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In “New Start in Foreign Policy” (Harper’s, Janu- 
a r y )  Edmund Stillman and IiWiaxn Pfaf€ argue that 
the Cold IVar strategy of tlie postwar years, based 
on n bi-poInr world, is now obsolete. In the coming 
years the power of both Russia and the United 
States will diminish in relation to the rest of the 
globe. China, the new nations, and the growing 
independence of European economies will create a 
‘“my-centered, plural world” in which Eamilinr con- 
cepts of international power will have to be drasti- 
cally revised. 

In  outlining a policy for the new age, the authors 
propose that the U.S. first set its goals within reason- 
able limits: “Not only do our present policies com- 
mit us to a siege along the entire periphery of the 
Sino-Soviet world, but we have also, as a nation 
committed to an apocalyptic struggle, been living 
beyond our emotional means. The truth is that we 
are blindly dominated by our sense of vast cause- 
by the conviction that every episode in the factional 
fights of Thailand or the communal squabbles of 
Lebanon is an episode in the Last Days.” 
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The same issue of Harper‘s contains an exchange 
bchveen Sen. Thomas J. Dodd and Kenneth Tynan, 
the British drama critic Xvho recently returned to 
England after hvo years in this country. The ex- 
change centers on hlr. Tynan’s appearance last May 
before the Senate Subcommittee on Internal Securi- 
ty, of which Sen. Dodd is the chairman. Mr. Tynan, 
in an unprecedented development that has provoked 
a good deal of comment on both sides of the Atlan- 
tic, was summoned to testify on his role as one of 
the signatories of a “Fair Play for Cuba” newspaper 
advertisement and on a program he had produced 
for British television on the subject of dissent in 
America. 

Sen. Dodd’s remarks are an angry response to hlr. 
T p a n ’ s  account of the Subcommittee henring (pub- 
lislied in tlic October Harper’s), in which he re- 
vealed, among other tlungs, that he was asked by 
the Subcommittee wliether he thought himself “jus- 
tilied i n  liolding opinions that openly defied those 
of die President of the United States” about Cuba. 
The question, Sen. Dodd writes, concerned political 
xtion, not opinion, and,’ as such, was valid. 
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In the Dccember issue of Current Historti, deivoted 
to Red China and its influence on the \!.orid balance 
of polver, IVerncr Levi contributes some thoughts 
on tlic nnture of relations behveen Russia and Chi- 
na. “Ideolo_p,” lie writes, “may create sentimental 
bonds and a certain similarity in outlook and in 
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interpretation of national interests. But it is only one 
of the factors shaping relations between Chins and 
the Soviet Union. And since neither of the two pow- 
ers is engaged in abstract ideological crusades but 
is, rather, using ideology as one instrument of power, 
ideology may well become a cause of conflict.” 

The considerable differences that Moscow and 
Peking have already had “can be explained as the 
result of individual tactics in the use of ideology 
for political purposes, internally and externally. In 
other words, although clothed in ideological termi- 
nology, these are political differences. The interests 
leading to these differences would, however, have to 
become very serious before the two parties would 
risk endangering the political usefulness of Commu- 
nism beyond the Communist bloc or’ the benefit 
which each tries to reap from close cooperation.” 
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In  the January 2 issue oEThe New Republic, Keith 
Kyle criticizes the reasoning which has prompted 
Ii’estem opinion in general-and the views of the 
President’s Commission on National Coals in par- 
ticular-to the conclusion that there is no hope for 
complete disarmament in the €oreseeable future and 
that Russian proposals on the subject are “unthink- 
able.” hfr. Kyle examines the successive Soviet plans 
for disarmament, finding in them a similarity to the 
formula that created the European Common hfarket. 

However, continues Mr. Kyle, “a plan to change 
the course of all human history and bring about a 
state of affairs in which national armed forces are 
no longer a factor in international reIations is far 
more radical than a plan to merge France and Ger- 
many. The Russians take the position that before 
they come dona  to detail they must know which 
ballgame they are playing in . , , The West keeps 
calling on the East to get down to cases; the East 
keeps calling on the West to agree on the contest 
into which these cases are to be placed.” 

As to the question of arms control, “the real issue,’’ 
writes hIr Kyle, “. . . is not one of IYestem against 
Eastern forms of inspection and certainly not one 
of Ii’estem advocacy of control against Eastern re- 
jection of it. It is the infancy of the science of amis 
coutrol itself.” The failure of IVestern goverrunenb 
has been their unwillingness to engender “any sense 
. . . of burning zeal to develop control proposals 
that \vi11 satisfy the IVest’s own standards . . . Only 
if we know our own minds about disarmament and 
really mean to bring it  about once the scientific diffi- 
culties can be rendered tractable w i l l  we be morally 
entitled to conduct the dialogue Lvith the neutrals 
which ouglit now to be taking place.“ 
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