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~options currantly available to Moscow as it plans for the |
CSCE, 1If ths reform trend acquirsd predominance in Sovist
policy, what specific forms of bshaviour would we expsct

from Moscow at the CSCE?

| To begih with, the comments of officials such as Zag-
ladin and Yakovlav suggast that in analyzing Western conduct
as 1t related to the.CSCE, Moscow should differentiate bet-
wesn ssveral altsrnate tendenciss. Foreign policy profes-
sionals in the USSR presumably hava detailed and rsalistic
(if varying) percaptions of the politics and Europsan policy
within ths various wesﬁern countriss and bstween them., Tha
published Soviet commentary that is availabls to ths Wsstarn
analyst is however comparatively primitive. Nsverthelass,
thrss trends thaﬂ corraspond broadly to those obsarvad in
1922 can readily bs identified in published Soviet visws of
currenﬁ Western policy. The first consists of an "Atlanti-
cist" tandency that is manifested in attempts to delay and
sabotage the CSCE, and that corresponds to ths trend to sask
"military solutions" and pravent the convocation of the Genoa
Confarence. A sacond tendency axists in the form of an in-
terast in economic cooperation with socialist countries, and
is exprassad in a desirs to get on with the CSCE, And then
thers is a "reélist" trand that looks to ﬁroductive poiiﬁical
negotiations at thas CSCE, and resembles the activity of the

"pacifist wing of the bourgeoisis" in 1922. Each of thess



