly 
linked to bringing the Vietnam Peace talks to Paris, and J.G.D. working with 
Monsieur Manac’h for making the physical arrangements for the 
conference: 

 
Perhaps the most interesting information in this folder is the initial opposition of 
President Johnson and his National Security Adviser Walt Rostow to Paris as the site for 
the US DRV meetings.  Specifically, the US Ambassador to the United Nations at the 
time, Ambassador Goldberg reports on April 19, 1968: that the UN Secretary General 
had received a message from the US President that “Paris would not be appropriate site”.  
Ambassador Goldberg continues that he had received subsequently a “call from Walt 
Rostow” conveying message from the President to make clear to the UN Secretary 
General that Paris would not be deemed suitable”: 
 
Apparently something happened between April 19 and May 3, 1968 when the State 
Department informed Embassy Paris that the American President had accepted the North 
Vietnamese proposal of both sides meeting in Paris.  At this stage, the State Department 
asked Embassy Paris to work with the French to make the administrative arrangements 
for the meeting. 
 
The following material is in the file: 
 

• Letter from Heyward Isham, Deputy Director of the Vietnam Working Group, 
dated October 19, 1967 to J.G. D. in which Mr. Isham doubts that the French 
government will let Monsieur Manac’h be helpful to the US on the Vietnam 
problem. 

• State 95365 dated January 9, 1968 regarding the impact of some remarks made by 
Mr. Burchett to US journalist which may be embarrassing for South Vietnamese 
regime. 

• State 95480 dated January 9, 1968 about classification of cable traffic on certain 
subjects related to US-DRV talks. 

• Hong Kong 4081 dated January 8, 1968 which indicates that Hanoi considers Mai 
Van Bo statement in Paris to reflect official DRV view. 

• State 94863 dated January 8, 1968 about classification of certain messages related 
to Vietnam. 

• State 95357 dated January 9, 1968 re: assessment of statement by DRV Foreign 
Minister Trinh made December 30, 1967. 

• J.G.Dean’s letter to Heyward Isham dated January 15, 1968regarding what we tell 
Manac’h and what we don’t. 

! State 142994 dated April 6, 1968 regarding US-DRV talks: cable states: 
“The US government has noted the April 3 statement of the DRV indicating its 
readiness to send its representatives to make contact with US representatives.  The 
US accepts the proposal of the DRV.  Ambassador W. Averell Harriman will be 
available forthwith to establish contacts with the representatives of the DRV. For 
its part the US would propose that such contacts be established in Geneva on 
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April 8, 1968 but the US will attempt to meet any reasonable alternative 
suggestion.” 

• State 149365 dated April 19, 1968 repeating cable from Ambassador Goldberg at 
the UN.  Ambassador. Goldberg reports that he told Secretary General of the UN 
that US has difficulty with a communist city for US-DRV talks. “UN Secretary 
General asked Goldberg whether Paris would be acceptable to US.  Goldberg 
responded that no such suggestion or proposal had been made, but that his 
personal judgment was that this probably would be acceptable since our basic 
objection was to meeting in a communist capital”. 

! * State 149364 dated April 19, 1968 repeating a message from the US mission to 
the UN and slugged “For the President”.  Message states that UN Secretary 
General had received a message from the US President that “Paris would NOT be 
appropriate site”.  Ambassador Goldberg at the United Nations continues: 
“Subsequently, I (Goldberg) received call from Walt Rostow [National Security 
Advisor] conveying message from the President asking me (Goldberg) to make 
clear to the UN Secretary General that Paris would not be deemed suitable.”  
Telegram also states: “Ralph Bunche at UN further advised [French Ambassador 
to UN] Berard that Paris was not on US list of acceptable sites.” 

! State 157535 dated May 3, 1968.  Following is complete text of telegram: “You 
will have seen DRV Foreign Ministry statement carried FBI’s ticker stating DRV 
proposes formal talks in Paris beginning May 10.  We are inclined to accept, are 
now consulting with our allies, and may have early announcement.” 

! *State 157878 dated May 3, 1968 addressed only to Paris.  Following is the text 
fist paragraph of State Department message: “You should immediately approach 
ranking Foreign Office official, calling to his attention President’s acceptance 
North Vietnamese proposal that both sides meet in Paris.  Noting Foreign 
Minister Couve de Murville’s April 18 statement indicating French prepared to 
facilitate such talks in Paris, you should inquire about French plans to make 
available a suitable meeting site for our discussions with North Vietnamese.” 

• State 158473 dated May 4, 1968 which gives complete list of US representatives 
to the US-DRV talks in Paris, headed by Mr. Harriman and Mr. Vance. 

! Paper left by US embassy with the Secretary General of the French Foreign 
Office during a call on May 6, 1968.  Paper spells out what US considers a 
“suitable site”. (1 page) 

• State 159238 dated May 7, 1968. Washington is pleased with the response 
Embassy Paris gave to Monsieur Manac’h’s inquiry about National Liberation 
Front opening press office in Paris. 

• State 159237 dated May 7, 1968. This is State Department’s reply to J.G.D.’s 
message describing the site selected for the US-DRV talks.  State Department’s 
message states “that facilities describing conference room appear adequate.  We 
plan to limit US participation in these meeting to about 8 persons.” 

• State 159781 dated May 8, 1968 states: “Plans for US-DRV talks in Paris call for 
delegation to arrive evening of May9, first meeting with DRV planned for 
afternoon May 10.” 

[Note: For further details on “shape of the table”, two sides of 4 delegations” see J.G.D’s 
Oral History] 
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File 11: The case of a non-communist Vietnamese nationalist who thought he could 
be an “intermediary” between the US and the Vietnamese: 
 
The case of Dr. Phm Van Huyon is typical of Vietnamese intellectuals who were not pro-
communist but considered the government in South Vietnam too subservient to the 
French and later to the Americans.  He was a Vietnamese nationalist but he was not really 
a channel or intermediary between the communist North and the non-communist South 
Vietnam.  The Value of these intellectuals declined as compromise between the North 
Vietnamese position and the American idea of a solution remained far apart.  When the 
usefulness of “the people in the middle” declined, J.G.D. was asked by Washington to 
help Dr. Huyon to resettle in Europe. 
 
J.G.D. believes that this particular file does not need to be kept in the National Archives.  
If any agency wants to keep these papers, they should be given up.  In that event, the 
numbering of the files in this chapter need to be reduced. 
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File 12: The role of the editor of L’Humanité as a channel to US POW’s in Hanoi: 
 
Comments by John Gunther Dean: 
 
On page 105 of J. G. Dean’s Oral History [see file 2], reference is made to his contacts 
with the editor of the communist daily newspaper L’Humanité as a channel for getting 
mail to and from American Prisoner of War in Hanoi.  One of the POW’s at the time was 
Commander McCain who is today a US Senator.  It was the Director for Asia of the 
French Foreign Office, Etienne Manac’h, who had suggested this channel to J.G. Dean.  
This channel was active from 1965-1967 but as the two notes in this file indicate; this 
route for delivery of mail to POW’s became inactive in late 1967. 
 
Content of file: 
 

• Two one page notes of J.G.Dean’s meetings with the editor of L’Humanité, 
Monsieur Andrieu. 

 
 
 
 
 


