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CSCE in conformance with the reform trend in Soviet policy.
To éee his presentation in‘perSpective, it should be com- |
pared with the stilted neo-Stalinist "Declaration of Peacs,
Security, and Cooperation in Europe,"Ain Pragus by the WTO
Political Consultative Committee.65 In the Prague Decla-
‘ration the CSCE is seen very much as an affair of the Euro-
pean countries,.and_tha United States and Canada are men-
tioned but twice. For Chussudovsky, howsver, the problem is
ons of creating an overall atmosphers of trust and exploring
“the modalities of a lasting collaborative arrangsment bet-
ween East and West." Already ons of his proposals has sur-
faced in official Sovist positions. Thus, despite intra-
Parfy opposition that will be mentioned in a moment, his
call for the promotion of "movement of persons" involved in
the collaborafive procsés,'and for "human coﬁtécts"-as an
essential aspect of the coexistencsAprocess, is reflected in
Brezhnev's speech of Decsmber 21, 1972, and was put forward
at Helsinki on January 22, 1973 as a proposed CSCE agenda
item on "human contacts."6® Insofar as the remaindsr of a
re form programme is presénted at the CSCE, it would repfa-
sent a tactical effort to stimulate "realist™ responses at
the expense of "Atlanticist" prefarehces, thefeby creating

a situation in Mhich existing Westarn interests in trade;
scisntific, and technological cooperation could come to tha
fore, In effsct this would be a replay of the Genoa tactic

of making sweeping and attractive proposals that stop just



