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 MOTION  RE.  INTERNATIONAL
 SITUATION

 The  Prime  Minister  and  Minister  of
 External  Affairs  (Shri  Jawaharlal
 Nehru):  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  three  days
 ago,  on  the  16th  of  November,  I  made
 a  statement  in  this  House  on  the  in-
 ternational  situation  with  special
 reference  to  Egypt  and  Hungary.  In
 initiating  this  debate,  it  was  not  my
 intention  to  say  much  at  this  stage,
 but  rather  to  reserve  my  remarks  to
 the  end  of  the  debate  when  hon.
 Members  have  expressed  their  views.
 I  feel,  however,  that  it  might  be  desir-
 able  for  me  to  bring  before  the  House
 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
 country  and  even  abroad.  Therefore, I  feel  rather  burdened  with  this
 occasion  and  I  wish  to  use  language
 which,  I  hope,  will  not  in  any  way come  in  the  way  of  such  peaceful
 developments  towards  peaceful settlement  as  might  be  taking  place. Three  days  ago,  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.  But,
 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
 ealmly  and  objectively  and,  if  I  may
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 use  the  word  with  respect,  with  some
 caution  so  that  their  words  and  our
 words  may  not  lead  to  greater  ten-
 sion,  and  might  put  perhaps  some
 difficulties  in  the  way  of  what  we
 seek  to  achieve.

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

 Only  recently,  we  have  had  reports
 of  deportation  of  people  from  Hun-
 gary,  specially  young  men,  deporta-
 tion,  it  is  said,  by  Soviet  authorities.
 Now,  the  Hungarian  Government  has
 denied  in  the  United  Nations.  So  has
 the  Soviet  Government.  I  believe
 even  today  ०  resolution  has  been
 placed  before  the  General  Assembly
 on  this  subject  based  on  the  news-
 paper  reports  which  are  denied  by
 apparently  the  two  Governments
 which  are  most  concerned  and  which
 should  know..  Now,  it  becomes  ex-
 traordinarily  difficult  for  any  one  to
 come  to  a  conclusion  without  further
 information  or  further  enquiry  into
 the  matter.  In  fact,  I  believe  it  was
 stated  in  the  General  Assembly  on
 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  the
 workers,  young  men  etc.,  to  go  them-
 selves,  to  sit  at  the  various  points  of
 exit  from  Hungary,  to  see  if  anything was  being  done  there  or  anybody  was sent  away.  Now,  it  is  quite  conceiv-
 able—it  is  only  a  guess—that  these
 young  men  or  workers  were  being sent  to  see  things  for  themselves,  and
 it  might  have  been  thought  that  they were  being  deported.  I  do  not  know,
 I  am  merely  pointing  out  the  difficul-
 ty  of  getting  a  correct  picture.

 Now,  in  regard  to  Egypt,  as  the
 House  knows  we  in  India  have  been
 intimately  associated  with  events
 during  the  last  few  months.  To  begin
 vith,  even  our  relations  with  Egypt aire  intimate,  and  we  are  in  constant
 touch  with  what  happens  there.  Ever
 since  the  nationalisation  of  the  Suez
 Canal,  we  were  in  very  intimate
 touch,  so  that  whatever  happened  did
 not  come  to  us  without  any  fore-
 knowledge  of  the  events  preceding  it.
 That  is,  we  were  in  a  position,  we
 were  in  ०  much  better  position
 to  judge  that  situation.  It  was  an
 open  situation  at  that  time.  Later
 things  have  happened  in  Egypt  which
 are  rather  confusing,  say,  the  state  of
 affairs  at  Port  Said  etc,  but  the  broad
 facts  were  clear  to  us  and  therefore
 we  ventured  to  express  a  very  clear
 and  definite  opinion  about  it.

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

 I  believe  even  now  facilities  are  not
 being  given  both  in  Hungary  and  in
 parts  of  Egypt  occupied  by  foreign
 forces  like  Port  Said,  like  the  other
 parts  occupied  by  the  israeli  Army,
 to  outsiders  to  go  there.  On  the  last
 occasion  I  said  in  this  House  that  from
 the  reports  we  had  received.  condi-
 tions  in  Port  Said  were  very  bad  and
 that  casualties  were  heavy.  The
 statement  I  made  was  cautious.  The
 reports  which  we  had  received  were
 much  worse  than  what  I  had  said,
 but  because  I  did  not  wish  to  proceed
 on  those  reports  without  further  con-
 firmation,  I  moderated  my  language  in
 describing  it.  The  fact  is  that  even,
 up  to  now,  so  far  as  I  know,  nobody
 is  allowed  to  go  into  Port  Said.  The
 reports  that  came  to  पड  previously
 were  partly  from  refugees  and  we  do
 not  usually  attach  very  great  impor- tance  to  a  statement  of  excited  refu-
 gees—not  that  they  deliberately  दार  उन
 represent,  but  they  are  emotionally
 wound  up  and  they  tend  not  to  give
 a  correct  appraisal  of  events.  The
 reports  that  came  to  us  about  the
 events  in  Port  Said  were  the  reports of  some  foreign  journalists  who  had
 gone  to  Port  Said  at  the  peril  of  their
 fives  and  who  had  made  these  state-
 ments  in  foregin  papers  in  Europe.
 £ven  so,  we  hesitated  to  accept  them
 because  they  were  so  bad  that  we
 thought  they  should  be  confirmed.  In
 fact,  we  have  been  suggesting  in  the
 case  of  Egypt,  as  in  the  case  of
 Hungary,  that  it  is  desirable  from
 every  point  of  view  even  from  the
 point  of  view  of  the  occupying  forces,
 that  impartial  observers,  preferably sent  by  the  United  Nations,  should g look  gt  the  things  there  and  repert. ei
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 earnestly  trust  that  the  Governments
 _or  the  authorities  eencerned  in  both
 places  will  permit  this  to  be  done,
 otherwise  all  kirids  6f  wild  reports
 are  circulated  dnd  believed  in.

 We  haven  been,  receiving  fairly  full
 accounts;  dispatches  from  our
 Embassies  abroad;  eur  Missions
 abroad:  Almest  daily  we  get
 these  reports  from  New  York,
 from  Washington,  from  London,  from
 Moscow,  from  Belgrade,  from  Cairb,
 Beirut;  Damaseus,  Berne  and  some
 other  places,  ffom  Vienna  and  Buda-
 pest  dlso,  because  we  lave  Had  one
 of  our  young  officers  in  Budapest
 throughout  this  period.  It  was  true
 that  he  could  not  communicate  with
 us  easily  and  his  telegrams  usually
 reach  us  how  about  six  days  late
 because  they  have  had  to  ८6  to  Vienna
 presumably  by  road  and  thén  they
 afe  dispatched  from  Vienna.  Gradual-
 ly  the  picture  of  events  Has  taken
 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 वै  am  grateful  to  the  information  we
 have  received  from  the  Governments
 of  the  United  States,  of  Canada,  of  the
 Soviet  Union,  of  Yugoslavia  and  some
 éthet  Governiiietits  too—all  thesé  des-
 patches  have  resulted  in  stich  an
 abundante  of  inforfriatien  which  is
 often  contradictory,  which  contfadict
 each  other.  I  will  say  it  gives  4
 picture  which  is  a  very  cotifised
 picture,  but  it  is  true,  I  think,  that
 otie  ean  madké  a  fait  appraisal  of  these events.  Now,  may  I  just  say,  witt-
 eut  mentioning  our  representatives
 abtoad,  that  5  should  like  to  express itty  appreciation  of  the  wotk  dotie  by
 our  bassadot  in  Cairo  which  has
 been  of  a  high  ofder.

 So  far  as  the  situation  in  Egypt  is
 concerned,  the  House  knows  that  the fitst  coritingent  of  our  forces  Has
 already  jotie  there.  Others  will
 follow.  I  watt  to  take  it  petfectly
 clear  on  what  conditioris  we  sént  these
 forcés  to  joiri  the  United  Nations
 forces.  First  of  811,  we  tiade  it  clear that  it  was  only  it  the  Government
 of  Fyypt  agreed,  otily  then  we  wouid
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 send  them,  setondly  they  ‘were  not
 to  be  considered  in  any  sense  as  a
 continuing  force  continuing  the  acti-
 vities  of  the  Anglo-French  ferces
 whieh  was  entirely  a  separate  thing,
 thirdly  that  the  Anglo-French  forces
 should  be  withdrawn,  feurthly  that
 the  United  Nations  foree  should
 function  to  protect  the  old  Armistice
 line  between  Israel  and  Egypt,  and
 finally  that  it  should  be  a  temporary affair.  We  are  not  prepared  to  agree to  our  force  or  any  force  remaining there  indefinitely.  It  was  on  these
 conditions,  which  were  aecepted,  I
 believe,  that  these  forces  were  sent
 there.  I  repeat  this  because,  unfortu-
 nately,  statements  are  sometimes
 made  about  this  United  Nations  In-
 térnational  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.

 Then,  the  first  qtiestion  that  atisés in  Egypt  at  the  present  moment  in
 regard  to  the  Resolution  of  thé  United Nations  General  Assettibly  is  that  of the  withdrawal  of  the  Angio-French and  the  Israeli  forces  from  Egyptian tetritory.  This  is  a  datigefous  issue because  if  there  is  ahy  attéript  to create  délay  and  certainly  if  there  is
 any  attempt  not  td  withdraw,  there is  likely  to  be  a  resumption  of  hostili-
 ties  which,  I  think,  will  bé  on  bigger scales  than  earlier.

 1  is  stated—arid  I  believe  on  fairly good  authority—that  there  has  been Some  days  ago,  pethdps,  somé  addi- tion  to  these  fotces.  One  does  not ktiow  when  sometimes  forces  aré  ex-
 chatiged,  some  are  withdfawn  and some  are  setit  and  so  Ghe  cannot  say. But,  atyhow,  it  is  a  vital  riatter  that
 Anglo-French  and  israeli  forces
 should  withdraw  frorn  the  area  they
 have  cécupie  because  withoiit  that
 nothing  else  catt  Be  got  goitig  ahd  ss
 long  as  they  rémain,  thére  Will  be é6nstant  feat  of  hostilities  Dbetry teamed.
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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  uprising
 which  took  place  there  after  demons-
 trations  etc.  developed,  after  coming
 into  conflict  with  the  Soviet  forces
 there.  The  Soviet  Forces  were  with-
 drawn  from  Budapest  and  .a  state-
 ment  was  issued  on  the  30th  October,
 embodying  the  Soviet  policy  in  regard
 to  these  countries,  which  stated  that
 they  would  withdraw  their  forces
 after  consulting  the  Warsaw  Powers
 and  so  on  and  so  forth.

 It  is  a  fact,  I  think,  that  they  were
 withdrawn.  But,  very  soon  after,
 other  events  occurred  in  Budapest—
 and  this  matter  is  not  quite  clear—I
 think  not  in  Budapest  but  in  Hungary
 and  within  3  or  4  days  the  Soviet
 forces  returned  and  in  far  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—if  I
 may  use  that  word—a  bona  fide  with-
 drawal.  at  all  Others  think  that
 something  happened  in  the  course  of
 those  two  er  three  days  which  made
 the  Soviét  Government  change  its
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 or  any  major  power,  all  these  separate
 questions  are  weighed  presumably  in
 the  light  of  other’  international
 developments  and  with  the  possibili-
 ty  of  8  bigger  fiare-up.  That  is
 always  in  their  mind.  Anyhow,  the
 fact  remains  that  the  Soviet  Forces
 came  back  and  there  was  a  major  con-
 flict  in  which  a  fairly  large  number
 of  Hungarians  suffered  as  they  fought
 very  bravely.  And,  it  is  possible  that
 the  Hungarian  Army  itself  was  on
 the  side  of  the  Hungarian  people  and
 in  the  initial  stages  the  Soviets  also
 suffered  fairly  considerably,  though,
 naturally,  in  lesser  numbers.  It  is
 not,  at  the  present  moment,  of  any
 great  importance  that  we  should  know
 the  details  of  this.  The  major  fact
 stands  out  that  the  majority  of  the
 people  of  Hungary  wanted  a  change,
 political,  economic  or  whatever  the
 changes  were,  and  actually  rose  in
 insurrection  after  demonstrations  etc.
 to  achieve  it  but  ultimately  they
 were  suppressed.

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

 Another  rather  implicit  feature  of
 the  situation,  perhaps,  more  signifi-
 cant  than  even  the  fighting  that  the
 Hungarian  people  indulged  in  is  the
 fact  that  when  fighting  stopped—it
 stopped  some  days  ago,  I  think  they
 are  not  fighting  now—certainly  in
 Budapest  not  in  Hungary—in  spite  of
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 all  this,  there  was  rather  an  extra-
 ordinary  demonstration  of  passive
 resistance.  That  is,  the  people  of
 “Budapest  refused  to  go  back  to  work,
 ‘refused  to  take  part  in  other  normal
 activities  at  ४  time  when  the  city
 -~was  suffering  very  greatly  by  the
 stoppage  of  work  during  the  period  of
 armed  conflict.  In  spite  of  all  that
 resistance  to  forces  by  fighting,  this
 wesistance  of  people  in  a  peaceful
 passive  way  seemed  to  be,  so  far  as
 I  am  concerned,  more  significant  of
 tthe  wishes  of  their  country  than  an
 armed  revolt  which  might  be  aroused
 "by  some  groups  here  and  there.

 I  wonder  how  many  of  the  _  hon.
 2Members  present  here  have  in  mind
 the  past  history  of  Hungary.  It  is  a
 rather  tragic  history  with  frequent
 attempts  to  attain  freedom,  frequently
 -suppressed.  During  the  regime  of  the
 Austro-Hungarian  Empire,  there  were
 such  attempts.  We  know  well,  nearly

 -40  years  ago,  when  we  in  this  country
 first  had  this  picture  of  non-co-opera-
 +tion  put  before  us  by  Mahatma  Gandhi
 -what  we  were  told;  and  we  really
 read  about  the  kinds  of  non-co-oopera-
 “tion  or  something  like  it  in  other  coun-
 “tries.  Among  those  countries,  more
 ‘especially  it  was  in  Hungary,  where
 somewhere  in  the  middle  of  the  19th

 -ecentury,  a  movement  of  passive  non-
 cooperation,  passive  resistance  arose ‘under  the  leadership,  I  think,  of

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

 «dates,  but  anyhow,  in  1918,  there  was
 an  upheaval  in  Hungary;  Austro-
 Hungary  was  breaking  up;  the  German

 ‘armies  had  been  there  and  they.  were
 withdrawing  and  there  was  an  up- “heaval  more  or  less  on  the  lines  of  the
 upheaval  in  Russia  at  the  time.  The
 leader  of  that  was  one  Belakuhn,  an
 associate’  of  Lenin  and  he  established
 the  Republic  of  Hungary.  That  was
 -  time  -of  intervention  by  other
 ‘foreign  countries  in  the  affairs  of  the
 :Soviet  ‘Union  after  the  Revolution.
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 The  Rumanian  Army  marched  into
 Hungary  then,  and  suppressed  this  new
 Republic  of  Hungary  and  suppressed
 it,  so  far  as  I  can  remember,  in  an
 exceedingly  ruthless  manner.  In  fact,
 it  was  not  merely  a  suppression  of  the
 Republic,  but  widespread  loot  of
 Hungary  by  these  armies.  As  a  result
 of  that  the  Republic  of  course,  ceased
 to  be  and  a  regime  was  established
 under  Admiral  Horthy,  a  kind  of  feudal
 regime;  hon.  Members  may  perhaps
 remember  that  Hungary  has  been  in
 the  19th  and  20th  centuries  one  of  the
 most  feudal  countries  in  Europe,  with
 very  large  land-holders,  with  very
 out-dated  aristocracy.  There  was
 conflict  between  the  various  groups.
 Anyhow,  Admiral  Horthy’s  regime  was
 there.  I  had  a  glimpse  in  1918  when
 I  happend  to  be  in  Budapest.  It  was
 not  a  very  satisfying  spetacle;  then

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

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

 Now,  behivii  all  these,  there  are  all
 _kinds  of  other  forcés  at  work  and
 offer  dangers.  We  want  naturally
 foreign  férees  to  be  withdrawn  from
 Heypt  as  well  as  Hungary.  Of  course
 this  question  does  not  arise  in  Egypt,
 beeausé  there  is  a  Government  fhere,
 but  in  Hungary,  it  does  arise.  The
 House  knows  that  during  the  last  year
 or  twWo,  there  had  been  eértain  currents
 ara  mofions  in  Eastern  Europe,  in  the
 Soviet  Union,  itself,  which  havé  to
 some  extent  liberalized  the  function-
 ing  of  the  regimes  there,  which  in
 Poland  went  perhaps  farther  than  in
 other  places,  and  the  same  ferment
 existed  in  all  countries,  and  the  fact
 which  has  always  to  be  borne  in  mind,
 not  only  by  us  but  by  other  countries
 was  that  if  anything  is  done  which
 comes  in  fhe  way  of  this  internal  and
 orgatiic  process  of  change,  which  may
 well  have  the  opposite  effect  to  that
 intended,  then  it  becomes  tied  up  with
 the  larger  issues  of  war  and  peace.
 What  do  we  see  behind  these  issues?
 In  the  final  analysis—fear,  fear  of  the
 Western  Powers,  of  the  atmed  might
 of  the  Soviet  Union,  fear  of  the  Soviet
 Union,  not  only  of  the  armed  might,
 even  more  so,  of  the  possible  artned
 might  of  re-armed  Germany.
 All  over  Fastern  Europe,  whether  it  is
 Poland  or  Hungaty  or  Czechoslovakia
 and  those  countries  which  hdve
 suffered  from  invasion  repeatedly
 from  the  German  side,  there  is.  this
 fear  of  an  armed  Germany;  there  may
 be  fear  from  the  Soviet  Union;  it  may
 be  a  balancing  of  fears,  but  there  is
 that  fear  and  because  of  the  fear  of
 the  Western  countries  against  the
 armed  might  of  the  Soviet  Union,
 there  came  into  existence  the  N.A.T.O.
 and  much  fater,  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
 thé  Warsaw  Treaty,  each  pretending
 ts  be  dh  assotiation  for  peaceful
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 defence  against  attack,  each  having.
 the  effect  really  of  frightening  the-
 other  party  and  making  it  more  क
 prehensive  of  danger  and,  therefore,
 helping  in  this  race  of  armaments.

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

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

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

 Now  I  should  like  to  put  before  the
 House  a  few  other  considerations,
 rather  to  look  behind  the  surface  of
 things,  into  the  deeper  changes  that
 are  coming  out,  First  of  all,  we  see
 this  brutal  exercise  of  violence  ard
 armed  might  against  weaker  coun-
 tries.  Prima  facie,  this  appears  to  be
 the  triumph  of  violence  and  armed
 might  and  this  puts  every  militarily weaker  country  in  peril,  its  indepen-
 dence  in  danger,  and  more  particu-
 larly,  every  country  in  Asia  and  Africa
 must  feel  this  danger.  That  is  so.
 But  theré  is  another  aspect  of  it  and
 that  is  this  exhibition  of  violence  and
 armed  might  has  failed  or  55  going  to
 fail.  It  has  created  great  damage,
 great  suffering  dnd  great  bitternéss but  in  the  final  analysis  it  has  failed
 or,  I  think,  is  likély  to  fail  in  achiéving
 anything.  Take  the  aggfession  of
 Egypt.  I  think  it  is  fairly  clear  that
 the  United  Kmgdom  and  France  have
 not  gained  anything  and  are  not  going
 to  gaint  anything;  they  will  lose  much.
 Apart  from  the  fact  that  Egypt  has
 suffered  t#tefnendously,  the  United
 Kirigdom  atid  Fface  Have  also  suffered,
 not  in  human  beings  so  much  although
 even  the  loss  of  human  beings  has  been
 far  more  coéfisiderable  in  the  Anglo-
 French  side  becausé  of  the  round-
 about  fight  and  the  parachute  landing etc.  Then  there  ate  the  very  heavy financial  losses  which  घाले  going  to
 continue  which  will  upset  all  these
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 couritries’  é€conomies.  It  will  affect
 the  whole  pattern  of  trade  and  every-
 thing  in  countries  like  the  United
 Kingdotn  and  France.  The  results  of
 this  adventure  in  Egypt  are  going  to
 be  very  sefious  and  probably  lasting.
 a  long  time.

 It  is  said  that  this  operation  pre-
 vented  the  Russians  from  comihg  into
 the  Middle  East.  I  confess,  1  do  not
 see  how  it  has  prevented  the  Russians
 coming  in.  It  has,  in  fact,  possibly
 opened  the  door  through  which  they
 might  come  in  future,  just  as  the
 Baghdad  Pact,  which  was  meant  to
 protect  the  Middle  East  from  the
 a  parte  or  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
 in  keeping  Russians  out  does  not  work
 at  all.  In  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  may  have  suffer-
 red  and  may  continue  to  suffer,  they are  more  to  lose  than  Egypt  has
 suffered.

 Now,  take  the  other  side—Hungary and  the  Soviet  Union.  Ttere  was  no
 immediate  aggression  there  in  the
 sense  of  something  militarily  happen-
 ing  as  there  was  in  the  case  of  Egypt. It  was  realy  a  continuihg  interven- tion  of  the  Soviet  armies  in  those  coun-
 tries  based  on  the  Warsaw  Pact.  Now I  am  not  very  much  concerned  about the  legal  iniplications  of  the  Warsaw Pact.  It  may  be  that  some  lawyers may  say  that  strictly  in  terms  of  the Warsaw  Pact  the  Soviet  army  should be  presetit  there.  But  that  is  a  very small  matter.  The  fact  is,  as  subse-
 quent  events  have  shown,  that  the Soviet  atiriies  were  thete  agairist  the wishes  of  the  Hungarian  people. That  is  clear.

 Shri  Kamath  (Hoshangabad):  A: welcome  change.
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 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehra:  Any  other
 explanation  is  not  adequate.  It  is  true
 that  the  great  force  of  the  Soviet
 Union  triumphed  in  the  military  way
 from  Budapest  to  Hungary.  But  at
 what  cost?  And  what  the  final  out-
 come  will  be,  I  do  not  know.  I  have
 no  doubt  in  my  mind,  whether  it  is
 sooner  or  later,  the  Hungarian  peo-
 ‘ple,  whe  have  demonstrated  so  vividly
 their  desire  for  having  freedom,  desire
 for  having  a  separate  identity  and
 not  being  over-shadowed  by  any  other
 country,  are  bound  to  triumph.  I  have
 mo  doubt  in  my  mind  about  that.  Of
 ecourse,  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  countries  which  are  supposed

 ‘to  be  uncommitted  countries  but  more
 in  countries  and  governments  which
 "believe  in  that  country,  European
 ‘countries  including,  if  I  may  say  so,
 the  people  of  the  Soviet  Union  itself.
 “That  is  a  much  more  precious  com-
 ‘modity—the  respect  that  a  country,
 its  Government  and  its  policy  has—
 than  anything  else,  financial  or  any that  you  may  lose.  We  see  today,
 therefore,  powerful  trends,  I  believe  in
 every  country  whether  it  is  the  Soviet
 Union  or  England  or  the  countries  of
 ‘Europe  or  America,  and  certainly  in
 Asian  and  African  countries,  trying to  understand  what  has  happend,
 trying  to  find  out  what  they  should
 ‘do  and  ina  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  net  so  quite  clear  in their  minds  as  to  whether  that  Policy 7a0  the  correct  one.  In  the  Soviet Union  it  Was  some  time  back  that  I
 said,  two  or  three  years  back,  that ‘certain.  new  trends  displayed  them- selves  and  affected  the  life  and  acti- ~vities  of  the  Soviets  Union  and  later
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 the  East  European  countries.  But
 we  have  seen  that  the  progress  made
 was  too  slow  in  the  East  European
 countries  and  they  wanted  it  to  be
 more  rapid,  and  this  created  a
 difficulty  for  the  Soviet  Union,  think-
 ing  as  they  do,  with  the  result  of  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 from  the  immediate  future,  as  I  just
 said,  I  have  no  doubt  that  forces  have
 been  set  in  motion  in  all  these  coun-
 tries  among  the  rulers  and  among  the
 common  people—in  all  these  countries
 including  the  Soviet  Union  or
 Western  European  countries  or
 elsewhere—which  make  people think  on  somewhat  different  lines.
 They  say,  I  believe,  that  they  have
 been  going  along  wrong  lines.  All  the
 system of  pacts  and  alliances,  where
 has  it  led  them?  Not  to  peace  or
 security,  but  to  trouble.  What  is  the
 position  now  of  the  Baghdad  Pact.
 You  may  talk  about  the  Baghdad  Pact, but  everybody  knows  that  the
 Baghdad  Pact  is  dead  and  it  has  abso-
 lutely  no  life  left  in  it.  What  the SEATO  alliance  is  doing  I  do  not
 know,  but  we  have  not  heard  of  it for  a  long  time—it  may  be  in  a dormant  condition.  The  Warsaw
 Treaty—we  see  the  effect  of  it  and  the reaction  to  it  in  the  East  European countries.  It  may  continue,  that  is, in  form;  it  has  lost  its  contents.

 Regarding  the  NATO  we  have  seen 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  ina sense  spiritual  crusades  against  each other.  Both  have  lost  that  spirit  of crusade.  They  have  only  become some  paper  arrangements  behind ‘which  certainly  are  the  armed  forces which  lack  on  either  side  their  quality or  the  spirit  which  perhaps  gave  them some  meaning  previously.

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

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

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

 The  difficulty  is  that  while  tech-
 nology  has  gone  up  to  hydrogen  bomb,
 our  international  relations  are  _  still
 ‘very  backward  and  have  not  caught  up
 to  that.  So  long  as  they  do  not  catch
 up,  all  these  frictions  will  continue.
 In  our  aspect  of  this  question  we  have
 these  ideas  which  people,  often  people of  great  merit  and  _  integrity,  have
 pursued  in  crusading  way—com- munism  or  other  ‘isms’.  There  is  no
 doubt  that  the  appeal  of  communism
 affected  large  numbers  of  young  men, mot  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, nevertheless  it  had  that  aspect  of
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 some  kind  of  religion  often  spread  by
 intervention.  Whether  it  was  armed
 intervention  or  other  intervention
 depended  on  circumstances.  Gradu-
 ally  that  has  become  less  and  less,
 but  it  is  there.

 The  whole  basis  not  of  the  internal
 economic  system  which  is  apparent—
 you  may  agree  with  me  or  not—but  of
 the  international  implications  of  the
 internal  economic  system  of  the  coun-
 try  is  such  as  to  cretate  apprehensions
 about  intervention  in  other  countries.
 And  we  have  seen,  in  fact,  instances,
 but  the  most  recent  instance  is  the
 fact  that  undoubtedly  the  Government
 in  Hungary  was  not  a  free  Govern-
 ment,  was  an  imposed  Government,
 and  that  the  people  of  Hungary  were
 not  satisfied.  Ever  since  the  last  war,
 ten  years  have  passed  and  more  than
 ten  years  have  passed,  and  if  in  the
 course  of  ten  years  in  Hungary  the
 people  could  not  be  converted  to  that
 Particular  theory,  it  shows  a  certain
 failure  which  is  far  greater,  which
 seems  to  me  the  failure  of  the  military
 coup.  It  -indicates  that  all  of  us, whether.  we  are  communists  or  non-
 communists  or  anti-communists,  have
 to  think  afresh.  We  talk  about  viol- ence.  The  question  of  Egypt  has  come
 up  and  the  question  of  Hungary  has come  up.  For  the  moment  it  has  put aside  other  questions,  Whether  it  is Africa  or  parts  of  Asia,  essentially there  is  no  difference,  except  that  one
 gets  used  to  evil.  A  new  evil  creates a  sudden  reaction,  while  the  old  evil we  get  used  to.  Therefore  we  have  to view  this  matter  from  this  point  of view  that  whether  the  evil  is  a  new one  or  an  old  one,  if  it  is  based  on
 violence,  if  it  is  based  on  the  suppres- sion  of  a  country  and  a  people  by armed  forces,  then  it  is  a  bad  thing  and it  has  to  be  removed,  liquidated,  be- cause  so  long  as  it  is  not  done,  it  will create  trouble  and  friction  and  Possi- bly  lead  to  war.

 Therefore,  apart  from  the  outward features  of  the  present  crisis,  there  is this  crisis  of  conscience,  a  spiritual crisis  almost  in  peoples’  minds.  IT
 hope  that  mere  strong  reactions  %e events  will  not  smother  this  spiritual
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 ctisis,  this  atteriipt  to  find  a  better
 way  of  ihternational  cooperation. That  way,  I  webld  submit,  it  has  been
 shewn  c#nnst  bé  Based  G7,  of  car-
 not  have  any  stability  if  it  is  baséd
 on  armed  forces  being  used  to  sup-
 préss-  people,  wherever  they  may  be
 and  however  they  may  exist.  Hf  that
 fact  is  accepted,  let  us  have  full  free=
 dof,  whether  it  is  a  communist
 sotiéty  or  an  anti-communist  society. If  violence  is  once  taken  away  and
 tHe  ways  of  violence  and  the  ways of  suppression,  then  everything;  all
 these  theories,  have  a  free  field.  They
 can  be  experimented  upon  and  we
 shali  learn  by  the  experienee  of
 others,  adopt  such  things  as  we  like
 and  not  adopt  things  that  we  do  not
 liké  arid  progréss  in  this  way.

 There  is  one  thing  more  before  I
 finish.  I  have  in  view  a  certain  coti-
 troversy  that  has  arisen  in  tegard  to
 India’s  voting  in  the  United  Nations
 on  a  resolution  on  Hungary.  We
 circulated  through  the  Lok  Sabha
 Secretariat  to  hon.  Members  two
 speeches  relating  to  Hurtigaty  deliver- ed  by  our  representative,  Shri
 Krishna  Menoi  on  the  8th  arid  9th
 November.  We  got  thétti  day  before
 yesterday:

 Acharya  Efifialahi  (Bhagalpur  cum
 Purnéa):  We  have  got  them  here  just now.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  I  ati
 sotty.  Anyhow,  we  got  them  day
 before  yesterday  and  it  was  yester-
 day  that  I  said  that  copies  had  to  be
 matie.  A  réading  of  these  speechts
 will  give  a  better  idea  than  any
 quotation  I  can  give.

 I  have  today  got  further  details  of
 the  votirig  dn  those  days.  I  would
 havé  #ladly  citculated  it,  but  I  got
 the  telegram  only  this  morning.  That
 resdlitidi  consists  of  nine  para-
 graphs.  I  think  some  of  you  have
 get  it.  The  first  five  paragraphs  are
 what  are  ealled  the  “preamble”;  the
 next  four  are  edlleq  “optrative”.
 Now  the  vetirig  ४  the

 nw
 not.  knewਂ  whether  hoh:  Mé€nibers
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 wilt  the  exact  figures,  or  what  India
 did.

 Preamble  1:  India  _abstained. Theré  were  sixteen  abstentioris  arid! IkGia  adbstairiéd:  Preamble  2:  India
 abstairied.

 shri  Kamath  (Hoshangabad):  May
 I  réquest  fhe  Prime  Minister  to  tel?
 us  ifi  each  Case  how  the  Arab-Asiam
 Group  téacted  and  voted.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  I  wild
 read  out.  More  or  less  it  is  the
 same,  with  slight  variations.

 In  regard  to  the  first  part  of  the
 Preamble  the  abstttitions  were
 Afghanistan,  Aijistria,  Burma,  Cam-
 bodia,  Céylon,  Egypt,  Finland,  India,
 Inidohesia,  Jordaii,  Lebanon,  Libya,
 Saudi  Arabia,  Syria,  Yemen,  Yugo-
 slavia.  With  slight  variations  this
 cehtinued,  the  abstentions  in  the
 Preamble.

 Preamble  3:  as  in
 India  abstained.

 Preamble  4:  India  apstained  with
 that  Group.

 Preamble  2;

 Preamble  5:  Ihdia  abstained  with
 the  big  Group.

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

 Operative  1:  India  abstained.
 Athafya  Hrifalani:  May  we  res-

 pettfully  request  the  Prime  Minister
 to  fédd  otit  the  operative  part.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  The  whole
 reselution?

 Wis.  Spédker:  Copies  of  the  reso-
 lution  fiave  been  circulated.  Hon.
 Mémbérs  thay  kindly  look  into  the
 resolution.

 Semé  Hon.  Meinbers:  We  have  not
 got  copies.  ्

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

 SHE  Hadiiath:  In  view  of  the  Prime
 MinistePs  eatefdticdl  statement  now,
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 gnd  also  I  believe  on  Friday,  that  the
 Government  stands  for  and  has  sup-
 ported  the  withdrawal  of  the  Russian
 forces  from  Hungary,  may  I  ask
 whether  this  abstention  from  voting on  paragraph  1  of  the  operative  part of  the  Resolution,  is  consistent  with
 Government’s  stand?

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  There  were
 four  resolutions  on  Hungary.  India
 ‘voted  in  favour  of  one  and  abstained
 from  some.  We  .must  read  it  in  the
 context.  When  India  abstained  she
 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  withdraw  its  forces.
 from  Hungary  without  any  fur-
 ther  delay.”
 ‘That  is  one.
 The  second  is—

 “Considers  that  free  elections
 should  be  held  in  Hungary  under
 U.N.  auspices  as  soon  as  law  and
 order  have  been  restored  to  en-
 able  the  people  of  Hungary  to
 determine  for  themselves’  the
 form  of  government  they  wish  to
 establish  in  their  country;”
 Here  separate  voting  took  place  on

 ‘tthe  phrase  “under  United  Nations
 auspices”.  In  this  voting,  India  voted
 against.  So  also,  apart  fram  the  other
 countries  mentioned  previously,
 Ceylon  and  Yugoslavia.  They  voted
 against  this  phrase  “under  United
 Nations  auspices”.  This  was  the  only
 thing  that  India  voted  against  in  the
 whole  resoilution—the:  phrase  “under
 United  Nations  auspices”.

 In  the  remainder  of  paragraph  2
 India  abstained  and  in  ‘paragraphs three  and  four  also  she  abstained.
 When  finally  the  resolution  was  put
 as  a  whole  with  the  phrase  ‘under
 United  Nations  auspices”.  India  voted
 against.  That  ig  the  fsetual  position.

 Acharya  Kripalani:  Who  else  voted
 against?
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 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  At  what

 Acharya  Kripalahi:  Who  else  voted against  the  whole  resolution?
 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  Apart  from a  number  of  countries  associated  with

 the  Soviets,  Yugoslavia,  India,  Poland,
 Rumania,  the  Soviet  Union,  etc.,  about
 eleven  of  them.

 Shri  Kamath:  Asian-African  Group
 abstained?

 Shri  पट  waliavial  Nehru:  That  is  all
 I  have  to  say.  I  beg  to  move  my motion.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 Mr.  Speaker:  Motion  moved:
 “That  the  present  international

 situation  and  ‘the  policy  of  the
 Government  of  India  in  relation
 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-
 tionai  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
 -  result  of  the  Anglo-French  aggres-
 sion  in  Egypt,  there  has  been  unpre-
 cedented  unity  in  our  country  in  sup-
 port  of  Egypt.  That  unity  revealed
 that,  despite  many  differences  amongst
 us  on  many  issues,  we  stood  together
 im  our  love  for  peace,  freedom  and
 human  dignity.  That  unity  has  got
 to  be  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  unity,  because,
 while  we  all  feel  the  same  way  about
 ‘events  in  Egypt,  even.among  the  free-
 dom  loving  forees  differences  exist  on

 ‘the  assessment  of  what  has  taken
 place  in  Hungary.  About  Hungary  I
 shall  speak  later.  But,  I  want  to  make
 it  clear  at  the  outset  that  our  party
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 shared  the  deep  distress  expressed  by the  Prime  Minister  about  the  events
 that  have  taken  place  there.  Our
 heart  goes  out  to  the  Hungarian  peo-
 ple  who  have  suffered  heavily  during
 the  last  few  weeks.

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

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

 All  those  who  value  human  free-
 dom  and  desire  human  progress
 rejoice  in  these  developments.  But
 these  are  precisely  the  developments


