Is there no stopping the
man? From an Intermediate
Nuclear Forces (INF) ded
(December '87, Washington
DC) to a breath-taking
speech at the United Nations
(December '88, New Y ork).
In between, an agreement to

ull out of Afghanistan, a

reakthrough in relations
with China, settlements in
prospect in Angolaand Kam-
puchea, Ronald Reagan
visiting Moscow - followed
by a stream of West Euro-
pean |eaders including Kohl,
de Mita and Mitterand. A
brand new dynamism in
Soviet forei?n policy has
become a hallmark of peres-
troika.

Yet this is not running for
the sake of it in the manner
of the England football team.
Gorbachev and his key fore-
ign policy personnel - She-
vardnadze, Yakovlev and
Arbatov - know where they
want to go. During the past
year they have outlined with
increasing clarity their view
of the post-cold war world.

Firstly, they recognise that
the world is ever more
closaly-knit  together; by
globa markets, bﬁ modern
communications, dy ecolo-
gical concerns and by the
potential for military catas-
trophe. Interdependence is
the name of the game: the
era of autarky is over.
Secondly, they see militar-
ism, and not capitalism, as
the main danger, based on an
assessment of the nuclear
threat, regiona conflicts in-
flicting immense loss of life,
and an uncontrolled arms
trade. Thirdly, they argue
for the primacy of politics
over force in international
affairs. Here, diadogue,
reason and argument can
assert themselves, generat-
ing the political momentum
to Impose restraints on milit-
ary hawks and permit free
choice to nations and peo-
ples.

From this flows their
emphasis on universa hu-
men values. on the role of
international institutions
like the UN, on the need for
disarmament, on their com-
mitment to new militar
doctrines of 'reasonable suf-
ficiency', and on joint action
to tackle issues of the en-
vironment and debt. All this
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where the USSR's dynarlneié:dforei gn policy initiative are
ing

and more was on displgy
during Gorbachev's tour de
force speech at the UN; even
a cal that on human rights
matters the jurisdiction of
the International Court of
Justice at The Hague 'should
be binding on all states.
What we have here is a
coherent view of today's
world, its key problems and
how to tackle them, guided
by a philosophy best de-
scribed as  progressive
humanism. This new think-
ing discards not just proleta-
rian internationalism, but
Clausewitz too!

As the bipolar cold war
period fragments we stand
on the brink of a new inter-
nationd era. Gorbachev's
attraction flows from the
sense that he has of these
new times and how th
could be shaped. They will
herald maor  changes,
perhaps none bigger than in
Eastern Europe, where Gor-
bachev speaks of 'Soviet
divisons remaining for the
time being', and in the two
Germany. This era could
well see the withdrawa of
al foreign troops, including
Britain's, from the conti-
nent. As with al change,
some facets will be disturb-
ing; none more so than the
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ugly national antagonisms
already surfacing in the Bal-
kans. But these will have to
be negotiated rather than
repressed.

Mogt Western political and
military leaders are re-
sponding to this new dynam-
ism in the ponderous, sta-
tuesque manner of a pair of
England centre-halves. They
can't cope with the sudden
mobility of their old adver-
sary. They know they are
facing something new, but
mostly they carry on playing
the way they've been taught
for the last 40 years. This
has been the standard Brit-
ish position espoused by
Margaret Thatcher, George
Younger, Michagl Heseltine
and Sir Geoffrey Howe. Sir
Geoffrey concluded a recent
lengthy speech on Soviet
foreign policy by saying:
‘We must maintain our de-
fences and work harder to
explain the need for con-
tinued nuclear deterrence.
We must face up to difficult
decisions on nuclear mod-
ernisation and  burden-
sharing’, code for more
lethal nuclear weapons and
higher defence spending.

There has been one persis-
tent exception to this view:
West Germany. In the

REVIEW OF88

Federal Republic, politicians
across the board have ack-
nowledged that a qualitative
change has taken place in
the USSR which requires
new thinking and policies by
the West. Before his recent
death, the hawkish Franz
Josef Strauss was calling for
negotiations on short-range
nuclear weapons.

The libera foreign minis-
ter Hans-Dietrich Genscher
has been pushing persistent-
ly for a radical response to
Gorbachev's initiatives,
while Chancellor Kohl has
been reluctant to folow the
US and Britain into agreeing
Nato's nuclear modernisa-
tion programme. He wes

ressed again on this during

is November trip to

Washington, but with Mitter-
and beginning to ghift his
round too, the ‘peace
through strength' brigade
are being placed on the
defensive. The impact of
Gorbachev's UN speech can
only heighten this tension
within Nato, which enters its
40th anniversary year in-
creasingly unsure of both its
purpose and its future.

Goergachev's Iqlicia_ and
app to public opinion
makes the traditional Wes-
ern orthodoxy of four de-
cades ever more anachronis-
tic. When The Sun declares:
‘There has never been a
greater chance for peace
and understanding in the
world (December 8) then
something redly is afoot.
It'stime for the prime minis-
ter to write anew script.
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