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Ladies and gentlemen, 

In the contemporary world a lot depends on the state of Russian-American relations. This is a huge shared responsibility for our two countries. Take the challenge of maintaining strategic stability – a bilateral Russian-American undertaking, the benefits of which are available to all other countries of the world. This burden is heavy, indeed, especially for my country, which is now guided by entirely new, creative priorities aimed at improving the life of the Russian citizens. Our common legacy is not confined to this subject only. Some other arrangements of the past continue helping to maintain stability in the world and its regions. 

Moreover, in a world of global threats and challenges we also address new tasks as agreed between President Vladimir V. Putin and President George W. Bush, including, among other things, countering terror, WMD proliferation, and conflict resolution. 

When Russia and the United States succeed in working together, they manage, as a rule, to generate viable solutions. We would like to see this practice of working together prevail in our relations with the American partners. For this to happen, both Russia and the United States should not only recognize national interests of each other but also be responsive to them. And that requires readiness for compromise, and predictability that is achieved through adherence to the agreements reached. It does not always work out that way, although we are committed to work in this vein. 

No one in my country, except for some marginal political groups, wishes ill to anyone. Anti-American or anti-Western sentiment as well as any manifestations of racism, anti-Semitism and xenophobia, are utterly unacceptable in our society. No wave of anti-Americanism in other places of the world will make us waver. The United States is going through a difficult period of adaptation to a new international reality. We know from our own experience how difficult it is psychologically. That is why all friends of the United States do not want to see the Americans fall into self-isolationism, which would have devastating consequences for the entire world and the United States itself. 

And what is unilateralism, if not a form of isolationism? Unilateral international projects make it actually impossible for the majority of other states, including the leading ones, to participate in them. 

Many differences between us at the level of foreign policy philosophies are rooted in the assessment of the meaning of the end of the Cold War. I am convinced that the world has changed irreversibly for all of us. If one wants to determine who won the Cold War, wouldn't it be better to determine this by the ability of the countries to heed its lessons? In this case Russia, I am sure, would be one of the runners-up. 

We have foregone ideology in favour of common sense. Unexpectedly for ourselves we have become more pragmatic than many of our partners. Frankly -- a very unusual situation for Russia. We feel quite at home in this new situation, and our world outlook is determined by it. 

So, we believe that in the contemporary world there can be no islands of stability in an ocean of chaos. National security of either Russia or the United States cannot be ensured outside the global and regional context. Russia is part and parcel of the general movement towards a more orderly world, and restoration of “manageability” global development. 

We want Russia to be viewed as an opportunity for deeper equal partnership rather than a challenge. The Soviet Union was fenced-in against "external influence". Russia is open for cooperation and is willing to take on board friendly advice on our domestic constructive work. At the same time, we are in a position to influence the world development by what we do for our country. Russian authorities, in developing their policies lean on the realities of life, on the real needs of the country, on everything that reflects interests of the Russian citizens, promotes their security and prosperity, which form the building blocks of the national security and prosperity of Russia. 

When we talk about the European choice of Russia, we mean, first of all, our pursuit of a socially oriented model of economic development that exists in the vast majority of European countries. There is certain historical justice to it. The European economic model was largely a response to the "social challenge" of the Soviet Union. Therefore, we have reasons to consider this model our own. 

The world outlook of the Russians is not limited by Europe. Russia has always lived at the crossroads of civilizations. For centuries, their coexistence in harmony and mutual influence were essential for our survival. Hence the unique role that we could play in maintaining harmony between civilizations of this world threatened not only by terrorists and extremists of all stripes, but also by ideology-driven approaches to the world affairs. Indeed, any political thought may mutate towards extremism. Political scientists do not even exclude an emergence of a liberal fundamentalism. 

Every civilization must control extremism in its own midst. As for the “challenge of modernization” faced by the Islamic world, here we need to assist rather than impose. The G8, for example, agreed a format of assistance acceptable for all the Middle- and Near East countries, and we will continue in this spirit. 

Nobody disputes that democracy is the main avenue for the development of humankind. But every country and every region choose their own path towards this goal. Forcing the natural process of democratic development would only result in a throw-back, undermining the legitimacy of its advocates in the eyes of the people. Russia used to be the stage for unprecedented social experiments. We’ve had enough of that, and sincerely warn others against it. 

Attempts to disregard the centuries-old relations and traditions are fraught with emergence of subject nations and weak states. This is also apparent in the CIS area. We want to build our relations with the CIS countries based on a sound economic reason. Such relations are more viable than the outdated politicized patterns. Bringing the real economic interests into the open would in the end of the day benefit our relations in the CIS area with the non-regional powers. These are precisely the clarity, the openness and the predictability that is demanded of us and that we, in our turn, expect to see in the policies of our partners with respect to countries of this region so vitally important to us. 

All in all, one needs to get rid of mutual suspicions and double standards. For instance, nobody asked questions, when the European Union leaders announced that Europe should become a union of "sovereign democracies". The same reaction was to the words of Vice-President Cheney in Vilnius, Lithuania regarding the establishment of a community of "sovereign democracies" in the region between the Baltic and the Black Seas. 

However, when Russian politicians started discussing the concept of sovereign democracy, we were suspected of attempting to substantiate the establishment of an authoritarian rule. Which is to say, that one and the same expression used by different speakers is perceived differently. Everything is so simple though: Russia has made an unambiguous choice for democracy as the form of governance and social order. And we want to see our sovereignty, the bearer of which is the Russian people, as a guarantee of our ability to pursue our domestic and foreign policies independently without external interference. It is no secret that not every country by far, including those mentioned by the US Vice-President, is ready for that or can afford it. For us, however, such sovereignty is a crucial question and it will continue to be the main reasoning behind our actions both domestically and internationally. That is the focus of the debate in our country around sovereign democracy. Besides, anyone can see that the slogan of democracy is often used to exert external influence on the sovereignty of other countries, and on their domestic development. 

I believe that rapid restoration of Russia’s autonomy in its foreign affairs is one of the factors complicating relations between our countries, because not everyone in the United States has gotten used to that. One has to, though. We view the sovereignty of the United States in choosing the means to protect its national interests in the world arena as something given. Our two Presidents have developed a very warm relationship based on mutual respect, which makes it possible, as I have already mentioned, to reach compromise solutions to many problems, both bilateral and international. I hope that those in the United States will prevail, who understand that the interest of the United States lies in having a strong, capable, and independent Russia, which is a partner. 

Conflicts in today's world spread largely because in modern international relations the factor of force has not subsided. It is difficult to accept the idea that there is some global security vacuum that justifies a unilateral use of force. On the contrary, such actions lead to destabilization and create such a vacuum. It would be sufficient to compare the current situation in the world with that of three or four years ago. It seems that there are even more problem issues in the international relations, while the sense of security has become notably weaker. 

Power policies are exercised against the backdrop of a seriously stagnant disarmament agenda. We have to draw certain conclusions from that. Disarmament and arms control paralysis may not last long. It is the question of maintaining global equilibrium in an extremely sensitive area. Together with our American partners, we shall promote the launch of negotiations on the replacement to the START Treaty, which expires in 2009. It is important to understand that the Russian-American disarmament process is not just a "family affair". 

Lack of progress in disarmament fuels proliferation – something to think about. 

As for non-proliferation, more attention should be paid to universal arrangements, such as the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. If there are any loopholes in it they should be plugged by negotiating universal international agreements. Our initiatives to internationalize the provision of the nuclear fuel cycle services run in the same direction and are in tune with the respective ideas of our US partners and the IAEA executives. This is a positive element of the Russia-US agenda for the coming years. 

I fully share the idea that in the past, it was the practical cooperation in such sensitive areas as space exploration that laid the ground for better relations between our countries. (An idea of R.Gottemoeller, Director of the Carnegie Moscow Center) Nuclear energy could become an area of convergence of our efforts, of course, without preconditions and on the basis of equality and mutual benefit. The agreements reached by our leaders in St. Petersburg, including the Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism, follow this logic. 

We are convinced that there is no alternative to the political and diplomatic resolution of crises, especially in the Middle- and Near East. Like in diplomacy in general, there is no reasonable alternative to compromise. Of course, any compromise should be within the legal framework without undermining international security, and be consistent with the obligations under international agreements, including the non-proliferation regimes. Nobody wants to see Iran possessing a nuclear bomb, but, at the same time, it is extremely dangerous to get involved in futile confrontation. I want to stress this point: we shall not support ultimatums that would lead to a dead-end, create a new crisis in the already seriously destabilized region, and undermine the authority of the UN Security Council, should this body with its crucial role in maintaining international security decide to pursue an unrealistic policy. It is engagement, rather than isolation of "problem" states, that would lead to a resolution. 

We believe that leadership in a modern world can only be collective, with full involvement of all major states of the world. We are ready to take part in this global concert. President Vladimir V.Putin made this point quite clear. The G8 in an expanded format for dialogue and interaction with other partners could play an important role. 

Apparently, the world today should give up conventional, rigid alliances in favour of flexible alliances with variable geometry. Thomas Friedman in his book "The World Is Flat: A Brief History of the Twenty-First Century" provides some interesting insights in this regard. 

History shows that narrow, bloc-based approaches fail to provide solutions to existing problems. In fact, they create new ones. If we look at what is happening to the Adapted CFE Treaty, we cannot but admit that there is bloc-based work against Russia. It is difficult to think of any other rational explanation of the persistent virtual existence of the unadapted Treaty, which was based on the old Warsaw Pact-NATO confrontation. The Warsaw Pact collapsed long ago, and many of its former members joined NATO. Having recognized this reality, the CFE Treaty participants signed the Agreement on its Adaptation as far back as 1999, but NATO countries have torpedoed its entry into force. This nonsense, inconsistent with the purpose of ensuring equal security for all Euro-Atlantic States, must not be perpetuated. It affects both our security and the new atmosphere of trust that we all try to create in the Russia-NATO relations. 

Competition is an integral part of the American way of life. It is therefore difficult to understand concerns about Russia`s relations with Asia and about an “Asian wave” of globalization. The rise of Asia is the product of globalization contributing to a more equal distribution of growth and influence around the world. It poses no threat to the Western values and way of life. It simply sets an environment for competition of values guiding the development of societies. Russia is also contributing to the development of such an environment. The Americans believe in their values, therefore, they have nothing to fear – no one can make them worship other gods. The United States, in its turn, should not impose their rules of the game and its interpretation of universal values upon others. John F. Kennedy admitted that "the United States is neither omnipotent nor omniscient, and, therefore, there cannot be an American solution to every world problem". 

Russia with its industrial, technological, scientific, and educational potential cannot stand aloof from the global economic processes. For that reason we seek to join the WTO and participate in drawing fair rules of international trade. The negotiations are not all plain sailing. We are confronted with a number of excessive demands. With economic reforms yet to be completed, we insist on measured protection of specific industries of major importance to the Russian economy. No country, however developed it may be, can do without such measures, which are in fact, allowed by WTO rules. It is no coincidence that the developed countries, including the United States, are often subject to relevant WTO investigations. Nevertheless, our efforts are primarily focused on liberalizing the trade and political regime in our country. 

Energy diplomacy has acquired special importance. The objective reason for that is the key role of the Russian fuel and energy industry in the development the national economy, as well as the need to promote our interests as the global competition for lucrative energy resources and markets gets tougher. It was no coincidence that global energy security became a priority during the Russia’s G8 Presidency. 

Measures to ensure reliable supply should be consistently followed up by efforts to ensure steady demand. Such is the best way to harmonize the interests of all energy market players. 

At the same time, we are not going to give up our natural competitive advantage or act contrary to our own national interests. We will continue to build up our energy capabilities, affirm our reputation as a reliable and responsible partner on the energy markets, diversify energy transportation routes to ensure the sustainable development of our fuel-and-energy industry, while contributing to maintaining a balanced world energy market. 

Relations between our countries are multidimensional, and are constantly evolving. I am convinced that the lessons learned from unilateral actions will lead us to a convergence of doctrines and will resolve many problems. We strongly believe that effective partnership in a globalizing world is impossible without a shared understanding of our historical era. And here I agree with Mr.Zbigniew Brzezinski that the point in question is a commitment to global solidarity. Meanwhile, we need tact and patience in dealing with each other. 

Modernization of Russian-American relations needs an additional momentum. We should be able to achieve real partnership not only in facing the whole range of threats and challenges to security, but also in providing conditions for our common prosperity. The first successes of Russian investments into the US economy ("Lukoil”, "Nornikel”, "Severstal”, "Evraz Group”, etc., totalling more than US $ 1 billion) are already evident. It also calls for the need to intensify our energy and hi-tech cooperation. A solid economic foundation for our relationship, free of discrimination will help us strengthen mutual trust, get rid of everything superficial and opportunistic, and unleash the enormous potential of our partnership for the benefit of the whole world. 

We will not see eye to eye on everything. That is why it is important to develop a culture of managing our differences. I am convinced that, as before, our relationship will be strong enough to withstand differences and candid exchanges of views. 

The meeting between President George W. Bush and President Vladimir V.Putin last July on the eve of the G8 Summit in St. Petersburg produced significant results. I am confident that our relations are valuable in and of themselves, and that, ultimately, responsible political interests of the United States are of the same view. 

The attitude of the Americans and the Russians towards each other is an important positive factor in the whole complex of our relations. More than two centuries of active cooperation have taught us to draw a distinction between the things that relate to inherent features of our national characters and the things that relate to politics. Instinctively we can see the difference between national interests of each other and the politicking of authorities motivated by ideology. Many believe that the 1990s were marked by an attempt to americanize Russia, which, by the way, ran counter to the well-known advice by George Kennan, (who cautioned not to interfere from without into ‘the most intimate processes of national life’ of Russia when it entered a period of post-soviet change. However, in spite of experience of the 1990s) the mindset of benevolence has basically remained intact. Opinion polls indicate this as well. It gives every reason to look into the future of our relations with optimism. 

The growing self-confidence of Russia and the Russians contributes to a more pragmatic and level-headed attitude towards America. Actually, in this respect the Russians are beginning to resemble the Americans with their prudence, ability to protect their interests, control emotions and not to seek gratuitous help from others. 

According to a number of Russian historians, the tough confrontation between our countries in the 20th century subsided at least twice due to the awareness of the common nature of our interests and the general direction of development of our two countries. The first time occurred in the 1930s and early 1940s in connection with the processes of etatisation and the fight against a common deadly enemy. This period was symbolized by the presidency of Franklyn D. Roosevelt. The second time it happened in the 1960s and early 1970s on the basis of "the advanced industrial society” and a renewed closeness of interests in maintaining international stability. Both of these periods of dйtente were accompanied by a revival of convergence-based thinking in the United States and among liberal academia of the Soviet Union. And now, in the absence of any fundamental differences between our countries, why could not we have a third convergence – the one based on a solid and durable foundation a common vision of the contemporary era and on joint action against the threats and challenges of globalisation? 

California, pioneered by both Americans and Russians, symbolizes a commonality of destinies of our two peoples. There are many places here that remind us of our common history: Fort Ross, Russian River Valley etc. The feeling of mutual involvement was renewed during the Second World War. California was one of the points of departure for the Allied supplies to my country under the Land-Lease. I sincerely believe: the innermost feeling that Russia and America being so different are not alien to each other will find its way in the politics of our countries and, ultimately, will become a factor that would determine the Russian-American relations.
