











have been simplistically portrayed as anti-Western, just
because they are pro-Putin. This not only fails to grasp the
extent to which Putin’s eight years of consolidation made
Medvedev’s liberal agenda possible, but also falsely identifies
Yeltsin’s weak Russia as pro-Western and Putin’s strong Rus-
sia as anti-Western. This suggests to many young Russians
that the West prefers a weak and pliant Russia. It is hard to
imagine how the West can build bridges to future Russian
leaders on that basis.

Russian President Dmitry Medvedev speaks at the St. Peters-
burg Economic Forum. He called for international coopera-
tion to deal with current global economic problems.

Mutual respect for each others’ values is the only solid
foundation for partnership. To date, unfortunately, such
partnership has been derailed by an unwillingness to accept
Russia’s democracy on its own terms. Until this changes, the
relationship between the US and Russia will be no different
than it was a generation ago.

The election of Dmitry Medvedev to the presidency
offers a unique opportunity to set this relationship on a new
path, since he shows every sign of wanting to promote the
kind of free market and liberal politics that the West says it
has been looking for in Russia’s leadership.

In addition to the economic initiatives already men-
tioned, in the political arena he has championed the creation
of an independent public television channel, an independent
judiciary, and parliamentary oversight of the executive
branch. He has also stressed the role that non-governmental
organizations must play, insisting that every level of govern-
ment in Russia “use the experience of NGOs and public
organizations which, among other things, have learned to
control their expenses better than government.”
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Finally, and no less importantly, the imminent gen-
erational shift in Russia’s leadership (and perhaps America’s
leadership) provides a rare opportunity to re-conceptualize
our security relationship. Indeed, one initiative that would
allow us to do just that is already on the table.

"Two years ago, as head of Gazprom, Dmitry Medeve-
dev proposed a radically new way of thinking about energy
security in Europe. Instead of basing policy on the fear of
Russian investments in Europe’s energy infrastructure and
of Europe’s dependence on Russian energy supplies, Medve-
dev suggested that Europeans and Russians transform their
fears into a mutual dependence that would gradually begin
to create what he called “a virtuous circle” of economic ef-
ficiency and security.

The key would be expanding mutual investment in each
other’s energy infrastructure, so that Russian investment in
refinery and distribution in Europe and European invest-
ment in oil and gas extraction in Russia would be linked.
By sharing risk, such an “asset swap” would enhance the
confidence of all parties. As Medvedev put it in 2006: “The
Europeans say that we are putting them in a tight corner
because they come to depend too much on deliveries of
Russian gas. Let us exchange assets then, and we will be
dependent on them too.”

If this proposal sounds familiar, it should. On May 9,
1950, Robert Schuman proposed something similar involv-
ing the strategic energy resources of his day—coal and steel.
His words then evoked a broader vision:

“World peace cannot be safeguarded without the mak-
ing of creative efforts proportionate to the dangers which
threaten it...Europe will not be made all at once, or according
to a single plan. It will be built through concrete achieve-
ments which first create a de facto solidarity. The coming
together of the nations of Europe requires the elimination
of the age-old opposition of France and Germany... The
solidarity in production thus established will make it plain
that any war between France and Germany becomes not
merely unthinkable, but materially impossible...there will be
realized simply and speedily that fusion of interest which is
indispensable to the establishment of a common economic
system; it may be the leaven from which may grow a wider
and deeper community between countries long opposed to
one another by sanguinary divisions.”

Schuman’s proposal led to the creation of the European
Coal and Steel Community, which evolved into the European
Economic Community and eventually became the European
Union. What Dmitry Medvedev has proposed is, in essence,
a Schuman Plan for Europe.

Will Western leaders embrace such a bold proposal,
envision Russia as part of the West, and finally put the Cold
War to rest? It is too early to say. One thing, however, is
clear: Developing Western policies that are conducive to
such a vision will be the fundamental challenge, and op-
portunity, that the Putin Generation poses to the next US
president.
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