
Peace-Makers Divided 
(From Our London Correspondent, recently in Helsinki) 

THE World Congress for Peace, Na
tional Independence and General 

Disarmament, held in Helsinki from 
July 10 to 15, brought together 1,470 
participants representing popular orga
nisations from 98 countries on all Con
tinents, and 17 international organisa
tions. The last Congress for Disarma
ment and Peace was held in Moscow 
in 1962 and when the present Congress 
was called nearly a year ago, the spon
sors thought of it essentially as a Con
gress for reaffirming and reorganising 
the work for peace throughout the 
world. In the event, of course, the ac
tual war situation in Vietnam meant 
that this present Congress was clearly 
dominated by the situation in Vietnam 
which was considered as even more 
urgent than the general discussion of 
peace. The Congress, however, also 
took into account other threats to 
peace, particularly those created by the 
growth of weapons of mass destruc
tion, as well as the general economic 
stale of the divided world in which 
(he gap between the wealthy nations 
and the poor ones far from lessening, 
has increased notably in these last 
years, creating a situation which is 
fast becoming unbearable. 

A notable feature of the Helsinki 
Conference was the decision to reduce 
to a minimum general statements in 
plenary sessions, and to concentrate on 
the work of detailed discussion and 
Commissions. There were in all seven 
Commissions, the first dealing with 
the question of Vietnam; the second 
with the liberation of peoples still 
under colonial domination, maintenance 
of national sovereignty and its defence 
against encroachment, apartheid, ra
cism and violation of human rights; 
the third with nuclear weapons and 
disarmament; the fourth with elimina
tion of the vestiges of the Second 
World War; the fifth with economic 
sovereignty of nations and the freedom 
for them to develop their own pattern 
of economic development and hade 
and international co-operation; the 
sixth with social and economic conse
quences of the arms race; and the se
venth with the creation of an atmos
phere favourable to peace, as well as 
the practical considerations of the re. 
form of the United Nations. 

Professor Bernal, the Chairman of the 
Presidential Committee of the World 
Council of Peace, said in his opening 
address: 

"After the great movements of libe
ration at the beginning of this decade, 
we are now witnessing a definite nco-
colonialist counter-revolution showing 
itself all over the world from Korea to 
the Congo and Brazil. Strong bases 
of the old colonialism still exist in 
South Africa, Rhodesia, Portuguese 
Africa, and military dictatorships, old 
and new in Paraguay, Peru and other 
states of Latin America with U S sup
port. Until these bases are removed, 
as well as the thousands of U S mili
tary bases around the world, there can 
be no secure peace. People must: be 
led to understand the real world situa
tion and so resolve 10 act to change 
it in the interests of their own safety 
and future. 

"But we cannot claim that this si
tuation is yet really widely understood. 
Represented at this Congress are peo
ple who take a wide variety of attitu
des, even on the nature of the Vietnam 
war. They range from those who are 
are calling for active support for the 
South Vietnam National Front for Li
beration and the Democratic Republic 
of Vietnam to those who are actuated 
by reasons of humanity to ask for ne
gotiations to stop this brutal war, but 
who still imagine that one can look 
impartially on the two contestants. 
It is very unlikely that any here actu
ally support U S aggression in Viet
nam." 

The pity is that the peace move
ment still remains divided, and during 
the Helsinki Conference, there were 
still signs of the clash between the 
Russians and majority view, and the 
minority view held by China, support
ed vociferously by the Albanians, the 
Indonesians and one of the rival Japa
nese delegations. The Chinese, of 
course, wished to give the impression 
that the Russians are revisionist, and 
by concentrating on questions like dis
armament and nuclear bans are, in es
sence, selling the pass to the Ameri
cans. The Chinese and their supporters 
wanted an outright condemnation of 
"United States aggression". Indeed 
they believe that until imperialism is 
wiped off the face of the world, there 
is no hope for peace, and to discuss 
or even think of anything else is a 
complete waste of time. The real duty 
of the peace movement is to fight im
perialism. The Chinese lost no chance 
to insult and provoke the Russians 
who, however, behaved with consider
able moderation. 

There were, therefore, a number of 
clashes which, of course, caught the 
headlines. After a protest at the open
ing session led by an Albanian delegate 
who demanded that leaders of all de
legations should be allowed to speak 
at the plenary session, eventually, it 
was agreed to permit delegates to 
speak at a late plenary session, and at 
this a number of delegations including 
the Chinese and the Indonesians were 
permitted to put forward their own 
points of view. 

India sent a large delegation of 
nearly 100, led by K D Malaviya. As 
a result of the size of the delegation, 
India was represented on each of the 
seven Commissions, Malaviya himself 
being attached to Commission 5 deal
ing with the economic sovereignty of 
nations, economic development of 
trade and international co-operition. 
At the plenary session he spoke on the 
contribution made by non-alignment 
to efforts for peace and national inde
pendence. 

The Conference itself was opened 
in the presence of the Finnish Presi-
dent. Finland is pre-eminently a non-
aligned country, and the President has 
devoted a considerable part of his 
work to the development of peaceful 
relations between Finland and the peo
ple of different countries. The last 
Peace Conference held in Helsinki was 
in 1955 — a period of international 
detente very different from the situa
tion to-day. 

A number of distinguished writers 
were present including Ilya Ehrenburg, 
the Chilean poet Pablo Neruda who 
made one of the most moving speeches 
at the Conference, Mulk Raj Anand 
and Jean Paul Sartre, who, in a bril
liant speech introduced the resolution 
on Vietnam, Perhaps one of the most 
impressive speeches was that made by 
the delegate from the South Vietnam
ese Liberation Front. Nothing could 
have conveyed more poignantly and with 
more dignity the actual situation in 
South Vietnam to-day. During the 
session, a public meeting was held in 
Helsinki on July 10 which was desig
nated "Vietnam Day". 

One of the interesting features of 
the present Conference was the large 
American delegation. Ar a plenary 
session of the Conference, Carlton 
Goodlet the chief U S delegate, made 
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a powerful indictment of U S impe
rialism and its polity in Vietnam, He 
said that the U S peace movement 
would fight to make the U S Govern
ment enter into negotiations with the 
South Vietnam National Liberation 
Front, and was firmly convinced that 
joint, action could put an end to the 
threat to world peace that has deve
loped in South East Asia. He also 
proposed that the Helsinki Conferen
ce should send a peace council mis
sion to Peking, Hanoi, the South 
Vietnam National Liberation Front, 
Washington and the United Nations. 
At the end of the speech, Goodlet 
received a standing ovation from the 
Conference, with the exception of the 
Chinese who remained resolutely seat
ed and took no part in the ap
plause. 

After all the fireworks and the dis
agreements during the Conference, it 
was good to see that, on the last day 
of the session, the resolution on Viet
nam was passed without any opposi
tion and the second resolution cover
ing a tour de horizon of imperialist 
aggression and neo-colonialism, as 
well as the situation in Europe and 
the necessity to ban nuclear weapons, 
was passed practically unanimously. 

As J D Bernal pointed out in his 
closing speech, the resolution which 
the Congress passed on the subject 
of the Vietnamese liberation struggle 
was undoubtedly its most important 
action, and would not remain a mere 
resolution: " I t should crystallize much 
of the activity which is spontaneous 
in almost every country of the world 
against the atrocities, the gross un
fairness and the sheer folly of the 
Vietnam war." The Congress based 
its essential decisions on the funda
mental right of the Vietnamese people 
to national independence and called 
for a stop to external military aggres
sion. Dealing with the question of the 
refusal of the people of Vietnam to 
negotiate with the American Govern
ment to end the war, J D Bernal 
pointed out: "It is on this question 
that the only really serious defe
rence of opinion which occurred at 
the Congress has turned. The refusal 
to negotiate seemed to shock even 
some of the most determined oppon
ents of U S aggression, both in Ame
rica and Britain. All should under
stand by now the meaning of this 
refusal. It is not because negotiation 
is rejected, but the conditions for 
fruitful negotiations do not yet exist". 
It was for this reason that the Con
gress was unable to accept the ge
nuine and well-intentioned sugges

tion from the U S to send delegates 
from the Congress to the countries 
involved. This would have had the 
same negative and confusion effect as 
previous efforts in this direction. 

Bernal, who is relinquishing his 
post for reasons of i l l health, said in 
conclusion: "What we need now is 
more and more people and more 
work for peace from each person. We 

have to enlarge all the movements for 
peace and at the same time educate 
people at least to see that their dif
ferences in this struggle are not as 
important as their common objectives. 
The objectives of the Congress are 
more than the mere securing of a 
state of peace, vital though that is. 
Peace without the end of injustice 
and exploitation will be a bitter mock
ery". 
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