
T H E E C O N O M I C W E E K L Y 
November 30, 1957 

Shadows on Interdependence 
PRESIDENT EISENHOWER's 

new ailment introduces addi
tional doubts and complications 
about the forthcoming NATO "sum
mit conference" in Paris. Since the 
proposal for a Grand Global A l l i 
ance was mooted during the Wash
ington talks between the American 
President and the Bri t ish Prime 
Minister, much has happened to 
deepen doubts as to whether there 
is any common basis for creating 
such a Grand Alliance. These 
doubts and uncertainties are not 
new. With in NATO, there have al
ways been hidden conflicts of inter
ests. Sputniks have only sharpened 
these conflicts, even as Russia's 
technological and scientific achieve
ments have prompted the Western 
powers not only to strengthen the 
NATO bond, but also to exploit 
NATO as the basic foundation for 
a Grand Global Alliance. ICBM's 
first impact on the Western powers 
was to frighten them to come closer 
together in, and within , NATO. But, 
on second thoughts, some of these 
powers have been puzzled and shock
ed to discover the serious implica
tions of interdependence. 

Certain major assumptions lie 
behind the main agenda for discus
sion by the forthcoming NATO 
"summit conference" in Paris. It 
is conceded by the Western powers 
that the Soviet Union is ahead of 
them in rocketry and in long dist
ance missiles. Even in medium 
range missiles, the Soviet Union is 
probably ahead. This is the basic 
calculation on which the immediate 
American strategy is based. To 
counteract the mil i tary threat from 
ICBM, the American proposal is 
that, w i t h fu l l cooperation of the 
powers concerned, bases for launch
ing medium range missiles should 
be set up in Western Europe. This 
strategy envisages establishment 
of similar launchittfe sites in Asia 
and Africa. But, for the moment, 
the proposed strategy is. confined 
to creating such bases in western 
Europe. Establishment of such 
sites wi th in easy reach of the Rus
sian terri tory, w i l l , it is hoped, act 
as a deterrent to the Soviet Union 
against any I C B M warfare or any 
attempt to launch medium range 
missiles against any of the NATO 
countries. 

On the assumption that America 
possesses enough IRBMs to equip 

the proposed NATO bases in Wes
tern Europe and in Turkey wi th 
medium range missiles, this strate
gic plan is logical. Bu t apprehen
sions expressed by some West 
European NATO members against 
this strategy raise two questions. 
One is whether America already 
has enough supplies of medium 
range missiles to implement this 
strategic plan in the event of any 
Russian aggression in the very 
near future. That some of the 
West European powers have doubts 
on this issue is reflected in their 
frightened reaction to such a plan 
of strategy. Their, growing reluc
tance to permit the formation of 
such launching sites in their coun
tries can only mean that either 
they fear that America is not yet 
in a position to equip and for t i fy 
such bases in Europe, or that, and 
this is more pertinent, such a plan 
of action may provoke the Soviet 
Union to immediate aggression so 
as to foil the attempts of the Wes
tern powers as well as to exploit 
her temporary superiority in these 
war weapons. 

Such fears prevail not only in 
some countries on the Continent, 
but even in Britain. Sputniks have, 
it would seem, frightened NATO 
powers not into NATO, but to a 
serious consultat ion of a policy to 
get out of NATO. No less signi
ficant is the other disturbing trend 
of thought among some of the 
West European members of NATO. 
Strong suspicions prevail in France 
about motives and intentions be
hind the Anglo-American plan for 
reorganisation of NATO. There is 
resentment in Western Europe, and 
particularly in France, against the 
Anglo-American plan's implied at
tempt to create different categories 
of NATO membership. Under the 
proposed new NATO set-up, Ame
rica and Britain wi l l have special 
privileges which w i l l be denied to 
other NATO members. France sus
pects as well as resents the joint 
attempts by America and Bri tain 
to transform NATO into a Anglo-

Amer ican "condominium". Deve
lopments relating to Tunisia un
derline France's violent reaction to 
any such attempt at Anglo-Ame
rican domination of the Grand 
Global Alliance. 

This raises the wider implications 
of sacrifices of sovereignty which 
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the Grand Global Alliance involves. 
So far as Western Europe is con
cerned, NATO may work, although 
latest developments and reactions 
indicate the misgivings of some 
Western powers. It may be taken 
for granted that, in the event of 
any open Russian aggression In 
Europe, NATO powers wi l l combine 
to execute a common policy to resist 
such aggression. In such circum
stances, interdependence and the 
implied loss of sovereignty wil l 
pose no serious problem. But the 
Western powers are not always 
likely to pursue a common policy 
on issues and events outside NATO. 

This is where interdependence w i l l 
create conflicts and tensions. Tuni
sia is the latest symptom of such 
inherent clashes of interests. But 
there are many other points and 
issues relating to Asia and Africa 
on which there are v i ta l differences, 
among the Western powers. Ame
rica's policy on Red China is not 
supported by Bri ta in and some other 
NATO powers. France's policy on 
Algeria and Nor th Africa is not 
liked by America and Bri ta in. 
America is opposed to the Anglo-
French policy on West Asia. On 
these and many other issues, there 
are conflicts among America and 
her NATO allies. As the NATO 
powers concerned are likely to be 
adamant about their respective poli
cies on these separate issues in con
flict, no common policy is possible. 
These are the obvious limitations 
to the attempts to dovetail the 
NATO powers' non-European Inter
ests and alliances into NATO so 
as to form a Grand Global Alliance. 

These underlying conflicts are, as 
is only to be expected, fully exploit
ed by the Soviet Union. Nor is 
Russia unaware of the misgivings 
among West European powers of 
the Anglo-American plan for set
ting up medium range missile bases 
in Europe. On purely tactical and 
strategic grounds, the Soviet Union 
may be tempted to forestall the 
Western powers' frantic efforts to 
catch up w i t h her by some rash 
action before the mi l i ta ry initiative 
is wrested from her. That would 
be a fatal mistake. But Moscow 
is certainly entitled to expect that 
the Western powers wi l l even now 
be ready to ta lk terms wi th Russia. 


