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Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to revise and extend my remarks
in the Appendix of the REcorp, I wish
to insert the following declaration re-
garding the Hungarian problem which
has been signed by several leading Hun-
garian associations in this country:
SPEAKING FOR THE SILENCED, TORTURED, AND

ENSLAVED HUNGARIAN NATION

Recalling that on February 10, 1947, the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, together
with the Allled and Associated Powers,
“agreed to declare the cessation of the state
of war’ with Hungary and for this purpose
concluded a treaty of peace which was “to
forim the-basis of friendly relations between
them,” (see preamble of the Hungaria.n Peace
Treaty)
' Notmg that the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, an original member of the United
Nations, has assumed the solemn obligation
to refrain in her *“international relations
from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence
of any state, or in any other manner in-
consistent with the purposes of the United
Nations” (Charter of the United. Nations,
art. 2, point 4.);

Noting further that it is an expressed
purpose of the United Nations “to develop
friendly relations among nations based on
reecpect for the principle of equal rights
and self-determination of peoples” (Charter
of the U. N, art. 1, point 2), and for these
ends “to practice tolerance and live together
In peace with one another as good nelgh-
bors,” (preamble of the U. N, Charter);

Pointing finally to the wartime and post-
wartime agreements concluded by two West-
ern great powers with the Soviet Union by
which Hungary, among other states, was
promised undisturbed exercise of her in-
alienable right to choose by free and unfet-
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tered electlons a government under which
she wanted to live; we herewith solemnly
declare: .

1. The Soviet Union is guilty of aggreesion
agalnst the independence of Hungary and
of armed Intervention in her internal affairs,
as well as of massacre, hanging, deportation,
mass arrest and various other crimes and
atrocities committed agalnst the Hungarian
civilian population.

2. Since October 25, 1956, there exists a
state of war between the Soviet Union and
‘the Hungarian Nation brought about by the
Soviet Union’s breach of peace within the
meaning of article 39 of the United Nations
Charter. ;

3. Peaceful attempts at halting the an-
nihilation of the Hungarlan Nation by the
Boviets havlng proved futile, we herewith
accept the Soviet challenge.” We pledge our-
'selves to carry on all the dutles and claim
for Hungary all the rights deriving from the
‘state of war existing between the Soviet
Union and the Hungarian Nation. We will
‘continue our fight until. the criminal Soviet
‘invaders have been ousted: from the soil of
Hungary. ‘ 2y

We appeal to all free nations and to decent
people all over the world to join in this
struggle imposed on us by the Soviets for
the restoration of peace and decency. Help
us to save from extinction the brave Hun-
ga.rian Ppeople who are sacrificing themselves
‘for our common ideals,

Concerning the Hungarian tu-agedy, the
following relevant facts should be noted:

(a) The United States Mission to the
United Nations released to the press on May
2, 1957, a letter by Ambassador Lodge to Mr.
Hammarskjold transmitting a United States
report to the Special United Nations Com-
mittee on the problem of Hungary and giv-
ing United States observations on develop-
ments in Hungary from October 23, 1956, to
February 20, 1957. This report qualified the
Soviet intervention in Hungary as an out-
Tight military attack opposed by the Hun-
garian people (point 7)., The methods used
by the Soviet forces to crush the independ-
ence of Hungary were those used in war,
They included direct military action, with
attendant slaughter and physical destruc-
tlon, mass arrests, deportations of Hun-
garian citizens to the U, 8. S. R, and elab-
orate efforts to deceive the Hungarians and
the world by fraudulent negotiations. * = *

‘paratively small neighbor indeed.

States Government,

‘This military action involved conflict be-
‘tween the armed forces of one nation—in
‘overwhelming

superiority * * * and the
pecple of another natlon, pecple poorly
armed-and organized, but effectively united
against the enemy (point 8), The Soviet
intervention was imperialist by definition
for a national opposition movement was

crushed by forcign armed forces and a pup-

pet government installed which represented
the interests of the alien occupying power
rather than those of the people (point 8,
The present regime was installed by and
continues to exist and to function solely be=

cause of the continued presence of Soviet

armed forces (point 9). In conclusion the

report remarks*that the methods that So-

viet communism used to suppress Hungarian
independence were monstrous in the ex-
treme. | |

The United States’ report thus leaves no

‘doubt that the Soviet Unlon is guilty of

armed aggression against Hungary, a com-
' The' So-
viets committed; and are committing, acts
of war In order to prevent the Hungarlan

‘people from establishing a government of

their own ‘choosing and in order to keep
the Hungarian people in bondage.

(b) According to the Soviet Union’s own
legal interpretation, the Soviet armed inter-
vention in Hungary has to be condemned in
the same way as has been done by the United
In 19533, the Soviet
Union submitted to the United Nations its
“definition of aggression,’” article 1 of which
stipulates that the invasion by forces of
another State “without the permission of the
government of the latter,” is aggression,
The Soviet definition even goes further for it
provides in article 6 that no *“revolutionary
and counter-revolutionary movement, ecivil
war, disorders or strikes” and no desire “to
maintain in a state any political, economige,
or soclal system” can be used as justifica-
tion for a foreign military intervention,

(¢) The Warsaw Pact of May 14, 1955, did
not authorize Soviet military interyvention
in Hungary either, and cannot exonerate the
Soviets. Article 4 of the Warsaw Pact allows
the stationing of Soviet troops in Hungary,
but only “by agreement among the states in
accordance with the requirements of their
mutual defense.” The same pact provides
that the term “mutual defense” will only
apply to an armed attack by another state.
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There is no loophole left in the Warsaw Pact
which could justify or excuse the Soviet
aggression in Hungary.

~ (d) Since October 25, 1958, a state of war
exists between the Union of Soviet Soclalist
Republlos and Hungary. From that day on,
Soviet aggression cannot be explained away
any more with a request for ald by the pre-
vious Hegedus-Gerd government, On Octo-
ber 24, Imre Nagy became the new Premier
of Hungary and on October 25 he expressly
asked for the withdrawal of Soviet troops.
On the same day and for that purpose the
Soviet government actually entered into ne-
gotiations with Imre Nagy's government.
It 15 also a fact that on October 238 the
Soviets agreed to withdraw their troops from
Budapest, latest by October 31.

The International Commission of Jurists
issued on November 16, 1936, at its head-
quarters at the Hague a paper on “Hungary
and the Soviet Definitlon of Aggression.”
The paper states (point 3/f) “that the Soviet
government committed and continues fo
commit clear acts of aggression against the
Hungarian government, according to its own
definition of aggression.” In point 4, the
paper adds that “in the illegal detention of
the Hungarian représpnt.a.tlves sent to nego-
tiate with the Soviet mlilitary authorities on
November 3, in the forcible overthrow of
the Nagy government and in the settlng up
of the Kadar regime, the Soviet government
is self-condemned of ‘indirect aggression."”
The final conclusion (point 5) is the follow-
ing: “The Soviet intervention in Hungary
therefore is ‘direct’ and ‘indirect’ aggression
_a.ccording to its own definition.”

(e) The official record of the United Na-
tions shows that on November 1, and again
on November 2, the United Nations received
communications from -Imre Nagy, at that
time Prime Minister of Hungary, which left
no doubt concerning the Government’s firm
stand against the presence of the Red army
in Hungary. The first communication stated
that the Hunga.ria.n Government on that
day had demanded of the Soviet Ambassador
An Budapest the withdrawal of the Red
army from Hungary: that the neutrality of
Hungary has been declared; and that the
Government asked the United Nations for
help In maintaining Hungary's neutrality.
The second communication, dated on No-
vember 2, informed the United Nations that
large new Soviet military units were cross-
ing the border and marching toward Buda-
pest. On November 8, Zoltan Tildy, the new-
ly appointed Minister of State, correctly in-
formed the forelgn correspondents in Buda-
pest that the Imre Nagy “Government de-
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clared on its very first day that it cancelled
the request of the preceding government and
asked for the immediate withdrawal of the

Soviet troops then involved in our (Hun=

garian) internal affairs.” This request re-
moved all legal and political foundations
for the interference of Soviet troops. With-
out the slightest provocation on the part of
the Hungarian troops which had orders not
to shoot at the Russians, next morning (No-
vember 4) at 4.20 a. m. Premier Imre Nagy
pathetically announced over the radio Free
Kossuth: “Attention, today at daybreak
Soviet troops attacked our capital with the
obvious intention of overthrowlng the legal
democratic Hungarian . Government. Our
troops are in combat. The Government is
at its post. I notify the people of,_our coun-
try and the entire world of this fact.” With
tanks, paratroops, airplanes, and incendi-
ary bombs the Soviets put into effect the
wholesale massacre of a Ppeaceful ‘people. ,

(f) Although. refraining Irom effective
action which could have prevem_'..ed or, at
least, ended the Soviet war .waged against
Hungary, the United Natlons verbal con-
demnation of the Soviets expressed in 11
resolutions between November 4, 1956 and
January 10, 1957, qualified .“the interven-
tion of Soviet military forces in Hungary” as
“armed attack on the people of Hungary”
and as “armed intervention in the internal
affairs of Hungary” (Resolution 1004, ES-II).
Another United Nations resolution (1005,
ES-II) states that “the repression under-
taken by the Soviet forces In Hungary con-
stitutes a violation of the Charter of the
United Nations &nd of the peace treaty be-
tween Hungary and the allled and assoclated-
powers.”. .Resolution 1006, ES-IL ‘“‘calls upon
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republicq to
cease immediately actions against the -.I-Iun-
garian population which are in violation of
the accepted standard and principles of in-
ternational law, justice and morality.” Res-
olution A/Res/407 referring to received in-
formation “that the Soviet army of occu-
pation in Hungary is forcibly deporting
Hungarian men, women, and children from
thelr homes to places outside Hungary,” re-
calls “the principles of the Charter of the
United Natlons, In particular the principle
embodied in article 2, paragraph 4, the ob-
ligations assumed by all member states un-
der article 55 and 56 of the Charter, the
principles of the convention on the preven-
tion and punishment of the crime of geno-
cide, in particular article II (c) and (e), to
‘which Hungary and the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics are parties, and the treaty
of peace with Hungary, in particular the
provision of article 2.”

Resolution A/Res/413 notes “with deep
concern that the Government of the Union
of Soviet Soclalist Republics has failed to
comply with the provisions of the United
Nations resolutions calling upon it to de-
sist from its intervention in the internal
affairs of Hungary, to cease its deportations

‘of Hungarian citizens and to return prompt-

ly to their homes those it has already de-

ported, to withdraw its armed forces from

Hungary and to cease its repression of the

Hungarian people.” Resolution A/Res/424

“l. declares that, by using its armed force

against the Huhgarian people, the Govern-

ment of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics is violating thie political independence
of Hungary.” -

The United Nations in its 11 recolutions
has branded the Soviet Union’s intervention
in Hungary as a breach of the peace and an
act of aggression. There exists, in the
sense of the United Nations resolutions, an
undeclared state of war between the Soviet
Union and the Hungarian nation.
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L. Csanady, Vice President, Hungarian
Rural Association; Rey. Alexander St.-
Ivany, S. T. M., D. D., President,
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