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MOTION RE. INTERNATIONAL
SITUATION

The Prime Minister and Minister of
External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): Mr. Speaker, Sir, three days
ago, on the 16th of November, I made
a statement in this House on the in-
ternational situation with special
reference to Egypt and Hungary. In
initiating this debate, it was not my
intention to say much at this stage,
but rather to reserve my remarks to
the end of the debate when hon.
Members have expressed their views.
I feel, however, that it might be desir-
able for me to bring before the House
wome later developments in regard to
these matters.

I beg to move:

“That the present. international
situation and the policy of the
Government of India in relation
thereto be taken into considera-
tion.”

I need not point out to this House
?mw important this debate is. It is
important because the issues before
the world today are of high impor-
* tance and deal with questions of war
and peace and the suppression of
freedom and issues that affect us too
directly as well as indirectly. What
we say in this House is not merely
listened to by our Members here, but
has a much wider audience in this
country and even abroad. Therefore,
I feel rather burdened with this
occasion and I wish to use language
which, I hope, will not in any way
come in the way of such peaceful
developments towards peaceful
settlement as might be taking place.
Three days ago, 1 mentioned that the
situation was a very grave one and
although there appeared to be some
elements of progress in it, neverthe-
less, it continued very grave and was
. viewed by us with concern. That
position remains as it was although
there are some elements which may
be considered to be helpful. But,
basically, the situation is a very grave
one. I hope, hon. Members also, in
considering these matters which are
bgfore us and the world, will do so
cdlmly and objectively and, if I may
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use the word with respect, with some
caution so that their words and our
words may not lead to greater ten-
sion, and might put perhaps some
difficulties in the way of what we
seek to achieve.

Now, we read our newspapers daily

.and everyday there are all kinds of

reports and allegations, and naturally,
we react to them. And yet it is not
particularly easy for us to find out
what is true and what is not true and
what is perhaps exaggerated. We
hear of Anglo-French troops landing
somewhere in Israel. I believe this
is contradicted. We hear reports of
Soviet aircraft going to Syria. This
is contradicted and it is said that
except for some aircraft that went
long before the crisis as a result of
purchase by the Syrian Government,
there has been no despatch of aircraft
there. We hear so many other
reports of this kind which either are
directly contradicted or are not sub-
stantiated. In these cases, there is
very great difficulty for a responsible
body like us or for the United Nations
to proceed on the basis of unconfirm-
ed reports and it might very well not
only create complications but come in
the way of giving a correct lead if
those events happen to be not true,
on which the reports were supposed
to be based.

Only recently, we have had reports
of deportation of people from Hun-
gary, specially young men, deporta-
tion, it is said, by Soviet authorities.
Now, the Hungarian Government has
denied in the United Nations. So has
the Soviet Government. I believe
even today a resolution has been
placed before the Genmeral Assembly
on this subject based on the news-
paper reports which are denied by
apparently the two Governments
which are most concerned and which
should know. Now, it becomes ex-
traordinarily difficult for any one to
come to a conclusion without further
information or further enquiry into
the matter. In fact, I believe it ‘was
stated in the Gcneral Assembly on
behalf of the Hungarian Governhment
that they not only categorically deny
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this but that they have taken steps
to allow some representatives of the
workers, young men etc.,, to go them-
selves, to sit at the wvarious points of
exit from Hungary, to see if anything
was being done there or anybody was
sent away. Now, it is quite conceiv-
able—it is only a guess—that these
young men or workers were being
sent to see things for themselves, and
it might have been thought that they
were being deported. I do not know,
I am merely pointing out the difficul-
iy of getting a correct picture.

Now, in regard to Egypt, as the
House knows we in India have been
Intimately associated with events
during the last few months. To begin
~ith, even our relations with Egypt
ire intimate, and we are in constant
touch with what happens there. Ever
since the mnationalisation of the Suez
Canal, we were in very intimate
touch, so that whatever happened did
not come to us without any fore-
gnowledge of the evenis preceding it.
That is, we were in a position, we
were in a much better positien
to judge that situation. It was an
open situation at that time. Later
things have happened in Egypt which
are rather confusing, say, the state of
affairs at Port Said etc, but the broad
facts were clear to us and therefore
we ventured to express a very clear
and definite opinion about it.

In regard to Hungary, there was a
difficulty that the ‘broad facts were
not clear to us, and also the occur-
rences in Hungary took place at a
moment when suddenly the interna-
tional situation became very much
worse and we had to be a little surer
and clearer as to what had actually
happened and what the present posi-
tion was. - Therefore, we were a little
cautious in expressing our opinion in
regard to facts. We were not cautious
about sxpressing our opinion in re-
gard to “the general principles that
should govern condijtions there. As
the House knqws, right from the very
beginning we made it perfectly clear
that in regard to Hungary or in
regard to Egypt or anywhere elsg,
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any kind of suppression by violenty
elements of the freedom of the peaple
was an outrage on liberty. I said
that and I made it perfectly clear that
firstly foreign forces should be remov-
ed both from Egypt and Hungary—
although the two cases are not
parallel, the facts are different, but
this fact was there; secondly that the
people of Hungary should be allowed,
should be given the opportunity to
determine their future.

I believe even now facilities are not
being given both in Hungary and in
parts of Egypt occupied by foreign
forces like Port Said, like the other
parts occupied by the Israeli Army,
to outsiders to go there. On the last
occasion I said in this House that from
the reports we had received. condi-
tions in Port Said were very bad and
that casualties were heavy. The
statement I made was cautious. The
reports which we had received were
much worse than what I had said,
but because I did not wish to proceed
on those reports without further con-
firmation, I moderated my language in
describing it. The fact is that even,
up to now, so far as I know, nobody
is allowed to go into Port Said. The
reports that came to us previously
were partly from refugees and we do
not usually attach very great impor-
tance to a statement of excited refu-
gees—not that they deliberately mis-
represent, but they are emotionally
wound up and they tend not to give
a correct appraisal of events. The
reports that came to wus about the
events in Port Said were the reports
of some foreign journalists who had
gone to Port Said at the peril of their
{ives and who had made these state-
ments in foregin papers in Europe.
Even so, we hesitated to accept them
because they were so bad that we
thought they shoyld be conﬁmed In
fact, we have been suggestmg in the
case of Egypt, as in the case 9;
Hupgary, that it is desirable from
every point of view even from the
point of view of the occupying forces,
that impartial observers, preferably
sent by the United Nations, should gg,
look gt the things there and repart. 1
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earnestly trust that the Governments
~er the authorities eoncerned in both
placed will permmit this to be done,
otherwise dll kirds &f wild repeorts
are circulatéd dnd believéd in.

We haven been, receivihg_ fairly full

aceouhts; &ispatches from our
Embassies abroad; our Missions
abroad. Almest daily we get

these reports from New York,
from Washington, ffrom London, from
Moscow, from Belgrade, from Cairb,
Beirut; Damascus, Berne and sonie
other places, ffom Vienna and Buda-
pest dlso, because we hHavée had one
of our young officers in Budapest
throughout this period. It was true
that he ecould not ecommunicate with
us easily and his telegrams wusSually
reach us how about six days late
because they have had to g6 to Vienna
presumably by road and thén they
are dispatched from Vienna. Gradual-
ly the picture of evehts has taken
some clear sHape. All this ddily in-
formation that we get not only from
our Missions but by the courtesy of
other Governments,—more especially
1 am grateful to the informatioh we
have received from the Governméiits
of thie United Statés, of Canada, of thé
Soviet Union, of Yugoslavia and some
other Governrietits too—ill these des-
patches have resulted in siuch an
abundante bf Inforfatien which is
often contradictsry, which contfadict
each other. 1 will say it gives &
piecture which i§ a very cohtused
pléture, but it is true, I think, that
ofie ean mdké a f4it apprdisal of thése
eévents. Now, may I just say, with-
sut mentioning our represéntdtives
abroad, that 1 should like to express
iny appreciation of the wotk dotie by
our bassadot in Cairo which has
beer of a high ofder.

So far as the situation in Egypt is
concerned, the House knows that the
first contihgent of our forces has
altéady gotie there. Others will
follow. I watit to thake it peffectly
clear on Wwhat conditioris Wwe séht thése
forcés to joirni the TUnited Nations
forces. First of 411, we Hiade it slear
that it wiy ofily if the Govetrme&it
of Byypt sgresd, atily then we would
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send them, secondly they +were not
to be considered in any sense as a
continuing force continuing the acti-
vities of the Anglo-French forces
whieh was entirely a separate thing,
thirdly that the Anglo-French forces
should be withdrawn, feurthly that
the United Nations foree should
function to protect the old Armistice
line between Israel and Egypt, and
finally that it should be a temporary
affair. We are not prepared to agree
to our force or any force remaining
tHere indefinitely. It was on these
conditions; which were aeccepted, 1
believe, that these ferces were sent
there. I repeat this because, unfortu-
nately, statements are sometimes
made about this United Nations In-
térnational Force which are net in
consonance with the decision of the
United Nations or, I believe, with the
agireements arrived at by the Secre-
tary-General of the United Nations
with Egyptian Government.

Then, the first question that atises
ih Egypt at the preserit thoinent in
regard to the Resolutibn of the United
Nations General Asseibly is that of
the withdrawsdl of the Anglo-French
and the Israeli forces from Egyptian
teiTritory. THis is &4 dafigefous issue
because if the!"g’ is ahy attemipt to
créate délay and certainly if there is
any attempt not t6 withdraw, there
is likely to be a resuription of hostili-
ties which, 1 think, will bé on bigger
scales than earliéer.

It is stated—arid I believe on fairly
good authority—that there has beer
Soine days ago, pethiaps, somé& addi-
tion to these forces. One dbes not
khow when soretimes forces aré ex-
chatiged, some are withdfawn and
some dre setit and so0 6he c¢annct say.
But, atiyhow, it is a vital rhatter that
Anglo-Frenci and Israeli forces
should withidraw figrml the aréa they
have oécupied Becausé withotit théat
nothing else cant be got goiiig and sb
Iong as they rémain, therd will be
éonstant feaF of hostilities being
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I have  already mentioned about
Port Said which requires immediate
attention and which can only be done
properly by observers being allowed
to go there and report. The House
may know that we are sending—I
think tomorrow—a very large aircraft,
in size about 3 Dakotas, of medical
supplies and relief goods which are
being taken both to Egypt and to
‘HMungary.

In Hungary, as 1 said, the condi-
tions, especially the rather detailed
developments, were for some time
not at all clear to us. I am not quite
sure if they are completely clear even
now; but, I think the broad facts are
clear enough. There is little doubt
that the kind of nationalist uprising
which took place -there after demons-
trations etc. developed, after coming
into conflict with the Soviet forces
there. The Soviet Forces were with-
drawn from Budapest and -a state-
ment was issued on the 30th October,
embodying the Soviet policy in regard
to these countries, which stated that
they would withdraw their forces
after consulting the Warsaw Powers
and so on and so torth.

It is a fact, I think, that they were
withdrawn. But, very soon after,
other events occurred in Budapest—
and this matter is not quite clear—I
think not in Budapest but in Hungary
and within 3 or 4 days the Soviet
forces returned and in far greatgr
mechanised power. There were big
conflicts in Budapest which were
ultimately suppressed by the Soviet
Armed Forces. Some people say that
even while the Soviet Forces were
withdrawing from Budapest round-
about the 29th or 30th, actually the
Soviet ‘Army had come across the
frontier and that this was not—if I
may use that word—a bona fide with-
drawal  at all. Others think that
something happened in the course of
those two er three days which made
the Soviét Government change its
policy, because we must remember
that Heéfore any Government does
that, more especially the Soviet Gov-
ermnyent or the British Government
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or any major power, all these separate
questions are weighed presumably in
the light of other international
developments and with the possibili-
ty of a Dbigger flare-up. That is
always in their mind. Anyhow, the
fact remains that the Soviet Forces
came back and there was a major con~
flict in which a fairly large number
of Hungarians suffered as they fought
very bravely. And, it is possible that
the Hungarian Army itself was on
the side of the Hungarian people and
in the initial stages the Soviets also
suffered fairly considerably, though,
naturally, in lesser numbers. It is
not, at the present moment, of any
great importance that we should know
the details of this. The major fact
stands out that the majority of the
people of Hungary wanted a change,
political, economic or whatever the
changes were, and actually rose in
insurrection after demonstrations etc.
to achieve it but wultimately they
were suppressed.

I think it is true that there were
some elements on the side of the
Hungarians which might be called by
a word which is rather misused some-
times, ‘Fascist’ elements. I think it
is true that outsiders also came in
because the border fbrces were not
functioning and I think it is also true
that arms came from outside to some
extent. All that is true. But, while
all that is true, this is not the major
fact. The major fact is that the peo-
ple of Hungary, a very large part of
them, claimed freedom from -outside
control or interference, objected to the
Soviet Forces coming, wanted them to
withdraw and wanted some internal
changes in their Government. That
is a basic fact which nobody can
deny.

Another rather implicit feature of
the situation, perhaps, more signifi-
cant than even the fighting that the
Hungarian people indulged in is the
fact that when fighting stopped—it
stopped some days ago, I think they
are not fighting now—certainly in
Budapest not in Hungary—in spite ot
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all this, there was rather an extra-
ordinary demonstration of passive
resistance. That _is, the people or
Budapest refused to go back to work,
refused to take part in other normal
activities at a time when the city
was suffering very greatly by the
stoppage of work during the period ot
armed conflict. In spite of all that
resistance to forces by fighting, this
resistance of people in a peaceful
passive way seemed to be, so far as
I am conceérned, more significant of
the wishes of their country than an
armed revolt which might be aroused
fby some groups here and there.

I wonder how many of the hon.
Members present here have in mind
-the past history of Hungary. It is a
rather tragic history with frequent
attempts to attain freedom, frequently
-suppressed. During the regime of the
Austro-Hungarian Empire, there were
such attempts. We know well, nearly
40 years ago, when we in this country
-first had this picture of non-co-opera-

~tion put before us by Mahatma Gandhi

-what we were told; and we really
read about the kinds of non-co-oopera-
-tion or something like it in other coun-
tries. Among those countries, more
-especially it was in Hungary, where
somewhere in the middle of the 18th
-century, a movement of passive non-
cooperation, passive rTesistance arose
under the leadership, I think, of
~O’Dver, which achieved some objectiv-
es too, though not completely. But
then, 5 weeks before the First World
‘War was over, just after the October
Revolution, as it is called or soon
after, I do not exactly remember the
~dates, but anyhow, in 1918, there was
an upheaval in Hungary; Austro-
"Hungary was breaking up; the German
‘armies had been there and they. were
withdrawing and there was an up-
"heaval more or less on the lines of the
upheaval in Russia at the time. The
leader of that was one Belakuhn, an
associate: of Lenin and he established
the Republic of Hungary. That was
‘A time -of intervention by other
foreign countries in the affairs of the
*Boviet : Union after the Revolution.
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The Rumanian Army marched into
Hungary then, and suppressed this new
Republic of Hungary and suppressed
it, so far as I can remember, in an
exceedingly ruthless manner. In fact,
it was not merely a suppression of the
Republic, but widespread loot of
Hungary by these armies. As a result
of that the Republic of course, ceased
to be and a regime was established
under Admiral Horthy, a kind of feudal
regime; hon. Members may perhaps
remember that Hungary has been in
the 19th and 20th centuries one of the
most feudal countries in Europe, with
very large land-holders, with very
out-dated aristocracy. There was
conflict between the various groups.
Anyhow, Admiral Horthy’s regime was
there. I had a glimpse in 1918 when
I happend to be in Budapest. It was
not a very satisfying spetacle; then

.came the big war. I merely mention

these just to bring to the mind of the
House this tragic history of Hungary,
and there are many names connected
with Hungary which are famous in the
fight for freedom of peoples. Any-
how. there is little doubt that the
present movement in Hungary was
a popular one; it was a movement
with the great masses of the people
behind it, with the workers, with the
Young people in it; maybe, of course, .
a number of people against it, I cannot
speak "about all of them and this, I
think, has, as I said, become even
more patent by this passive resistance
of the people inspite of the heavy
army’s strength being opposed to
them.

So far as we are concerned, we
entirely agree with what has been
stated in the joint statement issued
by the four Prime Ministers a few
days ago. Apart from this, there is
this aspect, if I may say so. The first
thing, I think, is that qualified:obser-
vers could go, whether it is Port Said,
whether it is other parts of Egypt.
which are occupied by foreign forces
or whether it is Budapest or some
parts of Hungary, they should go and
their mere visiting there will not
only bring out facts, but will open a
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window there, which the world can
look in; and find out what has hap-
pened and what is happening.

Now, behind all these, there are all
_kindls of other forces at work and
ofher dangers. We want naturally
foreign fortes to be withdrawn from
BEgypt as well as Hungary. Of course
this guestion does not arise in Egypt,
beeausé there is a Government fhere,
but in Huhgary, it does arise. The
House knows that during the last year
or tWo, there had been cértain currents
ard motions in Eastern Europe, in the
Soviet Union, itself, which have to
some extent liberalized the funetion-
ing of the regimes theré, which in
Poland werit perhaps farther than in
other places, and thée same ferment
existed in all countries, and the fact
which has always to be borne in mind,
not only by us but by other countries
was that if anything is done which
comes iry the way of this internal and
orgihic proéess of change, which may
well have the opposite effect to that
intended, then it becomes tied up with
the larger issues of war and peace.
What do we see behind these issues?
In the final #nalysis—fear, fear of the
Western Powers, of the armed might
of the Soviet Union, fear of the Soviet
Union, not only of the armed might,
even more so, of the possible armed
might of re-agrmed Germany.
Al over Fastern Fiurope, wwhether it is
Poland or Hungaty of Czechoslovakia
and those countries which have
suffered from invasion repeatedly
from the German side, there is this
fear of an armed Germany; there may
be fear from the Soviet Union; it may
be a balancing of fears, but there is
that fear and because of the fear of
the Western countries against the
arfméd might of the Soviet TUnion,
there came into existence the N.A.T.O,
and much later, also the other pacts
and military alliances like S.E.AT.O.
theé Baghdad Pact and the like. Then
camne into existence as a counterblast
thé Whrsdw Treaty, each pretending
# be #h assotiation for peaceful
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defence against attack, each having:
the effect really of frightening the-
other party and making it more ap--
prehensive of danger and, therefore,
helping in this race of armaments.

Because of this background, whexn
situation arose in Egypt, that is to
say, about 3 weeks ago, when the
Anglo-French bombing of Cairo
took place, immediately there was a
danger of this spreading. The Hunga-
rian situation arose and the two taken.
together definitely, greatly added to
this danger. Now, hon. Members will’
see—I speak with respect and with
deference—it is not my intention in
my present speech to go about con-
demning countries—not that their-
aets are not worthy of condemnation,.
but the fact is that because of these
two, the situation in Egypt and the
situation in Hungary, every attempt
is made by one party to lay stress on
what has happened in the other place
so as to hide its own mis-demeanour.
There was the Anglo-Freneh action in.
Egypt and there was a world outery
against it in the United Nations. Then
came Hungary. Bad enough. But
immediately it was made use of to
hide what is happening in Egypt. The
struggle in Hungary was the basic
thing so as to somehow cover up the
misdeeds in Egypt. Now on both sides
this is happening.

etc..

Now, I do not mean for an instant
to say that we are nobler or higher or
purer than other countries. But we
happen to be in a position which per-
haps, to some extent, helps us not to
get so frightfully excited about one
side or the other and, therefore, we
can view these events a little more ob-
jectively, perhaps.

Now, so far as recent developments
are concerned, the House will know
that only yesterday Premier Bulganin
issued an appeal. I received a letter
from him containing some proposals
for a conférence to consider the weorld:
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situation and morez especially di§arma-
ment. The various proposals havé
been examined and there is no doubt
that disarmament is of high import-
ance, more especially in this context.
This question as to whether there is a
conference or not and whether fhis
question of "disarmament will be con-
sidered will really be decided by the
Big Powers. , We haven’t got a big
army to disarm. Anyhow, in this con-
text, it is the three or four Big Powers
that really count. They have to
decide this. If we can be of any help
in this business, naturally our serviceés
will be there.

Now 1 sheould like to put before the
House a few other considerations,
rather to look behind the surface of
things, into the deeper changes that
are coming out, First of all, we see
this brutal exercise of violence arnd
armed might against weaker coun-
tries. Prima facie, this appears to be
the triumph of viclente and armed
might atid this puts every militarily
weaker country in peril, its indepen-
dence in danger, and more particu-
larly, every country in Asia and Africa
must feel this darnger. That is so.
But theré¢ is another aspect of it and
that is this exhibition of violence and
armed might has failed or i3 going to
fail. It has created great damage,
gredt suffering dnd great bitternéss
but in the fihal analysis it has failed
or, I think, is likély to fdil in achiévihg
anythirsg. Take the aggression of
Egypt. 1 think it is faifly elear that
the United Kingdom and France have
niot gained anything and are not going
to gain anything; they will lose much.
Apart from the fact that Egypt has
suffered tremerndously, the United
Kirigdom atid Fface Hdve also suffered,
not ini human beings so much although
even the loss of human beings has been
far thore ceotisiderable in thée Arglo-
French side beecausé of the round-
about fight and the parachute landihg
etc. Then there are the very heavy
finaneial losses which ars goihg to
continue which will irpset all these
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cournitries’ economies. It will affect
the whole pattern of trade and every-
thing in countries like the United
Kingdoin and France. Thé results of
this adventure it Egypt ate going to
be very serious and probably lasting
d lohg time.

It is said that this operation pre-
vented the Russians ffom comihg into
the Middle East, I confess, I do mot
see how it has préevented the Russians
coming in. It has, in fact, possibly
opened the door through which they
might come in future, just as the
Baghdad Pact, which was meant to
protect the Middle East from the
a parte or thée defence pact, as it is
called, really resulted in the Soviet
Union taking far greater interest in
the Middle East than they have done
previously. Seo, this argument that
the aggression in Egypt has succeeded
in keeping Russians out does not work
at all. In faet, I think, it has made
the Middle East becoming the possible-
scene of a major conflict relatively:
easier. So, in the final analysis, what-
ever Egypt may have suffered and
England and France may have suffer-
red and may continue to suffer, they

are more to lose than Egypt has
suffered.

Now, take the other side—Hungary"
and the Soviet Union. ‘There was Ho
immediate aggression there in the
sense of something militarily happen-
ing as there was in the case of Egypt.
It was really a contihuihg interven-
tion of the Soviet armies in those cotin-
tries based on the Warsaw Pact. Now
I am not very much concerned about
the legal iniplications of the Warsaw
Pact. It may be that some lawyers
may say that strictly in terms of the
Warsaw Pact the Soviet army should
be presetit there. Bat that is a very
small matter., The fact is, as subse-
quent everits have shown, that the
Soviet atfriies wére there against the
wishes of the Hungarian people.
That is clear.

Shri Kamath

, (Hoshangabad): A
Wweélcome change.
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehra: Any other
explanation is not adequate. It is true
that the great force of the Soviet
Union triumphed in the military way
from Budapest to Hungary. But at
what cost? And what the final out-
come will be, I do not know. 1 have
no doubt in my mind, whether it is
sooner or later, the Hungarian peo-
ple, who have demonstrated so vividly
their desire for having freedom, desire
for having a separate identity and
not being over-shadowed by any other
country, are bound to triumph. I have
no doubt in my mind about that. Of
«course, 1 cannot say what intervening
difficulties may come because of this
world situation which is very very
«complicated.

But apart from that, we must realise
that all these events have powerfully
affected the prestige of the Soviet
Union in such matters not only in the
many countries which are supposed
40 be uncommitted countries but more
in countries and governments which
believe in that country, European
countries including, if I may say so,
the people of the Soviet Union itself.
“That is a much more precious com-
‘modity—the respect that a country,
4ts- Government and its policy has—
than anything else, financial or any
that you may lose. We see today,
therefore, powerful trends, I believe in
every country whether it is the Soviet
Union or England or the countries of
Europe or America, and certainly in
Asian and African countries, trying
%o understand . what' has happend,
trying to find out what they should
do and in a state of considerable
confusion. Even the clarity of those
people who were intimately tied up
with one particular policy, with one
particular, if I may use the word, bloc
of countries is not so quite clear in
their minds as to whether that policy
‘was the correct one. In the Soviet
Union it was some time back that I
said, two or three years back, that
«certain: new trends displayed them-
selves and affected the life and acti-
-vities of the Sovie$ Union and later
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the East European countries. But
we have seen that the progress made
was too slow in the East European
countries and they wanted it to be
more rapid, and this created a
difficulty for the Soviet Union, think-
ing as they do, with the result ot this
conflict. Whether this conflict will lead
to a greater liberalisation on the part
of the Soviet Union or the reverse 1
cannot say. I would have been clear
in my mind but for this complicated
international situation. But apart
from the immediate future, as I just
said, I have no doubt that forces have
been set in motion in all these coun-
tries among the rulers and among the
common people—in all these countries

including the Soviet Union or
Western European countries or
elsewhere—which make people

think on somewhat different lines.
They say, I believe, that they have
been going along wrong lines. All the
system of pacts and alliances, where
has it led them? Not to peace or
security, but to trouble. What is the
position now of the Baghdad Pact.
You may talk about the Baghdad Pact,
but everybody knows that the
Baghdad Pact is dead and it has abso- -
lutely no life left in it. What the
SEATO alliance is doing I do not
know, but we have not heard of it
for a long time—it may be in a
dormant condition. The Warsaw
Treaty—we see the effect of it and the
reaction to it in the East European
countries. It may continue, that is,
in form; it has lost its contents.
Regarding the NATO we have séen
the differences between the powers
included in the NATO. It has ceased
to be, if it was so earlier, a kind of
spiritual crusade. Both were in a
sense spiritual crusades against each
other. Both have lost that spirit of
crusade. They have only become
some paper arrangements behind

-which certainly are the armed forces

which lack on either side their quality
or the spirit which perhaps gave them
some meaning previously.

So we have arrived at a stage when
violence has interfered, and the use
of armed forces by the big countries,
while apparently i¢ has achieved
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something, has really showed its
inability to deal with the situation.
It is the weakness which has come out
in the present day world.

But the fact remains that in people’s
minds violence has been shown up and
this ferment is bound to continue
working I earnestly hope that as a
result of all these we may survive this
crisis and then take further steps
towards disarmament, towards put-
ting an end to all these military
alliances which have proved so worth-
less and, in fact, proved so dangerous
and try to fashion some new line of
approach.

We have often been told, we know,
that technology has greatly. advanced,
and technology has got us the atom
bomb and hydrogen bomb which
after all is the result of technological
progress. When we reach higher
levels of technique, the higher levels
demand a higher level of international
co-operation; they demand really a
higher level of social organisation;
they demand a higher level of inter-
national co-operation. You cannot
have an adv d technology and an
out-of-date society and an out-of-date
system of international relations.

The difficulty is that while tech-
nology has gone up to hydrogen bomb,
our international relations are still
very backward and have not caught up
to that. So long as they do not catch
up, all these frictions will continue.
In our aspect of this question we have
these ideas which people, often people
-of great merit and integrity, have
pursued in crusading way—com-
munism or other ‘isms’. There is no
doubt that the appeal of communism
affected large numbers of young men,
not today, but 38 or 39 years ago, and
it has continued to do that in varying
degrees. All kinds of organisations
were formed-—Cominform, Comintern
and so on and so forth. Even though
communism gradually became some-
‘what more, if I may use the word,
respectable in people's eyes -in the
sense that communist governments
functioned as other governments,
mevertheless it had that aspect of
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some kind of religion often spread by
intervention. Whether it was armed
intervention or other intervention
depended on circumstances. Gradu-
ally that has become less and less,
but it is there.

The whole basis not of the internal
economic system which is apparent—
you may agree with me or not—but of
the international implications of the
internal economic system of the coun-
try is such as to cretate apprehensions
about intervention in other countries.
And we have seen, in fact, instances,
but the most recent instance is the
fact that undoubtedly the Government
in Hungary was not a free Govern-
ment, was an imposed Government,

_ and that the people of Hungary were

not satisfied. Ever since the last war,
ten years have passed and more than
ten years have passed, and if in the
course of ten years in Hungary the
people could not be converted to that
particular theory, it shows a certain
failure which is far greater, which
seems to me the failure of the military
coup. It .indicates that all of |us,
whether. we are communists or non-
communists or anti-communists, have
to think afresh. We talk about viol-
ence. The question of Egypt has come
up and the question of Hungary has
come up. For the moment it has put
aside other questions. Whether it is
Africa or parts of Asia, essentially
there is no difference, except that one
gets used to evil. A new evil creates
a sudden reaction, while the old evil
we get used to. Therefore we have to
view this matter from this point of
view that whether the evil is a new
one or an old one, if it is based on
violence, if it is based on the suppres-
sion of a country and a people by
armed forces, then it is a bad thing and
it has to be removed, liquidated, be-
cause so long as it is not done, it will

create trouble and friction and possi-
bly lead to war.

Therefore, apart from the outward
features of the present crisis, there is
this crisis of conscience, a . spiritual
crisis almost in peoples’ minds. I
hope that mere strong reactions 7ve
events will not smother this spiritual
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ctisis, this atteript to find a betlet
way of ihterné&tional cooperation.
That way, I woulél submiit, it has been
shewn e¢idnrigt bé& bBased 61, of can-
not have any stability if it i§ bas&d
on armed forces being used to sup-
préss- péopie, wherever they may be
and héwever they may exist. I that
fdct is accepted, let us have full free=
dofii, Whether it is a cemmunist

sotigty or an anti-communist society.

It violenceé is once taken away and
theé ways of violence and the ways
of sippression, then everything; all
these thedries, have a free field. They
can bé experimented upon and we
shall learn by the experienee of
others, adopt such things as we like
and not adopt things that we do not
liké and progress in this way.

There is one thing more before I
finish. I have in view a ceitain coti-
troversy that has arisen in trégard to
India’s voting ih the United Nations
on a resolution on Hungary, We
circulated through the Lok Sabha
Secretariat to hon. Members +two
speeches relating to Hurnpaty deliver-
ed by our representstive, Shri
Krishna Menoni on the 8th and 9th

November. We got théiti day before
yesterday:

Acharya Efialasii (Bhagalpur cum
Puinea): We have got them here just
now.

Stiri Jawaharlal Nehru: I arm
sotty. Anyhow, we got them day
before yesterdiy and it was yester-
day that I said that copies had to be
matle. A réading of these speechés
will give a better idea than any
quotatioi I ean give.

I have today got further details of
the votiig on those days. I would
havé gladly citculated it, but I got
the telegtam only this morning. That
resolutiol consists of nine para-
graphs. I think some of you have
got it. The first five paragraphis are
what are ealled the “preamble”; the
next four are cdlleg “opeEfative”.
Now the veting bn the festlitich ng
on each séparate paragrdph. I ¢
notph:ew"ﬁleﬂtér hot1: Meénibeid
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waiit the exact figures, or what India
dia.

Preamble 1: Iridia  abstained.
Theré were sixteen ﬁbste!}tioﬂs _and
Iiiflia dbstaineéd: Preambie 2: hdia
abstained.

shefi Kamith (Hoshangabad): May
1 réquest the Prime Minister to tel¥
u§ i eath céase how the Arab-Asiam
Group teéacted and voted.

Shri Jawaharlal Nebrn: 1 will
read out. More or less it is the
same, with slight variations.

In regard to the first part of the
Preambls the  &bstétitions were
Afghanistan, Adustria, Burma, Cam-
bodia, Céylon, Egypt, Finland, India,
Iridohesia, Jordan, Lé&banon, Libya,.
Saudi Arsbid, Syria, Yemen, Yugo-
slavia, With slight variations this
cefitinued, the abstentions in the
Preamble.

Preamble 3: as in
India abstained.

Preamble 4: India iétéined with
thidt Group.

Preamble 23

Preamble 5: India abstained with
the big Group.

Now we come to the operative
part in which there are four para=
graphs.

Operative 1: India abstained.

Athdf§d Kripalani: May we res-
pettidlly réqueést tlie Prime Minister
to féad otit the operitive part.

Shri Jawaharial Nehru: The whole
reselution?

Mir. Spesker: Copies of the reso-
jution have beéen circulated, Hon.
Members thay kindly look into the
resclution.

Somé¢ HOn. Meimbers: We have not
got copies. ®

Dr. Lanka Sundaram (Visakha-
patnam): Only the two speeches of
Shri Erishna Menon were circulafed.

BEf1 Kaddth: In view of the Primé
MihistéPE c¢atdBoticdl statetient now,
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and also I believe on Friday, that the
‘Government stands for and has sup-
ported the withdrawal of the Russian
forces from Hungary, may I ask
whether this abstention from vpting
on paragraph 1 of the operative part
of the Resolution, is consistent with
‘Government’s stand?

Skhri Jawaharial Nehru: There were
four resolutions on Hungary. India
voted in favour of one and abstained
from some. We .must read it in the
context. When India abstained she
stoed for withdrawal, but I am for
the moment giving facts regarding the
context and the way it was put.

The operative part is—

“Calls upon the Government of
the Union of Soviet Socizlist
Republics to withdraw its forces .
from Hungary without any fur-
ther delay.”

“That is one.
"The second is—

“Considers that free elections
should be held in Hungary under
U.N. auspices as soen as law anf
order have been restored to en-
able the people of Hungary to
determine for themselves the
form of government they wish to
establish in their country;”

Here separate voting took place on
‘the phrase “under United Nations
auspices”. In this voting, India voted
against. So also, apart from the other
countries mentioned previously,
‘Ceylon and Yugoslavia. They voted
against this phrase “under United
Nations auspices”. This was the only
thing that India voted against in the
whole resolution—the: phrase “under
United Nations auspices”.

In the remainder of paragraph 2
India abstained and in paragraphs
three and four also she abstained.
When finally the reselution was put
as a whole with the phrase ‘“under
United Nations auspices”. India voted
agpinst. That i§ the factusl position.

Acharya Kripalapi: Who else voted
against?
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8hri Jawaharial Nehru: At what
Acharya Kripalahi: Who else veted
against the whole resolution?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Apart from
a number of countries associated with
the Soviets, Yugoslavia, India, Poland.
Rumania, the Soviet Union, etc., about
eleven of them.

Shri EKamath: Asian-African Group
abstamed"

Shri Jawa.harlal Nehru: That is all
I have to say. I beg to move my
motion.

Shri Asoka Mehta (Bhandara): ¥
are grateful to the Prime Minister for
the information he has given. We
would also like to be enlightened why
we abstained on some of these clauyses.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I have said
that. It is because we did not like
the whole context. N

Shri Asoka Mehta: I would like to
know-—let us take paragraph by para-
graph.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehrm: Two or
three resolutions were put out that
day and we did not like the whole
object and the context. These are
broad directions; for instance, if there
is a resolution, you have to see the
context. You have to rely on the
;udgment at the time. One does not
have much time to consider these
matters.

Shri Kamath: May I request that
copies of India’s amendments....

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Members
will reserve their comments; they will
have an opportunity to speak.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehry: 1 suggest
that the hon. Members may read the
speeches of Shri Krishna Menon, the
speeches that have heen eirculated
because they dea] with the points thnt
have been raised.
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‘Shri Kamath: I suggest that copies
of India’s amendments to this resolu-
tion may be furnigshed to .us now or
tomorrow. India moved some amend-
ments but they are not available
either in the Parliament library or in
the Ministry.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am not
sure whether we moved any amend-
ment to this resolution; there were
amendments to the other resolutions;
I am not sure whether they relate to
this particular resolution and I have
.no further information on the subject.

‘Mr. Speaker: Motion moved:

‘“That the present international
situation and the policy of the
Government of India in relation
‘hereto be taken into considera-
tion.”

The hon. Members who are leaders
of various groups will have thirty

minutes and the others fifteen
‘minutes.
Shri A. K. Gopalan (Cannanore):

At the outset, I welcome the Prime
Minister’s statement on the interna-
tional affairs and the stand taken by
India in the United Nations. I am
sure there will be general support in
‘the country for the statement.

In the crisis that has developed as
_a result of the Anglo-French aggres-
sion in Egypt, there has been unpre-
cedented unity in our country in sup-
port of Egypt. That unity revealed
that, despite many differences amongst
us on many issues, we stood together
im our love for peace, freedom and
human dignity. That unity has got
to be rmaintained because, as the
Prime Winister has pointed out in his
statement, the world situation remains
_grave today.

It is all the more necessary to
stress the need for this unity, because,
while we all feel the same way about
events in Egypt, even among the free-
dom loving forees differences exist on
‘the assessment of what has taken
place in Hungary. About Hungary I
shall speak later. But, I want to make
it clear at the outset that our party
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shared the deep distress expressed by
the Prime Minister about the events
that have taken place there. Our
heart goes out to the Hungarian peo-
ple who have suffered heavily during
the last few weeks.

A few weeks ago when news came
about the cease-fire in Egypt, there
was a general sense of relief not only
in our country but throughout the
world. We felt that peace had been
saved. Today, however, we all realise
that while cease-fire was a big victory
for the forces of freedom and for
world public opinion, the crisis is not
yet over. He has given expression to
the sentiment which we all feel when
he said that although there had been
improvement in the situation, if fur-
ther tendencies were not checked,
there would be deterioration of the
situation and a reversion to warfare.
Tension continues. Why is it so? Is
it only because it is the aftermath of
the armed conflict? I think it is not
the only reason. The real reason for
the continuation of tension lies deeper.

As he has just now pointed out, in
recent years many places of Asia and
Africa held in colonial bondage for
long periods have won freedom and
are playing an increasingly important
role in world affairs. In this our
country has set an inspiring example.
The peoples of the east are no longer
prepared to be the plaything of the
colonial powers. Many countries in
Asia and Africa are pursuing inde-
pendent policies, strengthening their
national freedom and building rela-
tionship with other countries on the
basis of equality and using their
natural resources for rebuilding their
economy in order to ensure a life of
happiness and prosperity for their
people. For all these, they need
peace. That is the reason why the
independent countries of the east are
among t}\e stoutest defénders of world
peace.

All those who value human free-
dom and desire human -progress
rejoice in these developments. But
these are precisely the developments
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that imperialists detest, because these
developments threaten their colonial
domination, super-profits and also
their plans to build these countries
into war bases.

It is in this context that I want to
explain the developments that have
taken place in the Middle-East. The
action in Egypt, in my opinion, was
not the action of a mad man; it was
a caltulated move to reverse the
whole process which began since the
end of the last war. What was this
process? It was the emergence of
Asian and African countries as inde-
pendent and sovereign States.

I want to recall the resolution of
the All India Congress Committee
passed in its session which characteris-
ed the Anglo-French action in Egypt
as a reversion to the old discredited
and colonial methods. It is perfectly
correct. These methods have been
adopted because the imperialists want
to reimpose colonial slavery on the
peoples of the East. Egypt was chosen
as the victim of the attack because
that country is today acting as the
leader of the resurgent Arab nation-
alism in the Middle-East where the
imperalists have vast economic and
other stakes. The immediate object
was to remove President Nasser from
power, set up a puppet government

and reimpose control over the Suez -

Canal.

But this was not the only object.
There was also the other object of
trying to cow down the freedom
loving peoples of the other Asian
countries and restore their domination
in the Middle-East and transform it
into a war base. Success in Egypt, if
there had been a success, would have
been followed up by new attacks on
other countries and they would have
been compelled to have more pacts
like the SEATO or the Baghdad Pact.
A blow would have been mounted on
India’s independent foreign policy
itself.

The imperialist action in Egypt was,
therefore, an aggression not against
Egypt alone. It was an aggression
aimed against the entire people of
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Asia and Africa. It was an action
against their independent policies; it
was an action against world peace.

The Anglo-French aggression has
rightly been condemned by all peace-
loving forces. Here, I want to point
out that some Indian papers went so
far as to assert that America had
regained her moral leadership of the
whole world. However, in reality, the
American policy, as far as the Egyp-
tian question was concerned, was a
policy of duplicity and deception. I
want to bring out some facts. It. wilk
be remembered that on the 31st Octo-
ber, when the Anglo-French aggres-
sion began in Egypt, an official
spokesman of the American Gevern-
ment—Mr. Cabot ILodge—said that
they would stand by their pledge to-
help the victim of the aggression.
But that pledge only remained on
paper. When the Egyptian cities and
towns were being bombed from the
air, when aggressors had already
entered the Egyptian s6il and
thousands of Egyptians had been:
killed, Mr. Cabot Lodge in the U.N.
Assembly paid only pious platitudes
instead of proposing some stern action
against the aggressors who had even
refused to carry out the directives of
the UN.O. What did he say? He
expressed deep regret. Not only did
he express deep regret, but he-.
depreacated putting the blame on
certain nations 1like Britain and
France and pleaded that “since best.
efforts to find a solution to the
Palestine problem had faﬂed we-
must try something new.”

This was not all. Another instance
is that the American imperialism was
fully exposed in the U.N. Security
Council. When the Council said that
the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R. should

take joint measures to stop hostilities,

America joined Britain and France to
defeat that proposal. The American
proposal was described by the Ameri-
can representatives as ‘unthinkable’.

On 5th November, the Soviet Uniom
gave a stern warning to Britain and
France. America said that it would
oppose any effort on the part of the
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Soviet Union or any ether country to
‘intervene im the Middle-East. It
was. also made clear that America
was opposed even to the countries’
sending volunteers to the aid of
Egypt. From all this it is very clear
that while professing to sympathise
with the victims of aggression the
American Government would not
merely take any steps to stop " the
aggressors but would not also allow
others to do so. This is one point that
I want to bring forward.

Another point is that there was
also a cleavage of opinion between
Britain and France on the one hand
and the Americans on the other. That
cleavage of opinion was about the
precise measures that should be
adopted 1 Egypt. At :hc same time,
jt was evident that Armerica was also
as seriously perturbed by the freedom
upsurge in the Middle East as Britain
and France. It also wanted to suppress
the upsurge. What it thought was
that after Britain and France had
‘broken the Egyptian resistance it
‘would be able to come out as the
peace-maker, establish its own control
.over the Middle East, appear as the
friends of the Asian and African
peoples and draw them into military
.alliances.

We all know that the British, the
‘French and Americans have not suc-
-ceeded in their eﬁprts. Their calcula-
tions have proved wrong. They could
‘not, despite their big military support,
«crush the resistance of the Egyptians
whose gallant struggle has won
sympathies from the people all over
‘the world. Again the Egyptian peeple
Fallied round their leader President
Masser and heroically defended their
‘home. Public opinion throughout the
world including Britain compeled
them te take some action and the
aggressors stood isolated. On 5th
November there was the warning of
the Soivet Union and within 24 hours
‘they were forced o declare cease
fire. ~

In this sonpectian 1 wany tQ refer
t@ our comnections with the British
Commenwealth. Op guch 2 grave
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maiter as this India, which is the.
biggest country in the Commonwelath,
was net even consulted or even
informed of what the British were
intending to do. The blocking of the
Suez Canal not only inflicted heavy
damage on our economy but also
jeopardised our plans and projects
We consider it absolutely necessary
that India, after what has happened
in Egypt, should immdiately sever its
connection with the British Common-
wealth. Our membership of the Com-
monwealth gives the British the
prestige which enables it to deceive
the world public opinion.

Sir, I have already stated that the
Prime Minister wus right in pointing
out that the danger of world war
continues. At attempt is being made
now to divert attention from ihe
crisis in the Middle East to Hungary.

I now come to the tragic conditions
in Hungary. The tragic developments
that have taken place in Hungary
should be viewed in this background.
It is to be deeply regretted that the
process of democratisation that took
place in a peaceful manner in Poland
was not possible in Hungary. Very
serious mistakes, misdeeds and even
crimes had been committed by the
earlier Government. There had been
illegal acts and excesses. There had
been bureaucratic callousness with
regard to the needs of the people.

There had also been disregard for

national sentiments of the people.
There was also an attitude of sub-
servience in relation to the U.S.S.R.
It has been stated by the Soviet Gov-
ernment that in the relations that
prevmled between various States in
the socialistic world there had bea;
violations of the principle of equality.

All this brought about justified
resmtment among the peorple There-
fore a great po r movement
developed. The aims of this were to
undo the evil. The aim of the move-
ment that first tepk place was not to
ayarthmw the Goverpment. | wWas

to yndo the evils which were
explained by me befpre. At the same
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time, I want to point out that it must
not be forgotten that in Hungary
before the war, the worst form of
. Fascist Government had prevailed.
“The people had been the poorest
among the people of Europe. The
‘workers and peasants were economi-
«cally down-trodden and . politically
.suppressed. The people’s demoecratic
regime in Hungary had put an end
to this state of affairs. When, how-
ever, the Hungarian people began
their struggle against the evils and
misdeeds of the People’s Democratic
‘Government, they did not want to go
‘back to the old regime. They wanted
‘the maintenance of the socialist
system purged of the evils that had
@accumulated.

But the struggle that began on the
23rd October was joined by reaction-
ary forces also who did not want the
Soviet system itself. How the peace-
ful struggle got converted into an
-armed uprising is not clear. This is a
.subject which has got to be clearly
investigated by the Hunga.nan Gov-
ernment and if there. were mistakes
-committed in handling the situation,
if excessive forces were used which

angered public mind then those res-,

‘ponsible for these excesses must be
severely punished.

It may be wrong, however, to
ascribe the Hungarian developments
-only to internal forces. What happen-
ed after the 24th, as is clear from
:events, was a planned and organised
uprising in  which foreign powers
‘played a Plg rble. We all dislike
intervention by foreign powers in the
internal affairs of any country. But
foreign intervention does not always
take the same shape. Sometimes it
takes another shape. The American
‘Government is openly earmarking a
2um of 100 million dollars every year
for subversive activities in the social-
ist world.

Shri Asoka Mehta: 200 million

" «lollars. .
Shri A. K. Goupalan: My friend
‘Shri Asoka Mehta says that they set
@apart 200 million dollars. It is also
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known that large -numbers of reac-
tionary elements after the word war
sought refuge in Austria and several
other countries. ANl these people ;nade
their way into Hungary and took part
in the rebellion. They had been
supplied with arms and plenty of
funds. All this constituted an inter-
vention in the affairs of Hungary by
imperalist powers. It ‘is due to this
that repeated appeals by the
Hungarian Government to the rebels
to' lay down arms and repeated con-
cessions to their demands were not
headed and the bloody warfare went
on. -

Use of Soviet troops in Hungary
has given rise to diverse comments
in many quarters. We have no hesita-
tion in stating that it is deeply
regrettable that forces of democracy
inside Hungary could not control the
situation and the Soviet forces had to
be called in. We do not like such
things to .take place in any country.
It must not be forgotten that in the
Hungarian rebellion foreign inter-
vention, that is intervention by the
imperialist powers, had played a big
role.

Under pressure of the rebels the
Government changed its position
several times without any reference
to the people. On the 30th October,
ther Soviet Union announced that it
was withdrawing its forces from
Budapest. It was then that reaction
showed its face and Cardinal
Minzenty broadcast from the Buda-
pest radio that capitalist system was
to be restored in Hungary. Nagy
declared the withdrawal from the
Warsaw pact. The new Government
appealed for the assistance of the
Soviet Union. It was a situation where
utter chaos prevailed in Hungary.
The country was in the grip of a
civil war and elements.hostile to the

- socialist system were striving to

convert the country into a base which
would be utilised by the imperialists
for aggression against the socialist
world.

At the time when tHese tragic
events and developments were taking
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place in Hungary and thousands of
working class leaders were being
butchered, the crisis in the Middle
East began. Events have shown that
the Soviet Union was prepared to
help Egypt with concrete measures
in her hour of ordeal What was the
Soviet Union to do when the socialist
system was in danger and being
destroyed in Hungary and a war base
created there in a menacing world
situation where armed intervention
alone could save the world from a
world war?

It is evident that the developments
in Hungary were connected with the
crisis that developed in the Middle
East. The imperialists wanted to create
a diversion in Hungary in order to
maintain the threat against the Soviet
Union and the socialist world so that
it could be paralysed in a period of
grave crisis in the countries of the
Middle East. So, a fateful decision
had to be taken by the Soviet Union
in such a situation. The danger of
war in Hungary had to be met in
order that they could effectively
intervene in defence of Egypt.

I am sure that everybody will
agree that the issues at stake were
such that if the Soviet Union had not
gone to the aid of the Hungarian
people in their hour of distress,” it
would have meant not merely their
liguidation of the gains of the social-
ijst system in Hungary but a grave
danger to the cause of world peace
and the freedom of the people. But
acting as it had done, the U.S.S.R.
bhas prevented the creation of a war
base in Europe and also defeated the
attack on the Egyptian people.

In Egypt, none invited the British
to come. In Hungary, the Governmaeant
invited the Soivet Union. In Egypt,
there was no foreign troop. In
Hungary, the Soviet troops were
stationed under the Warsaw Pact. It
must be remembered that in Egypt,
attempt was made to reverse the
process of national independence. But
.in Hungary, the uprising occurred

while the mistakes of the past were -
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being corrected and measures towards.
democratisation were already taking.
place. In Egypt, however, aggression
occurred in order to transforrm the
country into a colony, while in
Hungary the Soviet forces were called.
in by the Government in order to
protect the socialist system which was
correcting its earlier mistakes.

The Prime Minister has expressed
a fear that in Hungary, the develop-
ments have checked the progress. I
do not think so. If such a thing were-
to happen as a result of the tragic
events on this scale, every one of us
will be distressed. But I am confident.
that such a thing will not happen and
that the Hungarian Government have
learnt the lessons from the past, and
its recent declarations show that, and
we have every reason to hope that the
process of democratisation, in spite of
severe setbacks, will go forward with
increasing momentum.

As far as the Indian vote in the
United Nations is concerned, some
people have criticised India’s position
on the resolution which was moved
in the United Nations. We think that.
India had acted perfectly well. It is.
significant that one of the chief
sponsors of the resolution was Pakis-
tan which has illegally grabbed part
of Kashmir and its attitude towards
this whole crisis has been of &
dubious character. The elections
under the U.N. auspices constitute a
violation of sovereignty of any coun-
try. Tomorrow, the same logic may
be applied as far as Kashmir is con—
cerned. So, those who criticise India's
stand on the resolution should ponder
over this aspect.

The question then arises as to the-
position of the Soviet .troops in:
Hungary. The Hungarian Government:
has declared that negotiations about.
the stationing of the troops will be:
started as soon as possible. We hope:
that these mnegotiations would be
speedily conducted and that the
Hungarian people themselves may
defend their socialistic gains.
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As regards the Warsaw Pact, we
are opposed to all military pacts. The
Warsaw Pact came into existence as
a result of the threat created by the
NATO. We think that the time has
come to scrap all the military pacts
after learning from these crises; it is
time that the statesmen of the world
devided to come together, scrap all
military alliances and withdraw
foreign forces from all countries so
that a new climate- would be created.
We all desire that thing to take place.

In this connection, I welcome the
proposal made by Switzerland,
namely, that the four big powers
along with India should meet to dis-
cuss the problems that have arisen.
It is to be regretted that the

American Government has not agreed

to this proposal which once again
shows the real intention of America.

I am sure everybody in the House
will welcome the proposal made by
the Soviet Government recently to
reduce the armed forces, ban atomic
weapons, stop all the tests and remove
within two years all military—army,
fhavy and air forces—from foreign
countries. So, I think this is the
situation where the powers should
come together and see that all these
things proposed are considered at
some conference so as to arrive at a
settlement on these issues.

In the end, I would once again
stress that the whole world situation
remains extremely grave. So, in this
hour, it is our duty to see that we
are all united and we should see that
the situation that has arisen today
does not deteriorate and that there
will be peace in the world.

Shri Asoka Mehta: Mr. Speaker,
we are discussing today the interna-
tional situation and the policy of our
Government towards it. As the Prime
Minister has pointed out, the interna-
tional situation, particularly in those
parts where very grave developments
have taken place, is somewhat con-
fusing. May 1 add that the policy of
our Government is also somewhat
confusing?
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Pandit K. C. Sharma (Meerut Distt.
—=South): And so is your mind.

Shri Ascka Mehta: I am happy that
the Prime Minister today has correct-
ed the focus and has set the record
straight. It is interesting tp find that
the Prime Minister and his colleagues,
at least a majority of them, when
they make an error of judgment, are
able to realise that and they ulti-
mately succeed in rectifying that
error. In contrast, the party next to
me, even after all that they have been
saying all these months, continue
today to espouse the official line of
the Soviet Union.

As far as the Government of India’s
policy in West Asia is concerned, 1
would like to go on record by saying
that we support unequivocally the firm
stand that the Government have
taken. While we support this firm
stand and while we wish all strength’
to the elbow of the Prime Minister
in seeing that the developments there
are met With a firm hand and that
the aggressors are not permitted to
remain on the soil of Egypt, and that
the sovereignty of Egypt is upheld,
that the unashamed effort at bringing
back the dark forces,of colonialism is
pushed back with all our might and
main, at the same time, I would like
to point out that perhaps if this kind
of strength, if this kind of unflinching
attitude had been taken up earlier,
probably these unfortunate develop-
ments would not have come about.

Let us take Cyprus. What has been
our attitude about Cyprus? The
Government of India have hardly
said a word about the struggle that
people of Cyprus have been carrying
on for self-determination and inde-
pendence. Did not the Government of
India know that the British Govern-
ment was holding on to Cyprus
because the British Government
wanted to use Cyprus as a military
base? And, against whom? Surely, -
Cyprus would and could be used as
a military base only against the Arab
States. Did the Government of India
at any time warn the British Govern-
ment that the Government of India
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would not like or countenance the
use of Cyprus as a military base?
After the nationalisation of the Suez

Canal, developments are taking place,

full of grave import. Not a single
effort has been made in the case of
Cyprus, to my knowledge. I would
very much like our Prime Minister to
enlighten me wheather any effort was
made to warn the Brltlsh against the
misuse of Cyprus.

Let us take Algeria. After all,
France is involved in it. What has
been happening in  Algeria? In
Algeria people have been struggling
for freedom. Since November, 1954,
17,000 Algerians have been killed by
the French forces. 35,000 French
troops have been in Algeria trying to
crush ‘the liberation movement. It
was Mendes-France who pointed out
recently that those military forces
were larger than the total of the
French troops engaged in Indo-China
on the eve of the fall of Dien Bien
Phu. Look at the firmness with which
our Prime Minister stood up against
the hostilities in Indo-China and look
at the lukewarmness with which he
bas been functioning on the gquestion
of Algeria. The Foreign Minister of
France came here and he went away
with the impression thaf our Prime
Minister had understood and perhaps
appreciated the special situation in
which France was placed in Algeria.
That impression had to be corrected.
Later on, when the Algerian question
was soght to be brought up on the
agenda of the United Natiors and
when that question was actually put
on the agenda with our support, the
French withdrew from the United
Nations and Mr. Krishna Menon tried
to bring back . France to the U.N.
What is the result? France goes about
feeling, no matter what they do with
Algeria, even if they send 350,000
troops to kill 17,000 men, India will
be willing to intervene and persuade

this “big power That the Government
led by Socialists is a-

of France is-
matter of deepest shame for us; 1
have made it clear over and over
again and I refused to attend their
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conference when I was invited saying
that their actions are unworthy of
those claiming to speak in the name
of Socialism. We have dissociated
ourselves and we have categorically
told them what we feel about them.
I would have been happy if in.the
same clear terms, our Prime Minister
also had made them realise that
India will never countenance the
kind of thing that is carried on. The
result is that both the French and the
British Governments were embolded
and, perhaps, they thought they could
get away with this kind of treatment
or with this kind of adventure in
Egypt. I am not saying that if we had
taken a firm stand earlier these things
would not have happened; but I feel
that our record would have been
much -stronger, our moral voice would
have had much greater authority if we
had functioned in an unequivocal
manner all through.

I would like to make a brief and
passing reference to the general inac-
tion that we have shown in the
dispute between the Arab States and
‘Israel. There are rights and wrongs
on both sides and for a long time,
after the signing of the armistice, we
know that there have been thousands-
of border incursions from both sides
and hundreds have been killed.
There is a demand -for a peace settle-
ment, but for reasons most of us
know, no progress has been made.
This is an area of great tension, an
area where, because of this long-
standing dispute between Israel and
the Arab States, big powers are
bound to come in and take advantage
of it. Whether the British come in
or the Americans, the Russians or the
French come in, one or the other is’
bound to take advantage of it and
those of us who desire that there
should be peace in that area should
have undertaken the responsibility.
Our Prime Minister is foremost
among them and he should have

' made an effort to see that the dis-

pute in this acute area of tension
does not flare up into a war. Nobody
can condone what the Israeli Gov-
ernment has done. We disapprove of
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it; we deplore it; we condemn it; but,
we must realise that 5:7 million Jews
were butchered by Hitler in Europe
and today 1°7 million Jews in Israel
feel that they have to survive.
Whether their fears are justified or
not, they want to be a part of Asia;
we have recognised Israel as a State
and therefore, we are admitting the
right of Israelites to exist. So, some-
thing should have been done to
reduce the acute tension between the

. Arab States' and Israel. I am sorry
that because of our inability to
mediate in this area of tension, we
have become today a somewhat
agonised spectator of thi conflict
between Israel and Egypt, which has
been takén advantage of and cynical-
ly exploited by the two big powers.

Dr. S. N. Sinha (Saran East):
There is no ground for an attack here.

Shri Asoka Mehta: Did I say it is
a ground for an attack? Either try
to understand what I have said....

Shri Gadgil (Poona Central): Do
mot have a war here.

Shri Asoka Mehta: I would, there-
fore, like to point out that our stand
on Egypt must be made clear beyond
any kind of misunderstanding. We
must demand that Egypt be com-
pensated and we must insist that all
the aggressive troops must be with-
drawn; and, if they are not with-
drawn within a reasonable period, I
believe India should not hesitate to
go to the United Nations and ask for
application of sanctions against even
these big powers. The only hope of
mankind lies in the United Nations
and we must do everything possible
in this matter. I know the Minister
of Commerce and Consumer Indus-
tries sitting opposite me is wonder-
ing what will happen if such sanc-
tions are applied to India’s trade;
but, these are the things which we
should do, if we are serious about
maintaining peace. The most im-
portant thing is—I repeat—we should
not hesitate to go to the TUnited
Nations and take a lead in demand-
ing sanctions against the aggressors
in Egypt.
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We welcome our participation in
the U.N. force and we support the
Government’s policy in West Asia
that the Anglo-French Israeli aggres-
sion and the Suez
must be kept completely separate.
Any effort at mixing up these twe
questions should be stoutly opposed,
as is being stoutly opposed by our
Government. .

Now I come to the Hungarian
question. As far as this question is
concerned, there have been so many
policy statements and so many
pronouncements that it is very diffi-
cult ‘to know where exactly the Gov-
ernment stands. I believe that the
latest pronouncement of the Prime
Minister probably represents the
most considered view of the Govern-
ment of India. If I remember a right,
the Prime Minister said this morning
that there is a mnational uprising
taking place in Hungary. He made
it very elear. Almost the entire
people had risen wup  because they
wanted political and economig
changes and they were fighting for
freedom. But, what does Krishna
Menon say on the subject? Mr.
Krishna Menon, speaking our voice,
as our representative, said in the
United Nations that he would not
refer to the Hungarian people as
though they were people struggling
for independence. Where do we
stand? The whole difficulty has
arisen from the fact that our position
on Hungary has not been clearly
precisely stated.

There were developments in
Poland. As a result, taking the clue
from these developments, there were
developments in Hungary.
And Mr. Krishna Menon said on the
20th October that “that is an internal
matter of the Hungarian people”.
Because, it has been Trepeatedly
insisted here that Hungary is an
independent country, that Hungary
is in the TUnited Nations, it is a
sovereign country and that it is an
independent country. As if British
India was not a member of the
League eof Nations, and as if we

Canal question

408
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would have ever accepted the argu-
ment that because British India was
a member of the League of Nations
we were an independent and
sovereign country!

Shri Gadgil: There is a difference
between the League of Nations and
the United Nations.

Shri Asoka Mehta: It has no inde-
pendence. Are we prepared to say
that Hungary is an independent
country, that the sovereignty of
Hungary rests in the people of Hun-
gary? That is the simple question
which needs to be answered.

The Prime Minister, and more so
his adviser on Foreign Affairs, Mr.
Krishna Menon, they have objected
to the word satellite; if any one used
that word, the Congress Benches are
up in revolt. Do we not realise that
these countries have been made to
revolve in the political orbits around
the Soviet Union?

My friend Mr. Gopalan is not here,
he also said “We are hoping that
troops will be withdrawn from
Hungary”.

What has happened in Poland? The
Gomulka government goes to Moscow
and agrees to retain the Soviet troops
in Poland! Because, he cannot be

the free agent of the wishes of the.

Polish people. Look at the changes
that are taking place in _Poland.
What happens to . our communist
friends? When the changes are
recognised by Russia, they say that
“mistakes were made.” Mistakes are
made only when they are recognised
by Russia, otherwise everything is all
Tight!
Shri Punnoose

can -you find out?

(Alleppey): How

Shri Asoka Mehta: Of course you
can never find out, I know your
ignorance; people who wear blinkers
oan never find out.
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Troops will never be withdrawn
from Hungary, because the Kadar
Government will reach a similar kind
of agreement with Moscow. And that
is all the purpose of the Soviet coup
in Hungary, to prevent Hungary get-
ting out of the Soviet orbit. Whether
there were Fascists involved in it or
not, we shall come to a little later.
But let it be clearly understood that
what has happened in Hungary is
that the people wanted to shape their .
own future, and by a political coup,
by all kinds of manoeuvres and
machinations the Soviet Government
have prevented the people of Hun-
gary from realising their destiny.
And Mr. Krishna Menon gets up and
says, on behalf of India, that we
cannot call them as people struggl-
ing for independence! Not only that.
Look at the language. I have never
come across a person who can use a
language of equivocation more effec-
tively or, may I say, more dangerous-
ly than my friend Mr. Krishna
Menon. And how does he end his
speech—which the Prime Minister
asks us to read carefully? He says:

“The great expression of public
opinion that has taken place here
from every side of this Assemb-
ly will itself be a contribution
to the solution of the difficult
problems before us and to enable

\ the independent country of Hun-
gary to resolve its problems and
be ensured to it all the conditions
of existence that are envisaged in
the Charter of the United
Nations.”

Hush hush. Not a word about the
Russian intervention. Not a word
about the rape of Hungary that is
going on. How dare we say anything!
What is being quietly, politely said
here in murmurs; in tones of the
utmost courtesy and consideration, all
these things will be communicated to
Kremlin, and then ‘independent Hun-
gary’ will be able to resolve its own
problems, her internal problems—
something on the lines of the riots
in Ahmedabad—as Mr. Krishna
Menon pointed out! Amazing, fan-
tastic!
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Look at the Prime Minister’s
analysis and what Mr. Krishna
Menon gave. And we are still told
to read that speech very carefully so
that we may know what is the atti-
tude of India! I say with a full sense
of responsibility that if this is the
‘way he represents India, Mr. Krishna
"Menon does not represent India, does
not represent the Government of
India, does not represent the Prime
Minister of India.

Dr. Suresh Chandra (Aurangabad):
He does represent.

Shri Asoka Mehta: Here is what

he has said. And I want a single
responsible Congressman to get wup
and say that he stands by this ex-
pression of opinion, this equivocation
-of Mr. Krishna Menon.

What happens then? On the 3rd
November—my friend here talked
about Fascist intervention—Pravda
had made the charge. The Russian
‘Communist Party daily, the Soviet
official daily, Pravda, had made that
charge. And what did the Hungarian
Communist Party’s journal, Szabad
Nep reply to that? And mind you,
Szabad Nep is the official journal of
the Communist Party in Hungary. It
said that what Pravda had said is an
insult to the people of Budapest. It
said, “What are the Hungarians
doings?” Mind you, it is the Com-
munist Party’s organ in Hungary,
Szabad Nep, which asked the ques-
tion. “What are the Hungarian peo-
ple fighting for?”, and replied in the
words of a great hero of the national
upsurge of 1848, Poet Petoff; it
approvingly quoted his words and
said that Hungary is fighting “to be
a free and independent country”. Mr.
Krishna Menon should note that the
Communists of Hungary, when they
were trying to free themselves in
their moment of national upsurge and
national aspn'atxons, replied to Pravda
and said: If you talk of Fascists, you
are msultmg the people of Budapest
‘who are'fighting for freedom. What
are they fighting for? In the words
of Petoff, they are fighting for
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national freedom and for the inde-
pendence of their country. That is
the reply to Mr. Gopalan—the reply
to Mr. Gopalan is not important, but
that is the reply to Mr. Krishna
Menon who claims to be the repre-
sentative of India in the United
Nations.

‘What happened on 1st November?
On 1st November the Prime Minister
of Hungary, Mr. Nagy, appealed to
the United Nations. What did he
say? He appealed against the entry
of further troops into Hungary. He
demanded the withdrawal of the
Soviet troops. He declared Hungary’s
neutrality and appealed to the United"
Nations to put on its agenda the
question ot Hungary’s neutrality and
its defence by the four Great Powers.

In the mean time, as soon as this
appeal was made, the Prime Minister

‘said he did not know what had hap-

pened during those seventy-two
hours. The writing on the wall is
there for anybody who cares to read
it. As soon as this declaration of
neutrality was made—the neutrality
that we cherish so much, the dis-
mantling of military alliances that
we condemn—as soon as Hungary
came over to our side, as soon as
Hungary joined the area of peace that
the Prime Minister is leading, what
happened? Soviet troops intervened.
And Prime Minister Nagy, on the 3rd
November, made this announcement:

“Early this morning Soviet
troops attacked the Hungarian
capital with open purpose to
overthrow the legal government.
The . Hungarian troops are in
combat and the Hungarian Gov-
ernment is at its post. This I
announce to the people and the
world.”

Here is the Government of Hun-
gary, the legal government of Hun-
gary overthrown by an act of aggres-

'sion, and the Prime Minister goes to

the radio and makes an announce- -
ment to the world. And our Prime
Minister does not know.
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One of the members of this Gov-
ernment, Madam Anna Kethly, who
sis the flaming symbol of democratic
socialism in Hungary and who fought
relentlessly against the Horthy gov-
ernment, who was imprisoned for six
years by Rakosis Communist Govern-
ment this Madam Anna Kethly who
has an international reputation as a
relentless fighter of freedom, as a
veteran soldier in the fight for demo-
cracy has sent me a telegram. And
this is the telegram that she has
sent me:

“In its attempt to throw off
‘foreign domination and establish
its national @ independence the
Hungarian people rose in armed
revolt and set up a government
of its own representatives under
the premiership of Imre Nagy.
Stop. As the only member of
Premier Nagy’s cabinet now on
free soil, 1 ask you to urge your
United Nations delegation not to
recognize the Russian puppet
regime of Janos Kadar,. to work
far the recognition by the United
Nations of my mandate as .- the
representative of Hungary’'s real
government, to vote for all mea-
sures demanding immediate action
in Hungary by the United
Nations and its affiliated agencies
regardless of Russian opposition,
and to demand cessation of re-
pressive measures by Russian
forces in Hungary and a halt to
the deportation of Hungarian
nationals. I also ask you to urge
your Government to do all in its
power to put these recommenda-
tions into effect as well as to
work for the reinstatement of the
forcibly overthrown Nagy Gov-
ernment and resumption of nego-
tiations between this Government
and the Russian authorities in
respect to the withdrawal of all
Russian troops from Hungarian
soil. T ask you to urge that the
United Nations be a party to
these negotiations.

Anna Kethly, Minister of
State of Hungary...... 4
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14 hrs,

An Hon. Member: From where was:
this sent?

Shri Asoka Mehta: From New
York, the headquarters of the United
Nations.

What did our Prime Minister say
to this? When the blue Danube was
turning red, when the two sides of
the city Buda and Pest on the two
sides of the blue Danube were flowing
with blood, what did the Prime
Minister say? The Prime Minister
said,

“In Hungary a civil conflict
rages. Under ' a Treaty, Soviet
forces were called in and they
came to assist Then the Hun-
garian Government split into twe:
and what was presumably the
stronger section invited Russia to
send its forces back to quell the
disturbances.”

The Government representing the
stronger section invites Russia to send
troops and the Prime Minister accepts
it and condones. What will happen:
and what are the implications of such
a policy. Anywhere, tomorrow, in
any one of our neighbouring coun-
tries, the Government may split and—
who knows which is the stronger sec-—
tion and which is the weaker sec-
tion—may invite troops from a
foreign country. What will happen if
we condone this sort of thing in
Hungary and say that troops should
be withdrawn later on? So long as
the Kadar Government remains in
power, so long as the Russian puppet
Government remains in power, any
falk of withdrawal of Soviet forces is
just an eye-wash. If we are serious
about the withdrawal of Soviet troops,
the Kadar Government must go. The
Nagy Government, the legally estab-
lished Government must come into
power. Then onty negotiationis can be
carried on. But, on all these ques-
tions our attitude was very lukewarm.
In England, when England launches
an attack on Egypt, the Labour Party
protests. Mr. Gaitskell is there to
raise his voice of protest. Mr. Nutting
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resigned from the Government. In
France when the French carried on a
war of attrition and ruthless aggres-
sion against Algeria, people protested.
A Minister of the Government M.
Alain resigned from the Government
in protest. What happens in Russia?
Russia can do anything it likes and
get away with it. There is no inter-
nal public opinion to challenge the
Government. That is why we believe
that we have got to talk straight to
Russia. That is why we have to say
things a little more strongly in the
case of Russia than in any other case.
In other cases, there are internal
checks which can be relied upon to
do something.- But, in the case of
Russia, the Russian leaders have to be
made to realise how strongly world

opinion reacts to what they are doing. -

Who embodies the world opinion?
Who embodies the conscience of man
more than the leader of India, be-
cause of the traditions that this coun-
try has built up, because of the
unique position that this country
enjoys and because of the great sta-
ture that our Prime Minister pos-
sesses? When this conscience of man
tried to play politics, when this con-
science of man permitted itself to be
guided by a real political genius, by
a genius for real politics, a genius for
all kinds of international adjust-
ments that Shri Krishna Menon
believes that he possesses, what is
the result? The voice of the con-
sience of man was muffled. I am glad
that today that voice has come out
in a fairly strong and unequivocal
manner. But, much harm could have
been spared if we had not faltered in
the past. There are many things
which one could have said. But, they
are not necessary now. I hope and
trust that the line that the Prime
Minister has taken, we will adhere
to. We shall not recognise the Kadar
regime as the true Government of
. Hungary. We'shall demand that the
withdrawal of troops in Hungary
can take place only when there is a
really free Government in Hungery.

What is being done? There is this
talk of liberalisation. Maulana
Azad, in the UN.E.S.C.O. sang hymns
of praise about this liberalisation and
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democratisation. What “is this libera-
Hsation and democratisation? - The
Communists are trying to organise-

-their power within discreet limits..

They know that naked power cannot.
work any more. Therefore, certain.
adjustments are being made. Are we-
to be a party to this kind of thing?
We believe that sovereignty rests in ~
the people. The people have a Tight
to choose their own leader. The Bri-
tish and the French Governments call-
ed Nasser a fascist. Are we calling.
Nasser a fasciat? Why do we permit
the people to call Nagy a fascist? Our
Prime Minister rightly said the other
day and Shri Jaiprakash Narayan
re-echoed that sentiment that the peo-
ple have the right t¢o choose their
own leader and their own Govern-
ment and they can choose Commu--
nist Government if they so desire.
The Prime Minister has pointed out:
that ten years of communist rule has-
convinced the people of Hungary
that Communism cannot be the best.
method of Government for them.
Therefore, I would like to say that
on the Hungarian question, it is not.
enough that we say that we deplore.
My hon. friend Shri A. K. Gopalan
also said that he deplores. It is easy
to deplore. A firmer stand has to be-
taken. As far as Egypt is concerned,
a firm stand needs to be taken. On
Hungary, a firm stand should be taken
by saying that this puppet, stooge-

" Government we are not prepared to

recognise. We would like the Nagy
Government to come back to power.
We would support the Nagy Govern-
ment’s demand for total withdrawal
of foreign troops and renunciation of
the Warsaw Pact, and for neutralisa-
tion of Hungary, which should be-
guaranteed by the United Nations.
The more the smaller countries de-
mand for that kind of neutralisation,
the better for the peace of the world.

Shri Gadgil: Sir, the situation, as-
was well described by ithe Prime
Minister is grave and continues to be
grave. What was far more important
was his reference that violence is-
being resorted on occasions when it
was possible to follow other methods.
The situation is grave not merely to-
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“the nations which are directly involv-
ed, but it is grave for the whole
‘world, not excluding our country. It
is, therefore, necessary that we must
take a broader and higher view of
the whole thing and not indulge like
a vulture in merely pecking at the
soft points in the situation.

The immediate need is to end the
conflict wherever it is risimg and
then create an atmosphere in which
it will be possible to work out and
formulate a permanent, positive and
enduring peace. Unless this is done,
:it is just possible that the situation
-may worsen, although it does contain
-some elements to justify the hope
that it may not and it may prove a
little successful. I would appeal to
-the Members of the Opposition that
this is a situation in which we should
~think across party lines and work
out and formulate a policy which will
be not only in the highest interests
of this country, but in the highest
‘interests of the world. I do not
suggest that they should give up
‘their right to put hard questions to
the Government. I do not suggest
that they should not be critical, but
-having worked out a policy with
general approval, they should, like
any other Member of this Party, be
loyal to it.

Today we are all taking up moral
positions. Whether it is the Eastern
bloc or the Western bloc, everybody

_is taking up a moral position, but
they are for the purposes of psycho-
logical warfare. The real moral
principles and wvalues which really
are the warp and woof of national
life woven on the long loom of time
are neglected. Therefore, we rmust
lift up this issue from its immediate
context and consider in what way we

. can suggest a solution which will, as
I said, bring positive and enduring
peace. What is the cause of the
entire trouble? Only a few days ago,
top leaders of the world were saying
that the chances of a third world war
_had practically disappeared. We now
know that between peace and war
there is just a dash, and anything
might happen any moment in the
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future, because what has happened
in the course of the last two weeks
does not justify any hope that nothing
worse will happen.

As was pointed out by my friend
Shri Asoka Mehta, the trouble start-
ed because Israel and Egypt could
not pull together.

Shri B. S. Murthy (Eluru): They
were not able to pull together because
of the Western nations.

Shri Gadgil: In the first place, the
creation of Israel State mair be an act
of historical justice or poetic justice,
but it had created a volcano in world
politics, and it will continue to erupt
on and off until some satisfactory
solution is found out. As to what the
Egyptian Government stands for in
this connection, I shall just read—not
that I approve of it, but only to give
the background:

“Egypt has decided to despatch
her heroes, the disciples of
Pharaoh and the sons of Islam,
and they will cleanse the land of
Palestine. Therefore, ready your-
selves; shed tears; cry out and
weep, O Israel, because near is
your day of liquidation. Thus we
have decided and thus is our
belief. There will be no more
complaints and protests, neither to
the Security Council, nor to the
United Nations, nor to the
Armistice Commission. Nor will
there be peace on the border \
because we demand vengeance
and the vengeance is Israel’s
death.”

Shri Mohiuddin (Hyderabad City):
May I know the source of the quota-
tion, Egyptian or Israeli?

Shri Gadgil: This is an official Cairo
Radio broadcast of 3dst August, 1955.

Shri Mohiuddin: But who has pub-
lished it?

* Shri Gadgil: Then in an Order of
the Day, issued on 15th Feb. 1956
Maj.-Gen. Ahmed Salem, Commander
of the Third Egyptian Division which
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was then stationed in the Sinai
Peninsula, said:

“Every Commander is to prepare’
himself and his subordinates for
the inevitable campaign against
Israel for the purpose of fulfilling
our supreme aim, namely the
annihilation of Israel and her
extermination in the shortest
possible time and in most brutal
and cruel battles.”

As against this, what is the feeling
of Israel? This is well illustrated by
the statement made by its Prime
Minister that Israel wanted this to be
undertaken as a preventive war. It
has got all the elements of a jehad
Here is what the Chief Rabbi did when
the Sinai peninsula was invaded. The
Chief Rabbi placed a Torah in the
leading jeep and said:

‘“You are about to enter holy
soil. For in this land Moses, our
teacher, received the law.”

Unless the problem between Egypt
and Israel, or, in other words, between
Israel on the one hand and the entire
Arab world on the other, is satis-
factorily solved, I am of the view
that there will not be world peace,
and in these troubled waters both the
blocs will continue to fish as has been
suggested by my hon. friend Shri
Asoka Mehta.

- 14.15 hrs.
[MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

‘What the Britishers did is suffi-
ciently known. It is an act, in the
words of the Prime Minister, of
unmitigated aggression. Now, attempts
are being made to find out some moral
Teason for it, and as Bernard Shaw
has well said, the Englishman never
lacks a moral reason for whatever he
does, and if Egypt is attacked by the
British today, it must be for inter-
national good! But the question is:
has that solved the problem—the
problem of having an enduring
solution between Egypt and Israel?
And has the Suez Canal issue been
solved? It has not been solved.
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Therefore, we took the right attitude
in demanding that aggression must
end. Our first aim is to end the con-
flict, and our second aim is to create
an atmosphere in which an enduring
solution can be discussed and later
on implemented.

There has been a cease-fire, whether
as a result of our efforts or somebody’s
threat. Anybody can take the credit,
but we merely claim that we have
done our humble bit.

Shri Gidwani (Thana): Pakistan is
taking credit.

Shri Gadgil: During the last eight
years, by following a certain policy
and by standing for certain principles
eur great country and our great Prime
Minister have built up a reputation
for fairmindedness, of judging every-
thing on merits, and it is because of
this our responsibilities have grown.
And in order adequately to discharge
those responsibilities, if the Prime
Minister in certain circumstances takes
a cautious attitude, it must not be
misunderstood because, if -there is any
country today which is trusted by
others more than another, it is India,
and if by our actions here or by our
speeches we weaken this position our-
selves, then it is not only a matter of
disaster for this country, but it is
a matter of disaster to the whole
world. Therefore, when the Prime
Minister took up a certain atti-
tude with respect to Hungary,
let us understand the back
ground. When war starts, truth is the
first casualty, and in this particular
business, the policy that was gradually
becoming popular in the world, namely
of peaceful co-existence and the work-
ing of the law of Panch Shila have
been reversed. In fact, the pulse of
Panch Shila is now completely
benumbed. There has been no res-
pect for the territorial sovereignty,
there has been interference in matters
which are purely internal. In other
words, the great hopes we built about
Panch Shila and the great things we
expected as a result of the adoption of
a policy of co-existence by the several
countries in the world, all those hopes
are dashed. Any judgment can only
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be passed if there is honest, accurate
and positive information. Now, what
is the position with regard to this.:

We have been supplied, at least I
have got some literature from the
Congress of Cultural Freedom, some
from the Socialist Party, some from
the Chinese Embassy, some from the
USSR Embassy and it seems that
nobody is certain as to how the situa-
tion in Hungary was at any given
time. So far as Egypt was concerned,
we know that in the letter addressed
to the English Prime Minister by the
attacked Egypt it was stated that the
USSR authorities long before England
consequences of any attack on Egypt
would be disastrous, and yet England
did it. So far as Hungary is con-
cerned, here are some quotations from
French Socialist papers which go to
show that all those things which were
represented by a particular party are
not correct. We have the reactions of
Marshal Tito; we have the reactions
of other countries. Therefore, if my
responsibility because of the reputa-
tion that I stand for fairness and that
I judge everything on the merits of
the case is greater, I must know the
truth, the whole truth before I pro-
nounce any judgment. And, if the
Prime Minister of our country
gradually goes from one information
to another, there is nothing incon-
sistent in it. It only shows how very
alive he is to truth. The moment he
knows it he is not concealing it. My
own feeling is that even in this con-
fusion there are certain facts which
stand out broadly and boldly.

One fact that I have to point out is
that the U.S.S.R. allowed the process
of democratisation to continue. In
fact, it seems it was their policy. They

allowed it in Poland; they allowed it

in Hungary. But certain other people
took suspicious interest in this and,
naturally, the - U.S.SR. must have
thought that it was a matter which
would ultimately result in danger to
their security. Whether such a fear
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is jusified or not is another matter.
But the fact today remains that up to
a point the U.S.S.R. was favourable to
the democratisation and later on it
changed the policy. Will we be justi-
fied, when the situation is so fluid and
so uncertain, in giving a final or dog-
matic judgment on a situation of this
kind? Or would not prudence and
statesmanship demand that we should
approach the thing very carefully?

Shri Asoka Mehta praised our Prime
Minister and said that he was the
conscience of the world. Indeed he
is. If he is so and if he follows one
policy in a particular matter for which
you give him credit, why not be a
little generous to wait for a time and'
to leave him.to take what tactics he
should use if you agree thit his ulti-
mate aim is to establish peace and
abolish violence and war? You cam
be certainly charitable to that extent.

Now, that is the position with res-
pect to Hungary. The Government of
India and the Congress Party have
repeatedly made it clear that we stand
for democracy and wherever freedom
is in danger we will go to the help of
those who are fighting for freedom.
This has been made clear so many
times:

Something about the vote in the-
U.N.O. has been said and it has
become a matter of great controversy.
But, what is the basic attitude, leav-
ing aside the vote which has been
very adequately explained today by
the Prime Minister? What is the
basic attitude; what is the basic
approach to this problem? If we say
that we do not stand for democracy,
then I can understand. But, when our
principal basic values are absolutely
there; you cannot pick up one thing,
one soft spot. As I said, you must
take a higher view away from the din
and dust of the immediate controversy
and apply your mind, all your moral
force to find out a formula which will
‘be of enduring valwe.
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Today every weak nation, weak in
the military sense, is jeopardised. If,
what has been done in Egypt or if
what has been done in Hungary
according to the interpretation of my
:socialist friends is not dealt with pro-
perly-—it may by this method or that
method—it ‘will develop. As to which
method should be followed, I am pre-
pared .to. trust the Prime Minister;
although I am critical of him, all the
same, in this particular respect I am
loyal. Therefore, the real question is,
are we for a permanent solution or
are we merely taking personal or
party advantage of the situation as it
is developing from time to time? 1
believe that it is not merely a political
crisis; it is a moYal and philosophic
<risis that is facing the world. We
have to answer the question whether
‘we stand for mere political expedi-
ency or whether we stand for the
freedom and dignity of man. That is
just the question. It may be that it
may have been formulated in the
context of present circumstances but
this is a particularly broad issue that
‘we have to answer.

If anybody thinks that the use of
nuclear weapons will bring in peace,
he is wrong.” If anybody thinks that
dollars will bring in peace, he is also
wrong. Positive peace can only come
‘when certain ideas, certain under-
standing, certain modes and values
-are accepted by the whole world. Let
us, therefore, make it abundantly
<lear beyond doubt that we stand for
the solution of all outstanding ques-
‘tions in the international world by
peaceful means. And, in approaching
this, let us also be peaceful, non-
‘violent in our language also. Let us
‘be peaceful in this, as Gandhiji said,
you must be non-violent in thought,
word and deed. Even. resorting -to
dishonesty for an honest cause is bad.
‘Therefore the greatest .responsibility
today lies on the shoulders of our
Prime Minister.

I would, as I said in the beginning,
Tequest my friends here to consider
this whole question not in terms of
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any party expediency or party out-
look. If we are broadly agreed that
the situation.in the world may develop
into anything and that it is our duty
above all to see that there is no drift

" and that the entire international life

is directed to a definite goal where
the elementary values of freedom and
dignity of man will be secure, are we
not justified in backing up the policy
of the Prime Minister?

That is just the question. I am sure
that the Prime Minister is trying to
do that. You may ridicule persuasion;
you may ridicule- this, that and the
other; you may condemn secret
parleys, private assurances or tactful
whispers, as elements of conspiracy;
but persuasion by appealing to whate
is noblest in man, to his good instinct,
is a method to which we are pledged
and that is a responsibility cast on us
even under the provisions of our Con-
stitution. Therefore, after the first
immediate stage of ending the con-
flict today’ the conflict must end—the
people must come together, as Plato
has said it becomes wise men, to
confer and consverse and not leave
things to drift for themselves. Are
we going to allow the events to over-
whelm us or are we going to contro?
the events and make them move in a
manner in which we think our ulti-
mate values will be realised? I do
not want to say anything more. But
I appeal to my opposition friends to
just consider this. It is no use con-
demning Mr. Krishna Menon or con-

.demning that man. Persons don’t

count. What is the principle? If you
agree, don’'t make. the thing unneces-
sarily bitter but strengthen the hands
of the Prime Minister in this particular
respect because he represents the
pulse of the world and if he fails
everything fails.

“  Dr. S. N. Sinha: Sir, the first speaker

from the opposition benches the leader
of the Communist group set the whole
Hungarian question upside down. He
made a perfect “Sirshasana” of the
whole international situation. Well, X
will take it up first and try to set it
right. What one has to bear in mind
today about the situation in Easterm
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Europe and what is happening in
Hungary is this: It is a great nationa-
list revolution against all the rmisdeeds
committed in that country by the
Stalinist imperialists. It is all a lie,
a distortion of historical facts to say
that some outsiders who are fascists
or whatever they may be have insti-
gated this. It is clear from the state-
ment of the present Prime Minister,
if we call him a Prime Minister,
though in the common vocabulary he
is a Quisling or a puppet; 1 will read
what he, Mr. Kadar, has to say about
the present revolution in Hungary. He
says:

“There must be unanimity as to
the fact that the basic reasons for
the ‘popular movement begun on
October 23rd should be sought in
the grave mistakes and crimes
committed to the detriment of the
country’s working people by the’
Rakosi clique - which ,enjoyed
decisive influence in the leader-
ship of the country and the party.
It ought to be also kept in mind
that the indignation of the masses
which rose against these harmful
acts and methods was absolutely
legitimate. The purpose of the
masses taking part in this move-
ment was not to undermine the
people’s power in the Hungarian
Peoples Republic but on the con-
trary to strengthen and fortify it
by coming out against the mis-
takes.”

1 quote from the horse’s own mouth.
This is from the News and Views of
the Soviet Union, dated November 14,
1956 which is being circulated. So,
you will see that there was a revolu-
tion and the revolution is going on

- still in Hungary and the innocent
people of the cities are being
massacred. If you follow it carefully,
you will find that it was after
Hungary’s declaration of its neutrality
and because it withdréw from the
Warsaw Pact and the Prime Minister
of that country called upon the United
Nations for the protection of the
Hungarian neutrality and Cardinal
Mindczenty asked the people to give
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prayers, that the Soviet troops:
re-entered and the Soviet tanks.
roared on the Hungarian soil. It was
most unfortunate—if you know the
city you will understand it well—that
in Budapest. the massacre began from
the Parliament Square there. After
all, Parliament is the highest place of
sanctity for the democratic ideas. But,
unfortunately, in Hungary the
massacre begain from that place. And
what did they do? Their first act was
to just liquidate the former Govern--
ment -and they put another puppet
by the name Kadar as Prime Minis~
ter there.

Here you have to see what has
happened by this act of .the Russian
troops or Russian tanks in Budapest.
The Stalinist aggression on Hungary
has reduced Hungary not only to less
than a sovereign State but to the
lowest 1level of a slave State. In
actual fact it is so and in the words
of our Prime Minister “it is an out-
rage of human dignity and freedom”.
Today Hungary is less than a sovereign
State and the problem before the
whole world is: how to pull it out
again and how to make it right or
correct these wrongs done to her.

In Egypt happily the aggressor could
not change the Government. President
Nasser stood like a rock. But here
they have changed it. There is also
another differencex When one aggres-
sor, the United Kingdom, was in
Egypt, there was opposition in Great
Britain itself. At least half of the
population, if not more, opposed the
action which the British Government
have taken. But here we have to see
correctly the Soviet system and what
is happening there.

The vital question today before the
world is how to just set it right. We
have to correct the wrongs which have
been done in Hungary. I have no time
to go into details. That is why I am
skipping over the details. So, in this
case it is not very important how our
delegation voted here or there. That
is not important. The most important
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thing is to see that we are in a very
favourable position and our country
and our Prime Minister are in a very.
favourable position to solve some
very. intricate problems of the world.
Perhaps the historical forces have
assigned our country and our Prime
Minister to see to it that less blood-
shed is committed in the world and
perhaps, if it is possible, no blood-
shed at all. So, from this point of
view, if we see the matters, we will
find that during the last few years,
since we have come closer to the
Soviet Union, the prestige of the
Soviet Union also has gone high. In
many circles it is due to us, due to
our sincerity, that it has gone high
and we can utilize it today and say
to the world what our stand is and
how far we appreciate the Soviet
system and how far we are not going
to appreciate it. My personal view in
this respect is that our country and
our Prime Minister can play a very
great role, a very unique role.

A year ago when comrade 'Khrus-
chev was here I had a chance to
interpret one of his speeches in the
Rashtrapati-Bhavan and I know to
what heights he took the freedom of
the people and the cause of the
oppressed colonial people. Today we
have to read to our esteemed friend:
those are the words which you uttered
and you have to keep those words and
you should not drown those words
under the thunders of your bullets,
big shells and cannons in the streets
of Budapest. Then the Soviet Union
was very eloquent about Panch Shila,
and before this House I read many
times the statements of the Soviet
Union that they believe in the Panch
Shila. Now we have to remind them
and tell them: this is not the Panch
Shila; you should be a little more
loyal to the Panch Shila and don’t
behave like this, stop flowing blood
or making a blood bath in the
Hungarian Parliament Square. So, as a
friend of the Soviet Union we can
advise that country to pull out not
only from Hungary itself but from the
whole of the Eastern Europe. Any-
body who knows the problem of
Eastern Europe, as I claim to know,

19 NOVEMBER 1956 International situa- 423

tion
will agree with me that it is in the:
interest of the Soviet Union today to
pull out from the whole of Eastern.
Europe.

I will analyse it in a few words:
giving a military picture. You have-
to see that 1} million soldiers, satellite-
troops have gone today against Russia.
Anyhow, Russia cannot count upon:
those soldiers or the Ukrainian soldiers
in Russia itself to shoot their own
brothren in the interest of the Soviet
Union. In this sense the majority of
the forces and the resources of the
Soviet Union are bogged up in Eastern
Europe and they- will have to pull out.
today . or tomorrow. As Shri Asoka-
Mehta was mentioning, they have to-
come to terms as in the case of
Poland. Do you know the real reason-
why they have come to terms with-
Gomulka? It is for this reason: In
the post-War period, Stalinist Russia
took from Poland Vilno and other:
cities and gave Poland in compensa-
tion certain territories from Germany
—Breslau, Stettin and other portions
of Silesia. All these territories behind
the Oder-Neisse line were given to
Poland and in order to keep them.
Poland had to get Russian soldiers on
their soil. Because this was grabbed
from Germany they had to get soldiers.
to keep it under {jeir control. Poland
didn’t have that much soldiers, and
so Russian soldiers were there. This
was the position and that is the reason:
why in Poland it was possible for the-
Russians to come tp terms with
Gomulka. But Hungary has no such
problem. Hungary has shown quite a
different way to the world. This-
revolution has shown the Stalinist
brutality, naked brutality, in all its -
vulgarness, cruelty and deceit.

Today also we read in the papers
that Comrade Khrushchev has said
that the moment the Western Powers
retrieve and move their soldiers from
Western Europe, he is ready to pull
out his soldiers from Hungary,
Rumania, ' Poland and other places.
Here is the starting point where we
can intervene and we can say “Behave
in the same way”. We are going to
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.call a six power conference or what-
ever it is; the main talk should be
there about the Russian retreat from
Eastern Eurgpe.

You allow us to see the situation in
. Eastern Europe and how it is happen-
ing. It is a most horrible thing that
the Secretary-General of the United
Nations has not been allowed to visit
.Budapest; he had been asked to come
and talk, even for humanitarian
-yatters, in Rome, which was correctly
refused. The point is that nobody else
is allowed in that area to seée what
horrible things are going on there. I
-am sure the revolution is still going
on in Hungary. I know the Hungarians
-and I have quite a number of friends
there. I also know that those friends
-are not going to yield. Our Prime
Minister has said this morning that
this revolution is going to succeed and
I am sure Hungary is going to be
free. It is our duty to support her
«cause.

Comrade Khrushchev had last year
.congratulated me for my proficiency
in Russian. He will congratulate me
.more if he takes my advice about
‘Eastern Europe, because that is in the
‘interest of Ryssia, and as a best friend
of Russia I am saying that they are
“losing now. Today the Prime Minister
“has also made it clear that Russia is
“losing not only in resources but also
in its prestige and many other matters.
When I say this, I am termed an
.American agent and that I represent
the American point of view. That is
the easiest way of condemning things
and that has been the greatest Stalinist
;Me. I will prove it to you.

‘If you do not take this action for
-your country and if you are not aware
.of the dangers which '~ are there
-threatening in Budapest, you will have
4o face some very very grave dangers
4dn Kashmir on your borders and many
.other places. When I came to this
“Parliament, it was I who placed on
the Table of the House those docu-
ments containing the talks which
Stalin had with Hitler about the divi-
sion of the world—and he had  his
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eyes on Kashmir and the whole of
India. Those documents have been
published now, and it is anybedy's
look-out just to see them. The Stali-
nites have only shelved those docu-
ments; they have not forgotten them
because the opportune time has not
come. Nobody believed me at that
time and Russian papers also wrote
about me that I was an American
agent. Everybody who does anything
for his nation is condemned as an
American agent. Look at also
Budapest. What has happened there?
The Nage Government and others were
tolerated so long as they were not’
nationalists, and as soon as they turned
to do something which = was in the
interest of Hungary and was contrary
to the interests of the Soviet Union,
they were liquidated. That is the
easiest thing to brand anybody as an
American agent that is a slander and
that is a total Stalinist lie to condemn
anything that is nationalist as
American inspired and so on.

Comrade Khrushchev says if from
Eastern Europe -we pull out, the
Americans will come there. But why
not take the Indian example? Even
when we were fighting for our free-
dom, the British diehards used to say:;
the moment we pull out from India,
the Russians will come in and India
will fall into foreign hands. Has India
fallen into anybody’s hands? Of course,
not; we are independent. What
Gandhiji said at that time was this:
let it go to the devil, to Hell, but you
just quit India; that is my point. In
the same way let the Russians say to~
Hungary or anybody: you go any-
where you like; it is in my own
interest that I am pulling back and
that will be the best thing.

It is not possible today to put the
great countries of Eastern Europe,
whose culture is rather higher in many
respects than that of Russia itself,
under subjugation for such a long
time.

Purposely I am differentiating when
1 am saying Soviet Union and the
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Stalinites, because every close
‘observer of the Soviet affairs today
knows that a great fight is going on
in the Soviet Union, between the
adherents of the Stalinist Imperialists
and the de-Stalinites. The leader of
the de-Stalinites is Comrade Khrush-
chev. He has done quite a lot and
when we talked about Ukraine, I also
put him a question and he was of the
opinion—and it was also broadly
broadcast—that a certain amount of
democratisation is necessary not only
for the Soviet Union but also for the
neighbouring countries—what is
commonly known as the Soviet satell-
ites. He was for that and his forces
are working. But there is also another
force in the Soviet Union which is
represented by one Mr. Swisloy, and
I have heard his speech on the 7th of
this month on the Revolution Day—
the original speech broadcast from
Moscow. He is the leader of the
Stalinite group in Russia. A great
-fight is going on between these two
forces. We can appeal to Comrade
Khrushchev and tell him: What you
told us in Delhi will be remembered
by you, keep your word and work for
democratisation, which is in the
interests not only of all the countries
which you are leading but also ulti-
mately in the interest of everyone
including India, the Soviet Union and
of the whole world.

If we do not stop the bloodshed
there, I have my doubts. There are a
few people who study the original
documents very seriously and I have
a habit to do so. In those documents
you will find that the Stalinites have
still their eyes on India. If you ask
me, why were you against the Com-
munist Party, my reply is, it is because
the whole object of the Comrmunist
Party is to bring the Soviet
slavery, as it has been proved in
Budapest. Today you will believe
me; three or four years ago you would
not have believed me, and you would
have treated it lightly. If the same
situation as in Hungary is created
in a country the Soviet soldiers would
come in and the country would all
into the hands of Russia. That:is the
real role of the Communist Party, the
role of treachery which you find in
Hungary,.and in many other places.
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If we do not take this lesson from
Hungary, we will be making a historic
blunder, for which we will have to
regret and also the posterity will have
to regret—we have no right to make
this blunder. In the name of peace we
can approach the Soviet leaders and
tell them to leave Hungary to the
will of the people there. If the people
of Hungary want to follow Cardinal
Mindczenty—you know the whole
story of Cardinal Mindczenty, books
have been published, films also have
been there, he has become the real
hero-—what is wrong there? What was
his crime? Because he prayed to God,
it does not fit into the Communist
way of life, and all people who pray
to God should be ligyilated and shot.
What a funny argum&t it is! If the
people do not adhere to them, is that
the way to remove them? 1 myself
do not pray to God, but that does
not mean that when other people pray,
I should shoot them. If T do so, I will
make them more adamant and make
them pray to God. That is exactly the
thing that the Soviet®nion is doing
there and that has been mentioned
also by Mr. Kadar. In his speech
Cardinal Mindczenty, as soen as he
came out of the jail, asked the people
to pray. That was the reason that the
whole empire is crashing—the Soviet
Empire not only in Hungary but also
in Poland, Rumania and everywhere.
It is going to crash, no doubt. Those
are the dictates of history; nobody can
stop it. The soonaer it is done, the
better it is in the interest of all
concerned.

Previously, the British have shown
the way. Whether it is white colonial-
ism or red colonialism, it is immaterial.
It is colonialism and it is brutal and
it must go. So, our country must
unequivocally support the cause of
Hungary today; if we do not do it,
then we will be failing in our duty.

I l‘lave not spoken about events in
Egypt but perhaps I need not, because
the lead here has been so correct.
There has been such a correct lead
that the world forces of peace are all
with us under the leadership of our
Prime Minister. I am sure that noth-
ing untoward is going to happen there.



433 Motion re

(Dr. S. N. Sinha]

I am not a jyotishi but I think that
there will be no more of bloodshed;
there may be slight upsets but there
will net be much bloodshed which
will lead to a greater conflagration.

But, in Eastern Europe, if we do
not see things in their correct pers-
pective and just ignore them, a very
great conflagration will take place
there. Not only Europe will be in
flames but other parts too and we do
not know what part of the world will
be safe from that conflagration. That
is why, it is our duty to study the
affairs of the Eastern Europe and see
things as they are, in their correct
perspective. It is our duty to support
the freedom of Hungary.

There is a misunderstanding of our
policy on the continent of Europe. I
have been receiving letters during the
last two or three days saying that the
prestige of our country is going down
because we are not supporting the
freedom of Hungary and we are
doing something wrong. Let us tell
the world that we stand for the
freedom of not only Hungary but also
of every other country; we stand for
the freedom of the people everywherc.
We do not want any country to suffer
under the white or red colonial rule.
When the international situation is
very tense and when the dark clouds
of conflagration are hovering above
us, I am reminded of what I read in
my student days. A Hungarian poet,
whom Shri Asoka Mehta ° has also
quoted—a great poet, Sandor Potofi—
wrote: “We vow we can never be
slaves.” We must do evervthing in
our power to see that there do not
remain slaves any further. Whether
there are slaves of the Soviet or slaves
of the British, it is just the same
crime everywhere. With these words, 1
support the foreign policy of our
country.

Finally, I may add that when we
were fighting for the freedom of our
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country, I wrote in the title of my
book:

Revolt of Asia:
“Light is breaking;
Thrones are quaking,

Hark! The
FREE!'™

Trumpet, of the

The situation which we see today
should be transformed for the better-
ment of humanity and the whole
world.

”~
= Shri V. G. Deshpande (Guna): Sir,
I am very much impressed by the
high moral tone of the whole debate
(Interruptions).

gfrx ¥o Ho wmt fa=r &
&g
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qE &F WATT 97 gg AR-faaz =W«
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% fafaw for 9 o aw dfaw ==
9T AT A W0 &7 Afa w1 awae
frar & 39 ¥ =i a3 g
70 § Wy AT a1 gr|T ¥ 1 7Y vHm-
o armaEr i W 3w & Afaw
T FT AWGA 1 F ol wwer o
/T FUE | ITHY A VX ALIAATHT &7
AFRIFIgATAAS aa gy F
ag W w1 wrgAr g fr ow wfam-
™ oz ® e gar &, 3x #1 fawiey
AL G A a9 ) AT qm &
fr e St & o7 7% & Wl g7 X T
g ' ow 7 F &1 AW wiefaay
w7 faar ¢ A1 3w & v Ew AT
£ 7 w37 & f o Yy 97 a7 faw &



435 Motion re

i

oY FgT § OF 7 TRy AAAT 9T 9

: \%iﬁé.’:ﬂmgw:g’@
' wl w2y § R ST 33 @
o1 A gur, A1 Ty SN F
frar &= femr, o 59 fw 7 fFar
& fear a1 &1 38 woTad T fFar

E
3

,%

%7 fray & 57 %7 7% &, T & auEar
.§'-l

F T AT KT ATEAT § AV qG AR
> 5 WITAAS WY Y WIS AT,
& wr 0 TH TG AT &Y A%aAT 0
T OAT A @1 AT AT FRAL AR
2 ag ArHAaT AL T gFaT § 5T
zfer ¥ 91 st §, S WS &
¥ frg o fam F 9727 S WA FE0
=t D § A a0 A% a7 F W9 X {W
T § | TG T & W AT K A
= ¥, TAvs #, wor ufgwr & mfw
vmﬁam%fmgwﬁm -1
T rfed, ATEw & A gw T wwE
i aE Y W gae ¥ e awd
a4 A WY, @ THW KT AW FO0
wmgw%‘qmmmm
§ fe gfaar & @y §F o A OF W
TR TR TE WA AN TS
anfaa g &1

wra drast w7 ®
I ¥ ¥ qwwiq gfear

ﬁrsw:gz
q awHar

mg

19 NOVEMBER 1956 [International situa- 436

tion
g " & A gz s Wl o
T2 F2 W g 9T W FA WY

arw ¥ a@EE ww et Wi}

e T g § W) gfr § wfs

w1 fastor 1 W 9T W g
e 9ET W ST oY ey ¥ &
afr T AT 97 1 &7 T WEFTT Y

WTET W OFTH ¥ | BW 7 UARH W

famr 2 fe sfa= fam &1 g a7 g@a
o FANT TRAY 9, IT 7 TF q]A
rhmwar F3 fan 0 39 FawE
9w w TR ¥ oww e R
mmm‘cmﬁmm
@A & YT F@T IAT AL 1 I
gy W S & F91 T@w w7 g
FT #1 \@g ¥ w1 Iare fxar T@ar
- @ T ¥ uE & A 9T gw
g § fr i 39 %S (W gwv
%’) quﬂoﬁoaﬂ’%—glﬁ;m
gﬁvawa'@mw'iﬁ“
#F gAT AT

1%
7
A



437 Motion re

[t fro we Feid]

T U | WY ¥ I WY WY =A< &Y
Txar & 1o oY gfar ¥ o W E
5 & fgg oa & fgat ¥ =so9 €1
a2 99 T AT F A F Aw A9 go
&1 g & 7 & arfesa 2, fae
T ot F g qfqw q@fy w7 &
T T FHAFT FT B AR FOATET
aw 39 F @7 § 1 & wwar 2 w9
g AT 9 UTHFAN T T | o9 F
TF HIX ATET T W 59T wE™H |
ARTE & 1 AT 97 AT "{HE AT AT
THaT & 1| OF TG F WIT F Tw F7 F47
FT afed, gfar & 29 & ofy o
) rfa =37 €y IfEd, 5= =1 A=
orq wifaw Afsd | & Fag g
F T @ ¥ AT =97 |7 9% /9
£ v wra &Y Iwfy & 9wy g, 9 o
oy Hr AfEF 0w Y geEr A 98
s asdy & fr g 3@ fF oww

78y 7 2 foF foeiy & ST (7))
TH T | A v A 0 Ao
- g HYo ¥ ¥F = +7 I=5°7 =THT,
T HT F 9 FFe frmr, avwg W=
T ¥ fagqg 7 = 97 §OUTE-

19 NOVEMBER 1958 International situa- 438

tion

ard-doms aifer  (doaR woEE )
gE, @ = I J A T gE 9%
Fg Tedr dfeq S § @ awEa
¥ gard 9T a9y g, g ¥ AW &
foa dae afig | 99 W T T A
g § or ey g fF owEt 9X go
TTe o F FamE@w™ A HEA
(77=) & fagra 1 79 39 § oF
TAT WHIT T ISTEI0 FAH BT THAT
2, sfew oW fawew & fawg & =no
¥ o ¥ A ow &) A famrd A R
o< ag ¥e 5 w19 @ avg ¥ Hfaww
9 (& ) T Wfas & @ & A7
@il & faas & W™ § 1 " Ay
TIEAT T U &S gy, gfar sr
" M9 F 7 7 T &7, a8 A9 F fEq
F1€ goferear #7 a9 &, wET & A€
FAFET | ¥ WIS 9 F I AT F
fod € Tmr F§ f& o afafese,
fafaa =9 ¥ ST WIT 9WOwT wT
fom ¥F wTeoT WO F T WY FAY 6T
=T 3 AT £+ Sfae & faww
7 fa=re $3F gU g9 ¥g a1 9T WO
e e afed 5 Iis not a
cace of injured irnccence (¥E F
aqg=tr gf fAeEifaar v s agv) ar
¥ atq a5¢ & 5 oag ¥+ o &,
forr oz wrwwr frat @t W aEEw
(@) ooy fEEad (der) feam
v I ®Y AT HT GgEE &
o= g £ | e & A s wEeT--
HTEAT E, 0¥ TH IS &, AT | AT
|IET IEN WT @l A wul e ogw A
uesifoar. & & w7 fNAfaar 8%
wfeew gfawy —afes afaea—
sifye FoAT &1 A9 ¥ qF AEANTT
ST FT OF FT FATT FT HATH(&T
w1 Fwv e = gur 1A agad
aeET £ fR oA 9w & dg= ® W=



439 Motion re

ATHT | WS qfwea Wi A &Y
MAaeg g i aRE IR F A ZF
T § | Afew fBT W OF @ Hqwe
oY F ATHA & | ST SEOET WK
wfiar S wgE A W oFud @ W
o7 7 ¥ faelt & fawg iy s 7 Afq
9 ¥ W FT AT g FHAT &
15 hrs,

gl IF TAAET T N g, S«
%ﬁwiﬁmﬁfwﬁ,ﬁ’rmﬁ*
ygar, wehre wgwa, W koSSt
e W< wfgeT & g & faa
o A4TE §, WX W WAHE 911
F wgr ¥ g & W @ Fesw @
oF U F ®F § sfaq @AT ATfEh |
@y O & faae & ga @ @0 f6
Eforz gRIT WOAT AT ¥ A &
fauwg § sg 1 faOw F@r W1 O
o1 7Y £ f ToaES 9 Y€ AT,
% wegrm, w1 aw g T T
forar & | T =T FT T F KT AT
qHE @AT @ |

oI §F § {EA AEAGHA T
ara %71 & fF g @ T O fame WX
f& gw =1 fafey smwdes § @
aifed ot gt 1 TEs F ifoe aT
gaeT frar 2, 99 7 9w fem @ Wi
g wmw §, wafad g 9§ W
AT ¥ ¥, T9 WL g9 BT EF T Bl
& T Tfgd | W g AreeT el
fr T ¥ G @A F TV FaL
g gfmar & feft g9 & T ww R
WK IF FT F1E gIAA I gH I AT
T FTE | TT g¥a § OF a1 /AR
JET AT § | B & A A A FH
AN, SE A AT I WTE 1 o
§ T & 97T g 9 9T o1 A
Fgar g a1 arar g fr faxw Afa &
ar ¥ w7 R wfawrase 0 #+T
fatre 7€ foraT AT ) W F wreAsT
F g9 werE § s F @ufas

19 NOVEMBER 1956 International situa-

44°
priniy 1
sk ST g9 %23 & 1 1 ey
mgﬁqiﬁmmmﬁ@
T & i Fae el wfueraes @ w1
i‘aﬁﬂr{@%ﬂttﬁﬁq—(nﬁw
R I ordiash s g
g wEY v wifgd, SfEw ag a1 e
@ § | =X gar agt gan, & agl

R

,,J,
H
.ﬁ,'

71

a4.
;,

. &



44X Motion re

™

[ﬁfﬁotoiﬂ'ﬂil
TH ¥ ATANET IH A TH AITE q%
5 ¥ ol aF 3w @ wF g
WA AT T R F '

ag T
e e wgt o W W oo ¥

mqq%mmwwiﬂ@
wrmgg frmafa S af &1 &

ag 78 wmar f¥ Sweie § HAie-waT

19 NOVEMBER 1956 International situa- 442

tion

T ag A 9 fsgema W
fafemr Fmmder 7 ow qw Ay FE

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

Even if Panch Shila _has failed, Mem-
bers should not fail now.

st fge Wo TMWIX : W AT
A WIT @A 9] TET ¥ 1 AT

A %1 WIEwT &7 Gl —ag ar
Fuq g &, Sat fF Ee F agy e
Far v 57 ¥ gfic & = #<

F =T gt A Afq w1 9= FF
Fardy fagyw Aifa o= a8 & a=dr
fam avg ¥ 7 F7a71 § f* g7 =7 wre-
W meadif afvat § fo w0 oW
o Y &% a1 ¥ =41 AT JvlEd )

Y 7 2w ¥ F@ AT FEAT
far & a1 59 2w A 9@ woer adt
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[=r fao wo Igwid]

am § W gt & o senfaw
FE F FH F W GRA | TH WTAT
afe frft ¥ Y o =W ¥ o
A& T ey, Gy v dmargad §
=T @ & ar dar fr e 6w
F = ¥ fFar & oY W WY A
Ty A7 T R F A A9 gy a2
mifa semfa s & faa &fas
gfz ¥ swrETlr awET 93w, WY oW
FY ATH WAL EA AT ALY ¥ AV FAT
fazy fa aws a8 1 g 1 AT
A S T

Shri B. S. Murthy: Mr. Deputy-
Speaker, Sir, the world situation today
is very grave, very dangerous and
threatening. Unless some effective,
immediate steps are taken, I am
afraid the much wunwanted third
world war will soon begin and, per-
haps, the much dreaded atom bombs
might come into play and destroy the
humanity.

It is evident that the cease fire is
not yet completely implemented by
the nations concerned. It is also evi-
dent that the aggressor nations, espe-
cially the United Xingdom, do not
feel that they went against the moral
standards of the world. Recently the
Prime Minister of England said that
they had nothing to regret. This is a
very significant terrn and both the
U.N. as well as the other nations of
the world should take cognizance of
this fact that ZEngland and France
have nothing to regret.

Of all the events that took place I
am shocked at the way in which
Russia conducted itself with reference
to Hungary. As soon as the Second
World War was over, Russia mobilis-
ed its forces and began to hold peace
conferences, instituted Stalin peace
prizes and went every way possible to
see that the world opinion was mobi-
lised for peace. In the UN.O. it
always- tried to see that all the
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colonial countries were made inde-
pendent. Recently our Panch Shila
has also been agreed to by the Russian
leaders when they came over here.
Having done all these things to see
that the world does not involve itself
in a third world war, I do not under-
stand why Russia should take the law
into its hands and send armies to quell
the nationalist rebellion in Hungary.

Shri Asoka Mehta was criticising
Shri Krishna Menon that he did not
represent India’s opinion, not even
the mind of our Prime Minister. He
said that our international policy is
rather confusing. 1 am afraid Shri
Asoka Mehta was confusing the issues.
Anybody who wants to criticise Shri
Krishna Menon should place himself
in the particular position in which
Shri Krishna Menon was, in the
United Nations, while making that
speech or coming to that deci-
sion. It is very easy for us to sit
outside, either in the boxing match or
in a wrestling match or in a foot-ball
match or in a cricket match, and say
“Oh, this should have been done like
this”. But when you are in the field,
fighting : against odds, naturally you
might make a decision which may
not concur with that of others.

What was Shri Xrishna Menon
Speaking and what was the decision
he took? Our Prime Minister was at
pains to explain that we did not vote
against the whole resolution. He has
divided the resolution into the pre-
amble and the operative portions. He
said that one single point regarding
the elections being held in Hungary
under the auspices of the United Na-
tions was objected to and we have
reasons to object to it, because the
same dagger that is being shown to
Hungary was long ago shown to us
and we resisted it successfully. Hav-
ing resisted it, as far as India is con-
cerned, how can we be parties to such
a resolution? Because that particu-
lar phrase has been included in that
resolution, India had to oppose it and
in opposing it, Shri Krishna Menon
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made a speech suitable to the occa-
sion. I do not understand why Shri
Asoka Mehta should say anything
against it and much less Shri Jai
Prakash Narain, who thinks nothing
of this world and says that every-
thing is of Heaven and who, in the
name of Sarvodaya, comes and tries
to criticise it adversely? Therefore,
if Russia is true to the principles that
prompted her to go about the world
and propose a peace conference, and
if she had any respect for the signa-
ture of hers in the Panch Shila agree-
ment, Russia will set an example to
the rest of the world today.

The Egyptian question is hanging
fire. The Egyptian question, I think,
will solve the problems of the African
continent in one way. I do not know
how it is going to solve them, but 1
have some premonition that it may
lead to rid the African country of the
-white people who are today dominat-
ing that  country and sucking the
blood of those so-called dark and
‘black people there. The question to-
-day for the whole world is whether
the world is to be involved in a third
world war. Many Governments are
anxious for the third world war. But
the people all over the world are not
for it. Therefore, a difference must
be drawn between the Governments

.of different nations and the peoples of

those nations. In Russia, I am sure
that all the people are not for another
conflict. The same can be said of
England, for, Mr. Gaitskell and others
of the Labour Opposition there are
trying to prevent Sir Anthony Eden
from taking any further wrong step.

What should be done? Our Prime
Minister said in the morning, “We
have nothing but the moral force”.
“Well, moral force has done something
unique in the world as far as India
is concerned. It is with the moral
force that Mahatma Gandhi led 400
million people to freedom. We did
not hit anybody and no blood was
.shed. Therefore, with the same moral
force, 1 am sure that our Prime Min-
jster can mobilise the world opinion
and rouse world conscience and see
that the United Nations is streng-
‘thened, and that Panch Shikla is made
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not merely a sheet of paper but a
creed that will stay permaneritly in
the world. I want some steps to be
taken in erder to see that the possi-
bility of a third world war is ruled
out completely. We must see that
this is done either through the UNO
or through any other media. We must
see also that the military pacts are
scrapped, that the foreign troops
from Cyprus, Algeria, Viet Nam and
other countries are removed imme-
diately. This must apply not only to
the European countries but all coun-
tries. Wherever there is any foreign
troop existing, it must be removed.
Unless and until this is dome, I am
sure any day, anything might happen,
and then the whole world might be
involved in a ruthless and bloody war
which will spell ruin to human cul-
ture and human civilisation.

Therefore, I feel that
Minister should not only use his
friendly relations with Russia and
England and the United States, but
also see that all the weaker nations
of the world are brought together so
that the whole world will come to
this opinion, namely, the mightiest
nation with all its military powers

our Prime

should be able to live on friendly
terms with the tiniest nation,
wherever the latter exists, without

causing the tiniest nation any fear
of invasion or, much less, of liquida-
tion.

Shri’ D. C. Sharma (Hoshiarpur):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, when 1 sat
listening to the discussion on foreign
policy this morning, I felt that most
of the speakers have taken our
foreign policy to be an anthology—
some parts of which are to be appre-
ciated and sorne parts of which are
to be criticised; some parts of which
are to be taken for granted and some
parts to be called into question. I
believe that our foreign policy is one
and indivisible. It is an organic
whole, and an organic unit. The
strength of our foreign policy lies
only in this, namely, that it has stood
for certain principles and certain
rights of humanity. Therefore, there
has been that success accruing to it
of which, I think, even the most
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[Shri D. C. Sharma]
hostile critics in this House are aware.

It was said by an hon. Member that
India is assuming to itself the role of
a judge or the role of a magistrate
which does not befit this country. I
do not think that India is laying
claim to any role of that kind. 1t is
not this kind of role which India has
played or which India is going to
play, but, as I said at the beginning,
we have certain principles and those
principles are the principles of truth
and they are the principles of Panch
Shila. As a nation we are young only
so far as freedom is concerned and as
far as culture and civilisation are
concerned, we are old, and we have
a right to speak in the name of those
principles and judge every issue that
comes to us.

While I sat listening to the speeches,
I heard one hon. Member advising
that India should take the position
like the one taken by the Lady of
Shelott. The Lady of Shelott lived in
isolation cut off from the rest of the
world; she did not come into contact
with the world as such.

Shri B. 8. Murthy: Were you with
her then?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There should
be no private conversation here. Let
the hon. Member continue.

Shri D. C. Sharma: I must say that
there are some persons who have been
saying to us that we  should
live - like the Lady of Shelott,
cut off from the currents of the
world, good, bad and indifferent; that
we should not take to life as it comes
to us, but must live-in a world of
shadow, looking at the shadows in
the mirror. But, I believe no nation
can afford to do so. The policy of
isolation cannot befit any modern
nation, big or small and every nation
has to be :in the current of affairs of
this world or, if I may use the expres-
sion, in the main stream of the cur-
renis of this world. Therefore, to
advise us not to do this thing or that
thing is something which means a
kind of national segregation or
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national isolation and 1 do not believe:
India can fellow a policy of that kind..

There are some persons who have:
appreciated our Prime Minister's.
statement with regard to Hungary. L
think everybody has appreciated the
statement made by our Prime Minis-
ter about Egypt. But, there are some-
persons who have tried to criticise
Mr. Krishna Menon, saying that.

.Krishna Menon does not represent

India; he does not represent the:
Indian Government etc. They have
said all these things about him, but.
I think their eloquence, if there was
any, has been wasted, because the
stand which Shri Krishna Menon
took at the U.N. has been before the-
country for the last few days and.
everyone who has read the proceed-
ings of the U.N. carefully would see-
that Shri Krishna Menon had not.
done anything which went against.
the interests of our country or against
the interests of the principles for-
which we stand. If there is any doubt
left in the minds of anybody, 1 believe -
that the statement which the Prime:
Minister made last Friday and the
speech he delivered today on the floor
of the House clearly show that the-
stand Shri Krishna Menon took was-
in conformity with the best principles.
of both the U.N. and our country. So,.
I do not think that.one should take
exception to the stand he took about.
the situation in Hungary.

One of the most pathetic speeches
that I have heard was the one made-
this morning saying that the U.N. has.
failed; Panch Shila has failed and
everything has failed. I am sorry that.
a speech of that kind should have-
been made U.N. has failed; Panch
Shila has failed; everything else has.
failed, but the speaker has not failed.
I ask that gentleman, if U.N. has
failed, what organisation is going to.
take its place? If Panch Shila.
has failed, what other principles
are going to take its place?
I would submit that if U.N. and Panch
Shila have failed, it is not this coun--
try or that country whose foreign
policy bas failed; it is humanity that.
has failed. I would say that it thac
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bappens, it would not be a sad day
for humanity, but a tragic and catas-
trophic day for humanity. I would,
therefore, ask my friends not to utter
such dismal statements, because we
are standing on the verge of a crisis
and our attempt should be to do
everything in our power to avert that
crisis and not precipitate it by mak-
ing statements which do not fit in
with the circumstances of the case
and which are’ not in keeping with
the spirit of the times.

It has been said that our country
is surrounded by Pakistan, China, the
Nagalland etc., which are potential
sources of danger to us and that our
foreign policy should be such as to
make our defence potential as strong
as possible. As our Prime Minister
has said on more than one occasion
on the floor of the House and as other
Members have also said, I think it is
no use raising such bogeys. It is no
use creating such scares, because our
policy has been so far and is going
to be for all time to come a policy of
friendship with every nation. Even
though Pakistan has so many differ-
ences with us-and so many points at
issue with us, I must say that we have
tried to be as friendly to Pakistan as
possible. We should remember that
goodwill pays its dividends much
sooner than illwill; friendship pays
its dividends much sooner than anto-
ganism. After all, it is not a world
which should not be looked upon as
a just world; in the long run, it is a
just world. Therefore, I would say
that the policy of friendship with
our neighbours and other countries
that we are pursuing is the right
policy, because this policy alone can
reduce tension.

Again, it has been said that we
should quit the Commonwealth of
Nations. I think the Prime Minister
will be there to give his verdict on
it, but I must say one thing. I read
the message which the President of
the U.S.A., sent to our Prime Minis-
ter on this question. I have also fol-
lowed the correspondence between
our Prime Minister and Marshal
Bulganin and I cannot help saying
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that there is a great measure of com-
mon  understanding between the-
U:S.A, the US.S.R. and our country.
Here or there we may not see eye to.
eye with each other; but all the same,
it cannot be denied that even the:
U.S.A. has come to appreciate our-
stand in the affairs of the world. The
U.S.S.R. has also come to appreciate
our stand. But, I must say that there-
are sections of the British Press—this.
also includes the B.B.C. broadcasts— -
which present India in colours which,.
I should say, are not true to facts and
circumstances. Anyone who reads
most of the comments in the English:
papers will think that India is a.
country which is hostile to the Com-
monwealth of Nations. A big section.
of the British Press is always out to-
misrepresent India and India’s policy..
1 would say that this is not the right.
thing to do. While other countries.
are able to understand and appreciate -
us, I see no reason why a section of”
the Press in Britain, with whom we
have had so many years of contact,
should be always out to say things
about us which are not justified by
any circumstances or conditions.

As far as our foreign policy is con--
cerned, there are certain principles
and 1 believe those principles have
been given attention to by our Prime -
Minister in the statement that he
made. Can anyone take exception to
those principles? Can anyone say
that those principles are not the prin-
ciples which should guide the destiny -
of this world or the destiny of man-
kind?.

I take Egypt, for instance. Is it.
not a great tribute for our couniry
that a statesman like Nasser has said .
“Indian brethren”? I do not think
he has used the word brethren in a
formal sense but as a very affection-
ate term, which means that we have-
tried to say the correct things about.
Egypt. The Prime Minister said that
Egypt has acted with a large measure
of propriety and forbearance. And
anyone who has read the accounts of’
the Egyptian action for some time
past would come to the conclusion.
that truer words were never spoken.
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_Again, our Prime Minister said in
*his statement on Friday that we are
-concerned with attack on the freedom
.of anybody in the world; we are con-
.cerned also with strong nations domi-
nating, by armed force, weaker
nations. And, again, he said that we
do not want to support colonialism.
“With regard to Hungary he said that
from the very beginning we made it
.clear that in our opinion the people of
Hungary should be allowed to deter-
mine their own future according to
their own wishes and that foreign
forces should be withdrawn.

What I want to say is this, that so
far as our foreign policy is concern-
ed, its main ideas are now there for
-anybody to see. And 1 believe that
the voice of India so far as Egypt is
concerned, the voice of India so far as
‘Hungary is concerned and the voice
of India so far as others are concerned
has always been the voice
-of reason, the voice of justice, the
voice of international law, the wvoice
-of human freedom and human digni-
ty.

During the last few years we have
had to face crises, if not more often,
at least three times. There were crises
in Korea, in Indo-China and there
was the crisis in Egypt, and again
there was the crisis in Hungary. And
I must say I feel proud as a citizen
-of India that the line we took with
regard to all these issues has been a
line which has been justified by
-events. And if some thing that our
line with regard to some country is
not justified now, I can say that after
a month or two it will be found that
our line was the right line to take at
- that time.

But one good resuilt that has accru-
ed from our foreign policy is this.
Our Prime Minister was saying all
the time that these military pacts are
-of no avail and these military pacts
do not lead to the added safety of
nations but tHey create the very
-conditions which they are brought
into being®to control. That is what
.our Prime Minister was saying, and
‘he was speaking for the whole of
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India. Now, you bhave seen that there
was the Baghdad Pact. It was creat-
ed, and time has shown how prophe-
tic was the statement made by our
Prime Minister. One country says, “I
will not attend the meeting of the
Pact if another country attends it; we
will keep out of it”. And you find
that this Baghdad Pact has died a
natural death, because these pacts in
the circumstances of the case are not
going to be in any way conducive to
the welfare of humanity. Have we
not done something which has shown
the utter futility of these pacts? 1
would say, if nothing else, our weight
has been cast, our influence has been
exercised on the side of and in favour
of those persons who suffer under
the domination of those people who
want to preserve colonialism in one
form or another. Colonialism is
something which refuses to die,
which tries to reincarnate itself in
some other form, which resurrects
itself again and again. But I would
say that this colonialism. which has
been the bane of humanity and which
has brought distress and all kinds of
things, this colonialism has found the
most mighty opponent in our foreign
policy. If people speak in terms of
‘independent” and ‘sovereign’ nations,
independent nations which will not
be trampled over by others, it is to
some extent because—I would not be
so presumptuous as to say that it is
entirely because of us—we have
fought this good fight against colonial-
ism.

Therefore, I would say that our
foreign policy stands justified. Time
has justified it. If there are persons
who take exception to an item.of our
foreign policy today, I can say that
they will come round to the view
which I am expounding at this time,
after some time and say that our
foreign policy is one of the biggest
things that has happened in this world
for the good of humanity, for - the
good of the world, for the oppressed
people of the world and for prevent-
ing all kinds of tensions and for
stopping the catastrophe to which
some nations want to lead us to.
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Shri N. R. Muniswamy (Wandi-
wash): Today’s discussion is signifi-
cantly very important because we are
making certain pronouncemerits as
regards the present international
situation.

The Prime Minister the other day
made a statement, which was a
written one, and today he has a state-
ment extempore. of the two
statements I find that he has taken
a different turn today. I wish to bring
it to your notice that on the other
day three points were brought out
from his statement. The first point
was so far as Egypt is concerned and
so far as the Anglo-French aggression
on Egyptian soil is concerned, because
in a way they have helped the Israeli
aggression. The other point was our
diluted form of condemnation of the
Russian interference in Hungary and
of its being a domestic affair. Today
his statement was very pertinent and
very dogmatic, in the sense that he
has not left anything for doubt, and
he has taken this attitude of condemn-
ing the Russians for their intervention
without any justifiable cause. The third
point which he has made today is a
defence of the action of the ablest
representative of India. Mr. Krishna
Menon,—the action taken by him in
the resolution that was passed in the
United Nations.

I shall first of all deal with the
Anglo-French aggression of Egypt and
their interference on Egyptian soil.
I cannot for a moment subscribe to
the view that there had been some
conspiracy with regard to this
invasion. But I think it is a step that
was taken unthought of, in this sense
that when Israel made an aggression
on Egypt, the Anglo-French Powers,
—who had been brooding that they
should have taken certain steps much
earlier to control the Suez Canal—
and they had been insisting on it and
paving the way for a long time for
international control. of the Suez
Canal,—now they look that action “for
assisting the invasion of Israel.” -The
ultimatum given by the Anglo-French
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Governments about keeping off these
two nations, that is Egypt and Israel,
ten miles away from the Suez Canal
is only a bunkum. It is only for the
purpose of invasion and to do havoc-
ultimately in Egypt that they have
simply put forth this as an excuse.
Therefore I would say that though.
not pre-meditated, they took this.
turn to safeguard their position
in the Suez Canal.. The world opinion
is in this way. They have condemned-
the Anglo-French aggression in Egypt.
Almost all the countries of the world
have joined in this condemnation of
the Anglo-French aggression. So far
as India is concerned, it was very
halting in the condemnation of similar-
aggression in Hungary by Russia by
sending their troops#fdt is said as if’
the people in Hungary wanted the
assistance -of Russia with a view to
stabilise their Government. This is
equally an excuse like the one that.
the Anglo-French people have put
forward with regard to their action’
in Egypt. The Russians have also this
excuse for that the people in Hungary
wanted their assistance. My study of’
the position shows that these-
countries have got their own methods:
of doing things in interfering with the-
affairs of other countries.

As regards the Russian interference,
we are happy in the sense that the-
Prime Minister has now taken not a
halting a} jtude, he was very straight-

forwar,;;%?? : very forthright in the:
criticism that' he has levelled against
the Russians. I should suppose that
this may not be palatable to the
Russian statesmen and leaders. I
know we are not here to be guided
by anybody’'s opinion with regard to
our attitude. We must pursue a policy
which is not in any way dictated by
anybody or by considerations whether
anybody would like it or not. But, this
much I can say. This Russian friend-
ship is of recent origin. This is a new
acquisition. Qur old friends are the
British and the French people are
against whom we have taken the
cudgel. I am sure they have become
our enemies. So far as to the U.S.A.
is concerned, they are our doubtful
friends. " They are doubtful
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because they have taken a different
turn . now  in inviting our Prime
Minister with a view to see that a
cleavage is created with our recently
-acquired friend and he is titled to-
wards the western democracies. It
‘is quite possible that the statesmen
in western countries are more shrewd
than many of the leadership here. 1
hope that our leaders will at any time
stand superior to them in wisdom in
political affairs.

So far as the defence of Shri Krishna
Menon is concerned, much has been
said in his favour that what he did
was warranted by the circumstances
that were prevailing at the time of the
taking of votes. T have not gone
through the contents of the Resolution.
‘"What the Prime Minister has said is
this. There were ' certain portions
which dealt with the preamble and
other portions which dealt with ope-
rative portions and one important
-operative clause was the conducting
of elections under the auspices of the
‘U.N.O. Our represéntative wanted to
express his dissatisfaction at this and
so, he voted against it. He has abstain-
ed from voting in regard to the other
aspects. Evidently, he wanted to be
either neutral or wanted to express
disapproval by abstaining from voting.
In this aspect also, nothing would have
titled the whole balance if he had
abstained from voting, as he had done
much earlier with regard to the other
items. He could have abstained from
voting. Since the whole resolution was
Pput to vote, he had to oppose it though
as regards some of the portions with
which he did not agree, he was able
‘to stand aside. To that extent, I should
say that it was only a tactical blunder
-which he committed. Only if he had
‘thought for a second moment, he
-would certainly have abstained from
~voting as he did earlier.

Our attittde has been one of clear
indication that we do not belong to
any power bloc, either the Russian
:side or the U.S.A. side or the Anglo-
.French. We have been pursuing a
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clear path of advocating non-violence,
and truth and telling other countries
that any day, violence will prove to
be harmful not only to the caountries
that perpetrate’ violence, but also to
the countries against which it is per-
petrated. The present policy which we
pursue, in all probability, is going to
stand in good stead in the long run.
This will pay a rich dividend not
today but in the long run. For the
present, we may indirectly incur a
certain displeasure or dissatisfaction or
a short of wavering in in our friend-
ship with other countries. Nobody
expected that these developments
would take place in foreign countries
and, much less, that we would have
to pursue a policy of condemning the
countries which have resorted to
violence and causing havoc to
humanity. Our Prime Minister has
given good thought to the subject. He
has not been saying anything about
the Russian interference in Poland,
Rumania or Hungary. Now that he has
got certain data, he has to take
a definite stand against the Russian
interference in Hungary. Whatever
may be said with regard to the
requisition of Russian forces in
Hungary, the way in which the
Russian forces have been sent
there and the atrocities committed
by the Russians as reported in the
newspapers, and the report of inde-
pendent persons who had visited
Hungary to the Prime Minister and
other Governments should bear
testimony to the real situation there.
That was the report prepared without
caring for anybody's fear or favour.
So, we have to take up this policy in
condemning the aggressors whoever
they may be.

If we really wanted to have inter-
national peace and do good service
to humanity, the only thing is that no
country should interfere with another
country’s affairs and Panch Shila
enunciated by our country should be
adopted. I know, for some time, people
have been doubting the efficacy and
efficiency of Panch Shila in practical
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politics. It is quite true that people
‘who are in possession of arms and
ammunition may laugh in their sleeves
as to' the efficacy of Panch Shila.
It is true that we have no arms and
ammunition except our moral strength.
“The time has come for testing how far
this moral strength could stand before
arms and ammunition. We have now
in a way succeeded in seeing cease-
fire in Egypt, though the situation
there does not warrant complacency
in the sense that everything is O.K.
“There are circumstances which create
agitation and suspicion in wus. The
Anglo-French forces are still persist-
ing there and certain conditions are
put forward to their withdrawal. Any
conditianal withdrawal is no with-
drawal. The forces are even now
persisting there thinking who is tq go
first, whether the Russian forces
should leave Hungary or the Anglo-
French should vacate the Egyptian
territory. )

186 hrs,

At one stage, before 1935, India
had three religions, Hinduism, Budh-
ism and Islam. In 1935, the Buddhists
separated themselves from us. From
1935 to 1947, we had two religions
here, Hinduism and Islam. After 1947,
even Islam has gone out. So, there
is Hindu raj here, and here we are
adopting secularism, and we are
being surrounded by other countries
and people of other religions and in the
face of that we have also to pursue
a certain policy to see that we do not
Interfere - with others, nor allow
others to interfere ‘with our country.
Therefore, the present policy of Panch
Shila is merely intended to see that
everybody lives well and there is no
Interference in the affairs of one
another. At one stage we thought that
our neighbour Pakistan would be
wery friendly towards us, but in spite
©of our being very lenient and tolerant
with regard to their attitude, they
continue their anti-Indian propaganda,
and Pakistan is trying to exploit the
present situation also against India.
‘We have to see that we come out
honourably from this trouble. The
Pakistan Government is now thinking
that some blunder might be committed
by the Government of India which

' principles
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they can take advantage of and ses
that some trouble is caused even in
India itself. T am sure they will not
succeed in that, and that ultimately
they will realise that what they
thought was wrong. The other
countiries are very inimical towards
our country in the sense that we are
now rising up high in the estimation
of the world because the so-called
powerful countries are seeking the
assistance and guidance of our Prime
Minister in case of trouble and he is
able to inject new ideas and new
theories and thus clear the trouble.
That is entirely due to our detach-
ment, that we are having certain
moral standards and basing our
conduct on Panch Shila. Our guiding
principles in foreign affairs are the
enunciated in Panch
Shila.

I can only say at the end that our
Prime Minister has made these pro-
nouncements which are very cate-
gorical and positive, and our position
has been made clear to all the
countries, whether friend or foe, 'and
ultimately they will all realise that
the policy pursued by the Govern-
ment of India is the right policy, and
that they will come round one day
or other to see that this policy is
pursued all over the world.

Shri B. Shiva Rao (South Kanara—
South): It is some time since I have
taken part in a debate on foreign
affairs.in this House. It strikes me that
this debate is somewhat different from
all the other debates which 1 have
witnessed in the House on foreign

"4 affairs. In the past, whenever we

discussed Government’s policies or
actions in the intermational field, the
world situation at any given moment
was more or less .staticc That
unfortunately, is not the case today.

16.04 hrs.

[PanDIT THAKUR Das BaarcGava in
the Chair )

I was struck: with one or two
passages in the Prime Minister’s state-
ment on Friday when he gave us his
assessment of the world situation. and -
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the keynote, it seemed to me, lay in
two sentences which I am quoting:

“The world appears now to be
in the grip. of the fevered psycho-
logy of war and I am reminded of
the months preceding the last
Great War. It may be that the
little wars we have had are only
a first round and bigger conflicts
lie ahead.”

It struck me as a very gloomy
assessment of the situation, and
nothing he said this morning has
relieved to any considerable extent
that gloom. This factor must weigh
with the House in this debate, and in
fact, must override all other consider-
rations. There have been criticisms
and there will be criticisms of some
aspects of the Gevernment’s policy
today and tomorow, but it seems to me
that our main task should be to see
whether out of all the comments and
the criticismns that are made in the
course of the debate, there emerge
points which may usefully serve as
guides to the Government in its
foreign policy in the immensely diffi-
cult days that lie ahead of us. In
performing that task, many hon.
Members must have felt as I have
done, that sufficient information was
not available to us.

1 had expected after the Prime
Minister’s speech on Friday that the
External Affairs Ministry would take
the trouble to circulate a memorandum
to all hon. Members containing all the
facts, the texts of the wvarious resolu-
tions and other relevant information
with particular reference to the pro-
ceedings of the General Assembly. 1
made an unsuccessful attempt during
the week-end to obtain this informa-~
tion. Only this morning after I came to
the House I was given the texts of
the two speeches made by the leader
of the Indian delegation to the General
Assembly. 1 presume that these
speeches also appeared in the Hindu-
stan Times today. It seems to me that
the External Affairs Ministry should
at least hereafter take the trouble to
keep the House informed from time
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to time of the various developments:
that take place, not only in the
General Assembly but outside in
reference to the international situa~
tion.

The Prime Minister, in the course
of his observations today, referred to
the vast amount of information that
the Ministry receives from various.
capitals in the world. Much of it,
possibly a good deal of it, is confi-
dential information which cannot be
disclosed to anyone outside the Gov-
ernment; but there may also be a
certain amount of information which
would be useful both to hon. Members
and to the Indian press. I mention the
Indian press because in this crisis the
press has been very badly served by
the news agencies which function
both in New York and in other parts
of the world.

It is difficult for us, placed as we
are, to determine with any precision
how long this crisis will continue to
remain full of danger. Accusations
and counter-accusations are _being
made almost every. day. The British
now claim that their aggression in
Egypt has prevented Soviet intrigues
in the Middle East from succeeding.
On the other side, we have the Soviet
Union’s claim against the Western
powers’ action in regard to the events
in Hungary. To the British Prime
Minister what has jhappened in Egypt
is not a war, it is only an armed con-
flict. In Hungary, thousands of ardent,
young Hungarian patriots have died,
but it is explained that they were
only the representatives of certain
reactionary elements in that country;
and so this game goes on, of covering
ugly facts with fine phrases, and
meanwhile the world is drifting into
more and more dangerous situations.

I realise that mere condemnation
of aggression or of any other form of
guilt is not going to solve the problem
that is confronting humanity at the
present moment. The question is
whether there is a way out to prevent
mounting -+ suspicion and mutua¥
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hostilities overwhelming the world in
disaster.

Sir, I am glad that the Prime
Minister has firmly turned down the
suggestion which has been made by.
many in the country, including so
respected a statesman as Shri
Rajagopalachari, that - India should
walk out of the Commonwealth. Pre-

cisely how this would help either
Egypt or the rest of the -world, I
cannot see. And, it seems very odd

that many of those who have advo-
cated this step and have so readily
condemned  British aggression in
Egypt do not seem to have a word
of sympathy for the people who have
suffered from Russian atrocities in
Hungary. But, that apart, I fail to
see why we should cut off our asso-
ciation with the British people for
the blunder of a Government which
*is in power today and which may be
replaced by its opponents tomorrow.
The Commonwealth association im-
poses on us no,handicaps and no
limitations. But it does enable us to
maintain an outlook which stretches
beyond continents and races.

We must, therefore, look round for
positive remedies at the present
‘juncture. Mere non-co~operation and
boycott will bring no relief. I suggest
that we should consider first of all
immediate steps to prevent further
deterioration of the world situation
and make efforts to bring back the
world from the brink of war. And,
secondly, when those efforts have
succeeded, we can then think of long
term measures to, reduce tensions all
round.

I think it is a very fortunate coinci-
dence that the Prime Minister is due
in Washington some time next month
for talks with President Eisenhower.
A meeting between these two world
statesmen would, at any time, have
been of great significance and value
to the rest of the world. But, in this
crisis, these talks may produce endur-
ing and far-reaching results. Today.
the situation is difficult, but it is at
least fluidic and uncertain. But one
cannot say what movements may take
place in many parts of Europe in the
next few weeks and create further

" tering into

19 NOVEMBER 1956 International situd- 464

tion ,
complications. And I, therefore, take
the liberty of suggesting to the Prime
Minister that, subject to his own
engagements and President Eisen-
howers’ convenience, he should hasten
his visit to Washington as much as
possible. I venture to suggest that
these talks should be regarded as of
the utmost urgency for the sake of
saving world peace.

Sir, the joint statement issued by
the four Prime Ministers of the
Colombo Powers last week and the
one “which our Prime Minister made
in the House on Friday stressed one
common point; namely, that the
United Nations must be strengthened
in all ways so that it may prove for
the future an adequate instrument for
the maintenance of world peace. That
brings me to the gquestion whether
the Charter, as it stands, is capable of
answering all the present and future
needs of the world. I say from my
experience of the functioning of the
United Nations, as a member of the
Indian Delegation for & number of
years, that the Charter, as it stands,
is a very inadequate and poor instru-
ment. ¢

L.et e take only one provision in
the Charter as an example, because
both these statements to which I have
referred have indicated the undesir-
able consequences of military pacts.
Such pacts hastened the death of the
League:of Nations and I have not the
Jeast doubt that the United Nations is
bound to go the same way -sooOner. or
later if the Charter is not meanwhile
suitably amended. Article 52 of the
Charter permits the formation of such
military pacts and it almost en-
courages them to do so. So long as
that provision is in the Charter no
real remedy is possible. In fact, ac-
cording to the terms of Article 52,
members of the United Nations en-
those arrangements
are asked to solve all their disputes
through such regional arrangemeénts
or agencies even before going to the
Security Council.

1 was in San Francisco in 1945 when
the ‘United Nations was formed and
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the draft of the Charter was produc-
ed. The Second World War, at that
time, was in its final stages, but the
framers of the Charter were in a
hurry to complete the task before the
differences between the Soviet Union
on the one side and Britain, France
and the United States, on the other,
all Allies in the last War, could come
to the surface. In 1945, there were
51 members of the United Nations of
whom only 6 were from Asia and 2
from Africa. I am, of course, not in-
cluding the Union of South Africa in
this number. Actually, at that time,
India was a member of the TUnited
Nations only by courtesy, because we
were not a free nation in 1945, and
the Indian Delegation was chosen by
the British authorities. The voice of
Asia was hardly heard at San Fran-
sisco. But in these 11 years, the pesi-
tion has greatly improved. There are
at present 79 members of the United
Nations, of whom 18 are from Asia
and 6 from Africa. And the Asian-
African group', as I have seen for my-
self, consisting of these 24 members is
a factor today of growing importance,
not only in the United Nations but in
all its Councils and specialised agen-
cies.

I do not suggest that the revision
of the Charter is going to prove an
easy or a smooth task. I do notu
underrate the difficulties. Neverthe~
less, I am convinced that serious and
collective effort should be made to
overhaul the United Nations n
several respects in accordance with
the needs of today. This is neither
the time nor the occasion for a de-

tailed discussion of the revision of the-

Charter. But, there is one point
which I wowld like to mention, be-
cause in both the documents to which
I have referred, there is a statement
that at the root of many of our
troubles today is the revival of the
colonial spirit. Let us make no mis-
take about it. The cdlonial spirit is
not the monopoly of the powers of
Western Europe. There are other
forms of colonialism which have
sprung up in other parts of the world
in-Tecent years.
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It was my privilege to represent
India for 5 years on a special com-
mittee of the U.N. on Colonial Areas,
the non-self-governing territories, as
they are called in the Charter. That
chapter, Chapter XI, is the weakest
part of the Charter today. No doubt,
some progress has been made in the
economic, social and educational fields
in ieveral colonies. But, I have
noticed, especially in recent years, a
definite and growing reactionary
spirit at work. In fact, there is a
determined effort on the part of some
Colonial Powers to make the author-
ity of the United Nations over colo-
nial areas as vague and shadowy as
possible. But the situation is not
without its bright side. There are 24
members of the United Nations from
Asia and Africa, as I have pointed
sut, who will support the strengthen-
ing of the provisions dealing with
Colonial Administrations. Not only
these countries, but an increasing
number of Latin American Republics
take an active and sympathetic in-
terest in the welfare and the progress
of the colonial peoples. I am bound
to add that American tradition is
strongly and consistently against the
maintenance of colonialism in any
part of the world. These are favour-
able factors of which the fullest ad-
vantage should be taken at the present
moment, I express the hope that the
Bandung Powers will give serious
consideration to this matter without
further delay and place it on the
agenda of the next session.

Shri Joachim <Alva (Kanara):

‘There have been whispers, nay, some

protests about our foreign policy. It

‘is the continuation of what has been

followed in the past. After we at-
tained independence, we had to face
so many difficulties. Friends who
were doubtful, both within and with-
out, thought for instance that India
would not live long enough and could
not make any progress because of
instability. They thought that we
were in the grip of communal frenzy.
But they were all disappointed. They
have also attacked our internal
policies—our socialist pattern of society.
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Hence their condemnation of our
foreign policy. .
Our foreign policy has been essen-
tially of one and the same pattern
from the day we attained independ-
ence right up to date. Our foreign
policy has been based on the strength
of ages, the philosophy of Hinduism,
the essence of Buddhism, and the good
things of Islam, Christianity and
Sikhism as never witnessed either by
the East or the West. We still hold to
that policy and when we do not change
that policy, we cannot become selfish.
We are all brought together by com-
mon ties. We do not give away in
action what we deny in thought.

The architect of our foreign policy,
is the man who has been nurtured in
the science and philosophy of the
West and who was reading Marxism
and who sat at the feet of our greatest
man, Mahatma Gandhi, such a man
can never have double standards. I
am afraid my friends Shri Jaiprakash
Narain and Shri Asoka Mehta, with
whom 1 spent some happy days 25
years ago in Nasik prison and for
whom 1 have great affection and re-
gard, have gone astray from the right
path., They have found fault with our
internal policy and they have found
fault with our foreign policy. I am
afraid the atmosphere of the great
city of Bombay still weighs in their
minds. And what is the atmosphere of
Bombay? The Forum of Free Enter-
prise, the Democratic Research Insti-
tute and the Indian Cultural Freedom
plus M. R. Masani!
agencies which have much to do with
foreigners. I am glad that we have
spurned their influence.

I looked for ane word of condem-
nation in the practical speech of my
hon. friend, Shri Asoka Mehta, about
by-passing Egypt. The attack on
Egypt by the Anglo-French forces

. was the worst attack of this century
after the end of the last war. Let us
not forget it. Egypt has suffered for
over hundred years since the time
Napoleon had cast his covetous eyes on
the Nile area and they are still having

These are the’
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trouble in the Suez Canal area. 1 had
a talk with the #gyptian Ministers in
Cairo as also thé members of the Re-
volutionary Council in 1954. I can say
that if I am not mistaken the Egyp-
tians are patriotic and determined
men. I may say with all the humility
that though we have a huge army, we
have not the same set of men in our
country. They are having a big fight
to root out corruption. They may be
inexperienced but they are quick and
they are learning things. I asked one
of the. Egyptian Ministers why they
did not receive Mr. Chou-en-Lai when
he passed through to Cairo in 1954.
But then within a year they had
revolutionalised their thought and
they have made friendship with every-
body. They will not take a cent of
American money if it means bondage
of their country. Let us not forget
that. Is it not our duty to go to
her help? Is it not our duty to
be on their side? What prevented
my friend Shri Asoka Mehta from
saying that we are solidly behind the-
people of Egypt in their sufferings?
But only the question of Hungary has
been taken up. We were trained
under the inspiring leadership of
Mahatma Gandhi. When British bombs
were falling on Egypt we have con-
demned Britain in the strongest
terms. Now when the Russian troops
have entered Hungary the Prime
Minister has said the same thing
about the attack. on Hungary. Let us
not also forget that nobody raised a
voice in San Francisco when U.N.
Charter was being hammered out there
in 1946. My friend Mr. Shiva Rao
referred to San Franciso. Molotov’s
was the solitary voice raised on behalf
of India at San Francisco then. What
guarantee have we that we will
be free on the Pakistan border?
When guarantee have we about our
Kashmir and Goa border and that
India’s independence will not be set
at nought? We are not sure about it.
But we have got the will to fight if
our liberty or freedom is in danger.
The Congress party has got the. will
and so long as it is in power there is
no danger. We fought the British
imperialissn that way and survived.
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Now we are condemning Russia.
It was Russia’s business to have made
friendship with Hungary 15 years
ago. If they have failed in that
policy, it is so much the worse for
them. Then, what about Waestern
Germany where the Americans are
sitting tight?

Now, in the case of Goa what is our
position? The Prime Minister of
Canada said one thing about Goa
when he was here and by the time he
went away he said something else.
They have something else to say about
Kashmir. We must know who our
friends are and what their motives
are. We maust distinguish between
wheat and chaff. America and France
and Britain have not said a word
about Kashmir or Goa. So, when we
come to the question of our foreign
policy, let us not forget who our
friends are.

-

There is another aspect which was
dealt with by my -hon. friend, Mr.
Asoka Mehta and that is the attack
on Mr. Krishna Menon. As I said,
they are all speaking under the influ-
ence of the Bomnbay Democratic Re-
search Institute etc. and are attacking
Mr. Krishna Menon and others and
the foreign policy of the country as a
whole. Now Mr. Krishna Menon
has attended a series of conferences
and has taken part in negotiations
and he has raised the prestige of our
country very high. There is no use
in finding fault with him. If you
engage a prominent barrister to de-
fend or argue your case, has he to
take your instructions every now
and then? Is it not up to him to
take every step or whatever course
of action he thinks expedient in the
special circumstances in emergency
cases in the interest of his client?
Once; you entrust a case to him, it is
up. ;o him to act in the best way. Let
it quarrel on that point.

recently the Swiss Govern-
w has rejected the idea of Ame-
rican inspectors sent out with uranium
fuel project. The Swiss Government
were not prepared to the American
observers  going round about and
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observing things, in the reactors which
they were going to set up in Switzer-
land. Then what is the objection to
have U.N. observers in Hungary? We
have enough experience of the func-
tioning of U.N. observers in Kashmir.
This House knows only too well how
they took sides in controversial
issues. U. N. observers are not people
who are above party politics. Seo,
there was nothing wrong in rejecting
such a proposal.

'Today international morality has
broken down. and the first blow
at international morality has been
dealt by Britain and France. And
Russia has also followed suit. The
international agreement which we
tried to build up as a result of the
Panch Shila from the time Marshal
Tito arrived in India is still in sus-
pense. At that time many peo-
ple were doubtful of its utility. But
as a result of Marshal Tito’s visit,
there was a chain of events and
Panch Shila has grown. When the
Russian leaders came here, they
were given a thunderous welcome.
But we have never shut our eyes to
what is happening. When they in-
terfered in Hungary, our Prime Minis-
ter clearly stated that we did not like
their interference in Hungary. We
have to ask our friends or foes
whether they will adopt peaceful
methods. What is Marshal Tito sup-
posed to have said? I have not the
exact statement, but I would like you
to verify it. He is supposed to have
said that the first invitation to the
Soviet to intervene in Hungary was
wrong, but the second invitation had
helped to save the forces of socialism.
If that is the case, we want to know -
how the Allied warnings were friendly.
If Britain thinks that it can beat down
Nasser, to use 3 very expressive
phrase, they are mistaken. The New
York Times of 4th November contains
an item from Nicosia that Nasser has
a secret weapon, the weapon of Arab

.nationalism and that Nasser is more

of a hero than he has been to the street
mobs of Cairo. This was dispatched
from Nicosia. As I told you  already,
we have not liked Hitler baking
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down the five million Jews and roast-
ing them in Germany, nor do we like
even the Russians to undermine the
force of law and order and start
violence in Hungary. Our hearts
and our sympathy go out to oppressed
and suffering friends whether they be
in the East or the West.

The Prime Minister was one of the
first statesmen in the whole world to
raise his voice when the Americans
were carrying on nuclear experiments
in Japan and thus endangering the
lives of the Japanese people. We
are one in condemning aggression and
violence on any and every side. But
let us not forget the main topic of
Egypt. It was a question of a 130-day
episode. On June 13, to be exact, the
British and French troops left for Suez
Canal and in October they launched
their attack. In less than 130 days the
Anglo-Saxon and TIrench troops
were in Egypt preceded by Israeli

aggression. Here is a leader in the
Economist, daied September 22nd
1956—

“Nobody can tell at this stage
whether Britain really would
have used force against . Egypt
durig the first 48 hours if it had
had the force available and in posi-
tion; the fact is that the force
was not available and in position,
and this realisation overwhelm-
ed the dangerous initial impulse
to slap Nasser down.”

We are all apt to forget the French

attack on Morocco, on Tunis and

Algeria. The British bases are in
Lybia. Bases are egually dangerous
as stationing of troops. If the whole
of Africa or North Africa, a great
deal of Asia and other parts of the
world are strewn with bases, if the
Ameritans object to an independent
government in Guatemala, if the
British said that their frontier was
on the Rhine, if the Americans said
that their frontier is on this side of
the Rhine, then is it very unjustified
when Russia, which had got its free-
dom after years of hard struggle,
wants a friendly states around her.
We do not want any country to be
annihilated from the face of the
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globe, whether it be England, Ame-
rica, U.S.SR. or China. We want
them to live in terms of friendship.
Then only we can have a footwork
and groundwork of Panch Shila.
Otherwise our own prosperity ‘in a
world of unprosperous areas and un-
happy days will not be a thing worth
enjoying or worth possessing.

‘What happened to the three-power
declaration of 1950 guaranteeing assist-
ance to the victims of aggression in the
Middle East? It is only being used
because Egypt had to be grabbed, the
British had to get back to Suez. I
do not want the House to forget the
cardinal fact, namely that Egypt has
suffered for the sake of India, Egypt
has been held in bondage even after
India was set free. Therefore, we
have always to look to them with an
eye of sympathy and we should be
of assistance to them.

Mr. Selwyn Llyod, the Foreign
Secretary of the U.K., told usin a pub-
lic meeting in Delhi that the Bagh-
dad Pact was aimed upwards, was
aimed northwards, was meant per-
haps to annihilate the northern
powers. The Baghdad Pact has been
torn to pieces; it consists of a com-
pany meeting without the Chairman

~or the Managing Director, and yet

they want to pump life and oxygen
into that Pact. You are aware how
this House was rocked with agitation
after the visit of the U.S. Vice-Presi-
dent Nixon to this country, after he
went to Karachi and after his return
to Washington it was decided to arm
Pakistan, how we were very much
feeling the cold war. Let us judge
other powers, other peoples and
other nations by the same yardstick
that others apply, in a moral sense
and let us apply always the correct
moral values. The League of Nations
was smashed up -because America
would not join it and now the United
Nations Organisation has been morally
smashed up by the Anglo-French
combination. Unless they quit from
Egypt, unless the Sinai Desert is
cleared by Israel, there will be no
peace in the Middle East. What has
Israel done to Egypt you all know—
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Israel is a small country after all!
Not for the next 100 years will the
Arabs forget her or forgive her. 1
am only analysing a situation and am
not taking any sides."'I am only des-
cribing what has happened. Those who
advocate the cause of peace in the
Middle East should remember that
we are very much interested in
Israel and Egypt living in terms of
amity, in terms of economic - co-
operation, in terms of ‘a settlement of
the refugee problem, and these will
be settled only if the Anglo-French
forces and Israel forces quit Egypt.

Sir, I am grateful to you for giving
me this chance to speak on this occa-
sion. And last but not least, one word
about the ‘open-sky’ declaration made
by Marshal Bulganin yesterday; this
is one further step in the cause of
peace. Whether it came at the right
time or wrong time, whether it came
with this motive or that motive, we
are not concerned with it now. For
the Soviets to consent to the open sky
inspection is indeed a very substantial
progress, and it is almost the first time
that India has been asked to sit on a
conference table with these great
powers. Whether the other coun-
tries accept it or not is not what
we are concerned with now. We
have not invited ourselves nor - do
we want to sit on a table with
other great powers. But India for
the first time has been ~ invited to
take her active place along with the
other great powers—England, Ame-
rica, U.S.S.R. and France. And 1
hope that before long China will not
be excluded.

Shri Sarangadhar Das (Dhen-
kanal-West Cuttack): I fully en-
dorse - what my friend, Shri Asoka
Mehta, has said about Hungary. I
-do not have much to add to that ex-~
cept to say that the Prime Minister
today delineated  the whole story
with reghard to Hungary up till now
frfom the beginning.

“Stri Jawaharlal Nehru May I
interrupt a minute? A complaint is
made that I had not helped them

19 NOVEMBER 1956 International situa-

474

tion

with anything. I have done every-
thing. I have done everything as it
came to me. I said that normally
details of the voting do not come,
that voting takes place about half a
dozen times a day, it is complicated
voting and the details do not come.
1 said previously that each paragraph
is voted on separately. If more de-
tails are necessary, I have to send
for them. I got Shri Krishna
Menon’s speech the night before
last. Yesterday I asked for copies to
be semt round and it is here this
morning. I did as far as it was pos-
sible for me and I could not do it
earlier.

Shri Sarangadhar Das: 1 was not
going into the matter of the vote in
the U.N.O. The Prime Minister’s
announcement, from the time of his
speech in the U.N.E.S.C.O. meeting,
has been stepped up in one way or
another until we have a complete
picture now.

16.41 hrs.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPAKER in the Chair]

Whether all the information was
available from the very beginning or
not, the Prime Minister has now ad-
mitted that it was the absolute right
of the people of Hungary to have
their own Government and no foreign
power could intervene. This should
have been stated long ago and if that
had been done by the Prime Minis-
ter, I believe, with the most cordial
relations he has with the Russian
rulers, the matter might have been
different. All this suffering that the
Hungarian people had gone through
would hive been obviated. How-
ever, now that he has drawn the full
picture and put the blame where. it
belongs in the matter of Hungary
just as he has been doing with re-
gard to the Anglo-French and Israeli
attack on Egypt, 1 believe that he is
now in line with the other great

. power of the other bloec, namely,

America.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Who is in
line with what? I am in nobody’s
line.
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very beginning, condemned the action
of Soviet Russia in Hungary.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am in
line with nobody except with our
.country. We agree with the United
States on many matters and we dis-
agree with them in some. We agree
with the Soviet Union on many mat-
ters and we disagree with them in
some matters.

Shri Sarangadhar Das: When I say
that we are in line with the US.A,
it does not mean that it showed us
the way and the Prime Minister fol-
lowed it. I do not mean that. I
meant that it was what the American
Government had done from the be-
ginning in condemning the Soviet
action in Hungary; that position is
now completely asserted by the
Prime Minister. .

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: 1 will
again tell him that that is not so.

Shri Sarangadhar Das: That is my
view. ’

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Member may  have his ‘own views;
there is no harm in that. But, the
Prime Minister says that we are not
in line with them in this matter.

Shri~ Sarangadhar Das: I have
understood that. The world has
been covered with dark clouds dur-
ing the last two or three weeks both
in Egypt as well as in Hungary. I
feel that there is always a silver
lining to every cloud. This silver
lining, I see, is in the attitude taken
by the U.S.A’s President Eisen-
hower in regard to both these
cases. For many years \lately the
U.S.A. had been doing everything by
military pacts and so on, and by
spending millions of dollars with a
view to contain communistn where
it is and not to allow it to spread
any further. In doing that, it has
aligned itself with many reactionary
forces and sometimes supported colo-
nialism. That is why in India and
elsewhere, there has been a cry,
particularly by the communist
friends, about American imperialism.
I am convinced that there is no
American imperialism. There never
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was any. It has never grabbed any
land anywhere. There might have
been—therer was in the last century—
dollar imperialism, particularly in
South America but in this century.
things have changed and there is no -
such thing as imperialism. With a view
to contain communism they have made
alliances in one place or another and
it really meant that they were sup-
porting the colonialism of England
and France. During the period after
the second World War, the three had
been going together. Many a time
it had been said during the last three
or four years that the Soviet Govern-
ment had been trying to create a rift
among them. By remaining toge-
ther with Britain and Franoe, cer-
tainly the U.S.A. was supporting
colonialism. But, in this case, it
condemned it, the moment there was
this invasion by the Anglo-French
forces and Israel. I am also glad to
note that the plan which it had to
supply U.K. and France with oil
from the American continent is also
being held up. I suppose this to be
the economic sanction which it is
trying to use against UK. and
France.

They have also condemned in -
equal termg the action of the Soviets
in Hungary. The President of the
United States has been impartial in
this. matter. When. our Prime Minis-
ter goes to visit him, it will be the
proper time for him, because he has”
the most friendly relations with the
Soviet authorities for the last two or
three years, to play the role of a:
mediator between the two- blocs
without any spirit of revenge against
anyone. Although we are condemn-
ing the action of Britain and France,
we know what they are goéing to suf-
fer economically during the next
few months in regard to oil and other
things. There should -be no spirit of
revenge against UK. or France or
the Soviet Russia. If he can play
that role properly and bring about
evacuation of the forces not only in.
Hungary but in other East European
countries as well as in Egypt, nego-
tiations could be started and the
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U.S.A. and other countries could be
persuaded to get rid of the bases in
foreign  lands. Then it will be a
great thing and what Egypt and
Hungary have suffered lately will
not go in vain. Of course, we have
to remember that this is net an easy
task. However, it must be tried and
the world must be rid of this sus-
pense. The fear that any time any
litttle war somewhere or other will
result in a third world war must be
banished from this world.
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o9 wiw 7 ot ifese ax W9rg 7
-3 :

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: ' The hon.
Member is likely to take some mmore
time.

Sh;i Shree Narayan Das: Yes.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He may con-
tinue tomorrow.

17.02 “hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the. Clock on Tuesday, the
20th November, 1956.





