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MOTION RE. INT2HNATi6nAL
SITUATION

The Prime Minister and Minister of
External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal 
Nehm): 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 
«ome 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 
how 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 
coimtry and even abroad. Therefore, 
I feel rather buridened 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, I 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. Bu^ 
basically, the situation is a very grave
one. I hope, hon. Members also, in
considering these matters which are
before us and the world, will do so
ca ln ^  and objectively and, if I may

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 wHitradicted 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 ia 
very great difficulty for a responsible 
body like us or for the United Nations
to proceed on the basis of xmconfirm- 
ed reports and it might very well not 
only create complications but come in 
the way of giving a correct lead if
those events happ«i 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 yoimg 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 General Assembly
on this subject based on the news
paper reports which are denied by
apparently the two Govemm^ts
which are moW 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 Gcieral Assembly 00 
behalf of the Hungarian Government 
that they not only categorically deny
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this but that they have'taken steps 
to allow some representatives of ihe
workers, young men etc., to go them
selves, to sit at the various points of
exit from Hungary, to see if anything i 
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
ty of getting a correct picture.

Now, in regard to Egypt, as the 
House knows we m India have been 
Ultimately associated with events 
during tiie last few monlhs. To begin
vith, even our relation^ with Egypt 
ire intimate, and we are in constant 
touch with what happens there. Ever 
since tl^ nationalisation of the Suez 
Canal, we were in very intimate 
touch, so that whatever happened did
not ccrnie to us without any fore
knowledge of the events preceding it. 
l ^ t  is, we w ^ e  in a position, we
were in a much better position
to judge that situation. It was an 
open situation at that time. Later 
things have happ>ened 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 veir much 
worse and we had to be a little surer 
and clearer as to what had actually 
happened and wh^t ^ e  present posi
tion was. Therefore, we were a little
cautious in expressing our opinion in 
regard to facts. We -̂ êre not cautious 
about j^^ressing our opinion in re
gard to ^ e  general principles that 
riiould govern conditions there. A§ 
the House Jmpws, r i^ t  from the very
beginning ^e lyiade perfectly cle?r
lliat in regard to flimgauy pr ii> 
r ^ ^ d  to Egs^t or an^herp

any kind of suppression by violenty
elements of the freedom of the people
was an outrage on liberty. I said 
that and I made it perfectly clear
firstly foreign forces should be remov
ed both from Egypt and Hungary—
although the two cases are not
parallel, the facts are different, b^t
this fact was there; secondly that the 
people of Himgary 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 olj^er 
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 ij? 
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 dp 
not usually attach very great impor-r 
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 giye
a correct appraisal of events. The 
reports that came to us about the 
events in Port Said were the reporiks 
of some foreign journalists who had 
gone to Port Said at the peril of their
fives and who had made these stat^
ments in f o r e ^  papers in Europe. 
fivOT so, we hesitated to accept thepi 
because they were so bad that we
thpu^t they should be conftoed. fei 
fact, we have been suggesting m the 
case of Egypt, as in the case gf
Hungary, that it is desirable f r (^
every point of vi^w pveij from  the 
ppint view of the occupying ioTcê  ̂
ihat impartial pbse^er§, preferftfejy 
sent by the Spited Nations, s^pu^
look §t fhf thinj^ ^er^ ?i|d I
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earnestly trust that the Governments 
or the authorities ecmcemed in both
placed will pertnit this to be done, 
otherwise all kiilds df wild reports 
are circulate dnd be lieve  in.

We haven been, receiving ffedrly full
accoilht3; dispatches from our 
EmbasEiies abroad, our Missicms
abroad. Almost daily we get
these reports from New Ybrk, 
frcttn Washington, frotn Lond<»i  ̂ from
Moscow, frool Belgrbde, from Gairb, 
Beirut, Dama^us, Beme and sonle
other places, from Vienna and Buda- 
pfest dlso, because we hav6 had one 
of our young officers in Budapest 
throughout this period. It was tt*ue 
that- he colild not communicate with
us easily and his telegranis usually 
reach us now about six dayd late 
because they have had to gb to Vienna 
presumably by road and thra they 
ate dispatched from Vienna. Gradual
ly the picture of evehts hfes takai
some clear shape. All this daily in
formation that we get not only from
our Missions but by the courtesy of
other Governments,—^more especially
i ain ^ t ^ i i l  to the information we
liave reteived from the GdVemmmts
of thfe United States, of C^ada, df the 

Unidn, of Yugoslavia wid soine
6theft̂  Governments too—all th «e  des- 
tĴ atdĥ fg h^vfe ;re îiited in such an
kbimdanCe ot lnfbi*iatien which iS 
oftfeh contradititery, which cbhttfedict
each other. I Will Say it giVes & 
flkture Whidl iS a very cohfused
picture, hut it is tfue, I think, that 
otie can niike k f&it a{>pf£liftai Ot th «e
events. Now, may I jiist say, wi&-
•Ut mentioning o\xt i^fepfesehtativ^ 
ahtoad, that 1 should like to express 
my aftpreei&tion at the wofk doile by
our Amb&ssiidot in Cairo which has 
been of & h i^  otder.

So far as the situation in Egypt is 
concerned, the House knows that toe 
first eentingent of otif fenifes has 
aii^ady gotie thê e. bthers willMow. I to feake it i^ectiy
clear bn What Cbnditiens We sent these 
forces to join the l/flited Natiotorf 
fofdes. first of fill, we made it dear
that it was oiiiy if the Gove'ttmimt 

miy th&i w« wdtili!

send them, secondly they Were hot 
to be considered in any sense as a 
continuing force continuing the acti
vities of the Anglo-French forces
which was entirely a separate tViir̂ r, 
thirdly that the Anglo-French forces
should be withdrawn, fourthly that 
the United Nations force 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 accepted, I 
believe, that these forces were sent 
there. I repeat this because, unfortu
nately, statements are sometimes 
made about this United Nations In
ternational Force which are not in 
consonance with the decision of the 
United Nations or, I believe, with the 
-agreements arrived at by the Secre
tary-General of the United Nations 
with Egyptian Government.

■riien, the first question that atises
in Egypt at the ptesertt ihoment in 
regard to the Resolution df the United 
iPjdtions General Assembly is that of
the withdrawal of the Angio-I^nth
and the Israeli forces from Egyptian 
teiWtory. This is a datigefous issue 
because if there is any attempt to 
create delay an3 certaiiily if there is 
any attempt not to Withdraw, there 
is likely to be a resumption of hostili
ties which, 1 think, will be on bigger
scales than earlier.

It is stated-4uid 1 beUeve on fairly
good authority—-that there has been 
some days ago, pefha<>s, sdme addi
tion to these fdi-ces' 6ne dbes not 
know When rometimes forc^  are ex
changed, some are Withdrawn and 
some are sent and sd one cannot say. 
Slit, ahybow, it is a vital matter that
Ahglo-JS-enCh and Israeli forcfe  ̂
should withdraw frorti the area they 
have Occupied because withoiit tĥ it 
nothing else cail be got gpirig and sb 
t e g  as they i*«naifi, there Will
constant feaf o# hdstflitlfe being
1 eHciuicn.
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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 

'Hungary.

In Hungary, as I 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 uprismg 
which took place there after dem o^-
trations etc. developed, after commg
into conflict with the Soviet fo r c «
there The Soviet Forces were with
drawn from Budapest Md a s t ^ -
ment was issued on the 30th October,
embodying the Soviet poUcy in regard
to these coimtries, which stated that 
they would withiiraw their forces
after consulting the Warsaw Powers
and so on and so forth.

It is a fact, I think, that they were
withdrawn. But. very swn after. 
Other events occurred in Budapest—
and this matter is not quite clear—I 
think not in Budapest but in Himgary
and within 3 or 4 days the Soviet 
forces returned and in far greater 
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^^ I
may use that word—a bona fide with- 
drdwal at all. Others think that 
something happened in the c c ^ e  of
those two «r three days which made 
the Sovllt Gor^mment change ite 
policy, because we must remember 
th*t tetore any Goy«niment does 
that, nkff* •■peeially th« Soviet Gov- 
urmumit «c Ife* B rill* Gormmant

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 bigger 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 Himgarian 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 ultimately they
were suppressed.

I think it is true that there were
some elements on the side of the 
Himgarians 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 
fimctioning 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 Hiey
are not fighting now—certainly in
Budmpert not in Hungary—in ipit® oC
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all this, there was rather an extra
ordinary demonstration of passive 
resistance. That . is, the people ol
Budapest refused to go back to worJt, 
jefused to take part in other normal 
activities at a time when the city
was suffering very greatly by tne 
^oppage of work during the period ol
armed conflict. In spite of edl that 
resistance, to forces by fighting, this 
resistance of people in a peaceful 
passive way seemed to be, so far as 
I  am concfemed, more significant of
-the wishes of their coimtry than an 
armed revolt which nught be aroused 
ft)y some groups here and there.

I wonder how many of the hon. 
Jylembers 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 
JV.ustro-Himgarian 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-
^ e s .  Amoiig those coimtries, more 
especially it was in Hungary, where
somewhere in the middle of the 19th 
century, a movement of passive non
cooperation, passive resistance arose 
imder the leadership, I think, ‘ of

O ’Dver, which achieved some objectiv-
«  too, though not completely. But 
then, 5 weeks before the First World
War was over, just after the October 
Bevolution, as it is called or soon
after, I do not exactly remember the 

Miates, 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-

"lieaval 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 
«  time of intervention by other 

:foreign countries in the affairs of the 
^Soviet Union after the Revolution.

The Rumanian Army marched dnto 
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 i>assive 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 faets, but will open j i
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window there, which the world can
look in, and find out what has hap
pened and what is happening.

Now, behmd all these, there are all 
.kiiids of iyther forces at work and 
'otRsr dangers. We want naturally 
foteign fortes to be withdrawn from

aS 'vl̂ ell ds Hungary. Of course
this qiiestion does not arise in Egypt, 
beeausfe there is a Qoverninent there, 
btit in Htthgary, rt does arise. iTie
Hou^ knows that dufriii  ̂ the last year
or tWo, ihere h ^  been certain currents 
aild motions in Eastern Etiropfe, in the 
Soviet Union, itself, which havê  to 
some extent liberalized the function
ing of the regiJttes there, which in
Poland went i>erhaps farther than in 
other plac«, and the ârtie ferment 
existed in all countries, and the fact 
ijtrhicfe hasf always to be borne in mind, 
not only by us but by other Cotintries 
was that if aiiythihg is done which
comes iti the way of this internal and 
orgahic proems of change, which may 
well have the opposite effect to that 
intended, theri it beeoines tied up with
the larger issues of war and peace. 
What do we see behind these issues?
In the final analysis— f̂ear, fear of the 
Western Powers, of the atrned might 
of the Soviet Union, fear of the Soviet 
Union, not only of the armed might, 
even more so, of the i>ossible armed
might of re-£trmed Gertnany. 
All over Eastern Europe, t^heiher it is 
Poland or Hungatr at Czechoslovakia
and those countries which hstve 
suffered from invasion repeatedly 
from the German side, there is this 
fear of an armed Ciermany; 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
suritled might of the Soviet Union, 
there came into existence the N.A.T.O. 
and much later, also the other pacts 
and military alliances like S.E.A.T.O. 
the Baghdad Pact and the like. Then 
came into existence as a counterblast 
tM  WirsaW Treaty, each pretending 
to be sth association for peaceful

defence against attack, each having,
the effect really of frightening the- 
other party and making it more a?p- 
prehensive of danger and, therefore^ 
helping in this race of armaments.

Because of this background, T^hett 
situation arose in Egypt, that is to
say, about 3 weeks ago, when the
Anglo-French bombing of Cairo etc.
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
acts 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-French action in
Egypt and there was a world outcry
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 baskr 
thing so as to somehow cover up the
misdeeds in Egypt. Now on both sides
this'is happening.

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 tô  
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 conference to consider the worlds
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situation and mora especially disarma
ment. the various proposals hSv6 
been examined and there is no doubt 
that disarmament is of high iirijkirt- 
ance, more especially in this context. 
This question as to whether there is a 
conference or not and whether this 
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 services
will be there.

Now I should like to put before the 
House a feW other consid-eratibns, 
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 arid 
armed might against ■tsreaiker coun
tries. Prima facie, this a|?pfears to be
the triuirt{)h of violente and armed 
might arid this puts every militarily
weaker country in peril, its indepen
dence iri danger, and more particu
larly, every ccatritry in Asia and Africa
must feel this dariger. Th^ is so. 
But there is another aspect of it and 
that is this exhibition of violence and 
armed might has failed or going to 
fail. It has created great damage, 
greart suffering ind great bitterrieiss 
but in the final analysis it has failed
or, I think, is likely to fail in îchievirig 
anything. Take the aggression of
Egypt. I think it is fairly clear th^
the United Kingdom sirid France have
not gained anything arid are not going 
to gairi anything; they will lose mucli. 
Apart from the fact that Egypt has 
suffered ti^efrieridously, the tfnited
Krngdolm atid FfSce Rave also suffered, 
not iri human beings so rimch although 
€?veri th'e Iom of’ hurhan beings has b e ^
far rhofe cctfisiderable iri the Anglo-
French side because of the round
about fight and the jiarachute laridirig 
etc. Then thefe are the very heavy
financial losses Which g6irig t<>
continue which Will Upset sfll these

countries’ economies. It will affect 
the whole patterri of trade and every
thing in countries like the United 
Kingdorii and France. The results of
this adventure iri Egypt are going td
bfe very serimis arid probably lasting, 
a lotrig tiine.

It is said that this Operation pre
vented the Russians from comirig into 
the Middle East. I confess, 1 do not 
see how it has pi^verited the Russians 
coming in. It has, iri fact, possibly  ̂
opened the door thtough whieh they
riiight come in future, jUst as thê  
Baghdad Pact, which was nieant to
protect the Middle East from the- 
a parte or the 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. So, this argument that 
the aggression in Egypt has succeeded
iri keeping Russians out does not work
at all. Iri fact, 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 riiay have suffer- 
red and may continue to suffer, they
are more to Idse than Egypt has 
suffered.

Now, tak-e the other side—^Hungarŷ  
arid the Soviet Uniori. liiere was rio 
iriimediate aggression there in the 
sense of soriiething militarily happen-* 
irig as there was in the case oi Egypt. 
It was really a contiriuirig iriterven- 
tion of the Soviet armies in those coun
tries based on the Warsaw Pact. NoW 
I aril not very riiuch concerned about
the legal iriiplicatioris 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 preserit there, fitit that is a very
small matter. The fact is, as subse
quent everits have shoWn, that the
Soviet atiriies were there against the 
\ îshes of the Hungariari people. 
That is clear.

Siiri ltama& (Hoshangabad): 
Welcome change.
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Shri Jawaharlal N etai: 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 wUl be, I do not know. I have 
no doubt in my mind, whether it is 
sooner or later, the Hungarian
ple, who have demonstrated so vividly
their desire for having fre^om , desire 
for having a separate identity and 
not being over-shadowed by any other 
country, are bound to triumph. I have
mo doubt in my mind about that. Of
course, I 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 coimtries which are supposed 
to  be imcommitted countries but more
in countries and governments which
iDelieve 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— t̂he respect that a country, 
its Govermnent and its policy has—
than anything else, financial or any 
^ t  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
JJurope or America, and certainly in 
Asian and African ^countries, trying
to  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 #as some time back that I 
said, two or three years back, that 
•certaia new trends displayed them
selves and affected the life and acti-* 
^ ties  ^  the SoYiel Union end later

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 6t this 
conflict. Whether this conflict will lead
to a greater liberalisation on the part
of the Soviet Union or the reverse I 
cannot say. I would have been clear 
in my mind but for this complicated 
international situation. But apart

i 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— ŵe 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 s e ^
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
yiol^ce has interfered, and the us*
of armed forces by the big countriee, 
whiia apparently it haa schicTad
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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 toat 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 than 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 df technological 
process. 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 advafllfed 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
o f  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 jeyes in the 
sense that communist governments
functioned as other governments, 
J^evertheless it had that aspect of

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— b̂ut 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 tiiat undoubtedly the Government
in Hungary was not a free Gk)Vem- 
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, wlhich 
seems to me the failure of the military
coup. It indicates that aU 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, ^sentially
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 bj
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 spirihzal
crisis almost in peoples* minds. I
hope that mere strong reactions 
events will not toiother this spiritual
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cHsiS, this attempt to find a
way of ihteriiiitidhal codpetatiofi. 
That way, I wofelfl robniit, it has been
sh<jWn cianriot basfed ett, or can
not have any stability i! it is bfis§^ 
on armed forces being used to sup- 

people, wherever they may be
and HdwfeVer they may exist. If that
fict is accepted, let us have full ftee- 
dofn, whether it is a communist 
sotriety or an anti-communist society.
If Violence is once taken away and 
the ways of violence and the w6y^ 
of suppression, then everything^ all 
tilfê e tiieories, have a free field. They
c4h tie experimented upon and we
shall learii fcy the experience of
otjifers, adopt such things as we like
arid not adopt things that we do not 
like arid progress m this way.

T^ere is one thing m&te b^ore I 
finish. I have in view a certain coti- 
troyersy that has arisen in i-eg^d to 
India’s voting in t!he Uriit€fd Nations 
on a resolution on Hungary. We
circulated through the trtjk feabhi 
Secretariat to hon. Members tw6
speeches relating to Hiingai^ dfeliver- 
ed by our repirfesfentatiVe, Shri 
Krishna Menoh On the 8th arid 9th 
November. We got t h ^  day before
yesterday;

AcfaaTfa Kfltlaljkiii (^hagalpur cum 
PuiniGa): We have ^bt thein here just 
now.

SfiH lawaharlal Nehm: I dtri
soi^y. Ariyhow, we got them dajr 
b^6i:e jr^efday and it was yester
day t M i  i  said that copies had to be
made. A  reading of these speeches 
will give a better idea than any 
quotation I can give.

I have tbday got further details of
the vOtitti dri those days. I would
have gladly cilrculated it, but I got 
the lelegi*^ only this riioming. That 
re^lUtidri consists oi nine para
graphs. I think some oi you have
got it. The first five paragi^l^hs are 
wlhat are eaUed this “prtambl^*; trie 
next four are cjdlled *‘bp^ativ^*’. 
Now the vetiiig bn the festihltibh Wks 
on ieach aSiMfrals i>era»yi&
not know 1«rbeaiit hrfl:

w ^  «ie exkei hgures, dr what India
did.

Preamble 1: Iridia abstained.
Ther^ were sixteen absteritioris arid 
m m  dbstairi^d. t>teanible 2: Iridii
abstained.

Sitfi Itamaiii (lioshangabad): May
I rfequest the Priihe Minister to teH
US' ih each case how the Arab-Asiam
Gtbilp t̂ eacted voted.

S M  Jawaharlal NeMrtai I will
read out. More or less it is the
same, with slight variations.

In regard to the first part of the 
Preamble thj§ ftbsferitibris were
Afghanistan, Austria, Btuina, Cam
bodia, Ceylon, Egyirt̂  Finland, India,. 
Iriddhesia, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya,. 
Saudi Arabia, Syria, Yfelnen, Yugo
slavia. With slight variations thk
cofitinued^ the abstentions in the
Pireamble.

Preamble 3: as in Preamble 2;
India abstained.

Preamble 4; Iridia ^st^ned with, 
that Group.

Preamble 5: Ihdia abstfdned With 
the big Group.

l^ow we come to the operative
pdi4; in which there are four para
graphs.

Operative 1: Indid abstained. 
ikk m m May we res-

peetfliliy 1‘̂ ufest the Prime Minister 
to dtit the operative part.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The whole
resolution?

Mr. M a te r : Copies of the reso- 
lutibri ihaVe b ^  cii:culated. Hon. 
Mfettib§rs iriay kiridly look into the
re^lutibn.

SvtiMk m tL  MctiibWS: We have riot 
got copies. .

|>r. iBunclaram (Visakha-^
pktnm ): dnly the two speeches of 
Shri Itrishna Menon were circulated.

ftBH Sliiiitti: Iri view of the Priine
j m s U n  & t d | b t i d i i  st& teiriGrit r io w ^
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i^d alsp I belLeye on Friday  ̂ that the 
‘Goveminent stands for ^nd has sup
ported the withdrawal of tl]^ Russian 
forces from Hungary, n^ay I as)̂  
whether this abstention from voting
on paragraph 1 of the operative part 
o f  the Resolution, is consistent with
■Govemnient’s stand?

Shri Jawaharlal Nelirat 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 
stood 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 Socialist 
Republics to witl^draw its forces . 
from Hungary without ^ y  fur
ther delay.”
That is one.
The second is—

“Considers that free elections 
should be held in Hungary under 
TJ.N. auspices as soon as law and 
order have been restore4 to
able the people of Hungary to 
determine for themselves the 
form of government they wish to 
establ^h 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 otli^
countries mentioned previously, 
•Ceylon and Yugoslavia. 'Riey voted
against this phrase “imder tJnitecJ 
Ifations auspices” . This was the only
"tiling th^t India voted a g a ^ t ip th.e 
whole resolution—the' phrase “under 
"United Nations auspices” .

In the remainder of paragraph 2 
India a1»stained and in paragraphs 
ihree and four also she abstained. 
Whea finally the resolution ,was put 
as a whole with the phrase ‘hinder 
United Nations auspices”. India voted

T ^ t  I# the |i t̂U9} po^tipn.

A d u rya WJJP S)l“  v o fe i
a ^ n s t?
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At ^Riiat

Acliarya Kripalabi: Who else voted
ggainst the whole resolution?

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

§lin Kamath: Asian-Africsm Group 
abstained?

/
Shri Jawaharlal Nehm: That is all 

I have to say. I beg to move my
motion.

Skri Asoka Mehta (Bhandara): We
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 clauses.

Shri Jawaliarlal Nehra: I have s^4
that. It is because we did not 
the whole context. '

Shri Asoka Mi^ta: I would like to
know—let us take paragraph by para
graph.

Sliri Jawaharlal Nehrp: 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 
pontext. You have to rely on thp 
judgment at the time. One does npt 
have much time to consider these 
matters.

Shri Kjunath: May I request that 
pqpijBs of India’s amendments-----

Mr. Speaker: The hon. ^m her$
will reserve their comments; they will
have an opportiimty to speak.

Shri ^ a w ^ r W  Nehjrff: I sugge^f 
t ^ t  ^he hpn. Miemt>ers may r<B,ad ^
a p e x e s  pjf l l̂ î IQIslwa Umon* 
fpeecjies 0iat have cirpu]#^
|)fcaiisg ^ ey  with pm ts
J)§ye ^ n  r ^ e i
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Shri Kamath: I suggest that copies
of India’s amendments to tMs resolu
tion may be fum i^ed to us now or
tomorrow. India moved some amend
ments but they are not available
either in the Parliament librsiry or in
the Ministry.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehm: 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 intemation^

situation and the policy of the 
Government of India in relation
thereto 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 imity 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 
himian dignity. That imity has got 
to be maintained because, as the 
Prime Minister has pointed out in his 
statement, the world situation remains 
grave today.

It is all the more necessary to
stress the need for this imity, because, 
while we all feel the same way about 
events in Egypt, even among the free
dom loving forces differences exist on
the assessment of what has taken 
place in Hungary. About Huiigary I
shall speak later. But, I want to make
it clear at the outset that our party

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 o f
the armed conflict? I think it is not
the only reason. The real reason for
the cpntinuation of tension lies deeper.

As he has just now pointed out, in
recent years many places of Asia and
Africa held in colonial bondage lo r
long periods have won freedom and: 
are playing an increasingly important 
role in world affairs. In this our
coimtry has set an inspiring example.
The peoples of the east are no longer
prepared to be the plaything of the
colonial powers. Many countries im 
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 o f
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 the stoutest defenders of world
peace. ‘

All those who value human free
dom and desire hum ^ 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 calculated 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 
Caned.

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

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 condenmed 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 will
be remembered that on the 31st Octo
ber, when the Anglo-French aggres
sion began in Egypt, an official 
spokesman of the American Ggvem- 
ment— M̂r. Cabot LfO dge—said that
they woiild stand by their pledge to* 
help the victim of the aggressiou
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 soil andl 
thousands of Eg3̂ ptians had been̂  
kiUed, Mr. Cabot Lodge in the U.N. 
Assembly paid only pious platitudes
instead of proposing some stem action 
against the aggressors who had even
refused to carry out the directives of
the U.N.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 like Britain and
France and pleaded that “since best 
efforts to find a solution to the* 
Palestine probl^n had failed, we- 
must try something new.” ’

This was not all. p o th e r  instance
is that the American imperialism was 
fully exposed in the U.N. Security 
Council. When the Council said that 
the U.SJL 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 WBs described by the Ameri
can representatives as ‘imthinkable'.

On 5th November, the Soviet Unioik 
gave a stem wiuming to Britain and
Prance. America said that it would
oppose any effort on tiie part of the
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Soviet Union or any ether country to
intervene m the Middle-E^st. It 
was also made clear that America
was opposed even to the countries’ 
sending volimteers to the aid of
Egypt. From all this it is very clear 
ifliat while professing to sympathise
-with the victims of aggression the 
American Government would not
nerely take any steps to stop the 
iggressors 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 
;f!leavage of opinion was about the 
precise measures that should be
adopted m Egypt. At the same time, 
it  was evident ^ a t America was also
as seriously perturbed by the freedom
upsurge in the Middle East as Britain 
^ d  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 
;^ace-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
Frenjch ^ d  ADtiericaris haye not suc- 
iceeded in their efeprts. Their calcula
tions have proved wrcoxg. They could
not, despite their big military support, 
-crush thi5 resistance of the Egyptians 
whose geillant struggle has. won
sympathies from the people all over
the world. Again the Egyptian people
rallied round their leader President 
Ifasser and heroically defended their
hoihe. Public opinion throughout the 
world including Britain compelled
^ em  to take some aoticm and t^e 
aggressors stood isolated. On 5th 
Novembfflr there was the warning of
ithe Soivet Upion and wiUiin ZA fapuŝ  
they were iarced to declare cease 
fire. N

Jji ^  ^i^ectton I t9
ta  Diir comifictimis with REitiA
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matter as this I ^ a ,  which is 
|>iggest c o u n ^  in tlie CommonweJ^ti^ 
was npt even consulted or eveQ 
informed of what the British were
intending to do. The blocking of the 
Suez Canal not only inflicted heavj'  ̂
damage on our economy but a|so 
jeopardised our plans and projectf*. 
We consider it absolutely necessar^r 
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 w b s  right in pointing
out that the danger of world war 
continues. At attempt is being made
now to divert attention from the
crisis in the Middle East to Hungary.

I now come to the tragic conditions
in Hungary. The tragic development
that have taken place in Himgary 
should be viewed in tois 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 evpp 
crimes had been committed by the 
earlier Govemm^t. There had been 
illegal ^cts and excesses. There hgad 
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 
prevailed between various States in 
the socialistic world there had beei> 
violations of the principle of equality.

AU this brought about justified 
res^tment among the people, l^iere- 
fore a great popular movraent
developed. The aims of Ihis were to
undo the evil. The aim of the move- 
i jp jt ^ t  tmli, p]^c^ wfts to

th^ aove^yjm^t. U  W99 
^  e^iis v W i  w m

ew )l9i»^  by mp b ^ e .  At #ie m m
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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 doiiocratic
regime in Hungary had put an end 
to this state of affairs. When, how
ever, the Hungarian people began 
liieir struggle against the evils and 
Tnisdeeds of the People’s Democratic
Government, they did not want to go
back to the old regime. They wanted 
the maintenance oi the socialist 
system purged of the evils that had 
^cumulated.

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 Hungarian 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 develc^ments 
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 lS!g r51e. We all dislike 
intervention by foreign powers in the 
internal affairs of any country. But 
foreign intervention does not always 
take the s ^ e  shai>e. Scunetimes it
takes another shape. The American
‘Government is openly earmarking a 
•sum of 100 million dollars every year 
for subversive activities in the social
ist world. *

Shri Asoka Mehta: 200 million
dollars. .

Shii A. K. Gopatan: My friend
“Shri Asoka Mehta says that ;they set 
Ê̂ part 200 million dollars. It is also

known that large numbers of reac
tionary elements after the word war
sought refuge in Austria and ^veral
other countries. AH these people piade
their way into Hungary and took part
in the rebellion. They had beai
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 tiie 
Hungarian Government to the rebels
to lay down a r ^  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
^ id e  Hungary could not control the 
situaticMi 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,
th »  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 
WarMW pact. The new Government 
appealed for the assistance of the 
Soviet Union. It was a situation where 
utter chaos prevailed in Hungary. 
The coimtry 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



401 . Motion re 19 NOVEMBER 1956 International situa
tion

40Z:

[Shri A. K. Gopalan] 
place in Hungary and thousands of
working class leaders were being
butch^ed, 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 13ie 
Soviet UnicHi 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 liie 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 Himgary had to be met in 
order that they could effectively
intervene in defence of Egypt.

I am sure that everybody wiU 
agree that the issues at stake were
such that if the Soviet Union had not 
gone to the aid of the Himgarian 
pec^le in their hour of distress,* it
would have meant not merely their
liquidation of the gains of the social
ist system in Himgary 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. 
kas prevented the creation of a war
base in Europe and also defeated the 
attack on the Egj-ptian people.

In Egypt, none invited the British 
to come. In Hungary, the Government 
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
wl^le the mistakes of the past were

being corrected and measures towards
democratisation were already taking 
place. In Egypt, however, aggression
occurred in order to transform the
coimtry 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 e3q>ressed 
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 scsde, 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 momentimi.

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 weU. 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 a
dubious character. The elections
under the U.N. auspices constitute sc 
violation of sovereignty of any coun
try. Tomorrow, the same logic maŷ  
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 ôf the Soviet troops in 
Hungary. The Hungarian Government: 
has declared that negotiations about, 
the stationing of the troops will be
started as soon as pt>ssible. We hope
that these negotiations would be- 
speedily conducted and that the
Hungarian people themselves may
defend their socialistic gains^
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As regar^ the Warsaw Pact, we
are opposed to all military placts. The 
Warsaw Pact came into existoice as 
a result of ihe 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
deoided to come together, scrap aU 
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 me^t to dis
cuss the problems that have arisen. 
It is to be regretted that the 
American Grovemment 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 GrovOTiment recently to
reduce the armed forces, ban atomic 
weapons, stop all the tests and remove
within two years all military—army, 
jiavy and air forces— f̂rom foreign
countries. So, I think tiiis 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 imited 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 I add that the policy of
our Government is also somewhat 
confusing?

Pandit K. C. Slumna (Meerut Distt. 
—South): And so is your mind.

Shri Asoka Mehta: I am happy that 
the Prime Minister today has correct-
êd 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 th ^  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, I
would like to go (m record by saying
that we support unequivocally the firm 
stand that the GrOvemment have
taken. While we support this firm
stand and while we wish aU strengtlf
to the elbow of the Prime Minister 
in seeing that the developments there 
are met ^ith 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 aU our might and 
main, at the same time, I would Hke 
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 Csrprus 
because the British Government 
wanted to use Cyprus as a military
base? And, against whom? Surely, • 
Cyprus w o^d and could be used as 
a military base only against the Arab
States. Did the Government of India 
at any time warn the British Grovem
ment that the Government of India
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would not like or countenance the 
use of Cyprus as a miUtaiy base? 
After the nationalisation of the Suez 
Canal, developments are taking place, 
full of g»ave 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 British 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 trymg to 
cru ^  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
has been fimctioning on the question
of Algeria. The Foreign Minister of
France came here and he w ^ t  aw£^ 
with the impression that our Prime
Minister had understood and periiaps 
appreciated the special situation in 
which France was placed in Algeria. 
That impression had to be corrected.
Later on, when the Algerian questidn 
was soght to be brought up on the
agenda of the United Nations ^ d
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 UJJ. 
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 v||^ng to intervwie and persuade
this^ig power' That the provemment 
of France is led by Socialists is a 
matter of deepest shame for us; I 
have made it clear over aAd over
again and I refused to attend their

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 t h ^ .
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 Govem m^ts 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 thous^ds
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 Ihis 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 ‘
boimd 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 tiie 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 th A  conflict
between Israel and Egypt, which has 
been takm advantage of and cynical
ly exploited by the two big powers.

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

Shri Aaoka Mehta: Did I say it is 
a groimd for an attack? Eitiier try
to \mderstand what I have said-----

Shri GadgU (Poona Central): Do
not have a war here.

ShrL 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
inaintaining peace. The most im
portant thing is— Î repeat— ŵe should 
not hesitate to go to the United 
Nations and take a lead in demand
ing sanctions against the aggressors
i i  Egypt,

We welcome our participation ia
the U.N. force and we support the 
Government’s policy in West Asia
that the Anglo-French Israeli aggres
sion and the Suez Canal questicHi 
must be kept completely separate. 
Any effort at mixing up these t w
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 
pronoimcements that it is very diffi
cult to know where exactly the Gov
ernment stands. I believe that the 
la ^ t  pronouncement of the Prime 
Minister probably represoits ibe
most considered view of the Govern
ment of India. If I remember a rij^t,
the Prime Minister said this morning 
that there is a national uprising
taking place in Himgary. He made
it very clear. Almost the entire 
people had risen up because they
wanted political and economic
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

. further developments in Hungary. 
And Mr. Krishna Menon said on the 
20th October that **that is an internal 
matter of the Himgarian people”. 
Because, it has been repeatedly
insisted here that Hungary is an 
independent country, that Hungaiy
is in the United Nations, it is a 
sovereign country and that it is an 
independent country. As if British 
India was not a member of thle 
League «f NationSt and as if Wt



409 Motion re 19 NOVEMBER 1956 International sUua-
tion

410*

[Shri Asoka Mehta] 
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!

Sliri GadgU: There is a difference
between the League of Nations and 
the United Nations.

Shii 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 aie
up in revolt. Do we not realise tliat 
these coimtries 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 wiU be withdrawn from
Hungary” .

What has happened in Poland? The
Gomulka government goes to Moscow
and agre^ 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
Tightl

Shii Pmmoose (AUeppey): How
can ydu find out?

Shii Asoka Mehta: Of course you
can never find out, I know your
ignorance; people who wear blinkers
oui never find out

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 Himgary, 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 

vthe 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 mui^nurs, in tones of the 
utmost courtesy and consideration, all
these things will be communicated to
Kremlin, and then ‘independent Him- 
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 ai 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. Snresh Chandra (Aurangabad):
He does represent.

Shri Asoka Mehta: Here is what
he has swd. And I want a single 
responsible Congressman to get up 
and say that he stands by this ex
pression of opinion, this equivocation
of Mr. Krishna Menon.

What happens then? On the 3rd 
November— m̂y friend here talked
about F^cist 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 Himgary, 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 aspirations, replied to Pravda
and said: If you talk of Fascists, you
are insulting the people of Budapest 
who are'fighting for freedom. What 
are they fighting for? In the words
of Petoff, they are fighting for

national freedom and for the inde
pendence of their country. That is 
the reply to Mr. Gropalan—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 api>ealed 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 
Naticms to put on its agenda the 
question ot Hungary’s neutrality and 
its defence by the four Great Powers.

In the mean tiine, 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 waU is
there for anybody who cares to read
it. As soon as this declaration of
neutrality was made— t̂he 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 annoxmcement:

“Early this morning Soviet
troops attacked the Hungarian 
capital with open purpose to 
overthrow the legal government. 
The Himgarian 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 aggr^-
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
/is  ttie flaming symbol of democratic 

socialism in Hungary and who fought
relentlessly against the gorthy 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
itus is the telegram that she has 
sent me: '

“In its attempt to throw off
foreign domination and establish 
its national . independence the 
Himgarian 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 no^ on 
free soil, I ask you to urge your
United Nations delegation not to
recognize the Russian puppet
regime of Janos Kadar, > to work
for 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 Himgarian 
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 resimiption of nego
tiations between this Government 
and the Russian authorities in
respect to the withdrawal of all 
Russian troops from Hungarian 
soil. I ask you to lurge that the 

\ United Nations be a party to
^ese negotiations.

Anna Kethly, Minister of
, State of Hungary..........

14 hrs.
An Hon. Member: From where wasp

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 Himgary a civil conflict
rages. Under a Treaty, Soviet 
forces were called in and they
came to assist Then the Hun
garian Government split into twa
and what was presumably the 
stronger section invited Russia ta
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 wiU happent 
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 wiU 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
jtalk 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 Govemmeit, the legally estab
lished Government must come inta
power. Then only negotiations can be
carried on. But, on all these ques
tions our attitude was very lukewarm^ 
In England, when England launcher
an attack on Egypt, the Labour Party
protests. Mr. Gisdtskell is there to* 

raise his T<^ce of peoieaX. 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 ^geria, 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 ofther 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 stroAgly 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- 
tuire 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
thajt 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. W e’shall demand that the 
withdrawal of troops in Hungary 
can take place only wheji there is a 
really free Government in Hungary.

What is being done? There is this 
talk of liberalisation. Maulana 
Azad, in the UJI.E.S.C.O. sang hymns 

praise about this Uberalisaticm and

democratisation. What is this libera
lisation and democratisation? The
Conmiimists 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 tiiat sovereignty rests in
the people. The people have a right 
to choose their own leader. The Bri
tish and the French Governments call
ed Nasser a fascist. Are we callini^. 
Nasser a fascist? Why do we permit 
the people to call Nagy a fascist? Our 
Prime Minister rightly said the other
day and Shri Jaiprakash Narayam
re-echoed that sentiment that the peo- 
pie have the right <to 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 6ut - 
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 Himgarian 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- 

C 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, aŝ  
was well described by /the 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 t®*
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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 h i^ er  view of
the whole thing and not indulge like
a vulture in merely pecking at the 
isoft 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 inter^ts
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 piirposes of psycho
logical warfare. The real moral 
principles and values which really
are the warp and woof of national
life woven on the long loom of time 
are neglected. Therefore, we -must 
lift up this issue from its immediate 
contexit 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 s(tart- 
ed because Israel and Egypt could
not pull together.

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

Shri Gadgil: In the first place, the 
creation of Israel State may 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 imtil some satisfactory 
solution is foimd out. As to what the
Egyptian Government stands for in
this connection, I shall just read— n̂ot 
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 
3'our day of liquidation. Thus we
have decided and thus is our 
belief. There wiU 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 3Hst 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
imdertaken 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 4he 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 wiU continue to fish as has been
suggested by my hon. friend Shri 
Asoka Mehta.

14.15 lirs.
IMr. DiapUTY-SPEAKKR in the Chair]

What the Britishers did is sufift- 
ciently known. It is an act, in the 
words of the Prime Minister, of
immitigated aggression. Now, attempts 
are being made to find out some moral 
reason for it, and as Bernard Shaw
has well said, the Englishman never
lacks a moral reason for whatever he 
does, and if Eg3q)t is attacked by the 
British today, it must be for inter
national good! But the question is: 
has that solved the problenv—the
problem of having an enduring
solution between Egypt and Israel? 
And has the Suez Canal issue been
solved? It has not been solved.

Therefore, we took the right attitude 
in demanding that aggression must 
end. Our Brst 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. Aiiybody can take the credit* 
but we merely claim that we have
done our humble bit.

Shri Gidwani (tliana): Pakistan is 
taking credit.

Shri Gadgil: During the last eight 
years, by following a certain policy
and by standing for certain principles
eur great coimtry 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 coimtry, but it is 
a matter of disaster to the whole
world. Therefore, when the Prime
Minister took up a certain atti
tude with resi>ect 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 juctoaent 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 tb 
*how that all those things which were
represented by a particular party are
not correct. We have the reactions at
Marshal Tito; we have the reactions 
of other cotmtries. 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.S.1R. must have
thought that it was a matter which
would ultimately result in danger to
Hicir security. Whether radi a fear

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 whick
you give him credit, why not be m. 
little generous to wait for a time and- 
to leave him to take what tactics he
should use if you agree tiiat his ulti
mate aim is to establish peace and
abolish violence and war? You ca& 
be certainly charitaHe to that extent.

Now, that is the position with res
pect to Himgary. The Government o f
India and the Congress Party h a ^
repeatedly made it clear that We stand 
for democracy and wherever freedom
is in danger we will go to the help o f
those who are fighting for freedom. 
This has been made clear so many
times.

Something about the vote in the* 
U.N.p. has been said and it has 
become a jnatter o f 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 imderstand. But, when our
principal basic values are absolutely 
there; you cannot pick up one things 
one soft spot. As I said, you roust
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
he of enduring valve.
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any party expediency or party out
look. If we are broadly agreed that 
the situation in the world may devel(^
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?
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Today every weak nation, weak in
the military sense, is jeopardised. If̂  
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? I 
believe that it is not merely a political 
crisis; it is a moVal and philosophic 
•crisis that is facing the world. We 
have to answer the question whether
we stand for mere political expedi
ency or whettier 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 
•clear 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 1 said in the beginning, 
request my friends here to consider 
this whole question not in terms of

That is j^ t  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 wha1» 
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 contra  ̂
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, I
will take it up first and try to set it
right. What one has to bear in mind
today about the situation in Eastern
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Europe and what is happening in
Hungary is this: It is a great nationa
list revolution against all the misdeeds
committed in that country by the
Stalinist imperialists. It is aU 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; I wiU 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 i>arty.
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 Repui)lic but on the con
trary to strengthen and fortify it
by coming out against the mis
takes.”
I 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 withdrew from the 
Warsaw Pact and ^ e  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

prayers, that the Soviet troops
re-entered and the Soviet tanks
roared on the Himgarian soil. It was
most imfortunate—if you know the
city you will understand it well— t̂hat 
in Budapest, the massacre began from
the Parliament Square there. After
all. Parliament is the highest place o f
sanctity for the democratic ideas. But, 
imfortimately, 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 level 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 differencei 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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tfiing 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 
X>erhaps, 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 Prim6 Minister can play a very
great role, a very imique 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
imder 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 
Himgarian 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.

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 l i  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 \he 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 
to(^ from Poland Vilno and otha*' 
cities and gave Poland in compensa
tion certain territories from Germany 
—Breslau, Stettin and other portions
of Silesia. AH 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 thiŝ  was grabbed
from Germany they had to get soldiers
to keep it under tfceir 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 ip 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 ita 
vulgamess, cruelty and deceit.

Today also we read in the papers
that Comrade Khrushchev has said 
that the moment the Western Powers
retrieve and move t h ^  soldiers from
Western Europe, he is ready to puBL 
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 Europe.

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 be«i asked to come
and talk, evein for humanitarian
matters, in Rome, which was correctly
refused. The point is that nobody else
is allowed in that area to see what 
horrible things are going on tiiere. I 
am sure the revolution is still going
on in Himgary. I know the Hungarians 
and I have quite a number of friends
there. I also know that those friends

“are not going to jrield. 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 Rj ŝsia, and as a best friend
o f  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 
»fie. 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 m Budapest, you will have
'to face some very very grave dangers
4n Kashmir on your borders and many 
•other places. When I came to this 
Parliament,^ it was I who placed on 
iHie Table of the House those docu
ments contaiiipig the talks which
Stalin had Hitler about the divi
sion of the world—and he had his

eyes on Kashmir and the whole of
India. Those documents have been
published now, and it is anybody'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 -w e 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 '
HimgAry 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 tiie 
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
I 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 heis 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 Tndia, 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 Communist 
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 fall 
into the hands of Russia, That is the 
real role of the Commimist Party, the 
role of treachery which you find in 
Hungary,, and in many other places.

If we do not take tiiis 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 

blunder. In namP' 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 Commimist 
way of life, and all people who pray
to God should be liqu ated  and shot. 
What a funny argu n ^ t it is! If the 
people do not adhere to them, is that 
the way to remove them? I myself
do not pray to God, but that does 
not mean that when other people pray, 
I should shoot them. If I do so, I will
make them more adamant and maMe 
them pray to God. That is exactly the 
thing that ^  Sovie^lETnion is doing 
there and that has been mentioned
also by Mr. Kadar. In his speech 
Cardinal Mindczenty, as sodn 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 socmer it is done, the 
better it is in the interest of all 
concerned.

Previously, the British have shown 
the way. Wliether 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 have not spoken about events in 
Egypt but perhaps I need nat, 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.
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I am not a jyotwhi but I think that 
there will be no more of bloodshed; 
th o «  may be slight upsets but there
will not 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. 1 
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 everywhere. 
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 everything in 
our power to see that there do not
remain slaves any further. Whether 
there are slaves of the Soviet or slaves 
at the British, it is just the ŝame 
crime everywhere. With these words, I 
support the foreign policy of our 
country.

Finally, I may add that when we
were fluting lor the freedom of our

country, I wrote in the title of my
book:
Revolt of Asia:

‘‘Light is breaking;
Thrones are quaking.
Hark! The Trumpet, of the 

FREE!”

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

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

I

flFT ^ VfP̂ mrW-
’P' ^ ^

^  ^  ^  ^  t 5T>TTf̂
^  ^

ferr S' ^
ipTnr ^ ^  t  I

'hV ^
^ ?rrir

^ ^ 1 ^ ?r̂ r?r*TPBff ^
If 3nr?: v w r  j % r̂r«r A '

f?rr ^  i  m m \  g t
^  ^ 3it f fT  ^  ^

^  TT ft  ?ft5T ^
t  # f  %  ^ ^  ^  Tm  #

^  trm jffrf ^



435 Motion re 19 NOVEMBER 1956 Inteptatumal situa-
’ turn

436

t  ^ *r^T  *n: ^  i 
^  ^ ^  ^  ^

^ |?rr ^  prr, ^ ^
t o n  ^  f w ,  ^  f ^

^  ^irr.arr ifr ŵ r̂rnrr #
fifHTT in 5t^ ^  torr i 

^mrr iTr3r ^ ^ ^  ^
^ ^  ^  |f̂ «TT % 3 T ^ x
"ITR  ̂ 5TT^ ^ T^ I W

^  ĴTPT ^ T ^ ’3TT^
^  ^  t  ^  t  ^  ^  1 ^

r̂r 5Tff fm , TO t  ITT
ĵf%7T m i % \ ^  r̂fHT % f5T^

^  % «rr>T # 5RHT ?r ffn T  «ftT 
^lr^fT+ 5rni#^ ^ ^

^  ^ t ; ^  ^ T̂WTT

f  '

^ mp ^  ^  ^  ^

t  ^>TTT  ̂ W t  ^nfr T̂TSTR f̂ TT t,
ifTPxm ?nft 3T5T virsfrr | ?fir
5TTf% ^  7^ ^  ^  ^

f  ?ftT ^  ^ ^  ^ t  I

F̂F* ^  ^ ^ ^ W *ft

ft ^  rir^xi^T ^  ^ ^ ^
^ ^ f ,  ^  T̂%JTFFT ^ ^

% f«(^ r r  f e n  ^ «Tt^ ^

f  I 'TT^ ^  ^

ir>r V ^  #. ^ T̂Tf%

iPF?rrf^ «FT# % Tm  ^  ^  ^  ^
f̂TTHT ^nf^, W F T  % fM" ^  #  ’7?rf

^  ^  *(ft ^  ^  ^
^  ^ rm r  ^  TO
A ^nrwr f  3?r̂  | « ^  ^  ^
f  f5̂> ^  t  ^  ^  ^

frrsr ^   ̂ ^  f e ^

^ 5 f ^  t ,  4  wrogr

r̂nr ^  ^  r̂ir ^  ^  ^  i 
^  ii# ^  <Rsfhr TT ^

^mr 5 T ^

?TH5*T̂

^  4fHSf^ ^  I

^ I ^  ipmrf^T ^
^  5T ^  ^ m r  iFtf 

tp: ? i t w t ^  ^ ^
??k ^  ^ I ^

^PRiR

^ spT ?ftcTTT ^  ifVr 
% w m f t  OT 

^  iR  f  ?jH | fr o  ^  5njNr 
^ ^ I qr ^  fRTO

3nn^ T?r ^ ^

??nf% ^  ^sim «rr I ^  ^  ^mx ^
%rm ^ ^ 1 ^  ^

t  ^ ^  ^  ^  ^  55T^
x^ . ^fHTW r̂*ifr  ̂ w ^
TP ŷq 7̂®r WX I ^  % M9‘̂ id

^  «rm  ?htt't| f% ^  snf% îf t̂ i 
qi7?][ 9IRr ^

^  ^  ^ ^ w  I 

Tftnn ^  ̂ ^  ^
^iW ^  ^  % w TO t

TOf % TT ^

q | ^  I  <hRft  ̂ | ; j  ( ^  |«fT

I ) ,  IĴ o t^o ^o 1 ^ \ A
|T ^  ^  I | f r o

^ f?TTf ^  m r f ,
^  ^̂ r5T f^n t . ^  ^ ^  t
iiH ^  T O ^  ĵpflr ^  ^

TO f?T ^ ^  5̂T ̂  TO ^
5 :^ ^tm t  I < N * t  ^  mvR̂  ^
^ ^snf^ i T3Rfr^ ^ f^nnr A

f, ^nf^ «rr t

f  \ inrOvT. ^
^  Jiin T̂TT %# % to r  ^
^ ^  m v m  ^  ^  t- ^  ^

^  torr t  %tor t o  ^
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pit f^o

!F f^ ( w -
r̂r̂ n*) ^ f  i ^  ^  ^

f ^  ^TPW'T

SF^ I ^  ^  t| f  ^

m rX  % W «ft
OT ^  ^  WTT 'aĵ MTnr WT. ^ ?t1t 
?TfTT ^5^ *Tl<i< ^  î l«Hi«<i (5̂ H?TT) 
^  P̂TT '5Tt 3̂̂  ^  W‘ ^  tl'̂ ll

5FT ^  I T?: (f?T ^)
^  (TTPRf̂ ) ^  ^ T 3 ^  

^ % «iT̂  ^  ĵfSTTRr ^
? n w  T f *rart, ^

5T I ^ ^  Tffr WTO ^
'̂»>ril ^  I T̂TSr Tfft 5,^1 *<f %  ^  ^

?TPT % t  I

^  ^  ^  ?rnT % ^  % r̂nr ^  ^
f  I ?rrT % TRT ^  Mrf+^WTH t ,

#  ^  ^
t ^  ^  ?fk  ?iTFrT^

3̂̂  % r̂nr ^ i ^  t(«?>di  ̂ f%

^  ?TH qr ?TTwr ?ft % i ?n^ % 
?ftT "5rT5?TT t T̂RTR’ ^

I  1 ^  TT ^  ^  ^  m
^  I ^ ^  ^TTT % ^  ^  W

r̂?7TT = r̂rf ,̂ | f w  % ^  % r̂fw ?tpt 
«Ft ^  ^  f^RTT
?rrT i % êtpt t̂tt

% ^ ?rrT #' T? ?T ^
f  T̂T 5TFT ^ ^  T̂̂ lrfV |, ^  ^

s ft f^  ! T̂Tq- ^ ^  ^
WPT M̂ ît ^ Tf*T̂TT f% T̂TT 
f f ^  % ITT t| I  I f f ^  I t ^
#  'Jft T̂TT rrft% % ^  I
^  ^ ^ ^ ( ^ t)

i ^ t  • ,̂0 
T^o ?frd #  ^  ff3T7 ^  3TFf r̂nrt, 
rfr ?r?T #  ^  f̂ nrr, ^
^ir^ ^  >^i?iTgR TT frnrm -

f f , ?ft >5ft ijTR ^ f f  iftr
^  w T ^  % ^><^R m m
^  g^nrt ^ f , ^  WFR %
1 ^ ^ € t

^  m t ,  f% ^  ^  2jo
1^0 ?fto %
(^^rr^) %  Ri4tni ^  T̂PT ^

r̂acT M*+*K ^ ^>WT ^
t , %f%?T ^ n  ?rnT
% W  ^  tTBFT ^  TO ^  I

r̂«T ( ^  ^ )  ^  ^nfiFT f t  t'

fErff %  ^ »TT t  I ?TTTT ^

^a.I'Wal ^ ^
?Tf?ITT%  

^rf^iT^T ^  t, %TT

n̂T̂ rm" I A ' ^TM ?rnr ^ TO  %
f^nr |T 1% r̂nr
Prf^tf ^ 5q^ ^
^  ^  ^ ^  #s f ,
f r o  %  ^rPTT ?TH %  ^ ^

^d<T ^  ^*»)'iT ^  I ff^FST % f^rW  

W fq-qK f ’l  ^  ^  ^
r̂n=H <^*fl f% IJ is not a.

c& t̂ of injured irnccence (zr? Sq"
^ ^ )

^  TO ?T  ̂ t  ^  ^  TTum t,
?TH »^ fe rr P̂TT t  ŝtfj 

(2ftr) WT̂  f s i r f ^  (sftTcTT)

?qfk ^  % f w
q ^  -^11 I f f ^  % ^rm  ^  ^ r ^ -
^rten t, vF ^  TO n  |. ? m r  W ?TTf^ 

^I^«( 'CJ'fO ^ ^  ^
v[^\fkm ^ h  ^  i^ fw u j ^
ir#O T tf^PT^ — ^nf^TTc^—

f^lfMrl P̂TTT ^ I ’̂ T̂ TTT%  ^«l ?T?T r̂*rRr 

T T ^  ^  ^  *f^ ^HH ^  ^^r«IK.'ifiTr 

^  ^  ̂ i?TT t  I ^  ̂

♦liHdl ^  I V  ^ % Hrir4 ^
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vTrNt I q ir+w R  ^ ^

m f  I ^  ^
?TFT % ^  I I ^  n̂rfNiT «fh: 

^  ^  ^ t  ^
^  ? % fw   ̂ ^  ^
^   ̂^  ^ ^ t >
15 hrs.

^  ^  ^  SR̂ T t  ^
% ^ ^  f^ , «ft

=5TTf% ?fk ^ % fW

=# t  •  ̂ t  ^
xr^ TT^ % ^ T ^  =qrf^ 1

#?rm % f^RK ^ ^ ^  f'p
?TPTR ^  ^  % 

^  ^ TfT I ^
^  5T  ̂t  f r  ’TT ^

?ff7qT3T, ^  'TTT IfsT^ # ^
f W  I  I ^  cPnr ^  ^
W R  i; I

^ m a R ^ ^  ^

ft? ^  5pt
ŝnf̂  ^ ^ ^

fim r F̂2TT tr ^ ^ t  ^

^ t, ^  ^  ^
?niT ^ 5RHT ^  ^  f?r SR5T ^
^ =̂ fTf̂  I ^  ^ =^rf^

^ % fe ft ^ 5T

^̂ TRT =5rr^ i  I fRT ^  ^ ^  ^
Î TT, ttnr ̂  r̂qr g I ^
#■ ^  ’Tt^ S[: ^ ^  ffiffRT

^ 'Tl̂  I ^
^  ^ 5fnft ^  ^
f l r ^  f w  TO r ^  % ^ T R ^

5 frh ^  ^ ^  ‘ 1 ^
?ipr ^  ^  ^  ^ ^
T^ ^  Tr€f ^  ^

^  T p  t?ftTTPRff T?: 5 R ^

^  ^  t  » ^ ^ ^
5T5^ ^  ̂ ^rrf ,̂ ^  ̂  5r ^

^  t  I ^  ^ ^  ^
^  ^  5fr̂  W
SRHT ^  ^  3[T̂  ^  ^  f t  • ^

^  ^  ^  f^» ^
^  ff^Fm:, ^  sofk^ « f k ^  f ^ ^ -

t  I t  f w ^ 5 ^

TRT 3̂TFT ^  ^ ^  ^  ^
I  I ^ TO ^

sjrPT ^  ^  ^  *rf I f̂T  ̂ #
wt̂ r W ^  ^TPrrt^ % t

^ ^  I ?flT ^
^ I ^
I, at ^  ^  ^  ^ ^
w , ^   ̂^
I  I ^ ^  ^  ?rraT

fT T ^ cirq? ^  TO I  ^  ^TO
^  T O  t  • ^ ^

^  t, ^
I I  ?rr  ̂ ^  ^  t  ^

^ipn: (^ 5 ^ t  * ^
^  ^ ^  # TO ^1+

^  f r o  1 1  ^  ^  ^

I ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^
^  ^  ^ f̂ rsM ^

#  ^  ^  ?ftr ft>T ^ ^  T̂?T̂
^  ‘ 

^ ^ ^  ^ TO » ^
^ ^  t  q f^  ^  t  ^

I I ?fk
^  TO ^  ^  TT ^
ifTT f r o m  ^  ^  iR r * fh r  f^r#^
^  I ^  ̂  qr iFxT^fhr
f?pt^  ^  TO, ^ ^  ̂
^8  ̂  ̂ ĉTO I ^  ^  '
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f^o

^ ^ ?nft T̂oTS"
^  ^ I ?nft ^ «r^

11^5 f  q|^ t  I ?T^
^i»ini T̂ . Tfkrm 5Ft %
^K«l, ^  ^ ^

% wiRvr qr ^r^rf ^
»if t  ^  f^rm ^  »rf t  i 4

iTRcTT #  f̂t -̂<FPR
fVffl % ^  ^  f%Jrr I T̂«JT ÎW %

n̂r̂ rr r̂r, ^  ^rtt f̂ R̂T % f̂!K ?tptt
f̂rr?r ^ t  •

^  sTpft % ^ ^  »nrr
% TOTT ^  *T irf^yr ^
hHW ^h i  ^ ^ ^  Mi*m
•TRT I" Vtt̂  ^ ^  5ft% Vt? ĴTHT % 
?TWR T?: fTTTT Wm T̂pTT I  I 

*TfrfPi% ^ ^  % »n«r

T f, eft ^  fe fr ^  ^  ^
îWP̂  5  ̂ ^  ^<H *TT f%

cTT̂  ^ f^FE" ^  sftT
7 ^  ^  ?tVt ^^0 WT  ̂ *TT  ̂

f̂ ?vs|Y q ^  ^  tq- q fer ^
it ^  T^ I <[^ # ^
•hî f f5f> SrnT’T̂ F̂ T % «TT^
•np ^  ^  f  I 4  ^  fi*i9i<ir ^ f% 

i*\^4 % f r o ^  ^ ??f^pfTO^
^  ^ I  %  ?T?T

? fk  ^  3TT ^  fJFIT
t , ^ nr

^  ?TR I # t  %
>̂T«R ^  '*fV ^  fiTilW ^  I ^

% ^  ^  ^  ^  ^<+TT % STTfT
m  T̂OTT I  I f?T % 3TfT
fC'JWW f  ^  ^
?j|̂ |fMdl̂  ^  If ?ft
# ? f f  t ^  ^
f^cft ^  T5TT <f>̂ *il ?ft ^

WTrT ^  r̂7;5ft % f ^ ^ H  ^
fw f^ n f^m^f
W I

^  w i w  fiT anww ^
»n?T5r qr?HT) : ^  ^  \

fifo ^o tsi^fi : ZT̂  qr ^
f»p?R fr  ^  ^  eqrorr ^ ?n 5 n ^

sftf̂ mrTT ^  ^  ^
^  ^  ^mRH ^  ^  ^TW
^ I {Interruption}

Mr. DepntT'Speaker: Order, order.
Even if Panch Shilajias failed, Mem
bers should not fail now.

ijV fir® few il : WPT
ifiT 9frTTr ^  ̂ I

^  3nrR ^ w
^  ^  ^  ^  >id1n ^ f w

^  ^  jft€t w s i ^  % ir^
^  ? n w  ̂ t — ?ft

»nrT fr, T̂PR" %
frm  ft I v^  ̂ ^  ̂  ^ ^

^ ^ ?r=I#
^rrf^’ i ^

^ # ?5Tt1% ^  TFHT ^Tfq^
Ĥ c~c<T«̂ .IgrT ^  ?T5^ t ; T?75 

^  CTpft
^ ^ — ar̂ HT i
?f\T 4' ^  ^
qiTft # TTo TTWT̂ î VH ^  #
SF  ̂ m ^  TT
% ^  ^ft% ^  r̂^nr apr %
^*nft f5 f^ ^  ^ I
f̂ FT d <-?! ^  ^ *t*̂ d I ̂ ^  *?>W*i“
#?«T #  ^ ^  ^  «ftr
^ TTf^ t  ^  ^

fefV ĴiT ^ TOR
t  ̂  ^  ^  ^ w ft^ n € f
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T̂Rfr i r̂rff %
^  W  W Wjn I TT

uTrrr t ’T f r fN f^  w
If I ^  rir fprft ^ *TT̂  %
^  qr ^  ^ ^  w
«rr I in t̂ ^  ^  t ^
^  fsTfj n̂riT f  ^  5rrr ^wnr ŝrr̂  i 
^  ^  3TVR % ^  *r?t NinvjiH
^  f  I ?nft ?ftnf #  TTefhr
^  n̂rSTT t" I ipr rlr  ̂ ^

t  I %f«FT ^  «FT *TT?|5 ^

^  ^ r«l̂ W) % f%?H Tnnr 
^  t| f , ^  ^ ^srtt^

% ^  ^ f  ?TV̂  f̂ Fv̂  ^ ^
^ f  t «ilT ^  f %nir ^  w 

^  w  It I arf ^  t ^
^ ?7«rnr ^  7 ^  I #
^  ^ f .  ^  in r m  ^  ^

*ftf^ 5|ft WTrT 

t  I wtr r*Î HT flFRT ^
^ ĉFTT vdffHl ^TT iRRTT T̂RTT

I  I ^  ĴTT̂  ^  W ^ t ‘ Wi
<rfW5T ^ f  I ^  q fr^ r^  ^

^  ^  T̂T# ^  ^  VtT 
’̂̂ RT sTT̂ nr I ?rnf »tr^ f  f%

^  T2TT t  I ^  ^

■qif̂ *« ^ ^ q<i
^  I  fKT ^ ^  *n7# vr
F̂HT 'jft ^  ^  WP  ̂ W  ?T5r ^

I $ ^ 1  F̂Tf r^^T<m<T %

ŝrrfw % ^VFT ^ ^rVrvtf ^
% ^ ^  ^  f  I qRr-*rfhT
^ 5RTR % f  I ^  ^
T̂T<T> ^  ^  ̂ tw> rllT % ^  ^rrf^ I

«TRT %  ?TPT ^
% T̂T«r rftf^  t  •

^  ^  SPflT̂  ^  ^ ^  ^  ^
W iftT R̂tTT ^  W\ nr»i?R T̂TW
I  1 ^ ^  ^  ^
5Tf^ ^  ^?RT I  ?fN: ^  ^
^  ^  T̂ TT «h<^ t  • ^ ^

5T ^tP’ ^ ^  f^OT IT
fpTTT qPT t. ^  ^ ^  '’ fr
Ŵ  7T«^ #  M  ^  t , ^  ^

¥V *ir4^<f>^T ^
^  qr î r̂ir 4>̂ n̂, A WtfiFRTT

f  %  W  ii|fe*<rHI % ^
 ̂ 7 ^  % *rTR t̂»TT I A 3TW^

% rnrrftf^ % »rw
TO ?jrT ^ WTR ^
ftr 5PFTT Ĥimi #  <*̂ <<ll 3FT 
•p̂ r ?ff R̂irTT t SRTpr % f^Rft
^  « n w r  m  ^rnrrr wr^ ^  f m  ^
^  ^  ^ i^rfe" •I'iffl ^ r f^ ,
^  ^  F̂F̂  Rlf^i ^ sin?T

I i fk w w t f^ in w *  V?!5FTT 
% 5rmT fttr ^
^FT^ < h R ^  j f t w  p -  #
*nTT  ̂ ®ift t, VR*TT ^
fir # jnror f W  |, fsnff wm 
^  ^ S’ ?rtT ?TPr ^
+ <»< ^ *i»0  ̂ ^
^  ^  7«n ^  ?it3RT ^

I 4  «P̂ ?TT g ^  ?RT ?rrT 
W  f̂t«RT ^  '^R̂ IdH *b<»fT

f̂t ^  ÎFT ^if^, ^f^«i ^
^  ^ J5T^ ^  ĴTTWRf %
mf% WT ?n;fV ^nf^ , « n ^

^  ?T\T ^  dlni SPTR %?TWft
iffr inrf^ ^  ^  i ?nr îft ^  % 

’mPi«*(4 4 f ^  fe r r  ^ f̂t ^  ^
?RR ^  «hr ^  « ?R  ^

fkrm  ^  ^
^  t  « fk

^  ?IFT ^  f , ?PTT ?R
^  ^  ^F%T ^  ^  ^ [W  I 

T̂RT ^ ^  ^  ^ ^ f  I
^  *ĥ rj i ^ Pfi ®hl ŝ nr ^
^  ^  m v ^  ^  ^  ^  ^fk
r̂rsr '*fV ^  sttttst ^  ^  ?ft ^trt 

^  ^  ^  ^  ^nm ^  ^  r̂sff r̂ 
w  ̂ ^ftr ^  ^rf^ ^  ^  ?TR
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^  ^ S 5rrf%
^  w[T I ^  ?TT^

^  ^ ^iTR %
Tf̂ nTT ^

^  ^ ^  f%
#  4Pn^ ?  %^rr ^ I ^  ^  ?rrr
^  ^  WT qr
^rr^  xTFnfw

^ ^Hni T3^, ?tVt

^  ?nrT .^ ^  ^
< N ^  ?ftT ?ifi^  qr ^?nfr

*ftfw *1  ̂ ^  *̂̂ icTl I ^n*n
^  f ju  ^nrftw f  \

Shri B. S. Murthy: Mr. Deputy-
Speaker, Sir, the world situation today
is very grave, very dangerous and 
threatening. Unless some effective,
tmmediate steps are taken, I am 
afraid the much unwanted 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 Kingdom, 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 term and both the 
U.N. as well as the other nations of
the world should take cognizance of
this fact that England 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 \̂ ;̂ nt every way possible to 
see that the world opinion was mobi
lised "for peace. In the U.N.O. it 
always^ tried to see that all the

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 A^ka 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. I 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 Krishna 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 Himgary
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 smtable to the occa- 
fiion. I do not understand why Shri 
Asoka Mehta should say anything 
against it and much less Shn Jai 
prakash Narain, who thinks nothing 
o f  this world and says that every- 
ihing is of Heaven and who, in the 
name of Sarvodaya, comes and tries 
jto criticise it adversely? Therefore, 
if  Kussia is tme 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 
:flre. 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 I 
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 w het^r
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 
Tae 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 
^ f 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
^orce 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, I am sure that our Prime Min
ister can mobilise the world opinion
■and rouse world conscience and see 
that the United Nations is streng
thened, and that Panch Shila is made

not merely a sheet of paper but a
creed that will stay permanently in 
the world. I want some steps to be
taken in ©rder 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 coimtries but all coun
tries. Wherever there is any foreign
troop existing, it must be removed.
Unless and until this is done, I am 
sure any day, anjrthing 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 our Prime 
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 
tiiis opinion, namely, the mightiest 
nation with all its military powers
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 I sat 
listening to the discussion on foreign
policy this morning, I felt that most 
of the speakers have t&ken our 
foreign poUry to be an anthology—
some parts of which are to be appre
ciated and some p a ^  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 sto(^
for certain principles and certain 
rights of humanity. Therefore, there
has been that success accruing to it 
of which, I thmk, even the most
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hostile critics in this House are aware.

It, was said by an hon. Member that 
India is a^uming 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. It 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. S. Mnrthy: 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, iiii the, nfain stream of the cur
rents 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

national isolation and I do not believe:
India can follow 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, I 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 coimtry. 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 ihat if U.N. and Panch
Shila have failed, it is not this coun
try or that coimtry whose foreign
policy has failed; it is humanity that, 
has failed. I would say that if thac
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happens, 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 otiier 
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

that there is a great measure at com
mon understanding between the- 
U.S.A., the U.S.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 ^  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.. 
I 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 w^hom 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 I 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 coimtry
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 arid 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^

International sivm- 452^
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Again, our Prime Minister said in

3iis statement on Friday that we a n
<»ncemed 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 I 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 voice
of human freedom and himian 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 jiistified 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 result 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 t  ̂ the added safety of
nations but tKey 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 have 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? I 
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 himianity 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— Î 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. B. Munlswamy (Wandi- 
wash): Today’s discussion is signifi
cantly very izftportant because we are
making certain pronouncomerits 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 statenent. 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 pertinait 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 
I>oint 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, 
— ŵho 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

Governments about keeping off these
two nations, that is Egypt and Israel,
ten miles away frmn the Suez Canal
is only a bunkimi. 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 {wsition
in the Suez Canal. ̂  Tlie world opinion
is in this ^ y .  "niey have condemned'
the Anglo-French aggression in Egypt^ 
Almost all the countries of the world
have joined in this condemnation o f
the Anglo-French aggression. So far* 
as India is concerned, it was very
halting in the condemnation of similar* 
aggression in Himga^ by Russia by
sending their troopsiMt 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 Ibis' 
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 at|itude, he was very straight- 
forwarj^:li5if very forthri^t 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. Our 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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liecause 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 westwn countries are more shrewd 
than many of the leadership here. I 
hope that our leaders will at any time 
stand superior to them in wisdom in 
political affairs.

So far as the defence of Sftiri 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. I 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 au.spices of the 
U.N.O. Our representative 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 
put 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 comn>itted. Only if he had 
thought for a second moment, he 
would certainly have abstained from
voting as he did earlier.

Our attitude has been one of clear
indication that we do not belong to 
any power bloc, either the Russian 

;5ide or the U.S.A. side or the Anglo-
French. We have been pursuing a

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 countries 
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
wbo 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 toting how far
this moral strength could stand before
arms and ammimition. We have now
in a way succeeded in seeing cease
fire in Egypt, though the situation 
there does not warrant complacency
ia the sense that everything is O.K. 
There are circumstances which create
agitation and suspicion in us. The 
Anglo-French forces are still persist
ing there and certain conditions are 
put forward to their withdrawal. Any
-conditional 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-
Trench should vacate the Egyptian 
territory.
16 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
irerj' friendly towards us, but in spite 
«of our being very lenient and tolerant 
with regard to their attitude, they 
<?ontinue their anti-Indian propaganda, 
and Pakistan is trying to exploit the 
present situation also against India. 
We have to see that we come out 
lionourably from this trouble. The 
Pakistan Government is now thinking 
that some blunder might be committed 
hy the Government of India whidi

they can take advantage, of and see
that some trouble is caused even in
India itself. I am sure they will not
succeed in that, and that ultimately
they will realise that what they
thought was wrong. The other
countries 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
principles 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.^ this House. It strikes me that 
this d^ate is somewhat different from
all the other debates which I have
witnessed in the. House on foreign
affairs. In the past, whenever we
discussed Government’s policies or
actions in the international field, the 
world situation at any given moment 
was more or less static. Tliat 
unfortunately, is not the case today. .

ISM hts,
[pANorr Thakur Das Bharcava in 

the Chair }

I was struck  ̂ with one or two
passages in the Prime Mfnisjter’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 sent^ces which I am quoting:

‘The world appears now to be 
in the grip. 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 Government’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 criticisms 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 immenseb^ diflR- 
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.

I 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 various resolu
tions and other relevant information
with particular reference to the pro
ceedings of the General Assembly. I 
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. I presume that these 
speeches also appeared in the Hindu
stan Times today. It seems to me that 
the l^ctemal Affairs Ministry should
at lekst heresifter take the trouble to 
keep the House informed from time

to time of the various developments; 
that take place, not only in the
General Assembly but outside in 
reference to the international situa-
tiCHl.

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 fimction
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 {happened in Egypt
is not a w ^ , 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 mutual
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hostilities overwhelming the world in 
disaster.

Sir, I am glad that the Prime
Minister has 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 wdrld, 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 pr^ent
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 
deteriorate of the world situatiwi 
and make efforts to bring back the 
world from the brink of war. And, 
secondly, when those efforts have 
succeeded, we can then think erf long 
term measures to. reduce tensions all
round. •

I think it is a very fortvmate 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

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 question 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 a number of
years, that the Charter, as it stands, 
is a very inadequate and poor instru
ment. i

Let me 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 
Leagu€ri of Nations and I have not the
least doubt that the United Nations is 
bound to go the same way-sooner, i>r 
later if the Charter is not meanwhile
suitably amended. Article 52 of tiie 
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
tering into those arrangements 
are asked to solve all their disputes 
through such regional arrangements 
or agencies even before going to the
Security Council.

I was in San Prandsco in 1946 ’wdien 
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
â id 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 United
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 posi
tion has greatly improved. There are 
at. present 79 members of the United 
Nations, of whom 18 are from Asia
and 6 from ^rica . 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 toe 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 not
underrate the difficulties. Neverthe
less, I am convinced that serious and 
collective effort should be made to
overhaul the United Nations in 
several respects in acc6rdance 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 woiidd like to mention, be
cause in both the docimients 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 colonial spirit is 
not the monopoly of the powers of
Western Europe. There are other 
forms of colonialism which have
sprjmg up in other parts of the world
infi^cent 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 geveral 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
&ut, 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 'A lva (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 i>attern 
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 I spent some happy days 25 
years ago in Nasik prison and for
whom I have great aJfection 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! These are the 
agencies which have much to do with
foreigners. I am glad that we have 
spurned their influence.

I looked for one 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 stiU having

trouble in the Suez Canal area. I  had 
a talk with the Egyptian Ministers in
Cairo as also tli# 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 raided a 
voice in San Francisco when U.N. 
Charter was being hammered out tiiere 
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 ^ e  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 
imperialism that way and survived.



Motion re 19 NOVEMBEB 1956 International sittm-
tion

470

[Shri Joachim Alva]
Now we are condemning Hussia. 

It was Russia’s business to have made 
friendship with Hxmgary 15 years
ago. If they have failed in that 
policy, it is so miich the woree for
them. Then, what about Western
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 must 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- fore i^
policy, let us not forget who ow
friends are.

There is another aspect which was
deialt 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 thfe Bombay 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 
h ^  attended a series of conferences
and has taken part in negotiations
and he has raised the prestige of our 
country v ^ y  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 circimistances in emergency
cases in the interest of his client? 
Once you entrust a case to him, it is 
UP ^  him to act in the best way. Let 
us,̂ ^Dt quarrel on that point.

recently the Swiss Cavern- 
î ŝ î >?has rejected the idea of Ame- 
riran mspectors sent out with uranium 
fuel project. The Swiss Government 
wfire not prepared to the American
observers going round about an4

obseiying 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 Hoiise knows only too well how
they took sides in controversial 
issues. U. N. observers are not people
who are above party politics. So, 
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 i^aceful
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  ̂ 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, 
w f Ĵ ay§ 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 sympatiiy go out to oppressed
»nH suffering friends whether they be 
in tiie 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 condenming 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 laimched 
their attack. In less than 130 days the 
Anglo-Saxon and French troops 
were in Egypt preceded by Israeli 
aggression. Here is a leader in the 
Economist, dated 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 equally 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 
Americans object to an independent 
government in Guatemala, if thfe 
British said that their frontier was 
on ^ e  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

globe, whether it be England, Ame
rica, U.S.S.R. or China. We want 
them to live in terms of friendship. 
Then only we can have a footwork
and groimdwork 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 us in 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
tom 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 mudi
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
Eg3rpt, 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. I 
am only analysing a situation and am 
not taking any sides.*! 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- 
c^eration, 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 Inotive, we
are not concerned with it now. For
the Soviets to consent to the open sky 
inspection is indeed a v e ^  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. £oid France. And I 
hope that before long China wiU 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 ^ y  that the Prime Minister 
today ((delineated the whole story
with « i ^ d  to Hungary up till now
fptsm th6 be^nning.

% r i  Jawahartal Nehru : May I
interrupt a minute? A complaint is 
made that I had not helped them
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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.
I 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 sent 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: I 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.

[ M r . D e p u t y - S p a k e r  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 h?iVe been obviated. Howr 
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, I believe that he is 
now in line with the other great 
power of the other bloc, namely, 
America.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehm: 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 Jawaharial Nchro: 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 Saran^adhar Das: When I say 
that we |u:e in Line with the U.S.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 Jawaharial Nehru: I 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' Saran^adhar 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 conununism 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

was any. It has never grabbed any 
land anywhere. There might have
been— t̂here* 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 commimism they have made 
alliances in one place or another and 
it really meant that thfey 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 France, 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 U.K. and 
France.

They have also condemned in
equal term§ the action of the Soviets 
in Himgary. The President of the
United States has been impartial in 
this, matter, "^ en . 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 ^ o  blocs
without any spirit of revenge against 
anyone. Although we are condemn
ing the action of Britain and France, 
we know what they are g6ing to suf
fer economically during the next
few months in regard to oil and other
things. There should be no spirit of
revenge against U.K. 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 co\mtries 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 not 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.

fW fh :— - J ^ ) :
?pff % ^  ^ ^  \ 

?rr?ft^Frr ^ I  i f r r d  ^
f3RTT|- ^  ‘
ĴTTTT vTTT T̂T̂ fNFTr f e f t

^Tz ^ I  •
?flT ^

fsr̂ r ^ ^  ^ 1 r  |
11 ??T?ft^r 

^  ^ | i ^
tqiJT t ^

^
^ « 

T f  I

?rnr f*T  ̂ TT ^
I  ?fr?: TT ^ pTT
I  I Tm  % 17̂

^  f  ̂  ^ t
^ ^ ^T?ft

% ^  1-^ ^  t  »

t  fT*rfT ^  ^
fipqT m f^ r̂r ^ f m

I  f P f  ^  ^ ^  I  I
'tt ? n ^  ^  f ^ r  ^

^ I  >

^f^5T n ^^ 'T  3RT?r w % «r# %
^  ^  5*r #  f^ > r

PiniT 1 ^  ^  TTSpftfira at 5Tff
STff 5Rf »r̂ > P̂RT #  *TFtT 

ij^ TO ^ ^  ^  I  ^
smrm T'f srrcr *PT 5»r #
;r|f f w  I ?rnr ?«T TT wf
sm r  +R»ftT % *rra% ^  ^
cfr WT wt ftr^ %5T t  ^
^ I

5®5! t  ?>T #  iw
^iq% -jft ftiw  I  ^  stwr ^  ftpn

I '

?iT3r w f «tt ^ *rr?Rr
si?Tf ^  fw*tf»r SR ^  t ^  ^
iftifT^ w I' I ^
spn ^nrm t̂r  ? ^  ^
5PtFTT 5IT t  ^  ̂
?r?Tf w fTT '^^  %

m  t  I ^ ^
w t w  I  -ftf' VI
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^  $ TO ^
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^  I

sffjftJi, 4' srrr % I  ^
<nft!^?iK^ cTT? ^
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^  ^

^  SirfW 5f y  ^  ^  ^
^ T O ^ ^  I 'ITftT?5TH TT I»rm
fip̂ r̂ T ^ »r 15 ft fT ^
^  tgr I  *flT ^  ’ TW

^  3Tff 34f ^  ^  ^ I ^
^  ̂  Tt I  I *1  ̂ ^
I  f̂ F ^»rt^ ^ ’ I ? ?  I
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flT ĴTT̂  ^  % srsTFT 
^ ^  ^   ̂ ^  ^

5Rfer \ TK ^  ^
^  I  ftr ^  #  ^rfert % ^

^ T K ^ t  ^  ^  ^  fn+r^ ^
TfT I  I ?ft JTfT ?IT ^  t  ̂
^   ̂W ^  ^ I ? ^
^  SR  ̂eft ^  t ^
?fk I  ?fk 5?T?r  ̂ 5^  I I ^
7ft% ^ ^3^ I  ?fk ^  ^

^  m rx  ^ ^  ^  ^
f^WRyfhT TO  I  I 5RT?: ^  ^
I T R ^  ^  cfSF ^  ■#? ?

f ?  ^  ^ f t ^  I  ^

^ ^ ^  I
ir̂ 5R5T| I

^  I ^ I ^   ̂^
?T ^  3̂TTf̂  ^

^OTTt
^ I  I fe f t  %
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^  ^  ^  ^  ^  T̂OT
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^ ÎTT̂  5TTO
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^  ^  ^  t̂mr ^  ^  ^ ^
^  ^ ^ ^  ^
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^ ITFT^ ? ?r ^
^  W^ I %fer S 
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T$ ^ ^ ?TF̂
^  ^TfRT ^  ?ftT ^  #
5Tpft ^)t^ '^3pft ^f+H f̂̂ FTT
% ?ftT ^  ^  T O “ FT’s^
TTTfiT T f^  I ^ ^  *TT
^nf% ^  ^  ’MH?^T< ^  ^  ^
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I f¥ ^ ^ ^  ^
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'TT ^  ^ ip r f^

37^7m #  f w  'TT
spT: ^  ?fh: ^  % ?rPT ^
IRW ^ ^ ^ ^

^ . . • '
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.

Member is likely to take some more 
time.

Shri Shree Narayan Das: Yes.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He may con
tinue tomorrow.
17.02 Tirs.

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




