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cars in trains with Soviet crews. The dis-
placement of a nation and its replanting by
Soviet communist indoctrinated nationals
once again becomes the order of the day.

Russia and her satellites categorically deny
such deportations. Yet in spite of two re-
solutions of the general assembly passed by
overwhelming majorities the present Hun-
garian government and the Soviet refuse to
permit the secretary general of the United
Nations or his representatives entry into
Hungary to verify the facts. If what Russia
says is true, what has she to fear by the
entry of a United Nations observer?

Even the Polish and Yugoslav governments
have refused to support the Soviet opposition
to United Nations observers in Hungary. The
failure of Poland to vote for the Russian
stand is particularly significant in view of
the fact that this is the first time in the history
of the United Nations that Poland has failed
to support Russia with her vote.

World opinion was expressed in the United
Nations when the assembly by a vote of 55
members out of 79 with abstentions called
for a withdrawal of Russian troops from
Hungary, for a stop to deportations and for
the furnishing of aid and relief to refugees.
Russia not only refused to accept the resolu-
tion but moved an amendment which would
have required all nations to return refugees
to Hungary where no doubt swift Soviet
justice would have been their lot.

The heroic people of Hungary have paid
and are paying a terrible price in their fight
for freedom. They have however shown the
free world what the Soviet interpretation of
the words “peaceful coexistence”, so freely
used by them in recent months, actually
mean in the Soviet mind. Obviously one can
only coexist peacefully if one accepts the
dictates of the Soviet from Moscow and
accepts Soviet dictatorship. Hungary has
found this out to her sorrow.

We of the free world who have the price-
less freedom for which so many Hungarian
patriots have so recently died because of
their courage and their struggle for the
principle we value so highly owe a debt to
these people which we must acknowledge
by pressing in every forum of world opinion
the battle for Hungarian freedom, by using
every political and economic weapon against
the Soviet oppressor, and by providing relief
and asylum to the tens of thousands of
refugees who have escaped.

I am sure the hon. members of this house
will agree with me when I say that Austria
deserves the warm-hearted commendation of
the people of Canada for the charitable man-
ner in which she has taken to her these
unfortunate refugees. Austria was indeed
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fortunate when at the termination of hostil-
ities following the last world war she was
occupied by the four powers. As a result
of this occupation democratic free elections
were held in Austria, she gained her inde-
pendence and has since fortunately been able
to maintain her neutrality. Austria has
become the haven for refugees from almost
all parts of central Europe, particularly of
peoples fleeing Soviet oppression. She is
not a large or over-wealthy country, yet she
has not closed her borders to anyone and
in the flight from Hungary alone, as I have
said before, she has accepted over 70,000
refugees. In addition to these recent refugees
she has within her borders roughly 120,000
other refugees. The situation in Austria is
becoming very critical. I am pleased to see
that in the speech from the throne this matter
is also to be considered by this House of
Commons.

In conclusion I have the honour and take
pleasure in seconding the motion of the hon.
member for Rimouski (Mr. Legare).

Hon. W. Earl Rowe (Acting Leader of the
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted
to congratulate the hon. member for Rimous-
ki (Mr. Legare) and the hon. member for
Springfield (Mr. Weselak) who have just
moved and seconded the adoption of the
address in reply to the speech from the
throne. They have spoken rather briefly and
despite their eloquence have not offered
much by way of clarification of the confusion
and uncertainty which seems to hang over
the Canadian people as to this country’s posi-
tion in the United Nations and our contribu-
tions in the Near East.

I know that the people of this country and
hon. members of this house, especially mem-
bers of Her Majesty’s loyal opposition, were
shocked over the last week end on two
different counts. The first was the strange
attitude taken by the TUnited States of
America in the United Nations when despite
the rather vigorous attitude "of Canada’s
representatives the week before we had the
almost embarrassing silence on Saturday night
in connection with the issue then before the
United Nations. As has been mentioned by
the hon. member for Springfield (Mr. Wese-
lak), some of the British and French troops
have been moved from the Near East, but I
understood that when the cease-fire agree-
ment was concluded the one main and funda-
mental condition of that agreement was that
there was to be an effective police force in
the Near East before the British and French
troops would move. Yet now they are asked
to move forthwith. As Hon. Solon Low has
said—

Some hon. Members: Oh, oh!



