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: of its European policy toward a more faélistic accep tance

of tha.naad to cooperate with the East in ensuring a durablé‘
vpaaca. Internally, there is the opposition of Senator Mans¥
field and other members of Congress to the traditional pos- -
tulates of "Atlanticism," and to the maintenance of American
forces in Europe., Internationally, the new strateqic mili-
tary balancs, the deterioration of American relations with
Western Europe, particularly in the economic realm, and the
growing difficultiss in NATO all prompt a fundamental review
‘of American policy. The Nixon Doctrine and tha notion of the
"mature partnership" with Western Europe have as their logi-
cal corollaries an écceptance of a greater degree of inde-
pendence in the foreign policy of the West Europsan allies,"
.a reduction in the American conventional but not necessarily
nuclear presence, and a recognition of the utility of a re-
gional a§ opposed to a bloc-to-bloc poliéy in Europe, o4
Similar directions in future American conduct ars suggestad
by the incipient concept of multipolar diplomacy, which re-
duces the significance of socio-sconomic and idsological fac-
tors in the pursuit of a foreign policy of balance and man-
suver, 99 Moreover, the United States would prefar to deal
directly with the Soviet Union on European matters, rather
than having to cope with a CSCE.56 In effect, Washington
might be interested in a stabilizing arrahgemant withAmoébow
as a means of reducing the risks and costs of a renegotiation

of its relationships with Western Europe. Although thas



