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Of Solzhenitsyn and Shopping Lists

To the Editors: In “*Solzhenitsyn, De-
tente, and Helsinki™ {Excursus, Sep-
tembuer)  Jumes  Fian  cloguendy
criticizes the inept and deplorable way
addressed the isswes of human righis
and internutional politics raised by
Alexander Solzhenitisyn. However, as-
sessing the balance of benefits of dé-
tente for the Soviet Union and for the
Unued Sutes, Finn lists 3 number of
stems of benefit 1o the form. “And for
short.”” Nothing else is sad.

Peace. It is often sasy to forget that
thiz ix the chief benefst of détente—3
public good for many 1o enioy, not just
for onc country or, if vos will, 3
Tgood” in uself. Surely we do not

wiler—a gé § %’g one, readily join

riicizin § %?i § ocedu ures sgé the sub.
o ofien we n é £ §§§§§§ what dé-
tente is principally sbout. That s o
muks 3 safer workd for our childeen.
And the world is slready safer for my
duughters than when [ was their ags
{i948, 1951

§{§§§§§ Domingusz
Center for §§‘¥s§§§§§§§§ Affairs
Harvard University
Cambridge, Mass.

- To the Editors: What James Finn failed

1w uaderiine adeguately in *"Solzhenit-
sya, Déwente, and Helsinki™® was the
probable role of Secretary Kissinger in
the foolishness President Ford weaved
nimsell into when Solzheniisyn came
calling on America.

In aff Gkelihood the Secretary's
guunlclines and instructions on the
proprictics of officisl irestment for the
expeiled writer-morslist were Ford's
marching orders. Aad o seems that
;i%&i%ga? advice had dJeeper roois
thea u wish not 1o lead asother plat-
form for funther sndermining of 38 -
creasingly shollow aad fragile détenie
polcy. Apparently in one of his off-

the-record face-to-face chats the Sec-
retary had promiscd the Kremiin lead-
ership no? o cause them cmbarrass-
ment by trumpeting Solzhenitsyn's
bliasts and prophecies. In an tempting fo
implement this highly gucstionable
overure Kissinger was willing fo risk
further mudidying of President Ford's
image i bopes of securing his per-
sonzl credibility with Seoretary
Brozhnev. The ressl, of course, was
e poor polivics and politics for sure,
but 13 of hutle consequence—eycep for
what @ wils sbout Kissinger's manner
of thinking and operating.

i thess ealy pantisily confirmed
specuiations are irue, ihes the Sob-
zheaitsya mondent should farther o3l
into gyuestion Secreiary Kissinger's
ssually dlusory modus weemdn Hiz
personal diplomacy” has been car-
ried 1o 3 doegree that borders on the
en and bruipl policics in Southeast
Asia, 1o his svoeptance of the Goicher
summons o Moscow and ihe sub-
sequent, siiff umex §§g;§§§
fert.”” to his jatest goo
clearly temporary Middie ?;;ii “tmira-
cle,”” he has personalized American
foreign policy beyond all prudent stan-
dards.

Rather than a wrue structure of last-
ing peace, we have many patchwork
agreements, all threatening to unravel
slowly or all ut vnce. The degree of
actual direction and stability in our
foreign policy has rarely been less—
George Mcany muy have a point when
he indicates that Amcrican furcign pol-
iy 15 made cach mormng %%’;;:% i%s.;‘
policy now scems ail §§§§§ 1 §§
sides. And thes comes frum 3 seoretary
whose Burcas of Public Affairs @ the
State Depuriment clusms 1o Be secking
a €§é§ two-way dmslogee wih vanoos
§ g;;g palicy, aot o mestion the
Congress, which can kead s 8 2 new
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consensus on  American fespon-
sibilitics in world affairs.

In 1973 the thes Senater W stham
Fulbright, himself quite challengeablc
o8 so much of what he sbvocancs, per-
ceptively warned of Rissimger's ways,
The Secretary clearty did not pet the
mressage. And 0 i s wornth re pesting.

A skillful diplomacy can, of
course, take account of Jomestw de-
velopments, but here we are threwn
ﬁéigg%ag-«g ii?%ggiig iy %é;'éi} L e
relicd vpon. And tha indecd . the
foat weskaess of the gume of autwns:
it is a despotism withum fawx, as sia-
Ble or shaky, just or wausl, 3s the men
momentandy o the op of e Beap. In
international relatons, as withi our
vwa Couniry, stabliy reguires inssa-
$OmS] H FIgues o system that erdinury
mrn Can run aad imcompoiont men
camnot ruin. Guaranice f you can thu
the game will be plaved by 5 Bismarck
or Talleyrand, by 3 §;§§§§§§{‘§ of Le
Duc Tho, porhaps § will withdrs my
obieetions. But 23 long gs luminsncs
give way o lesser B §§§§3~—~§ wl §§§ s
ways do—ihe ’§§ §§f§§3 As
Henry Kissinger once wn
Bismarck, "Inth
%gg %§§ g;g%%{ iggg% Bis methods kd o
that, :igi?i in %%{ hamds of 2 master,

l““m

reliance i is more blely to produce
a gggé :st of arms than of self-

Washington, D.C.

James Finn Responds:
If Jorge Dominguez is correct in suy-
ing that the world is sufor now thun o
was i§’§é8 1951) because of dowente,
then détente s sutficiently justficd.
But the hasis for his ssfomont s ot
clear o g%é of us, and [ am nut per-
ded that i1 s so.

{ am sot oppused fn dotente bul W
cxaggeraicd claims for what i1 has
prodoced. Past of my oo ;
el %g ’%%g;i Bruzon i}

A W»

Beavily g‘gégﬁ
%{g%i{g ona %; sthor e Kis-
favel



