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PERMANENT MISSION OF INDIA TO THE UNITED NATIONS
PUBLIC RELATIONS SECTION

CONFERENCE OF NON-ALIGNED NATIONS AT BELGRADE
TEXT OF PRIME MINTSTER NEHRU'S SPEECH

Following is the text of the speech delivered by Prime Minister
Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru at the plenary session of the conference of non-aligned
nations at Belgrade on September 2, 1961:

Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Delegateg:

Standing here before this distinguished assembly I feel moved.
b think‘of past decades and I see many faces of old comrades and friends who
devoted most of their life in the struggle for freedom, and many of them
succeeded and many of them have passed away. I see younger faces too

representing their peoples, heads of newly free countries and I see this great

movement of freedom from colonial domination led by many of the distinguished

delegates here going forward and meeting with success; indeed, proving that
in so far as any historical perspective is concerned, the era of classic
colonialism is gone and is dead, though, of course, it survives and gives a
lot of trouble yet; but essentially it is over.

I think it was a happy and wise thought of the sponsors of this
conference to have convened it and it has turned out to be even happier thought
because of subsequent developments. I am glad that we are meeting here in
this pleasant and friendly city of Belgrade and more specially under the
auspices of the Government and especially, the leader, President Tito, of
this Government and its people.

I said that it has become an even more important thing that we
meet today; it would have been important in any event but it has become more
important because of the developments of the last two or three months when
strange things have happened in the world and have suddenly drawn our attention

to an abyss stretching out before us and below us. I think that the attention




that this conference has attracted in the world it would have attracted anyhow;
but the attention is much more today because we meet at this particular crisis
in human destiny.

People all over the world are vastly interested to know what we
think about this crisis, where our thoughts or actions are going to lead us,
what advice we give, what pressures we may exercise in solving this crisis.

It is well to remember this because today every thing, what we have contended
against and what we are continuing to struggle against - imperialism, colonialism
- things which are very important and to which reference has been made repeatedly
here, all these things are somewhat over-shadowed by this crisis. For, if waxr
comes, all else for the moment goes. Therefore, it becomes inevitable for us

and not only to pay attention to
to pay attention to/but to make sure that the dominant note of our thinking

and action and what we say and put down is this crisis that confronts humanity.

People expect us to do this. BEven great powers also watsh us and listen to us

and are watching for what we shall do, and I am quite sure that vast numbers
the

of individuals in every country are thinking of this even more than of/normal

subjects that rightly occupy our attention.

NON-ALIGNENT

We call ourselves a conference of non-aligned countries. Now,
the word non-aligned may be differently interpreted, but basically it was used
and coined almost with the meaning non-aligned with great power blocs of the
world. Non-aligned has a negative meaning, but if you give it a positive
connotation it means nations which object to this lining-up for war purposes,
military blocs, military alliances and the like. Therefore, we keep away
from this and we want to throw our weight, such as it is, in favour of peace.

In effect, therefore, when there is crisis involving the possibility of war,
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the very fact that we are unaligned should stir us to actions, should stir us

to thought, should stir us to feel that now more than ever it is up to us to

do whatever we can to prevent such a calamity coming down upon us. So, from
every point of view and from the point of view of our inception and being

as modern nations, this problem is dominatly before us. I lay stress on this
because since we are engaged with many other difficult problems which face us as
a whole, which face us as individual countries - for all of us have problems -

it is a little dangerous with this particular crisis that we might really repeat,

I say so with all respect, all other problems we have before us and put this

major problem in the background. That I think would be little short of a

tragedy because we would have failed in our purpose, we would have failed to
meet the demands made by humanity on us today when it is facing this crisis.

And they will say: "es, what they say is good, we apree. Now, does it save

us now today from the crisis that is the immediate problem? If this does not
saveé and war comes what food will their long speeches and declarationshave done?"

That will be the answer of humanity.

WAR AND PEACE

I therefore, submit that we must look at things in the proper
perspective today. First things must come first and nothing is more important
or has more priority than this world situation of war and peace. Everything
else, however vital to us - and other things are vital to us - has a secondary
place. If in this crisis something we do, some action of ours or some words
of ours help to some extent to resolve a problem, to remove fear of war, then we
have justified ourselves and strengthened ourselves in order to meet all other
problems that face us. On the other hand, if we cannot face this matter
straightforwardly and clearly in our own minds, then somehow we fail mankind in

this crisis; we give no lead. Of course, we stand for anti-colonialism, anti-
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imperialism, anti-racialism and all that. All our lives, of most of us present
here, have been spent in that and we shall continue the struggle: Nevertheless,
the point arises at this particular crisis as to what we are going to do.

Pass long resolutions and make brave declarations? That is easy enough; we

have dene it before and we can de it teday toe; but what else can we do to

meet the crisis because the problem of war and peace has intimate relation to

all those other matters we stand for. It is war or fear of war that has ded

to cold war,it is cold war which has resulted and is resulting in old imperialism
and colonialism hanging on wherever these exist because to them it is
advantageous.

So what I wish, with all respect, tc place before this assembly,
is this: That we must make first things first and the first thing today is
this fear of war because ever since last war there have been many ups and
downs, many crisss, many dangerous situations, that have come up. We have got
over them somehow or other but the present situation is by far the most
dangerous that has arisen in the last fifteen years or so since the last war
ended.

It has become commonplace for people in every country to refer to
the dangers of modern nuclear warfare. ALlthough we talk about it, I am not so
sure that even those whe talk about it fully end emotionally realise what this
meansg. We talk about destruction of civilization, destruction of humanity,

destruction of human race, if nuclear war comes. Well, if this is so, something

much more is required, some greater effort, some greater attempt on our part

to do what we can to avoid it. I know that the key to the situation does not
lie in the hands of this conference or in those of other congresses or
conferenees. The key to the situation today lies essentially in the hands of the

two great powers - the United States of America and the Soviet Union. Never-
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theless, I think that this conference or rather countries that are represented
in this conference are not so helpless that they can look on while the world
is destroyed and war is declared. I think we can make a difference - possibly
we can, I cannot guarantee it - and if so, we should try our utmost to do it
and not talk about other subjects even though they are important subjects,
while the world goes to its doom. That thing I would beg this assembly to
remember. I would beg that in whatever declaration it may make, this should
be put foremost and topmost to show that it is the main thing, that other
things may be very important but they are secondary. If this is done it will
undoubtedly create a far greater impression than would a mere record of various
other problems that face us, although they are very important problems. I do
not deny this and we should act accordingly but there is time and place to press
any subject and today the time and place and occasion are here to take up this
question of war and peace and make it our own and show to the world that we
stand for peace and that, so far as we can, we shall fight for it - not fight
in the sense of guns, but struggle for it in ways open to us. I would like to
lay stress on this right at the biginning of the few words that I wish to say
e

to this @ssembly because while on/one hand I see the power of nations assembled

here which is not military power, which is not economic power, but which,

nevertheless, is power, call it moral force, call it what you will, — it does

make difference obviously what we in our combined wisdom feel and think and
what we are prepared to do: on the other hand,a fear creeps in upon my mind
that we may not be able to get out of the rut of meeting together, passing
long resolutions and making brave declarations and then going home, allowing
the world to drift to disaster. That itself will be a tragedy when so much
is expected by our people, people whom we represent here and indeed by so

many people outside in other countries who may not be represented here but




who are looking up to us.

It is a strange thing that some few years ago six, seven or
eight if you like - this business of non-alignment was a rare phenomenon. Few
countries here and there asked about it and other countries rather made fun
of it or at any rate did not take it seriously. Non-alignment? What is this?
You must be on this side or that side, that was the argument. Well, that
argument is dead today; nobody dare say that, because the whole course of the
history of the last few years has shown a growing opinion spread of this
conception of non-alignment. Vhy is that so? Because it was in tune with the
course of events; it was in tune with the thinking of vast numbers of people
whether the country concerned was non-aligned or not; it was in tune with it
because they hungered passionately for peace and did not like this massing up
of vast armies and nuclear bombs on either side. Therefore, their minds
turned to those countries who refused to line up with these people. Maybe,
some of us did not approach this question with frank minds, this question of

war and peace and whatever lies behind this cold war. UWe had our opinions,

we had our inclinations but essentially we were against this business of cold

war and all that it implied and massing up of weapons and bombs etc. We

talked, everybody talked and still talks about disarmament. As my friend and
colleague, President Nkrumah, has s&id disarmament is the most vital thing.

I entirely agree with him. The fact is that while we have talked about
disarmament theworld has gone on arming more and more. What does all this mean?
There is something wrong. Some gap between our thinking and the action the
world tekes. The basic fact is that the world which has talked of disarmament
month after month, year after year, has been arming more and more and it has
arrived almost at the final stage when either it disarms or it bursts, There

is no choice left today and in this field of manoeuvering the choice is
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getting more and more limited. When each party digs in its toes to particular

positions, when each great country, even smaller countries, feel their national

honour is involved, it is difficult to move them. When big countries feel that

their national honour is involved they risk war, whatever the consequences.

That is what we are getting to. It is possible when these rigid attitudes

are taken that indication from this conference and all those whom it represents,
they are many, and they count in great parts of the world - a positive indication
might have some slight‘effect on these great protagonists who, with their nuclear
bombs, threaten each other and incidentally threaten all of us because it is

now known very well that the effects of war will not be confined to those great
powers or their lives but that other countries which are not in war will also
suffer.

Presumably, if war comes, countries represented here will not rush
into war, they will remain apart. But what good will it do them to remain
apart when they will suffer from it and when the whole world will suffer?
Therefore, we have arrived at a position today where there is no choice. Vell,
to say there is no choice between war and peace sounds rather fatuous. I put
it this way: there is no choice left between negotiaticns for peace or war.

If people refuse to negotiate, they must inevitably go to war. There is no
choice. They must negotiate and I am amazed and surprised that rigid, proud
attitudes are taken up by great countries all being too high and mighty to
negotiate for peace. I submit with all humility to them and to others that
this is not the right attitude because it is not their pride that is involved
in it but the future of the human race. I cannot - and I rather doubt if even
this assembly can go into these matters and sugrest you must negotiate on
these lines or you must come to terms on these lines. I do not think that

is possible for us or suitable. We may have our ideas and when time comes
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Wwe may even say sq but our indicating these are the lines for your settlement

for negotiation instead of helping may hinder, because we are dealing with
proud nations and they may react wrongly. Therefore, we cannot really lay

down any terms on which they should negotiate. But it is our duty to say that
they must negotiate and any party that does not do so does tremendous injury to
the human race. I am not talking about basic agreements between rival ideas,
rival ideologies and rival attempts to increase the power of a nation. I do
not think that by one stroke ycu can solve all these problems or that anybody
can. But at the present juncture one has to see how to lessen these tensionms,
how at least to remove some of the obstructions to peace, how at least to

prevent war coming. If that is done, then other steps will naturally follow.

(more)
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DISARMAMENT

I believe firmly that the cnlv pcssible way ultimately tc sclve
these prcblems cr many ¢f them is hy cemplete disarmament. TYet, it wculd be
absurd fcr me tc sav "in the next week ¢r menth decide ¢n ccmplete disarmament"
because it is nct a practicable prepesiticn. Tecday the situaticn is such that
their fears frcm each ¢ ther are leading them tcwards greater armaments all the
time whether —cu lcck at cne side cr the cther. Therefcre, althcugh 1 ccnsider
disarmament an absc lute necessitv for peace ¢ f the werld in future - I think
that withcut disarmament these difficulties, fears and cenflicts will centinue -
nevertheless cne camnct expnect suddenly because this ccnference wants U
disarmament tc¢ appear (n the scene in full pancplv. We shculd lay stress cn
disarmament cf ccurse. but fcr the present mcment the (nly thing that we can dc
is tc lay stress cn the fact cf negctiaticns with a view tc getting cver these
present fears and dangers. If that is dcne, the next and third step fcllcws apd

may be taken.

BERLIN ISSUE

I weuld venture tc¢ sav that it is nct fcr us even tc lav dewn what
shculd be dene in regard tc Germany cr Berlin which are the immediate causes cf

this present tensicn. There arce scme things that seem tc me cbvicus. Fer
instance. - cthers have referred tc it tcc - it seems +¢ me chvicus that

should be recognised. The facts of life
certain facts c¢f 1ife/are first that there are twc independent entities, pcwers,

ccuntries: the Government «f West Germanv (the Federal Rerublic cf German~) and

the Government rf Tast Germanw (the German Demccratic Pecple's Repuhlic).
That ig a fact ¢f life' it is nct a matter ¢f my cr anrne else liking cr
disliking it: it is a fact that has tc be reccgnized. If veu ignere facts of
1ife and facts ¢f ccntempcrar pclitics that means that ycu are igncring scme-

thing which will lead ycu tc wrcng results. The seccnd thing (I am expressing




mv cwn cpinicn fer the mcment) is that as things are, we find this great city
cf Berlin divided hv what might he called an internaticnal frcntier. It is a
very awkward situaticn but there it is. But anvhcw West Berlin is very clcsely
allied t« Western Germanv, tc western ccuntries and thew have had these rcutes
cf access tc them, and I am glad that Mr. Khrushchev himself has indicated that,
that access will nct be limited; it will be cpen tc them as it is new. Ncw,

if that is made perfectly clear and guaranteed bv all cencerned, I shculd
imagine that cne ¢f the majcr fears and majcr causes ¢f cenflict will be re-
mcved. I am merely putting this ferward tc indicate hcw scme cf the big

things that are trcubling pecple are capable ¢f scluticn withcut sclving the

entire prcblem. If scme things are understccd and agreed tc definitely,

immediately the fear ¢f war in the near future disappears. Other things can

be ccnsidered later. Sc 1 venture tec say that the mest impcrtant thing for the
werld tcday is fer these great pcwers directl: cecncerned te meet tegether and
negctiate with the will tc peace and nct tc stand tcc much cn their respective
prestige end I think that if this ccnference thrcws its weight cn that, as 1 am
sure it muet be prepared tc de, it will be a pcsitive step which we take tc
help.

UNITED NATICNS

Take again the United Naticns. As favr as I remember, when the
United Naticns was fcrmed c¢ne of its early articles said it was fcrmed tc save
succeeding generaticns frcm the sccurge ¢f war. That was the main purpcse cf
the United Naticns - tc save humanity frcm the sccurge cf war. Here is a
situaticn arising which threatens war very definitelv. What will the United
Naticns dc abcut it? I remember I was in Geneva in 1938 in summer cr autumn

and the League ¢f Naticns was meeting there when the whcele of Eurcpe was tense




who are looking up to us.

It is a strange thing that some few years ago six, seven or
eight if you like - this business of non-alignment was a rare phenomenon. Few
countries here and there asked about it and other countries rather made fun
of it or at any rate did not take it seriously. Non-alirnment? What is this?
You must be on this side or that side, that was the argument, Well, that
argument is dead today; nobody dare say that, because the whole course of the

history of the last few years has shown a growing opinion spread of this

conception of non-alignment. Vhy is that so? Because it was in tune with the

course of events; it was in tune with the thinking of vast numbers of people
whether the country concerned was non-aligned or not; it was in tune with it
because they hungered passionately for peace and did not like this massing up
of vast armies and nuclear bombs on either side. Therefore, their minds
turned to those countries who refused to line up with these people. Maybe,
some of us did not approach this question with frank minds, this question of
war and peace and whatever lies behind this cold war. We had our opinions,

we had our inclinations but essentially we were against this business of cold
war and all that it implied and massing up of weapons and bombs ete. Ve
talked, everybody talked and still talks about disarmement. As my friend and
colleague, President Nkrumah, has seéid disarmament is the most vital thing.

I entirely agree with him. The fact is that while we have talked about
disarmament theworld has gone on arming more and more. What does all this mean?
There is something wrong. Some gap between our thinking and the action the
world takes. The basic fact is that the world which has talked of disarmament
month after month, year after year, has been arming more and more and it has
arrived almost at the final stage when either it disarms or it bursts. There

is no choice left today and in this field of manoeuvering the choice is
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getting more and more limited. When each party digs in its toes to particular
positions, when each great country, even smaller countries, feel their national
honour is involved, it is difficult to move them. When big countries feel that
their national honour is involved they risk war, whatever the consequences.

That is what we are getting to. It is possible when these rigid attitudes

are taken that indication from this conference and all those whom it represents,
they are many, and they count in great parts of the world - a positive indication
might have some slight effect on these great protagonists who, with their nuclear
bombs, threaten each other and incidentally threaten all of us because it is

now known very well that the effects of war will not be confined to those great
powers or their lives but that other countries which are not in war will also
suffer.

Presumably, if war comes, countries represented here will not rush
into war, they will remain apart. But what good will it do them to remain
apart when they will suffer from it and when the whole world will suffer?
Therefore, we have arrived at a position today where there is no choice. Vell,
to say there is no choice between wer and peace sounds rather fatuous. I put
it this way: there is no choice left between negotiaticns for peace or war.

If people refuse to negotiate, they must inevitably go to war. There is no
choice. They must negotiate and I am amazed and surprised that rigid, proud
attitudes are taken up by great countries all being too high and mighty to
negotiate for peace. I submit with all humility to them and to others that
this is not the right attitude because it is not their pride that is involved
in it but the future of the human race. I cannot - and I rather doubt if even
this assembly can go into these matters and sugrest you must negotiate on

these lines or you must come to terms on these lines. I do not think that

is possible for us or suitable. We may have our ideas and when time comes
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we may even say sq but our indicating these are the lines for your settlement

for negotiation instead of helping may hinder, because we are dealing with
proud nations and they may react wrongly. Therefore, we cannot really lay

down any terms on which they should negotiate. But it is our duty to say that
they must negotiate and any party that does not do so does tremendous injury to
the human race. I am not talking about basic agreements between rival ideas,
rival ideologies =nd rival attempts to increase the power of a nation. I do
not think that by one stroke yocu can solve all these problems or that anybody
can. But at the present juncture one has to see how to lessen these tensions,
how at least to remove some of the obstructicns to peace, how at least to

prevent war coming. If that is done, then other steps will naturally follow.

(more)
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DISARMAMENT

I believe firmly that the cnly pcssible way ultimately te sclve
these prcblems cr many cf them is by ccmplete disarmament. Yet, it wculd be
absurd fcr me tc sav "in the next week ¢r menth decide cn cemplete disarmament!
because it is nct a practicable prepesiticn.  Tedav the situaticn is such that
their fears frcm each ¢ ther are leading them tcwards greater armaments all the
time whether —cu lcck at ¢ne side cr the  ther. Therefcre, althcugh I ccnsider
disarmament an absc lute necessitw fcr beace ¢f the werld in future - I think
that withcut disarmament these difficulties, fears and ccnflicts will centinue -
nevertheless c(ne cannct expect suddenly because this ccnference wants abt,
disarmament tc appear cn the scene in full pancplvy. We shculd lav stress cn
disarmament ¢f ccurse. but fcr the present mement the (nly thing that we can dc
is tc lay stress cn the fact cf negctiaticns with a view 4« getting cver these
present.fears and dengers. If that is dcne, the next and third step fcllcws and
may bhe taken.

BERLIN ISSUER

I wculd venture tc say that it is nct fer us even tc lay dewn what
shculd be dene in regard tc Germany cr Berlin which are the immediate causes cf
this present tensicn. There are scme things that seem tc me cbvicus. Fer
instance, - cthers have referred tc it tcc - it seems +c me cbvicus that

should be recognised. The facts of life
certain facts ¢f life/are first that there are twc independent entities, powers.

ccuntries: the Government «f West Germanv (the Federal Republic ¢f Germanv) and

the Government cf Tast Germanv (the German Demccratic Pecple's Republic).
That is a fact ¢f life' it is nct a matter cf my ¢ anvene else liking cr
disliking it: it is a fact that has tc be reccgnized. 1f wcu ignere facts of
life and facts ¢f ccntempcrar oclitics that means that vcu are ignering scme-

thing which will lead wcu tc wreng results. The seccnd thing (I am expressing




mv cwn cpinicn for the mcment) is that as things are, we find this great city

cf Berlin divided hv what might he called an internaticnal frentier. It is a
very awkward situaticn but there it is. But anvhcw West Berlin is very clcselr
allied t« Western Germanv. tc western ccuntries and the+ have had these rcutes
cf access tc them, and I am glad that Mr. Khrushchev himself has indicated that,
that access will nct be limited; it will be cpen tc them as it is ncw. Ncw,

if that is made perfectly clear and guaranteed b all crncerned, I shculd
imagine that cne ¢f the majcr fears and majcr causes ¢f cenflict will be re-
mcved. I am merely putting this ferward tc indicate hcw scme cf the big

things that are trcubling pecple are capable ¢f sclubicn withcut sclving the
entire prcblem. If scme things are understcecd and agreed tc definitely,
immediately the fear ¢f war in the near future disappears. Other things can

be ccnsidered later. Sc I venture tc say that the mest impcrtant thing feor the
werld tcday is fer these great pecwers directl:' ccncerned te meet tegether and
negctiate with the will tc¢ peace and nct tc stand tcc much cn their respective
prestige and I think that if this ccnference thrcws its weight ¢n that, as I am
sure it muet be prepared tc dc., it will be a pesitive step which we take tc
help.

UNITED NATICNS

Take again the United Naticns. As far as I remember, when the
United Naticns was fcrmed c¢ne ¢f its early articles said it was fcrmed tc save
succeeding generaticns frcm the sccurge ¢f war. That was the main purpese cf
the United Naticns - tc save humanity frcm the sccurge cf war. Here is a
situaticn arising which threatens war very definitely. What will the United
Natiens dc abcut it? 1 remember I was in Geneva in 193€ in swamer cr autumn

and the League ¢f Naticns was meeting there when the whcele cf Furcpe was tense




with the fear cf war. War came a vear later, but even in 1938 it was tense
because Hitler was marching this wav and that way all cver Wurcpe. He want to
Czechcslevakia and held it and he went tc scme cther place, advancing 211 the
time. There was this fear cf war lving all cver Burcpe but the League cf

Neticns in Geneva was discussing at that time, I think, cpium traffic. Verw

nt, cpium traffic, undcubtedly, but scmething else was ncre impcrtant

than cpium traffia and that was war. War came a vear later. It was ncstucned

in 1939. Hew, I dc nct want the United Naticns te functicn as
the League cf Naticns did. I dc net think it will “ut I merelv mention this.
What can the United Naticns dc? The whcle framewcrk ¢f the United Naticns since
it was fcrmed fifteen vears age was the reccgniticn cf balance cf newer in the
werld. That is why they had certain permanent members in the Security Ceouncil,
vetcing etc. -all that hbusiness. New, cf ccurse the werld has changed since
then ccnsiderably and there are many mere members and this reouires a change
in the structure etc c¢f the United Naticns. Thet is true; nevertheless, the
United Naticns cannct easlly igncre the balance f rewer in the werld. "It has #c
keep that in view. Anyhew, the peint is that it is the duty cf the United
Naticns tc censider this matter and try its utncst te sclve it. The United

Naticns meets frem time +c time for special causes, special discussicns. I

e
T

weuld have suggested, if it was nct nesting as it is I think in abcut twe weeks
time (cr less). its neeting quickly e censider these matters, 1 am nct
suggesting the United Naticns sheuld sit dowm and censider Germany, Berlin, and
all that, Nc. I sav it shculd meet tc consider the situaticn which might lead
t¢ war and teke such steps in its united wisdem as

meeting. I shculd say cne ¢f the earliest +hi

this preblem. A1l cther preblems are seccndary: it sheuld nestpene them cr ot

them lcwer dcwn ¢n its agenda. Ncw, I feel strengls that this matter requires




cur urgent attenticn and urgent attenticn ¢f everv gcvernment and every
crganizaticn in the wertds = Since it =S¢ hapr v accident - cr that
circumstances have sc dealt with us ha in this ccnference are meeting
at this time ¢l grave crisis, we shculd seize hcld e¢f it in sc far as we can.

) S

I reccgnize that we cannct issue mandates, I think we are an impcrtant ccenfer-

ence, think we represent ccuntries wihich individually and certainly jeintly

represent scmething imncrtant and valuable in the werld and cur veice ccunts to

scme extent. That is true. At the same time, we must nct cverestimate cur cwn

impcrtance. After 11, we dc net centrel the strings ¢f the werld, nct cnly in
a military sense but in cther senses alse. I1Ff cur mandate ran it wculd be
ancush - we would issue e mandate. But we kncw that cur mandate dees nct run
all cver the place. Sc we must realize that. We must realize bcth cur actual
and cur pctential strength that we have and alsc the lack of strength that ws
have. Bcth have tc be ccausidered tcgether, then we shculd decide what te dco.
Sc¢ I am venturing tc suggest nct any snecific ccurse cf acticn bhut rather
cutleck that shculd gevern us in appreaching this prcblem; that we sheuld
meat vital and impcertant preblem of the de and everything
being seccndary, hcwever impcrtant it is. We can deal with cther
mere effectively and mecre strcngly after we have dealt with this. Otherwise,
nc cther prcolem remains; they are submerged in the terrible disaster cf war.

That is the main pcint I sheuld like we place befere this assambly,

NUCLEAR TEST

»

New, Sir, may I add here that this danger cf war ccmes nesarer and
nearer, has been enhanced and hag beccme nearer tc us perhaps by the recsnt
decisicn ¢f tha Scviet Gevernment tc start nuclear tests.. Hew, I em nct in a

pcsiticn and I suppcss nc one else here is in & nesitien te knew all




which underline these decisicns k) military censideraticns, nelitical, nen—
~clitical ccnsideraticns whatever they mev bo but cnz thing I kncw; that this
decisicn mekes the situeticn much mcre dangercus. That is cbhvicus me; there-
fcre, I regret it deeply because it may well lead #¢ cther ccuntries alsc star—
ting this and then amart frcm the denger inherent in nuclear tests - that 1B
radicactive substences falling and 211 that - all this brings us tc the very
verge and precipice cf war. Thet is what I deeply res It has beceme even
ncre urgent that this precess of negetiaticn shculd begin withcut an- deley,
withcut thinking ¢f whe is geing tc ask whem first. The nerscn whe asks first
will deserve credit; nct the perscn whe shrinks frem asking cthers.

CTHER PROBLEMS

i ssheuld justelilcet efer. briefly Fihape, t¢ scme off cur ether
3 2 & 7

arcolems. Many cf th i ies ran ¢ 3d here have (nly rescentlv beccme

cr indenendent. They have tremendcus srcblems end abeve all the nrehlem o
making gccd and ti¢ vance their cwn pecple eccncmically, sccially ete,
Because we mus 2CC gNni ze 2t me 3% of these ccuntries are underdevelcped
sccially and eccnemicalls back-—
ward ccuntries and it ignct an easy matter tc get rid ¢f this inheritance f
backwardness and underdevelcpment. 1t recuires clear thinkin ng. It reguires
actirn., It requires tremendrus amiunt ¢f hard werk and a2ll of us have ftc face
that. 7 think that it is right and prcper that cther cruntries, affluent
ccuntries, rich ccuntries, shculd help in this prccess. They shculd dc it.
They have tc scme extent, dene it. I think thev shenld dc mere of it but
whetever ther may dc, the ulitimate burden will lies cn the pecple ¢f cur cwn

did nct, if br srme miracle ¢r scmebcdr else's help we stccd

well, we weuld fall dewn again. When yeu stand up vcu de nct stand icng
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when vou dc nct have strength. Ultimatelv, the burden is ¢n us. &

geed expecting <thers t & all ¢f cur werk. Therefcre, this great

faces each (ne ¢f cur ccuntries and in facing it we have tc¢ think cf this
mcdern werld which has nct cnlv changed greatly but which is changing frem day
te dav: this world f atemic energv and jet and spnace travel, new fcrces being
let lccse and tremendcus value and impcrtance «f science tcdav. Ve have ¢
think ¢f that. We cannct just imitate scmehcdv else and rut a little machine
here, machine there and think we are making prcgress. We have t¢ catch up
with the mcdern werld and with science and technclc g keeping cur cwn values
intact, I hcpe. ALl these prchlems can « verwhelm us. Whv I am venturing tc
reler tC . cbvicus things 3s that really in ccnsidering cur ¢ ther prcblems we
max keep these basic things in view. There are ( ther ccuntries, scme repre-
sented here, ¢ thers whim we kncw verw well, which are struggling fcr their
freedcm frcm grasping cclcnialism cr imperialism which will nct gc,

There is Algeria which has paid fantastic price in human life and
suffering in its struggle fcr freedem and vet which has nct sc far succeeded
in achieving it. Naturallv, every(ne present here is whe1lv desircus cf
Algeria heciming indenendent and I earnestly hcpe that this will be sc. Here
is Tunisia with its recent xtracrdinary experience and 1 am referring
particularly tc Bizerta. Whv Bizerta? Because Bizerta is & frreion base and
the veryr idea «f a fcreign bhase in a ccuntry scems quite extracrdinars tc me.
It is bad encuch tc¢ have bases anv wav, but that a ccuntr shculd put its
fereign base in enc ther ccuntr seems auiite extracrdinarv t« me. Hcw can that
he trlerated b an/hd? 1 d¢ nct understand hcw envene can prcvide fir a base
in a ccuntrv which «ppcses that base purely frcm the practical wcint «f view.

There are these prcblems «f Africa, Octnge, ‘and, ma- T say, T am glad tc¢ learn

that pcssibly bv tomd rrcw we shall have here in this Assembly the Prime
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Minister and the Deputy Prime Minister «f the Ccnge Republic, Mr. Adcuals and.
Mr. Gizenga. There is Angcla, the herrer f Angcla. I dc nct knew hew meny cf
the delegates present here have had cccasicn tc read detailed acccunts ¢f what
has hapmened in Angcla, because Anpr la bee cclesad 1 But scmething

is hapuening in hLngcla ¢t cnly in Angela tut rcund abcut - which really was

a kind « £ herrer which cne hardly asscciates with the mcdern werld — massacres

genccide and sc cn. Of ccurse, cur minds gc cut and we want nct cnlv t¢
sympathise, we want tc dc¢ what we can t¢ put ean end t¢ this. Yet, we cannct de
very much as a rule althcugh scmetimes we may de a little. All these rrcblems
face us, Then there is the situaticn in Fast Africa where ccnditicns are
better «f ccurse end tr scme extent scme ccuntries heve “een nremised inde-
rendence such as Tanganyika, I believe, b Decenber, and ¢ ther cruntriss I hrne
alsc., There is the situatirn in Centrel Africa - Rhcdesias - where the micture
is nct g cd; thers is triuble. &nd further scuth in Scuth Africae viu have the
supreme symbcl ¢ f recial arrcgance, racizl discrimineticn, apartheid and all
that which is an intclerable pcsiticn &« be accepted Iy any rf us.
impcsed un'n Siuth West Africa in challenge t¢ ths United Naticng decisicns

S¢ all these prcblems criwd upin vs and we have ¢ face them ¢f
ccurse. For the mement, hcwever, I weuld repeat that whatever we mav dc ahrut
¢ther preblems — and we shculd de whatever we can - the nrcblem deminating the
issue tcdar is that f this denger <f war. The denger «f war denends :n many
factcrs ™ut essentially ‘n twe majir ccuntries, the United States ¢f Lmerica and
the S.viet Uniern. It will dc us nc geed, I think, if we start cendemning this
ccuntry ¢r that ccuntry. It is nct a very easy thing tc d¢ anvhiw: it has com—
plicated the set ¢f circumstances. But apart frem being essy (r difficult, if

we are ¢ be nsacemakers and if we went tc¢ help in the cause ¢f neace, it dces

nct heln i start by ccndemnatiins. We want tv win . ver and t¢ influence and




induce them t: fr1lcw the nath ~f neace, and if e dencrunce ccuntriass then we
canne t influenca them whatsver else we ¢ a cenne t win them cver. Tines

demand, theref re, that we sh-uld eppriech thess ciuntries and ¢ ther cruntries

in 2 friendly way, in & way ¢~ win ther ' ver and nct merely + dencunce them and

3 o

irritate them and make it even mcre difficult fer them t« f£cll:w the path we
indicate tc: them. Let us l:ck at this werld dcday. 1t is a strange werld,
perhaps the m: st fundemental fact . £ the w rld being ccming cut «f these new
mighty forces. I am referring t¢ atemic energy, space travel and all that which
is the basic factrr «f the mcdern w rld. We have tc think in terms f that
and nct get lcst in terms «f the werld which is past and in slcgans that nc
lrnger apply. But this is the wcrld thet we live in. When the prwer cf the
new kind ccmes all ycur imperialism and all veur cld stvle cclenialism will
venish and will gc. 1 have nc deubt. And -ret this new pcwer mev well d-minate
¢ver us and drminate certainly the underdevel-ped, backwerd c.untries because

P

the sin «f backwardness has tc¢ pay penalty by scmebcdy ruehing v u abcut. We

cannc b affrrd t. he backward. Therefcre, we have t¢ build in cur <wn cruntries

standards « £ living are ri ¢ hes» are frr us essential basic nrd hlems
tc be thiught cut in terms «f trday, in terms ¢f the mcdern wi rld, space travel,
jet travel, atrmic energy, n:t in terms «f lcnz agc. When veu think in these
terms war becimes sven ureater frlly and anachr-nism - thea o] If we cennct
prevent war then frr the mcment all cur ctl 0w | s unle, we cannat deal
with them. But if we cen prevent war we can g ahead ¢n cur cther prcblems,
help t¢ liberate parts «f the wcrld under ¢rlenizl and « ther imperial rule end
mcre especially build up cur cwn free scciebies, prcspercus sccieties, welfare

states in cur resgective cou ies becau that is t¢ be cur pcsitive werk.
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arined? 1 have ventured *« expres: scme ¢f the ideas in my mind. I have nct
dealt with varicus jtems «n the agenda hecause feel that ths first item
cvershadcws 2ll else. Qthers sheuld be dealt with ne deubt and I hepe that

matter ccmes up end seme kind 7 vescluticn v declaraticn cr

stetement is being issued attenticn wili be paid t this guestirn cf werld

peace being put nct «nly fcremest but sc that it catches

attenticn and sc th:t it dces nct get Jest in the meress of detail and tlLus
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lcse all signigicance and impcrtence.




