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extension could lead to World War. That Western
interests are vrtaHy engaged in the South is not debatable,
‘though they are seen in different terms by the various
layers. Desprte a deepemng relationship of future West-
~ern economic expansion to-Southern markets which
provrded the rationale for much of the higher intensity in
.the North-South dialogue a few years ago, the basically
. strategic approach the US takes to the regions of the Third
~ World often seems related primarily to its global strategic
- concerns. Europeans — and Canadians — more easily see
forces in Third World countries in their indigenous con-
texts. . They fear that conflict and escalation can erupt not
ecause Third Woild countries are East-West surrogates
ut because 1nstabrhty is by, deflnmon volatile and
dangerous T
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_essentials: how much of the West’s effort needs to be p
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That contest Tepresents the other basic Ievel of ins
urity in the world. It has usually been seen as being
great forelgn policy preoccupation of our time. Its key,

I course, is in US-USSR relations. The quality of US-US

relations will be determined by respective behavior int
nationally in the context of what is agreed or understood
be permissible. Much of this behavior relates to resp
sibilities for, and responses to, events in the Third Wor

- This imparts to the US a'greater tendency to evaluate Th

World events through an East-West prism. Many in
foreign policy circles acknowledge that Third World
stability has indigenous roots, that it is generally not i

. ported, though it may be abetted. But they are also dee

preoccupied by the East-West 1mphcatrons of Third Wo

“events. Thus, while they may agree in principle that thes

“East-West implications become greater when the in

- genous roots of the problems of the area are ignored,

the tensions left unresolved, strategic preoccupatrons ofl
predominate and drive policy to the point of placing mos
the emphasis on considerations of military security. Itis
‘emphasis which is not shared by many others in the West
is related to differences of assessment of East West relé;
tions themselves. .

‘ Concertmg the West ;e

Recent discussions have’ made gréat progress in af
tracting Western countries to the notion that they shoulf
concert their efforts not to let economic relations with
Eastern Europe contribute to the enhancement of the S¢
viet Union’s military capability, directly or even indirectly
But there is reluctance among most countries in the Al
liance to go so faras to align economic relations with the
USSR along the basically adversarial lines whrch govern

 our strategic stance toward the East.-
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