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are 4 morning and 4 afternoon depot* in the 
neighbourhood areas at a distance between
2 furlongs to 1 mile.

(b) The exact number of persons living 
in the area is not known. However, in a 
survey conducted by Delhi Milk Scheme, 
it was found that there are very few token 
holders in the area. These token holders are 
collecting their milk from the neighbouring 
depots as mentioned above.

(c) One or two milk booths may be set up 
in the area in the next phase of expansion 
programme of Delhi Milk Scheme, depending 
upon the requirements of the token holders 
of the area.
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Request from Tamilaadu Minister for 
Improvement of Bus Service in Metro

politan Cities

TRANSPORT be pleased to state :

(a) whether the Tamil Nadu Minister for 
Transport has urged the Centre to come for
ward with aid to improve bus services in 
metropolitan cities like Bombay, Delhi Cal
cutta and Madras;

(b) if so, the gist of the request made;
and

(c) the action proposed to be taken by 
the Central Government to augment the bus 
service with amenities in these cities.

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN
TARY AFFAIRS AND SHIPPING AND 
TRANSPORT (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR) ; 
(a) No such request lias been received by 
Government fiom the Tamil Nadu for Trans
port.

(b) and (c). Do not arise.

12.17 hr*.

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF 
URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

R e p o r t e d  T h r e a t  o p  use o f  N u c l e a r

W E A P O N S  HY USA AO A IN S I' NoK'fH V lL T N A M

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : I 
call the attention of the Minister of External 
Affairs to the following matters of urgent 
public importance and rrpucst that he may 
make a statement thereon :

The reported launching of massive 
air and naval operations and threat of 
me of nuclear weapons by USA against 
North Vietnam.

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL 
AFEAIRS (SHRI SWARAN SINGH) : Sir* 
The Government of India feel gravely con
cerned over the recent turn of events in 
Vietnam. Till the end of last year, the two 
sides were engaged in conducting negotiations 
at Paris and there was hope that a peaceful 
settlement would be arrived at.
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earlier U. S. position. However, at the end 
of December, 1971, the American side 
resumed bombing raids over Vietnam. On 1st 
February, 1972, in reply to President Nixon’* 
8-point proposal, PRG gave two elaborations 
which, we thought, were constructive in 
nature and could have helped in seeking fur
ther avenues of a peaceful settlement. How
ever, there was no positive response from the 
American side. On 23rd March, 1972, the 
American side decided not to participate in 
the Paris peace talks, and the U.S A. inten
sified the bombing raids on the ground that 
they apprehended an attack. This was follow
ed by a large scale offensive by the Vietcong 
forces South of DMZ. Since the first week 
of April, intensity of U.S. bombings from 
land bases and aircraft carries has again 
been increased.

Government of India have always oppos
ed these bombing laids and they hope that 
these bombings will stop immediately, all 
foreign forces withdrawn from the Vietnamese 
soil and the people of Vietnam left free to 
detide their own future.

SFIRI S. M BANCRJEE : I am really 
sorry that even after what has happened in 
Vietnam after this narked aggression by the 
US imperialists, the hon. Minister has only 
said :—

“ Government of India have always 
opposed thrst bombing raids and they 
hope that these bombings will stop 
immediately” .

It is wishful thinking. Wc expect that the 
biggest imperialists of the world and President 
Nixon who today, if I may be excused, is 
the biggest criminal of the world, would stop 
the bombings !

In his statement the hon. Minister has 
said :—

“ President Nixon's 8-point proposal 
put forward in 1971 was an advance over 
the earlier U.S. position.”

The Government of Vietnam, for whom this 
8-point proposal was made, said that it was 
a trap to evade the main issue and to divert 
worM opinion or attention from the summit. 
The US Government backed out of it and 
started bombing.

I am sure, the hon. Minister has read the 
report given out in newspapers, specially the 
revelations made by Mr. Jack Anderson, that 
the USA may use nuclear weapons in Vietnam 
and President Nixon is prepared to use 
nuclear weapons against them. The Seventh 
Fleet is already there and today the Seventh 
Fleet has been doubled. Two squadrons and 
and marine phantom jets have been flown in 
from Japan. It has been acknowledged even 
by the US agency that there are now at least 
four aircraft carriers with about 311 planes 
and nine rruisers and destroyers are parti
cipating in the bombardment on both sides of 
the demilitarized zone. But the people of 
Vietcong are not going to be removed 
becausc, though these US imperialists with 
all their ability could land on the moon but 
not in Vietnam, I am sure, they will not be 
able to do it.

»
The UN Secretary-General has also said 

in a  press conference that he was ready to 
exercise his good offices if all the parties con
cerned agreed to it. In this connection I 
would express my dissatisfaction over the 
luk*warm and pio-American attitude of the 
UN Secretary-General. We know, the UN 
never came to the rescue of the people of 
Vietnam.

It has been acknoledged by our Govern
ment that on February 1, 1972, in reply to 
President Nixon's 8-point proposal, the 
Provisional Revolutionary Government gave 
two elaborations which, according to Govern
ment, were constructive in nature. We have 
given full recognition to Vietnam. I was 
expecting that the Government of India, 
which i» also the Chairman of the Interna
tional Control Commission, would at least 
condemn this naked aggression by the US 
imperialists on the people of Vietnam. But 
the statement only says :—

“ Government of India have always 
opposed these bombing raids and they 
hope that these bombings will stop imme
diately, all foreign forces withdrawn 
from the Vietnamese soil and the people 
of Vietnam left free to decide their own 
future.”

We say that these people should be left 
free to decide their own future. But what 
positive help would we like to give them ? 
What positive steps have been taken to 
mobilise world opinion against the American
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( S h r i  S. M ,  B a n e r j e c ]
imperialist* and the biggest criminal of the 
world today, President Nixon ?

I would like to know whether the hon. 
Minister has conveniently forgotten the US 
attitude against ui during the 14-day war, 
and against the people of Bangla Desh. I 
still remember that they brought the Seventh 
Fleet jp the Bay of Bengal. But they had to 
go hack. When the people of Vietnam, every 
boy and girl whether seven-year old or eight- 
year old, who are fighting them day in and 
day out and are dying in thousands—they are 
prepared to fight it out—what concrete steps 
would Government like to take to help them 
in this matter ?

Then, there is the reported threat by the 
US Administration to use nuclear weapons to 
protect US troops. May I know the reaction 
of the Government to that ?

It is reported that US marines have 
landed and B-52 bombers are, for the first 
time, bombing North Vietnamese territory. 
Is this not a blatant reversal of U. S’s hypo
critical declaration that U. S. is gradually 
pulling out from Vietnam ?

We should never believe the words of 
President Nixon or his allies. We know 
thousands of students, thousands of citizens, 
in U. S. A. are against this war. The day is 
fast approaching when they will pull him out 
from the chair he occupies. I congratulate 
those young boys and girls of America who 
are showing their resentment against it.

My first question is : What is the reac
tion of the Government of India to this 
nuclear threat ? My second question is ; Why 
docs not the Government of India withdraw 
recognition fgom puppet Saigon Government ? 
What is this Saigon Government ? It is a 
puppet Government of America. It is a 
Government of boot-licker* of American 
imperialists. It is a puppet Government 
pathetically dependent on U. S. arms for its 
survival. What they did to our Embassy 
there is known to us. They burnt our National 
Flag. They have recognised a puppet Govern
ment whose wirtNttrfrigs are pulled by Presi
dent Nixon and the Agency of killers who 
want to eliminate progressive human race 
from the world. So, its recognition should 
be withdrawn.

Why is the Provisional Revolutionary 
Government of South Vietnam not being 
recognised ? It should be recognised. 
Madame Btnh came here and she explained, 
and we know, that this is the Government 
which commands the confidence of the people. 
Our Prime Minister stood by the liberation 
struggle in Bangladesh which we all hail and 
for which her image has gone up not only in 
the country but in the .world. She claimed 
in this House that whenever the people are 
in trouble, when all those dictators want to 
oppress a particular race, she stands by the 
people. Will the Prime Minister who holds 
a banner of democracy flying do something 
in this case also ? What is her reaction to 
this I want to know.

President Nixon has been emboldened 
after his visit to China and the secret talks 
between Mao-Chou and Mr. Nixon have 
strengthened their hands. But today Mr. 
Nixon should not forget that half the world 
led by socialist forces and the Soviet Union 
are with the bleeding humanity in Vietnam.

I would like to know what the Govern
ment of India is going to do po&itively about 
it. If you are doing nothing, this may happen 
to you. These Americans will not leave you. 
I can say this much that they want to tuin 
the entire world. Vietnam is not going to 
lose. We are going to low something if we 
do not help and save humanity from the 
sufferings and if we do not condemn the 
biggest criminal of the century, President 
Nixon,

I want to have clear answers to my ques
tions from the Government. I may inform 
the House that if you arc not going to take 
action, the people of India who supported the 
liberation movement in Bangladesh, who gave 
unconditional support to the Prime Mi r i er, 
and who supported the liberation movement 
in Laos, Cambodia and other places, will give 
support to the people of Vietnam. There are 
people in this country, not in thousands but 
in lakhs, who will support and give their 
moral, financial and other support to the 
people of Vietnam to prove the sinister plan 
of President Nixon.

Tomorrow, there is going to be a demons* 
tration against the misbehaviour and the 
sinister plan of President Nixon, against all
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this bombardment, by the Communist party 
and other friends. I am sure Government 
will take a note of this not only here but 
everywhere. If Government does not react, 
the people are bound to react in this country.

I would like to have replies to all these 
questions.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I will try to 
reported the speech part of the hon. Member 
from the questions and I will confine myself 
to answering questions that he has put to me.

The first question that he put was the 
reported possible use of nuclear weapons by 
the United States in Vietnam. I had expres
sed my grave concern about such a possibility 
and I had said that we were totally opposed 
to any such action as this would introduce 
a dangerous clement in the situation. I am 
very glad to notice an official statement made 
by the ofiiclal spokesman in Washington to 
the effect that there is no proposal.. . .

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : They speak
lies.

SHRI SWARAN . SINGH :.. . .to  use 
nuclear weapons in Vietnam.

The sccond question that he asked was 
whether we are prepared to withdraw recog
nition of the South Vietnamese Government 
which is functioning from Saigon.. . .

SHRI BHOGENDRA JHA (Jainagar): 
Functioning ! {Interruption)

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; If they wrre 
not to function, they would not be there. 
You may not like them, but they are there.

I would Say that we have given them 
de facto recognition, and we have got a 
Consul-General in Saigon. And we have, as 
you know, already upgraded our level of 
representation in Hanoi to the status of an 
Embassy. At the present moment we have no 
intention to change the level of representa
tion in Saigon. We are not, at the moment, 
raising its level, nor are we withdrawing our 
Consul-General from Saigon.. . .
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH: When they 
are no longer in Saigon, You cannot recog
nise them. (Interruption)

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA; You can 
follow them. (■Interruption)

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : They will be 
followed by others, not by me.

About recognition of PRG, I have already 
said that we have a Consul-General in Saigon 
and we cannot at the same lime recognise 
PRG. At the present moment, according to 
our assessment, PRG does not qualify, accord
ing to international standards, for recognition. 
(Interruption) We are not, therefore, taking 
that step. We are in touch with the Govern
ment of PRG and the leaders and sometime 
back we had the honour of welcoming here 
Madam Binh.. . .  *

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : Whose 
representative was she when you invited her ? 
She came as your guest. Whom was she 
representing ?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : She was 
representing PRG. In that capacity we wel
comed her here. There is no contradiction. 
I do not know why should there be such a 
rather heated quostion..(Interruption) We can 
welcome members of Government whom wc 
do not formally rccognise. There is no diffi
culty at all.

Then the hon. Member says tliat the 
people of India also want to demonstrate 
that.. . .

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: No. My
question was this. What concrete steps are 
being taken by Government, apart from the 
statement, to help them and to stop bomb
ings ?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : This state
ment itself is mobilising world opinion. The 
intervention of the hon. Member and my 
clear statement that a big country like India 
is opposed to this bombing and that we are 
firmly of the opinion that the bombing should 
stop is, in itself, a vsry powerful factor in 
mobilising the world opinion.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Altpore) : 
You wait till they run away from Saigon, MR. SPEAKER: What he meant is that
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SHRI BHOGENDRA JHA : The hon 
Minister said that the foreign army should 
go out of Vietnam. Which foreign army ? It 
should be named.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I hope he 
knows there are foreign armies there, 
besides the Americans, —American allies 
like South Korea and several others and, 
we are strongly in favour of the movement 
out of Vietnam of all these foreign forces. 
This is quite clear.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : Ail non- 
Vietnamese foreign forces.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I thought 
the Vietnamese forces are not foreign forces 
there---- (Interruptions).

So, if the hon. Members belonging to the 
Communist Party want to stage a demonstra
tion, I would appeal to them. . . .  (Interruptions) 
and to others that they should do it peace
fully.

SHRI V. K. KRISHNA MENON (Tri
vandrum) : The hon. Minister has said that 
the spokesman of the White House, whatever 
it was___

MR. SPEAKER ; Mr. Krishna Menon, 
please don’t violate the House procedure.

SHRI V. K. KRISHNA MENON : This 
is a very importat matter. The Government 
should make a statement regarding nuclear 
bombs. Some spokesman said that no options 
are closed and* of course, all options are 
open. That means all options arc open for a 
country which has got such a vast and nume
rous kinds of weapon*. What I want to say 
is that this Parliament----

MR. SPEAKER : You are a very senior 
Member. Th< re is a set procedure for this.

SHRI V. K. KRISHNA MENON: Mr. 
Indrajit Gupta asked a question. I can 
also ask a q u e s t io n (Interruptions) I am 
not a Party man*

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE ; This is not a 
question, it is an interrupption.

AN HON. MEMBER : The hon. Mem
ber is just helping the Minister.

MR. SPEAKER: You think the inter- 
ruptions are quite justified ?

SHRI V. K. KRISHNA MENON : That 
is how the Parliament functions.

MR. SPEAKER : Mr. Venkatasubbaiah.

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBAIAH (Nand- 
yal) : The External Affaiis Minister just 
now said that the Washington Administration 
has categorically stated that they are not 
going to use nuclear bombs. But, they have 
got the dubious distinction of saying ‘Yes’ 
for ‘No’ and ‘No' for ‘Yes’. We have had 
that sad experience when the Rangla Desh 
Liberation Movement was going on.

Sir, the long and soidid tragedy and the 
struggle of the people of Vietnam in their 
struggle to libeiate themselves from the 
foreign oppression evokes the sympathy and 
admiration of the entire humanity. Such an 
unscrupulous power as the USA, using all its 
war potential and striking forces in Vietnam, 
was not able to suppress the liberation 
struggle and the patriotism and the struggle 
of the people ...(Interruptions). It clearly 
shows that the Saigon Government has no 
backing of the people. It is only piopped up 
by the United States . . . .  (Interruptions) The 
same unsciupulous gun-boat diplomacy was 
used by Nixon when he threatened to send 
the Seventh Fleet into the Bay of Bengal and 
it only evoked the ridicule of the entire 
country when our Prime Minister pooh- 
poohed that idea and he has become a sort 
of a world buffoon. The same tactics he is 
going to adopt in Vietnam*

I would like to know from the Foreign 
Minister one t o g .  We have certain obliga
tions and responsibilities to perform. Our 
country is the Chairman of the International 
Control Commission. That is No. 1.
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No. 2. Under the able leadership of our 
Prime Minister we have every time cham
pioned the cause and gone to the rescue of the 
oppressed and suppressed people in whichever 
part of the world the liberation movement it 
going on. Wc have that distinction of coming 
to the aid of the people of Bangla Desh and 
ware responsible in helping diem to liberating 
themselves. The same situation is prevailing 
in Vietnam to day and I would like to ask the 
hon. Minister whether, as Chairman of the 
Control Commission j as an important member 
of the Security Council, he can raise this issue 
in the Security Council and see that world 
opinion is mobilised, not only unofficially, 
but officially, in favour of the heroic struggle 
by the people of Vietnam, to nee that these 
modern tyrants aic driven out from that 
country, and to allow those people to have 
theii own Government m whatever manner 
tlvy would like to choose.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Very good 
question.

SHRt G. VISHWANATHAN (Wandi- 
wash) : Better than Ba.net jee’s !

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : That is from 
youi pat tv, not from communist party !

SHRI SYV VRAN SINGH : Not only my 
patty, but a very important leader of our 
party and ho  you should not arrogate to 
yourself all the credit.

The hon. Member has made some impor
tant observations but he has not formulated 
any questions prrrisdy, But still I tried to 
follow very carefully what he said and I 
would try to make comments on some points 
which I think require some explanation. He 
has expressed his concern about the likelihood 
or likely use of nuclear weapons by the 
Americans in Vietnam. I have already dec - 
lared in Parliament, in the othei House, and 
I would like to repeat it here, that we 
regard such a possibility as a very dangerous 
element in a situation like this, and wc aic 
totally opposed to it, and if such a situation 
develops, we will mobilise the entiie world opi
nion against it. There should, however, be some 
relief from the fact that an official spokesman 
has already made a statement that the USA 
Government have no intention to use nuclear 
weapons. To that extent we should create an 
atmosphere where the world opinion, includ

ing the opinion, unanimous, I presume, of 
this Parliament, should be taken into can* 
sideration by the USA Government if in any 
corner of their mind they are still harbouring 
such an idea, they should abandon it perma
nently in accordance with what their own 
spokesmen have stated. That should be our 
objective.

The hon. Member has referred to the 
movement of the Seventh Fleet in the Bay of 
Bengal. We have already expressed our 
relations. In fact, our non-expression of 
reactions is itself a powerful factor in creat
ing a situation where the Seventh Fleet 
quickly withdrew. The hon. Member said 
the Americans might repeat the same thing 
in Vietnam. I would be very happy if they 
withdraw, I would like this development if 
that is the intention of the hon. Member’s 
question.

As Chairman of the International Con
trol Commission, we have no doubt our 
responsibility, but 1 have no hesitation in 
saying that the subsequent events of open 
war-fare and an open military situation, has 
created a situation where the International 
Control Commission at the moment is not 
discharging any function whatsoever.

SHRI P. VENK \TASUBBAI AH : Is it 
dormant ?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : It is dormant 
—it is a good expression, but not of our own 
choice, but the situation is such in which it 
is not able to discharge its functions.

Then, a suggestion was made saying, we 
might raise it in the Security Council. I 
hope the hon. Member knows that historically 
this matter has never been before the Security 
Council, nnd, in fact, this has never been 
before the U. N. No doubt, in the General 
Assembly, the representatives of various 
countries do make their contribution and do 
give their evaluation of the Viet Nam situa* 
tion, and to that extent, the United Nations 
has been a forum where representivcs of coun
tries have expressed their viewpoint and that 
itself has an effect upon the US thinking....

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBAIAH : This 
is a very blatant invasion of Viet Nam by the 
United States Government.
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH: ...or die 
thinking of the policy makers of the United 
States. We ourselves have stated our position 
on Viet Nam very dearly in the United 
Nations, but the UN Security Council has 
not been seized of the Viet Nam question for 
various reasons including historical. The 
International Control Commission was created 
by the Geneva Conference and not by the 
United Nations...

SHRI V. K. KRISHNA MENON: 
But they are not exclusive of each other.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I do not 
think that even my colleague ever raised it 
formally before the United Nations.

SHRI V. K. KRISHNA MENON: 
There was no threat of an atom bomb at 
that time. He has raised it as much as I did.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: In these 
circumstances, our support formally to the 
position that bombing should stop and the 
foreign forces should withdraw and the people 
of Viet Nam should decide their own future 
has been expressed in unmistakable and clear 
terms in all forums, and we should continue 
to do that. This will certainly mobilise the 
freedom loving people of the world, and this 
will put the necessary pressure upon the 
Americans to abandon their present policy.

SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN (Telli- 
cherry) ; In the statement made by the hon. 
Minister and the explanation given by him, 
there are certain points which we can 
appreciate. But I do not understand the point 
raised by the hon. Minister when he said that 
the United States Government had denied their 
intentions to use nuclear weapons on Viet 
Nam. Has it not been our experience in the 
past while giving arms aid to Pakistan, 
the United States had denied that they were 
giving arms aid, and yet later on it was found 
that they were giving arms aid ? When the 
Seventh Fleet was sent, as we said, with the 
express intention of interfering in the affairs 
of this sub-continent, to the Bay of Bengal, 
again, the United States denied theii inten
tion by saying that it was sent to rescue 15 
American* stranded in Dacca. The other day 
the hon. Minister was also saying 
that be was going by certain denials 
by the United States with regard Co 
the Inhuman treatment to India students In

USA. This is rather unfortunate. Govern
ment should take an otyective view of the 
denials, from their own experiences in the 
past. I would like to ask the hon. Minister 
whether we have looked at this escalation of 
war in the context of the new situation which 
has been created after the Pelring-Wathington 
talks and the secret understanding or dealings 
which took place at the cost of countries and 
at the cost of people. I think there is a 
relevance because after those talks, the United 
States Government had adopted a policy of 
escalation not only there but all over the 
world and all round the globe. You can see 
what is happening in (he Arab world where 
they tried to purchase the King of Jordan, 
and they have set their military bases in the 
Mediterranean and in the Indian Ocean. They 
have made it very rlear that the presence of 
the Seventh Fleet in the Indian Ocean will 
be a reality. There was a talk between the 
Ceylon Prime Ministex and the captain of the 
Seventh Fleet on the question, of the presence 
of the Seventh Fleet in the Indian Ocran.

Again, it was after the talks in Peking 
that the Vietnam talks in Paris were 
unilaterally suspended by the US. This was 
followed by the resumption of bombing in 
Vietnam. Do Government understand the 
implications of this ? Do Government look at 
it with that seriousness ? I do not see any
thing in the statement indicating this. To
morrow in the war in Vietnam the Americans 
might use nuclear weapons. If they succeed 
with their electronic and automated warfare, 
tomorrow it will not end in Vietnam. We will 
all be Victims of that sort of US imperialist 
aggression. I do not know whether Govern* 
merit realise that.

On the question of recognition of the 
PRG, the Government position was made 
clear that they are ready to make certain 
contacts with the PRG. When Madame 
Binh, Foreign Minister 'of the PRG, came to 
India, she did not come as a tourist. She was 
the guest of the Government of India and 
the Minister of External Affairs. The Minister 
mentioned just now that they are developing 
contacts. What are the further contacts they 
are developing, particularly with the PRG in 
this crucial situation, and what arc the forms 
of those contacts t 1 do not understand when 
the Minister reiterates (hat the PRG does not 
satisfy international law on the question of 
recognition. The same question was posed by 
the imperialists and their friend* when we



Bangui Desh, it was argued on behalf of the 
imperialist circle* in the western world that 
Hurt Government could not be recognised and 
the reality of Pakistan as it then was should 
be accepted. Today the reality in South 
Vietnam is something like that. There is a 
puppet Government, I do not know why our 
Foreign Minister should defend that puppet 
Government and its existence in Saigon. It is 
merely existing: it does not have any control 
of territory, it does not have any control over 
the people. The existence of that Govern
ment is merely because of the fact that there 
are lakhs of US soldiers with their Terrible 
weapons and nuclear bombs. Should we 
accept that shameful existence of the South 
Vietnamese Government ? Keeping high the 
traditions of the Indian National movement 
and the policy lately pursued by the Govern
ment of India, I believe this is the opportune 
time to recognise the PRG and give a slap in 
the face of US imperialism. What is Govern
ment’s thinking on all these problems ?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: The Govern
ment’s thinking on all these points has already 
been stated.

SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN : Not 
very clearly.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: It is quite 
clear : he may not fully agree with it.

The first question he asked was more or 
less like this that we should not take at its 
face value the US spokesman’s statement that 
there is no intention on the side of the US to 
use nuclear weapons. I am not asking any 
one to take seriously or non-seriously ; I have 
stated a fact and added that we should 
continue to voice our opposition to (he use of 
nuclear weapons so that this statement made 
by the US spokesman becomes their policy 
and a situation is created where they do not 
use nuclear weapons. I have nothing more to 
add to it.

The second group of questions in which the 
Hon. Member asked whether we have taken 
note of the fact of several actions initiated by 
the US Government or their friends in 
different parti of the world after President 
Nixon’s visit to Peking, my reply is simple. 
We are carefully noting all these events and 
wiU certainly take appropriate action to 
safeguard our own interest in this respect.

Vktnam War (C,A.)
SHRI G. VISWANATHAN: The im

plications of the Nixon-Chou Enlai discussions.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Meetings 
were held between President Nixon and Prime 
Minister Chou En-lai and several other 
Chinese leaders.

As for recognition of the PRG, I have 
already made my statement. After Madame 
Binh’s visit here, there was a further exchanges 
of views in Lusaka where we helped the PRG 
to be admitted as Observers to the Conference 
of non-aligned countries. The PRG have a 
contingent in Paris which is participating in 
the peace talks and we have been in touch 
with that contingent also. In addition, there 
are several other capitals in which our 
ambassadors and representatives keep in 
touch with representatives of the PRG. ,

SHRI HARI KISHORE SINGH 
(Pupri) : The External Affairs Minister has 
ably stated the Government’s stand. I would 
like to know what is the assessment of 
Government regarding escalation of the* war 
in Vietnam. Because it is not only, a question 
of the US going to use nuclear weapons ; 
large-scale damages have already been done, 
as has been revealed by a study of Cornell 
University which reveals that 6.3 million 
tonnes of bombs were dropped between 1965 
and 1971 in Indo-China, which is more than 
double the bombs dropped during the second 
world war and the Korean war put together 
by the Allied Powers.

Secondly, there is a report that the 
strength of the Seventh Fleet has been 
doubled and the Air Commander, General 
John D. Laveltc has been replaced by General 
John W. Vogt—I hope he is not a new Tikka 
Khan—-probably because it was considered 
that the former commander would not be 
able to bombard Vietnam more ruthlessly.

Then again, various types of experiments 
have been done by the American administra
tion not only in terms of warfare but also 
regarding destruction of land, vegetation, 
agriculture and so on and so forth as also jun
gle defoliation tactics. There is a danger of 
the US increasing its “Automated Warfare”  
where machine is going to replace manpower 
in order to reduce the effect on American public 
opinion and also to reduce the cost of. war. 
What b  Government’s reaction to this ?
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Then there is a handbook brought out by 
the Project Air War and Indo China Resou
rces Centre (March 1972} which says :

“The Nixon administration hat tur
ned to a new form of war in which mac
hines do most of the killings unknown to 
the American people” .

This is kept so secret that even the American 
public is not aware of it.

Does the Government think that this 
large-scale escalation in the American war 
effort in Vietnam is the result of a tacit 
understanding between the US and China 
arrived at during the sojourn of the American 
President to Peking recently ?

Then, does the Government see any possi
bility of having a solution to the Vietnam 
problem through the existing international 
forums and, if not, will the Government consi
der convening of an Asian Relations Con
ference such as was convened on Indonesia by 
the Interim Government of the country. And 
as a first step towards it, will the Government 
consider reviving the Colombo-Power type 
diplomacy to arouse world public opinion on 
the question of Vietnam ?

13 hr*.

Finally, will the Government consider 
assisting non-oJTicial agencies for convening a 
world confcrcncc on the question of Vietnam 
to arouse world conscience ?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Our reaction 
to the war situation escalating in Vietnam has 
stated in clear terms. Wc regard this as a 
vary disconcetting development, and it is for 
this reason that we havo expressed our strong 
opposition to continued bombing. Our assess
ment of the destruction resulting from the 
large-scale bombing is moie or less the same 
as what the hon. Member said, and our con
cern has increased when we hear reports about 
the use of various types or armaments and 
bombs with great destructive capacity and 
weapons which lesult in defoliation and seve- 
»al other deadly weapons that are used which 
have inflicted untold misery upon the people 
of Vietnam who arc struggling for their free
dom, Any use of more sophisticated weaponry, 
more destructive weaponry has an element of 
automation, will increase the suffering of the

people of Vietnam further, and we have every 
sympathy for these unfortunate people who 
have been for decades fighting heroically for 
their freedom and liberation.

Whether this escalation has got any connec
tion with the talk* in Paking between Brest* 
dent Nixon and the Chinese leaders, I cannot 
say ; it is a sort of assessment that is going on 
in all the capitals, and I cannot contribute 
anything concrete on this aspect.

1 have already indicated the paralysis from 
which the international community it suHHng 
so far as Vietnam is concerncd, When I say 
paralysis, there is no forum which can effec
tively deal with the Vietnam, deal with in the 
sense of finding a solution to the Vietnam 
problem. In various international froums 
including the United Nations General Assem
bly and in the non-aligned confcrence in 
Lusaka and several other organisations, state
ments have been made bringing out the essen
tials of the situation and tht gtneial apptoath 
that should be adopted in relation to Vietnam 
But these are expressions of opinion, exposi
tions of attitudt, projecting their assessment. 
But beyond that, either in the UNO or in any 
organ of the United Nations, no concrete step 
has been taken. There has been a general 
attitude to regard this as a matter which was 
tackled by th< Geneva Conference and the 
mstiumcnts devised by the Geneva Conference 
are supposed to look after if, although 1 have 
no hesitation in saying that not much is being 
done even by those organs which were created 
by the Geneva Conference. We have at the 
moment no proposal to convene an Asian 
conference at governmental or n o n g o v e r n 

mental level.
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