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names and popular slogans, you will see that
the people chose a better way of life, legality
and predictability.

This is a lesson for all of us to learn. Yet,
in order not to repeat past mistakes, I made
it perfectly clear to the U.S. President that we
would expand the scope of reforms, focusing
more on the social dimension. I am confident
that this country will have a greater stability
and a durable social peace.

Bill Clinton demonstrated he has a fine sense
of our particular situation. Indeed, the Ameri-
cans also survived a lot, and they continue to
survive a lot. We may count on their full support
for the reforms implemented by the Russian
President, government, and reformists in the
new Parliament.

I discussed problems concerning our economy
and positive changes that happened, and I re-
ferred to elements of stabilization. And I would
like to underscore that what we need now is
not humanitarian aid but rather full-scale co-
operation with due regard for the period of tran-
sition the young market economy in Russia is
going through now.

Specifically, along with the Tokyo package and
the Clinton package and Vancouver, the most
tangible support for Russia would be the open-
ing of the American market for our exports,
whether raw materials or equipment. And I’m
very much satisfied that today we finally, after
2 years of discussions, we signed an agreement
on uranium. All the cold war restrictions should
be lifted, like the Jackson-Vanik amendment.
We need to remove purist barriers that were
put up under the excuse of Russian dumping
crisis. As regards uranium, I think it is rather
a fear of competition with more advanced tech-
nologies and cheaper materials.

Since Vancouver, Bill Clinton has done a lot,
keeping his promise to remove the economic
bad things of the cold war. Discriminating re-
strictions were struck off from the American
domestic legislation; I mean the bulk of those.
No more high custom duties are levied on about
5,000 Russian products.

The U.S. President has done a great job of
integrating Russia into international financial and
economic organizations. I believe that it won’t
take much time for the Group of Seven to turn
into a Group of Eight. During our negotiations,
the Russian-American relations have reached a
point where they became a mature strategic
global partnership along all the lines. It is based

on a commonly held view of new prospects and
fresh problems. We are both confident that to-
day’s world should be democratic, open, and
integrated.

As regards equality, mutual benefits, regard
for one another’s interests, no more references
should be made to that because those are im-
plied. This basic dimension of our partnership
is formalized in the Moscow Declaration we
signed. It demonstrates and consolidates the his-
toric shift in the Russian-American relations in
Eurasia and in the entire world.

Our interaction is now freshly meaningful, and
it is geared toward a better strategic stability
and security. Thanks to that, over a few recent
months the world and our countries avoided
quite a few traps and miscalculations. There was
some progress made: better cooperation in the
areas of security and disarmament, peace-
keeping, and promotion of economic trans-
parency.

The landmark step that we have finally made
in Moscow is the package of agreements leading
to the elimination of nuclear weapons in the
Ukraine. I believe that this is a history-making
document that was signed today by the three
Presidents. Everybody benefits from it and, in
the first place, the Ukrainian people.

The agreements reached at our three-party
summit will save money, remove differences,
and set a good example for other countries to
follow. They are consolidated by the Russian-
American declaration concerning the consolida-
tion of all mass destruction weapon nonprolifera-
tion regimes. And nonproliferation, as you know,
is being called into question now, or is running
a very serious test of strength.

The U.S. President gave me fresh information
about the Partnership For Peace concept that
was approved in Brussels. This idea comes from
the NATO, but there is some basic element
of the Russian-American cooperation in it. This
concept is a very important step toward building
a security system from Vancouver to Vladivostok
that excludes the emergence of new demarcation
lines or areas of unequal security. We believe
that this idea may prove just one of the sce-
narios for building a new Europe. Just one of
those will well impart very specific cooperation
in this dimension of cooperation, including the
military area. Of course, we will keep track of
other collective security structures in Europe,
including such time-tested institutions like the
United Nations and the CSCE.


