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the West be increasad. From the standpoint of the heavy
industrial and defense production astablishments, the pro-
paganda apparatus, and old-guard Stalinists, the moralQ
political unity of Soviet socisty would bs impaired, and with
it their claims to resources, prestige, and relevance. Thé
wedge of idsological cosxistance would bes driven despsr into
ths Soviet systam, with the result that reformism, disordsr,
and vulnerability to imparialist penstration and disruption
could all be sxpectsd to increass. And in Eastarn Europs
thesas problems would be posed eaven mors sharply. Accordingly,
as Suslov put it shortly bsfore Brezhnev's concession on
exchanges, thasrs must be no rsconciliatioﬁ betwesn socialism
and capitalism; it is nacessary to~remain hostile to rsform-
ism; and the idsological and political intrigues of ths im-

parialists must bs frustrated.’4

-The principal spear-carrier for the conssrvative soa-
lition on the question of exchanges is Yuri Zhukov who, as
we have seen, favours a neo-Stalinist adaptation of Cenoa
tactics to promote limited coopsration with Western Europe
only. On the last day of Kissingsr's discussiéns with Brazhnsv
in September 1972, he published an attack on tha activitiss of
"NATO wreckers," "cold warriors," and Chinese enemiss of
ﬁooberation in Eufobe.75 Statiné imperiously that hosfils
forces ratained powarful positions in datermining Wsstern

policy toward the CSCE, he implisd that no concessions should



