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[Begin	Transcripti0n]	

ГРЕК:	My	first	question	for	you	is:	when	George	W	Bush	became	US	president	in	January	2001,	

what	were	you	doing	and	how	did	you	get	there?	

BELKOVSKY:	I	was	already	a	political	consultant—what	in	America	is	called	
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of	people,	though	not	yet	even	hundreds	of	thousands—I	am	conducting	such	a	media	

experiment.	The	experiment	includes	the	Telegram	channel	“Belkovsky,”	which	by	

coincidence	has	my	last	name,	though	AI	runs	it,	not	I.	It	is	the	first	Telegram	channel	in	

the	Russian-language	media	space	run	entirely	by	AI.		

GREK:	Thank	you	for	familiarizing	us	with	
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“There	is	no	such	doctor.	What	is	bothering	you?”	

“You	see,	I	see	one	thing	and	hear	another.”	

So,	Vladimir	Putin,	so	to	speak,	was	supposed	to	pursue	Yeltsin's	policy,	but	as	if	

with	patriotic,	imperialist,	isolationist	slogans	to	sweeten	the	pill	for	the	majority	of	the	

Russian	people.	It	was	like	that	for	a	long	time,	and	over	time	the	mask	simply	stuck.	And	

here	
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GREK:	How	do	you	view	and	assess	that	meeting?	How	important	was	it	and	did	some	kind	of	

"chemistry"	develop	between	them,	as	some	say,	or	was	it	just	a	sham,	as	others	claim?	

And	overall,	in	your	view,	how	did	Putin	come	to	see	Bush	based	on	this	meeting,	their	

first	full-fledged	faceoff?	

BELKOVSKY:	I	think	that	psychologically,	George	W	Bush	behaved	absolutely	correctly.	I	do	not	

know	if	he	guessed	it	himself	or	he	was	taught	by	the	American	“deep	state,”	but	he	very	

correctly	identified	the	problems	of	his	opponent.	First,	Vladimir	Putin	did	not	have	a	

brilliant	relationship	with	the	Democrat	administration	of	Bill	Clinton.	This	was	due	to	

the	fact	that	in	1999,	when	Boris	Yeltsin	announced	Vladimir	Putin	as	his	successor—and	

at	that	point	there	was	no	certainty	that	Putin	would	become	president—back	then	in	

August	1999,	no	one	knew	how	suddenly	and	rapidly	the	popularity	of	this	hitherto	little-

known	Yeltsin	official	would	grow,	and	there	was	a	possibility	that	Yevgeny	Primakov	

would	become	president.3	And	of	course,	the	Clinton	administration	bet	on	Primakov	and	

wanted	him	to	become	Russian	president.	Though	Yevgeny	Maximovich	[Primakov]	was	

not	so	young	and	a	Soviet	man,	he	was	absolutely	transparent	and	predictable	for	

Washington.		

It	was	clear	what	they	would	be	dealing	with,	and	it	was	completely	clear	that	

Primakov—who,	after	all,	in	many	respects	became	a	major	political	figure	thanks	to	

Mikhail	Gorbachev	(or	he	was	Mikhail	Gorbachev’s	fault)—should	he	
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Putin	as	they	did	later:	the	ABM	Treaty,4	the	US	withdrawal	from	the	ABM	(missile	

defense)	Treaty	of	1972	and	NATO	expansion.	But	back	then,	overall,	
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that	would	guarantee	his	full	security,	and	security	issues	were	always	a	priority	for	him	–	

in	personal,	business,	and	government	affairs.	The	further	he	went,	the	more	[his]	security	

was	identified	with	Russia,	and	Russia	with	himself—meaning	that	his	personal	security	is	

the	security	of	Russia	and	vice	versa.		

And	back	then	he	also	proposed,	including	at	the	meeting	at	the	Brdo	Castle	in	

Slovenia,	to	create	a	joint	missile	defense	system.	Even	then,	military	experts	said	that	that	

could	never	happen,	because	the	technology	and	data	transmission	systems	were	

incompatible,	and	because	the	US	and	Russia	would	have	to	reveal	huge,	intriguing	

military	secrets	to	each	other,	and	because	if	they	were	to	create	a	joint	missile	defense	

system,	then	the	next	step	would	only	be	the	creation	of	a	single	state.	

Nevertheless,	Putin	wanted	this,	and	sincerely	wanted	it,	and	the	fact	that	

someone	put	a	stone	in	his	outstretched	hand	was	the	first	blow	to	his	trust	in	the	

Republican	administration
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As	an	analyst,	I	was	supposed	to	answer	the	question	whether	it	was	possible	that	

Victor	Yushchenko	could	win	the	presidential	election	in	October-November	of	the	same	

year.	I	quickly	came	to	a	two-part	conclusion:	First,	an	initial	Viktor	Yushchenko	victory	is	

possible	only	through	a	revolution,	as	everything	was	trending	in	such	a	way	that	Viktor	
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BELKOVSKY:	It	was	a	system	of	American	conspiracies	to	establish	direct	influence	in	the	post-

Soviet	space,	to	exclude	Russia	as	a	player.	I	am	now	giving	
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Igor	Smirnov.	However,	in	Putin’s	mind,	at	the	last	moment	the	plan	was	thwarted	due	to	

intrigues	on	the	part	of	the	U.S.,	and	also	those	of	the	EU,	though	the	EU	intrigued	rather	

at	the	instigation	of	the	Americans
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Ukraine	was	a	big	blow,	because	Putin	was	completely	convinced—I	don’t	know	

what	he	and	George	Bush	discussed	about	this	issue,	but	Putin	apparently	believed—that	

the	U.S.	would	not	interfere	and	prevent	Viktor	Yanukovych	from	becoming	president	of	

Ukraine.	He	had	some	reason	to	think	so.	But	then	again,	the	U.S.	didn’t	interfere.	I	saw	it	

with	my	own	eyes:	first	the	revolution	broke	out,	and	only	when	the	victory	of	the	

revolution	became	more	than	obvious	did	the	U.S.	support	it,	not	in	the	reverse	order.	But	

Putin	believes	exactly	the	opposite:	that	the	U.S.	organized	a	revolution	to	deprive	him,	
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Yushchenko,	which	was	planned	at	that	time—such	an	alliance	was	really	being	planned	

and	was	broken	up	in	the	end.	Later,	Rinat	Akhmetov	became	friends	with	Yushchenko,	

but	Akhmetov	was	friends	with	all	the	acting	presidents	of	Ukraine—you	can’t	take		
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BELKOVSKY:	It	was	taken	negatively	by	the	Kremlin,	but	it	was	not	an	important	event,	as	the	

Kremlin	perceived	it	as	a	ritual	and	nothing	more.	It	did	not	believe	that	the	U.S.	could	

seriously	influence	things	in	this	way.	But	after	the	Ukrainian	Revolution,	after	the	Orange	

Revolution,	naturally,	pictures	were	already	being	drawn	in	Vladimir	Putin’s	vivid	

imagination,	that	by	pouring	several	billion	dollars	into	opposition	circles	and	entities,	the	

U.S.	could	seize	power	in	Russia.	This	ghost	haunted	him—it	didn’t	yet	haunt	him	after	

the	Georgian	revolution,	but	after	2004	that	ghost	haunted	him	a	lot,	reaching	a	climax	

during	the	Arab	Spring,	when,	in	fact,	Putin	decided	to	remove	Medvedev,	Dmitri	

Anatolyevich	Medvedev,5	and	return	to	the	Kremlin	and	rule	long	and	unhappily.	

GREK:	Why	did	the	US	fail	to	convince	Putin	to	support	the	invasion	of	Iraq	in	2006?	Although	it	

would	seem	like	a	tough	sell,	some	place	in	the	Western	coalition,	the	war,	in	the	end,	

would	seem	fit	the	imagination	of	Russia's	foreign	policy.	

BELKOVSKY:	Well,	it	was	not	2006	but	in	2003,	after	all,	that	the	invasion	of	Iraq	took	place.	

Vladimir	Putin	sized	it	up	for	himself	in	much	the	same	way	as	Oliver	Stone	did	in	the	

film	W,	if	you	saw	it,	that	there	was	no	need	to	invade	Iraq,	but	George	Bush	just	wanted	

to	surpass	his	father	in	something	and	was	suffering	from	the	fact	that	his	father	valued	
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This	is	how	Putin	thought.	In	addition,	he	saw	that	Germany	and	France	were	

against	the	operation	in	Iraq,	and	he	wanted	to	drive	a	wedge	between	Europe	and	

America	and,	so	to	speak,	play	on	that
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the	general	pathos	of	the	Munich	speech	boiled	down	to	the	fact	that	you	do	not	want	to	

be	friends	with	us,	but	we	do.	But,	you	know,	such	a	state	of	affairs	cannot	last	forever,	

and	if	you	still	don’t	want	to	be	friends	with	us,	then	that’s	fine,	we	won’t	be	friends	with	

you,	and	we	will	find	our	own	isolationist,	separatist	solutions,	which	ultimately	is	what	

happened	seven	years	later.	

For	all	those	seven	years,	Putin	sought,	carried	out	a	special	operation	to	force	the	US	to	be	

friends,	and	when	it	finally	failed—and	in	his	mind	it	failed	definitively	with	the	

Revolution	of	Dignity	of	2013-14	in	Ukraine—then	that	was	it.	The	special	operation	to	

force	friendship	was	called	off,	World	War	IV	began,	a	hybrid	war.	Why	World	War	IV?	

Because	I	consider	World	War	III	to	have	been	the	Cold	War,	which	was	purely	a	global	

conflict	and	included	a	military	dimension,	just	not	in	Europe.	But	since	our	

consciousness	is	Eurocentric,	we	do	not	consider
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as	a	solid	step	toward	a	demarcating	of	interests	but	also	a	conceptual	rapprochement	

with	the	West.	

It	was	Mikheil	Saakashvili	who	emerged	the	loser,	which,	in	the	final	analysis,	cost	

him	the	presidency.	Still,	as	far	as	I	understand,	even	then	the	Republican	administration	

was	not	very	supportive	of	the	Georgian	leader,	whom	it	considered	too	eccentric	and	

difficult	to	predict,	although	he	of	course	followed	in	the	wake	of	American	interests	but	

also	of	broad	democratic	ones;	he	was	too	independent	in	this	sense,	too	perpendicular	to	

the	system.	He	was	in	many	respects	a	non-systemic	player,	for	which	he	paid	the	price	

from	the	point	of	view	not	only	of	Russia	but	also	of	Western	elites.	
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have	become	Boris	Yeltsin's	successor	in	a	situation	where	a	significant	part	of	the	Russian	

people	was	filled	with	a	thirst	for	revenge	for	the	collapse	of	the	Soviet	Union	and	the	hard	

times	of	the	1990s.	Therefore,	today	we	are	reaping	the	fruits	of	all	these	joint,	mutual	

mistakes.	

GREK:	Before	I	ask	you	a	final	conceptual	question,	would	you	like	to	perhaps	focus	on	some	

other	aspect	of	Russian-U.S.	relations	that	we	may	have	missed	in	the	questions	and	that	

could	be	useful	for	our	understanding	of	the	process?	

BELKOVSKY:	My	job,	in	this	case,	is	to	answer	questions,	not	to	raise	them,	so	I	propose	to	move	

on	to	the	final	conceptual	question.	

GREK:	Are	there	fundamental	principles	and	interests	in	Russo-American	relations	that	prevent	

them	from	achieving	friendly	relations,	even	when	there	is	chemistry	between	presidents	

and	individuals?	And	how	would	you	assess	whether	we	can	analyze—I	think	you	will	say	

yes,	so	I	would	rather	ask	you	to	explain	how—how	can	we	analyze	relations	between	the	

countries	by	looking	at	individuals,	for	example,	and	not	at	institutions	and	processes,	as	

international	relations	theories	tell	us?	

BELKOVSKY:	American	politics	is	institutional,	Russian	politics	is	not,	which	is	why	we	cannot	

rely	too	much	on	an	institutional	approach	here.	Every	year,	the	Russian	regime	has	

become	an	increasingly	personalistic	regime	of	Putin,	and	the	program	of	self-destruction	

and	destruction	of	the	Russian	Federation	as	part	of	the	American-centric	world,	which	he	

launched	in	2014	and	which	I	lay	out	in	detail	in	a	series	of	articles	titled	“Putin	is	also	

quite	nervous	[Putin	i	dovolno	nervno],”	published	in	early	2016—I	will	take	this	

opportunity	to	refer	you	and	our	audience	to	this	series—that	program	reflected	the	

personal	priorities	and	psychological	attitudes	of	the	Russian	leader.	Its	realization	was	
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deal	with	Russia	again—in	what	form	and	in	what	format	it	does	not	matter,	but	


