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NEPAL’S ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE
ERSTWHILE VIETNAM CRISIS

- Professor, Dr. T.N. Jaiswal
Background :

T he Indo-Chinese area had acquired, after World War II, a

significant and important geo-strategical place in the international
politics and foreign policy assessment of a nation. Because its
involvement into crises often of major consequences had afftected the
international political milieu and its process. A nation cotld not remain
in an isolated stage without expressing its feelings on problems relating
to the conflicts in which the regional countries were often involved. The
conflicts had usually affected their own survival and existence and
drawn the Big Powers and peripheral powers into these conilicts. The
presence and involvement of the foreign powers had also influenced
their internal political environment, which in turn had projected its
weight on the trends of international politics. The conflicts of the region
had for many decades imparted a major repercussion on the peace and
security of the area and world as whole.

Its geo-politico-strategical conditions and independence struggle
had drawn the attention of the intrusive powers to intermingle in the
local politics to preserve their interests: first France intended to secure
and preserve its colonies, secondly, the US tried to control and check
the threat of international communism and thirdly, the USSR attempted
to consolidated its position there after the region adopted commumnist
way of life with the help of Vietnam, So this area, which is part of the
South East Asian region, had strategically been dominating the inter-
actions among local powers and other powers on matiers relating
Pﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂﬁ, strategies, and actions towards political conditions and
conflict.s The Asian small nations like Nepal did also kept its track on
the matters concerning the area’s security and peace, and political
trends that had been influencing the international politics. Being a
Asian nation it has likely that It “must be affected more by what happen
there than the non-Asian ..."1

Within this political reality and situation in the regional sub-
system* it has to encounter three regional challenges: (a) internal power
relations, in which Vietnam had been ideologically predominant and
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had its position felt upon other powers Laos and Kampuchea, recently,
Vietnam emerged as powerful local leader and some extent had been
shaping the political courses : (b} the split in the integrated world
communist movement and increasing tendency among the leaders of
the divided groups-China and USSR to increase their sphere of influence
over the newly emerged Asian communist states through their client
forces had posed a serious challenge to region political milieu, though
they had earlier supported and extend help to Vietnam in its struggle
to liberate the country from the colonial and US interventions : (c) the
existence of a complete anti-communist forees and their integrated move
to meet the growing communist menace through ASEAN had also posed
& problem or challenge to the regional politics. The ASEAN powers had
expressed their serious concern at the events in which Vietnam had
been actively involved with the back of the USSR who had differences
with China. Finally, the US, who had previously been deeply involved
in the sub-system’s politics, also kept its vigil over the emerging trends
there and co-operated with China and ASEAN to check the Soviet
presence and Vietnamese dominating role. Under these challenges the
regional sub-system's political environment operates affecting the course
of global politics.
Thus, in Indo-China the core actors Vietnam, Kampuchea, and
Laos, the intrusive and peripheral powers: the US, the USSR, China,
and ASEAN had played an effective role in the political events that had
taken place in the recent past. Others powers like Nepal, India,
Bangladesh and Pakistan being members of the Asian community and
non-aligned movement had perceived and expressed their views
differently on the changing scenario of politics due to erises which had
foreign powers influence and domination.2
The Indo-Chinese peoples with the memories of the past political
heritage and glories, traditional cultures, and recent struggtle to free
the nations from the colonial rule and domination had shown their
zeal and courage to fight any eventualities that might come across to
them. Although, these three countries had different cultural heritages.
they had projected their nationalism and courage to protect the people’s
cause through mass upsurge to free the country from foreign clutches
under the leadership of Ho Chi Minn, Nordom Shhanouk, Souvana
Phuma and Souphavong. Nepal, who was keenly watching the struggle
for independence, appreciated and supported it. It could not remain
different from the political realities that was prevailing there during
1950s to 1975, Its expression of perceptions and views on the crises, in
which the region was involved here, based on the principles of non-
aligned policy. The policy towards Indo-China was mainly guided by its
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in some context than those purused by other South Asian nation. Not
only the government was much concern about the changing trends
there, but people of various shades: elite community, press and studen:
community had expressed their opinions on Vietnam war and
Kampuchean issue. In this article an attemnpt had been made to evaluate
the perceptions and feelings of Nepal on these two events, which shaped
the destiny of the people of Vietnam.
II

Nepal, with the exposure from isolation int
1946, shaped its own foreign palicy
the tenets of the non-aligned concept
its views on the sensitive
region. It had positively s
and integration. Becayse

o global politics after
on mdependent course based on
and the national intersts to EXpress
and important crisis that had plagued the
tand for peace, stability, non-interference
it feels that their maintenance are very
essential for socio-economic development in any part of the world. B,
the world politics or regional politics had witnessed the disturbances
m 'maintaini.ng peace, stability, non-interefence and integration of
stragetical vital areas like Indo-China. It looks as it alongwith other
international actor cautiously, because Big Powers had influenced and
domianted the area. [t considers the policies of these POWers as gross
interference in the internal affiars of the Indo-Chinese nations and their
freedom to choose their dostiny. So Nepalese views and evaluation of
the crisis are independently assessed one. It had kept a close proximity
with the ecrisis and its environment, which had affected the survival,
independence and existence of the small nation and had taken stands
according to its policy.

It felt that the incident like the Gulf of Tomkin would
restore peace rather it would escalate the conflictd
with the view that the foree would resolve issues,
the principle of peaceful means are to reslove the cri
had aptly said “We have been always swearing by the ideal of universal
peace™®. S, it had supported the principle of non-interrefence. Its views
are usually guided by it where foreign intervention had affected peace,
harmony and stability. King Birendra had observed that :

- the foreign policy of a country is governed not only by the
ideals and standard it sets out to achieve but is dicated as it were, by
the need for security and survival - Nepal had always striven for
friendship and hanncn}'.?

Thus, its preference to peace,

not help to
it refused to concur
but rather felt that
sis. King Mahendra

harmony, non-interference, non-
use of foree to settle the disputes and friendship became chief tools to

evaluate and determine its foreign policy operation and expression of
views on world crises including Vietnam.
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The Vietnam crisis, became more complex and tense; a.rf;zr mﬂ;ﬁ
Genera Accord as the relation between North and South V‘.}EE: s
conflicting turn due to non-fulfilment of the provisions : estparng
In the South a government with the support of the US emerg
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the north was controlled by the Ho Chi Minh forces, who considered
themselves to be true representative of Vietnamese people and followed
.'_'l:"farxist line. A politico-ideological line was drawn between North and
:—n:_ﬂur.i-lx. As the tenstion mounted between the two halves, the chances
oi unification became difficult. A stage of second phase Vietnam war
was gradually laid down. National liberation Front was established with
the help of the communist in the South by Neorth Vietnam, on the other
ha_nd the US began to support the South Vietnamese Government. The
politics of conflict remained there from 1960-73, which threatened the
peace ?_nd stability of the whole region. s the crisis began to intensify,
the ﬁslan countries including Nepal raised its voice at the incidents
€.8. it alongwith Ceylon and Camboida appealed to the UN Si::I::r"e:tal.r\,ur
Generall u. Tl}a.nt to approach Pope Paul VI to take action against
Oppressive attitude of the South Vietnam towards Buddhist in 196310
Pro. American government of the South Vietnam's policy was also
E:un_demned by the Budhist Committee of Nepal.ll Since then several
u;mde_nts were occurred frequently to influence the already tense
s:tufitmn that was drawing up to take a shape of wider repercussion in
the Internal politics which involved the North Vietnam on the side of
Natm_nal Liberation front into the conflict. The situation gradually
deteriorated as also US involved on the side of the South Vietnam.
gﬁsmugnﬂy, a? ingident occurred in the Gulf of Tonkin, which became
ajor source for disturbing the peace and security. On Au
1964 Tulsi G:n viewed at it as “a dznger to world petgce"l 2, 5 4
The Vietnam crisis, thereafter, had slowly and gradually affected
the peace F.‘I.nd. security of the region with due effect at the giobal politics.
Small nations including Nepal considered the growing intensity of
&ttacl_cs tfy US forces at NLF strong hold areas and defenceinstallations
deep msm‘le the North Vietnam as ‘serious threat to the existence of a
small nation’ and its security and independence and demanded that
the bombing raids should be stopped immediately. King Mahendra on
May 24: 1964 said in a press conference that the bombing attacks on
any nation could not be approved and mere shouting will also be of no.
avail and the action could not be appreciatedﬁE His Majesty's
ubsenrapun was itself an indication that Nepal could not favour the
aggressive threats to settle the issues, as it believed that the use of
force would not pay to ultimate and to resolve the problems. The people
of various shade did also expressed their feelings and sentiments on
the incidents and extended their support to the Vietnamese people and
c:r::-_ﬂﬂEmned the US action in escalating the conflict through bombing
raids, and involving the region into the cold war politics. 14 A spokesman
of the Foreign ministry, earlier had called for immediate cessation of
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hostilities and pursuit of peaceful means for settling the dispuf:e.lS
Nepal neither pursued a Sino-Soviet line nor it encouraged anit-USs
hysteria or it contemplated to instigate common people and EtLJdE:TILtB
o work against a friendly nation. The people and students cummuml:y
expressed their sentiments and feelings in favour of Vietnamese pe_uple 5
struggle were completely a gesture of Asian solidarity and good w?ll. An
English daily had commented, “we disagree with the US .pul:cy_m
Vietnam, but we protest even vehemntly against Nepal's i‘r::-rm%réF policy
being used as a pretext to favour a third and fourth country”*?.
Though, the Nepelese government had a more or less cautious
stand on the growing Vietnamese conflict, the anti-US feeli.ngs were
running high among press-media, students, elite community anrd
politically conscious people. But, the government did not hke_ that this
anti-attitude should not disturb the friendly relations due to increased
influence of the foreign influences over the left forces. Because it did
not we that there should be outside pressure in the expression of the
opinion. It wanted to remain friendly to all. 17 That was why it pursued
a very cautious policy on the crise.
As the situation there gradually turned more serious on July 4,
1961, the Rastriva Panchayat passed unanimously a resolution
condemning the increased US bombing raids. 18 Resolutions wae: also
adopted by the Nepal University Teacher’s Association and Lahtpu_r
District Panchayat disapporving the raids!® and Nepal Peace Cnungg
observed a Vietnam day in which the action of the US was criticised.=
The intention behind this protests had been to show that the Nepalese
people did not like the killings of innocent people in Vietnam and
escalation of the conflict, instead they favoured for de-escalisation of
armed conflict, for maintenance of peace, and for allowing people of
Vietnam to decide their destiny themselves without outside interference.
In order to end the outside interference, King Mahendra had expressed
that the UN could act to eliminate the political influence and could
allow the states of the region to live in the principle of live and let
live 21
This Nepalese stand on the Vietnam crisis was vividly based on
the objective analysis of the conditions, factors, issues that had involved
in it and policies, actions pursued by the Super Powers and the will
Power of Vietnamese people to defend their territory independence and
SOVerignty. Secondly, the existenice and Survival of small nations due
10 excessive intermingling of political and military influences from foreign
Powers had also casted some effect on the foreign policy assessment of
Nepal. Because, being a small nation it had to be careful and alert
@t the question of interferences of any kind that would threatened

Journal of Tolitical Science 7




Daty

1]

—#—

the north was controlled by the Ho Chi Minh forces, who considered
themselves to be true representative of Vietnamese people and followed
.'_'l:"farxist line. A politico-ideological line was drawn between North and
:—n:_ﬂur.i-lx. As the tenstion mounted between the two halves, the chances
oi unification became difficult. A stage of second phase Vietnam war
was gradually laid down. National liberation Front was established with
the help of the communist in the South by Neorth Vietnam, on the other
ha_nd the US began to support the South Vietnamese Government. The
politics of conflict remained there from 1960-73, which threatened the
peace ?_nd stability of the whole region. s the crisis began to intensify,
the ﬁslan countries including Nepal raised its voice at the incidents
€.8. it alongwith Ceylon and Camboida appealed to the UN Si::I::r"e:tal.r\,ur
Generall u. Tl}a.nt to approach Pope Paul VI to take action against
Oppressive attitude of the South Vietnam towards Buddhist in 196310
Pro. American government of the South Vietnam's policy was also
E:un_demned by the Budhist Committee of Nepal.ll Since then several
u;mde_nts were occurred frequently to influence the already tense
s:tufitmn that was drawing up to take a shape of wider repercussion in
the Internal politics which involved the North Vietnam on the side of
Natm_nal Liberation front into the conflict. The situation gradually
deteriorated as also US involved on the side of the South Vietnam.
gﬁsmugnﬂy, a? ingident occurred in the Gulf of Tonkin, which became
ajor source for disturbing the peace and security. On Au
1964 Tulsi G:n viewed at it as “a dznger to world petgce"l 2, 5 4
The Vietnam crisis, thereafter, had slowly and gradually affected
the peace F.‘I.nd. security of the region with due effect at the giobal politics.
Small nations including Nepal considered the growing intensity of
&ttacl_cs tfy US forces at NLF strong hold areas and defenceinstallations
deep msm‘le the North Vietnam as ‘serious threat to the existence of a
small nation’ and its security and independence and demanded that
the bombing raids should be stopped immediately. King Mahendra on
May 24: 1964 said in a press conference that the bombing attacks on
any nation could not be approved and mere shouting will also be of no.
avail and the action could not be appreciatedﬁE His Majesty's
ubsenrapun was itself an indication that Nepal could not favour the
aggressive threats to settle the issues, as it believed that the use of
force would not pay to ultimate and to resolve the problems. The people
of various shade did also expressed their feelings and sentiments on
the incidents and extended their support to the Vietnamese people and
c:r::-_ﬂﬂEmned the US action in escalating the conflict through bombing
raids, and involving the region into the cold war politics. 14 A spokesman
of the Foreign ministry, earlier had called for immediate cessation of

Journal of Poitical Science 6

hostilities and pursuit of peaceful means for settling the dispuf:e.lS
Nepal neither pursued a Sino-Soviet line nor it encouraged anit-USs
hysteria or it contemplated to instigate common people and EtLJdE:TILtB
o work against a friendly nation. The people and students cummuml:y
expressed their sentiments and feelings in favour of Vietnamese pe_uple 5
struggle were completely a gesture of Asian solidarity and good w?ll. An
English daily had commented, “we disagree with the US .pul:cy_m
Vietnam, but we protest even vehemntly against Nepal's i‘r::-rm%réF policy
being used as a pretext to favour a third and fourth country”*?.
Though, the Nepelese government had a more or less cautious
stand on the growing Vietnamese conflict, the anti-US feeli.ngs were
running high among press-media, students, elite community anrd
politically conscious people. But, the government did not hke_ that this
anti-attitude should not disturb the friendly relations due to increased
influence of the foreign influences over the left forces. Because it did
not we that there should be outside pressure in the expression of the
opinion. It wanted to remain friendly to all. 17 That was why it pursued
a very cautious policy on the crise.
As the situation there gradually turned more serious on July 4,
1961, the Rastriva Panchayat passed unanimously a resolution
condemning the increased US bombing raids. 18 Resolutions wae: also
adopted by the Nepal University Teacher’s Association and Lahtpu_r
District Panchayat disapporving the raids!® and Nepal Peace Cnungg
observed a Vietnam day in which the action of the US was criticised.=
The intention behind this protests had been to show that the Nepalese
people did not like the killings of innocent people in Vietnam and
escalation of the conflict, instead they favoured for de-escalisation of
armed conflict, for maintenance of peace, and for allowing people of
Vietnam to decide their destiny themselves without outside interference.
In order to end the outside interference, King Mahendra had expressed
that the UN could act to eliminate the political influence and could
allow the states of the region to live in the principle of live and let
live 21
This Nepalese stand on the Vietnam crisis was vividly based on
the objective analysis of the conditions, factors, issues that had involved
in it and policies, actions pursued by the Super Powers and the will
Power of Vietnamese people to defend their territory independence and
SOVerignty. Secondly, the existenice and Survival of small nations due
10 excessive intermingling of political and military influences from foreign
Powers had also casted some effect on the foreign policy assessment of
Nepal. Because, being a small nation it had to be careful and alert
@t the question of interferences of any kind that would threatened

Journal of Tolitical Science 7




Dat

¥

the freedom, existence and independence. That is why, it had considered
the doctrine of interference as enemy to small states, and had opposed
it when and where it had been used by the foreign powers to get their
objectives fulfilled. The Vietnam policy was totally based to oppose the
influences, interferences and interventions and to consolidate the move
for restoration of peace initatiaves. If one looks into this policy, he will
found that it is somewhat in consensus with the general non-aligned
policy on Vietnam crisis.

On integration and peace in Viemam, its policy had been to oppose
the hurdlistic approach of the powers concerned to integrate the two
halves of Vietnam, because powers whose interests were at stake there,
had created problems in the way for the integration and restoration of
peace as the divergent political systems in the two halves and political
instability in the South and war, hurdles for peace and integration.
The problems became a distant dream to be realised by the Vietnamese
people. The hostile condition turned into the major confrontation leading
to out break of war. The period between 1968-73 was a period of peace
and escalation, as the parties to crisis had a slow trodding towards
peace. A peace initiative was taken by President Johnson to end the
war. Peace talk began in Paris between North Vietnam and the US.
Nepal had welcomed the move, as it would help to end the crisis, and
allow people to live in peace. During this period the region witnessed
change in the government in Combedia. A new government headed by
Gen. Lon Nol with the support of the US was installed in place Prince
Nordom Sihanouk and Paris peace talk was bogged down.

The main reason behind the changes in Combodia was to show
an expression of resentment against Sihanouk’s policy towards left forces
operating near Vietnam-Combodian border, which provided a supply
line to left forces in the South Vietnam by the US and right wing faction
in the Comboidan pelitics. This change provided a favourable climate
to the US to operate against the communist trogg hold area in the
border and to cut the supply line to the South Vietnam. Thus, Combodia
was dragged into the escalating Vietnam war, as the US engaged to
attack these strong positions and launched bombing raids over North
Vietnam. The peace initiative, which had begun in Paris began to drag
in the midst of rigion US raids. A policy of ‘pause and attack’ was pursued
by it. Nepal watched these development with concern and interest. The
Nepalese foreign minister K.N. Bista said that “...Nepal always desires
peace. NEPﬂlﬁ therefore, hopes that the Paris talk will result in some
achievement22* and again on September 19, 1968, he said about it

that in order to achieve success in negotiation the military activities
must be at-:::pped,23
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But, while the talk was continued and slowly dragging on the
mmhing raids were continued with occasional pauses. Both parties
had kept the door open for peapge talk, Every nation prayed for its
success. On Comboidan problem the foreign minister Gayanendra
Bahadur Karki, said that the Combodian neutrality should be respected
and foreign troops must be withdrawn from there.2% The great powers
agreed to neutralise Laos and Comboida in the Geneva Armistic
Agreement of 1954. So it feit that its neutrality must be respected by
all. On June 29, 1970 King Mahendra reaffirmed the Nepalese stand
on Comboida and added that Nepal believed every nation should be
free to determine its own destiny without outside interference and sulvig é
of the problems through negetiation not through military measures.
Not only government had voiced its concerned over the problem but
press, students, elite communities also condemned the action because
it changed the whole complexion of Combodia, which helped towards
the extension of US involvement in the Indo-China to bring the states
of the region under its ‘strategic-influence’ and domination “it was an
act of imperialist nature”2®. This change in Combodia brought new
strategic alignment in the region to check the commumst pressures in
the South Vietnam. An axis consisting Phnom Penn-Vietnam-saigon-
Bangkok was formed as a part of Nixon doctrine27 to protect the US
strategical interests in the region and to make the war a localised affairs.
However, the handling of the Vietnam war and its escalation was
criticised and condmeed by the Nepalese people. The government had
a ‘neutral positive’ approach in voicing its concern over the US policies
there. The press considered them as fillusionary’ one. 28 Because they
doubted whether the US would be able to check the growing nationalist
feeling of NLF or it would help to aggrevate the already worsed situation
there and put hurldes to the peace talk. Nepal feared that the complex
conditions might pose a serious challenge to peace. King Mahendra at
Lusaka non-alligned summit conference observed that the induction
of foreign troops had complicated the already existing complex situation,
80 the external interference in Indo-China must end allow the nations
of the region to choose their own future. 22 But it seemed that the
complex situation would not improve due to increased bombing raids
and other military offensives. Though the Nepelase people had expressed
their sympathy with the Inod-Chinese pmpltaﬂ. it had no bearing to
BiVe them despite from the scourge of war. As the sufferings increased,
a four members delegation led by the North Vietnamese leader Tran
Duang Khao visited Nepal on November 19, 1970 to explain their views
on the US role. The delegate demanded for withdrawl of the US troops,
E removal of the puppet government of the South Vietnam in ordet
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to resolve the crises.31 It received the moral support from the Nepalese
people in their nation’s just struggle against the foreign powers influence
and domination. Nepal had supported the call for foreign powers troops
withdrawl and creation of a congenial atmosphere for peace settlement.
In pursuant with this policy, it had also regretted the action of the
freign powers influence in Laos, and considered it as an infringement
or violation of the Geneva Accord of 1962 in Laos which had reaffirmed
its neutrality.32 With this, Laos was also dragged into the Indo-Chinese
conflict and Nepal kept its views expressed freely to each event that
had affected and added elements to intensify the conflict. A student
demonstration was held on March 9, 1971 in front of the US Embassy
and demanded for cessation of ‘increased bombing raids and stoppage
of agressive postures on other Indo-Chinese states.

Towards the escalation of war and aggressive postures, which

had created a tense climate in the region, a local daily paper ‘Jandut’
commented that it was a work of an *

imperialist power’ who had ousted
Sihanouk from the power and committed ‘genocide’ in Vietnam. It was
the power who was unable to reconcile with the nationalism and national
liberation movement of the Indo-Chinese people33, because all the three
states; Laos, Combodia and Vietnam were gradually brought under
the broader concept of the US war strategy, It became very difficult for
the US to withdraw from the region as it was not prepared to leave its
supporters in difficult situation. By way of escalating the war, it wanted
to have equal footing and share at the Paris peace talk for other party
1.e. South Vietnam. But, with the coming of the President Richard M.
Nixon, there had been an indication to end the war through his policy
of Vietnamisation and to create ways for the withdrawl of the US.
Secondly, he gave more attention to the Paris Talk.

The main objective of the new US policy was to have an favourabie
environment that would help and assist the negotiation at Paris and

would also enhance the already depleted position of the US within and
outside the country.

The Paris Talk

The Paris negotiation was continuing with frequent break from
1968 between Xaun Thuy and Cyrus Vance. But it got momentum at
later phase. The negotiatory task was assigned to Henery Kissinger
and Lee Duc Tho. It achieved success afier continueous hard and tough
negotiation in the midst of ‘pause and strike’ US strategical policy and
counter offensives from the NLF and North Viethamese forces. Originally,
Nepal and welcomed the initiation of the talk and felt relieved as the
talk was heading towards settlement. However, it did not like the
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ombing raids over the North Vietnam with uccas1<3nai
;112::%$ Intelle%tuals and leaders Surya Bahadur Thapa,E 51:1':":
Prasad Upadhya, Rishikesh Shaha and others felt mat_ the I..Tf s 3;1; :
on the bombing raids and its occasional outbrust %gght affect k
for its cessation.”> However, the
process of the peace talk and called fo : s
US kept on its ‘pressure tactics' through the bon}hmg raids, :'-* iy
condemned by the North Vietnamese. They considered as a Vio aq on i
an understanding between them, while US felt that it was not u_,asvlasﬁ
violation. The defence secretary termed it as a *1::rr:ttzlc'sjvan&d_af?;u:1rl'1'E .:-},‘,.
Inspite of these hostile actions, the peace talk at Pan; i 1(:_1_1;5[.‘E _r
progressed. To the hostile activities, the Nepalese prime min 5
Kirtnidhi Bista on July 6, 1972 said*that Nfepa_l had l:feen opposing ai
raids over the North Vietnam from the beginning as it would not ng;_bp
to resolve the crisis.37 It favoured its solution th.mug}} ne_gc-hatmnf :
as a deadlock persisted in the talk due tn_the US rejection trf :iea riﬁ
points peace the proposal of the NLF which had support nllr:hnrhv
Vietnam. Itz leader Thick Thien Huwa had taJl.k:I:d about it wi , bt -
Nepalese leaders during his visit.39 The Prime Minister K.N. Bistaa neu;
the stall in the talk said that it was natural for I\Fepal to feel drsu'essi
over the new complication that had cropped up in the a]]’fl.'ad}f complex
situation of Vietnamese problem and hoped that ‘Fhr: main hurdles in
the path ui Bea::e talk would be removed to arrive at agreed peace
“tﬂﬂiﬁtret negotiation initiative conducted by Henry Kissinger ?j.nj
Lee Duc Thao cleared the way for success in the talk. The US acce EL
the demand for the participation of the Vietcongs in the C:‘.‘rmnussm; ta
supervise the new election after cease-firet1 a_nd. it also agre.e: : 0
withdraw from the Indo-China. A long and tired diplomatic negahaﬂnﬂn;
came to an end with the signing of the agreement on January 27, 1973.
The agreement provided for cease-fire, release of .ﬂfmen.can prisoners,
respect for neutrality of Laos and Combodia and umﬁcan:_m of ‘-.-'?etnam:
Till re-unification, a joint government consisting of Theiu Tjacunn and
NLF would be establish in the South and the US would withdraw its
roops from the area.*! The agreement was generally welcam&r_:ilby _I‘Jepal
and it hoped that it would assist in restoring peace and stability in the
region. His Majesty King Birendra speaking at A;gerslsunumt CDII..fE'I.'ETLCL‘
of the non-alingn=d states on September 8, 1973 viewed that, if
“...the provision of Paris Peace Agreement are scruplously
Observed by all sides and legitimate aspirations of the people to
live in peace be honoured ...” .
the peace would be preserved in the ‘w.-’ietn:%n_'l as wcﬂ_ as in the
Whole of Indo-China. King Hoped that the legitimate wish of the
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Vietnamese people to live in peace would be ralised and
“'t.he P?rls peace agreement on Vietnam would eventually be
hfl.-lpful in bringing peace... This, we believe, is possible only with
withdrawl of all foreign interference so that people of Comboida ma
freely decide their own destiny and live in peace. 43 i
_ I\.Iepal felt happy to see the emergence of Vietnam as unified state
in April 1976 after liberating the South Vietnam from Thisu regime
with armed clashes between his loyal forces and the National Liberati
un_ant forces; and after the formation of Vietcong led government in
Sa_a:gun by April, 1975. Editor this new government and the North
Vietnamese government worked together for unification process. Under
a1_1 agpsexpent on November 21, 1975, they had agreed to hold a General
Election in the first half of 1976 to form a unified socialist state, and
the people uf Vietnam would elect their representatives to a u:rliﬁed
common National Assembly on April 25, 1976 which would have 492
seats. The people of both halves of Vietnam excersad their voting right
and elected their representatives to the National Assembly. The election
was a step towards declaration of unification.*4 The Assembly formally
approved the formation of the Republic of Vietnam. Non-aligned mnctﬁt
became the basis for its foreign policy. A new member was added to the
NAM from the region which had for the first time feeling the dawn of
ﬁeedt.:-m after long drawn freedom struggle to liberate the country from
colonial rule and foreign interferences. This policy became suitable to
geeds and aspi_ratinns and national interest to the Vietnamese people.
Mc;zz;?:;:ﬂy. it became partner-in arms with Nepal in the Non-aligned
\ Earlher on May 16, 1975 both the nations had agreed to establish
{ilplﬂm_a_ttc relation at Embassy level, and Nepal had also gave its
recogmiuion to the revolutionary government of the south vietnam. 43
‘:l‘lhth Combodia also it agreed to establish diplomatic reiation.#6 These
t;veii;;mmtl at diplomatic level opened the contact between Nepal and
e Indo-Chinese states. Hence forward, Nepal and the nations of the
Teglﬂ;l ha'd deveoped their relations. It was concerningly watching the
nmew :mﬂpmmt that was sweeping the region i.e. communication of
e states b;,r the end of 1975. A complete different political milieu
emerged which seemed to be acting as a composite threat to the non-
cnmrlnumst st_ates of the South East Asian region, and also it had given
new impetus mlt!le r_elﬂﬁ—::mship between USSR and China as Vietnam
asserted its position in the Indo-Chinese states with support of Soviets.
Soon, the clouds of peace began to disappear from the area and conflicts
among the communist rivals began to surface in Combodia involving
local power Vietnam. Nepal felt that these new development would not

Todians ol al M i T g i

help to meet the needs for peace, stability, and independence, if the
foreign powers try to mingle in the internal politics of the Kampuchea.
Nepal disfavoured the role of Vietnam in Kampucheau by pursuing a
definite policy on the issue within the doctrine of intervention.

v

To conclude, Nepal, as a small sensjtive geo-strategical country
having a different political set-up than those prevailing around her,
had its own perceptive analytical tools to evaluate the Vietnam issue
an its national interests and national objectives-goals and ends within
the basic tenets of the non-aligned theory. It had taken its stand clearly
in tune of morality, objectivity, necessity and desire for peace. It consider
speace as an ultimate end for development and progress, and political
stability. Outside interferences (Political and military nature ] in the
internal affairs constitute a threat to an established order and create a
political disorder affecting very survival of the state, so it had opposed
the principle of intereference. of any kind that virtually affect the very
existence of state independence and sovereignty, That is why, it had
raised its voice against it which had disturbed peace and stability in
the Vietnam and supported the idea or call for the withdrawl of foreign
troops, right of self-determination to decide her destiny without outside
interference. .

The ‘intervetionism’ as pursued in the modern international
politics by the powers it the “contrary to unigue genius of the nation as
expressed in the domestic traditions and the best of its foreign pu]iq,-":‘ﬁ.
Because no nation would like that the concept of intervention should
get wide place in the international politics as it marred the freedom of
action and undue importance to foreign powers. So Nepal feels that it
is counter productive because it generates conflicts and involvement of
foreign elements in it. Vietnamese issue is the product of this policy.
So it believes in-the propositon that :

... conflict must be avoided because they are too dangerous and
Prone to escalation, and they can be avoided because nuclear weapons
plus other transformations in the international environment generate

Presumption against the use of force and alternative to it.2

_ That is why, it had constantly expressed its views against the
emergence of the conflict like in Vietnam and its escalation to threat
Peace of the region too. So, in order to keep peace there and elsewhere
force should not be used, if this had been used as in the case of
Kampuchea, it should be withdrawn immediately and uncunditiﬂnal]}r:‘&
to allow people to decide their destiny. On the whole, Nepal on the
Vietnam issue had spoken independently and within the meaning is
its national interests, objectives, goals and ends of the foreign policy
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bﬂ:idﬂs taking into the trends and political environments of the Indo-
Ch:_m.-se region including the Big Powers role. Nepal had exposed itself
agﬂ_mst_ the principle of interventions and interferences, and constantly
maintained that stand where interventions were taking place there.
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