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1ecent October war in the Middle
at is Ja‘ast and the subsequent Arab cutback
b(mn oil! supplies emphasized how vulnera-
asPere medlum powers like Canada remain to
dde perpower actions over which they have
lo control Henry Kissinger’s “pentagonal
¢e of power” looked, from this view-
mt’ suspiciously like an old-fashioned
ndominjum of the United States and
1gh, ¥ g S!R | facilitating their continued com-
’tUd’e»etxtmn for influence at the expense of
ed bipird parties and their preservation of the
ion, gdeologxcal and territorial status quo in
have hexr xespectlve spheres of influence. Does
his - mean that Dr. Kissinger should be
n ofy een as a new Metternich, intent on secur-
1 gerng an alliance between the conservative
stageyperpowers to support their interests,
the r%lnle] defending these with Bismarck’s
f“er’ymcal use of Realpolitik and force? Or
'S Tefhould Dr. Kissinger be seen as attempt-
'S ehg tq identify and reinforce the factors
Tﬂega.kmg for stability in the current inter-
top lational system so that it can adapt to
brhange without disintegrating, the fate of
TLis he Metternich and Bismarck systems?
Wc'rldg The comparisons with Metternich,
e Krepe r'eactxonary conservative, and Bis-

-C:
of deao

igger 13 the man of “blood and iron”, were

r. 3h"’;1ev1table, given Dr. Kissinger’s dlscus-
ion of their respective approaches to
Ccumaplomacy, together with his other writ-
ill“zl‘m'.xgs and his actions as architect of Presi-
nd wr, ‘ent Rlchard Nixon’s foreign policy since
3 neII968 } These works suggest that Dr. Kis-
ties “‘mge s international political ideas are
10118 “ased on a more complex notion of the
Pl'hc“elatmnshlp between stability and change,
nd tﬁe altered role of force in the inter-
txor}al system than has been assumed.
hs doctoral thesis on Metternich stressed
of the Austnan Chancellor’s preoccupation
he den 1815 with the need to restore a Euro-
e cfi an g)alance of power against the revolu-
es ofio onary forces of nationalism and libera-
nhardion unleashed by the French Revolution,
fai’s, brces| that had also enabled France to
Fheve hegemony over Europe. What be-

ame |known as the Metternich system
[epem:led on the major actors in the inter-

%ould mean an era of stability

national system having a long-term inter-
est in preserving the territorial and
ideological status quo sufficient to out-
weigh any short-term gains from its
disruption. This interest was remforced
by a common conservative, anti-revolu-
tionary ideology that enabled Metternich
to present his policies as those dictated by
loyalty to a common set of values, rather
than those dictated by Austrian seli-
interest.

Conceptions of stability

Dr. Kissinger has clearly drawn on Metter-
nich’s conception of a stable international
system as one that provided any power
able to disturb the status quo with an
even greater interest in its preservation,
so that any changes would be evolu-
tionary, rather than revolutionary, in
terms both of the means used and the
ends sought. Hence Dr. Kissinger’s re-
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Dr. Ranger is a member of the Depart-
ment of Political Science at St. Francis
Xavier University in Antigonish, where
he lectures, among other subjects, on the
nature of the international political
system. He received his doctorate from
the University of London with a thesis
entitled Arms Control Proposals and
Concepts in Changing Political Context
— 1958-72. He has been a research asso-
ciate at Columbia University’s Institute
of War and Peace Studies and has lectured
at the University of Aberdeen, Queen’s
University (Kingston, Ontario) and the
University of British Columbia’s Institute
of International Relations. Professor
Ranger has written widely on questions

_of international strategic developments.

He served in 1971-72 as arms-control con-
sultant to the Defence Research Board’s
Defence Research Analysis Establishment.
He has undertaken a book-length study
on the issues raised by current negotia-
tions on mutual and balanced force
reductions and their implications for
Canada. The views expressed are those

of Dr. Ranger.
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