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We wish to invife you to 0oe1or first Canterbury Seminar on detente. -This is to be es;seritially a 

planning seminar end for--this reason all optioJ'ts remain open. However, we would like to indicate 

what we have in mind end this can serve at least as a basis of d iscussion . 

Aced em ic Background. · 

This Centre comprises a small number of scholars in the political end social sciences. We are 

scattered over six universit~es. We have worked together since the mid 'sixties end have developed 

alternatives to the traditional processes of power bargaining and negotitation from strength. 

Tbe~e ore W!ore ir• ;loe 01de,. M problem solving techniques through · which options that can not easily 

be explored in a power framework emerge from the direct · expression by the parties of their 

own fears cndca'lnterns, assisted by a panel of scholars who have made a special study of conflictual 

relationships at rri'any system levels. Such techniques rest heavily on is lands of theory drawn from 
. . . . . . 

many disciplines and which are largely· the product of the last two or three decades in Western 
"!1!0\o..Qo'~~~ 

thought. These include theories of security that 01"9 tid'~-#~ the usua l concept of security, 

deterrence theo~n'es that challenge the usual concept of de terrence, theories about behaviour 
~~ (J~ .:Vl 

that pay~ atte_ntion to recognition, particopation~ethnicity, theoiies of politics that 
~ - . 

deal with legitimacy as distinct from legality and others. E has been our view that this quite . 

recent knowledge now makes possible the avoidance of wint,lcse power bargaining and relationships 

generally that rest on powe~and , in their place, the introduction of ~Hee-l processes that . 
resolve apparent conflicts of interest by cnalys~ of and reference to fundamenta I interests and goa ls

1 .. " 

many of which are not made· explicit lin th~ definition parties give of their Cfinflicts. 

In this process-a third party has a unique role. It is not the traditional role ofJ seeking 

compromise and a-pp l)' ing norms. It is the rol~ of a semina r leade r, direct ing attention to islands 

of theory and knowledge that ore possibly relevant for the cons ideration of the parties. It , indeed, 

is a role that seeks to prevent ~compromise or any form of bargaining and to 

. m<Jintcin on analyticai approach such that .all possibl.e options can fully be explored without 

commitment or obligation and ·without any party seeming to be weake .... ing in its stance ass iJch 
. . J ' 

exploration would be interpreted in a power situation. Experiences we have had and experiences 

that some of our American colleagues have had in pursuing the same approach, suggests that this 



()..~ 
is ()rre that is re levant to the compl exities of international relat.ions where perceptual difficul t ies, 

ideologies, c_ultural orientations and other such~ behaviour issues are no less relevqnt thor 

the~r81i'rl realities of _power. 

During the 'seventies we ha ve had _extensive disc uss.ions with our American colleagues who are 

working· in this field. We have also had exchange visits with colle"'"gt~ues from the Moscow 
' I . ~ 

Institute for World Economics and International Affairs. Now, at the suggestion of some of 
our colleagues· we are taking this initiative in establishing a continuing means of communication 

between scholars from the two thermo-<r~uc !rear powers. 

Politico I Background. 

The politi£al background ofthis ini t iative is the reality of potential conflic t at the super­

po:,e[~~ ~~;,!.the t._clear need for 
11
detente 11 to be analysed and developed in a cont inuous 

way,__ It would appear that the thermo-nuclear strategy of de terrence can no longer be c I aimed 

to be stable, no matter at what level of 11 over-kill 11 each side operates. Any assumpticm by one 

power~ that the other power believes that it has an advantage and that it has 
. ~ 

an intention to use an advantage, hds self..:.:fulfilling consequeces c:ls the ·result oF ~s 

~responses. It would also appear that 11small wc:lrs 11 are not contained by the great powers 

but, on thb cont rary, are likely to bring them into collision. It would also appear that
1
in crisis; 

communication~ far from increasing, virtually breaks down despite 11hot line 11 provisions. 

Furthermore I it a ppears that what negott'fi~s :+rat do take place between the major p0wers , such 

as SALT and disar arms control negotiations in particular regions, are conducted by 

specialists largely on a technical basis. They are not conducted within a wider politios..l 

perspective. For example, it does not seem to be the responsibility of any specialist department 
• a.- o.~rz.. •' . . 

of government to consider the degree .to which the international system, for instance a. 

non-aUgned system, could.Jmp inge upon the spe~ialised problems under discussion. 

We have taken the vTew that a body of scholars, who in the normal course ha,,~_e means of 

communication with relevant aut~orities on an informal basis, could help in communicating 

detailsof particular crisis situations and- in analysing the complexities of relationships as a whole. 

To be more specific, there appear to be three areas of thamht that have been developed 

separately. There are the traditional areas seeking to prevent war: deterre nce· strategi~s ar1d 

behind them. on a somewhQ/t longer te rm basis, balance of power strategies. T.tJese are th e main 

concern of au·thorites, especially in per'rio.ds.of crisi->. Secoi!d, there ore the behavioural areas 

to which ~eference has been made: identity, perception and the whole range of fact_ors thu 

lead to a Iterations in ba iances by affecting events in particular states or regions . These a re 

. re garded as being of interest_on!y in th_e long term: crisis situations push them into the 

background. Third there is the area of conflict se ttl e me nt and resolution. At present·there is , 
a strong tendency for each to be treated separately and for each to be a specialisation. 



We ore asking the question, how can all be integrated, how con ·conftict-rerotttti-en--be 

Oi=[plieJ lorle s!Jalegtcctif~ how con strategy and balances by related to longer-term 

problems of~. political change, how can strategic negotiations be conducted within a 

c ot1fli~t probl em solving fram ework , how can in ternal~ li+Sc political considerations, 

the development of appropriate world systems and strategy by integrated? 

The Third Party. 

It will be seenj that in this seminar we ore focu~ing on the relotionships !tWtee!i the two 

thermo-nucl:4r states . It so happens tha t this Ce ntre has developed in a third state. We see our rol e . . 

as- a third-party one, not- one that in any sense reflects British attitudes or interests. This 

triangle happens to suit the present situation: it is not a seminar in the ordinary sel'$ e. It is 

a seminar atmosphere in which points of view from two opposing sta tes con be discussed with CAC 
~ . 

acting as hosts and as a pr <Pessionol third party. It is not our role to be informed of the interests 
. . . ~- . 

and view ppinrftsof the parties: only they can express these. It is our role to be in touch with 

thinking , theorie~ , re!e\1\El nt knov/~dge and to co)liJtribute this and at the same time ensure that 

discussion remains analyticai and exploratOry. 

Proposal. 

We would like to suggest an o,-going seminar at Canterbury comprising four scholars f:rom 

the USA and the USSR together wi·th curse lves. Each scholar m uld remoinfqr one month. 

(To make this possib!.le there would have to be some initial orrarnements so as to work into 
. . ~~~~ 

this rotation -some schokr s from both sides staying.Jor o I anger period) . . Those invited11wruld 

be invited.~ by CAC after con5ult-ation with seminar members and sponsoring bodies . They would 

be se lee ted -in th; ,I ~t of events, som:e_times a strategist, somet~i~es a th ir/d world specialist, 

sometimes on~ economist, sometimes a specialist on a current crisis situat6on. There would be 

freedom to invite otners, for example, members of Embassies, scholars from other countries, 

f 
. •1 <;: ~~c,...~ o..-(.;. ....,~ .. L ~L ~d._ ~ o-K~d.. ~~-'ct. e-v-.<-.L -R.t'-J... r'-OJ o-F /)<:> or spec1a pq:lloses. .,.,........_ - ;.... . · t v 1'.. _ · 1. . A 

. · H~·e"!. .1, ....... e_ · · · · ~~a.,.k! r~~~ .. 
CAC would ·keep detai~ed reports that would be made available to participants, past and ---.. 

present
1
so that new-comers would have a full background and pthers would be kept informed. 

The reports would also be made available to interested prdctitione~s. In this way continuil'!ty 

would be m_ointoined and a n extending community generated. 

The meeting place would be CAC offices at the Universit y of Kent at Canterbury where 

a ·staff and -specia I i ibrary \0 u!d be maintained and wh~e. approprite flats and other 1/ ccomodation 
.• -~c:}--~ . 

would be avail a~ le . Finances wouldbe from private ·sources, in the states · invohted ~ ~ ddc-:, 
. . ~~ .. """""'~ . 

The Future . J . 

"f.fs This essenFblly bilateral interaction could be ex tended to include other maior powers 

as and whe n it was thought desirable. Tt'Jl is could not happen unti I effectlive communication 



t.;.. 

between the two major set of schol rfs had been established. 

Purposes. 

It wil I be clear from the above what the general purposes are. However, these should be 

detailed. 

· The staple diet of the seminar will be international rel a tions t-eo theory - in all its aspects. 

This should be -~ sem ,ina~ at which the most recent_ thinking is examined ar:'ld a continuing synthesis 
- cJ ~~o.t;.:l. }o ~h_{:;._-..,.,-:::>. -'tC..- d.. ~-.JL...Jl fa--.._._..,~ I . 

produced,_ Second, there will be continuing examinations of the current political situation. 
J.._ 

Third there will be attention given to partict.&ar crisis situations as they emerge and to the 
. I 

strategic implications of each. Fourth, there will be an endeavour to . place ~im any exis ting 

n&s+· negotiations, such as SALT, in the wider perspective of detente and the wider ~rspective 

of developments in th e internotional system a s a whole. FotJrth -:-and this could t urn ou t to be 

in the longer term the ma in function - the seminar would have a capacity ~~"i~~n 
any conflict to which its attention was drawn by the parties concerned. S? many loco I conflicts 

..... 
do in practice ~ - affect detente and require the interest! of both sides Joe the main dispute: 

this would be a permane nt centre at which such local conflicts could be analysed and mediated 
~ 

with the help of t+.e foeti-tM& d:i:Q directly involved. 

·-....... 

As was stated at the ou tse t, all options are open. These eire merel y ' our first suggestions • 
...----~ &~v J-la.-. .. 

We waul d we I come your participation. :GJID<i;bi!loOOc<~io:Jxx "fh.e meet~g will take place ... 
at Canterbury on until 
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