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| greatef cooparation witﬁ the socialist countries as a means
of bolstsring their indspendsnce in the face of American
economic penatratian. Accordingly he suggested it ﬁas ab-
propriats to taks av”merchant's‘approach" to Europsan matters,
putting forward a prdgramme of politicalvand economic coop-
eration of the kind advocated by Lenin. In effect, by pat-
terning their bshaviour on selécted aspects of the Gsnoa
precedant, Moscow and its allies could further reduce the

myth of socialist “aggressivenass," uqde;mina the influsncs

of "Atlanticist hard-liners" in weétar; Europs, and ultimataly
convart Europs from an American to a Sovist sphars of in-

flusnce aftesr an initial phass of esncouraging Wsst Europsan

independencs of the United Statas,

The slement of ambiguity in Soviet policy on Europsan
questions in 1922 iskthus replicatsd in tha early 1970s.
But whils soms in ths CPSU twist the Genoa prescsdent to ssrvs
the offensive purposes of nso-Stalinism, the essentiai point
for our purposes hers 1is that a full and proper construction
of the Genoa policy is also esmploysd for pufposes of long-
term East-West stébility and cooperation consonant with ths
reform trend in Sovist bshaviour. It would of courss bs a
mistake to suggest that contemporary Europsan issuss are.
viewsd primarily through the prism of Genoa. Circumstantial
svidencs doss however indicats that a knowlsdge of whaf-hap-

penad in 1922 can be applisd in ths interprstation of the



