
administration. She demonstrated the overwhelming 
extent to which Medvedev has relied on Putin for 
political stability and continuity as the legitimizing factor 
for his own presidency. Furthermore, she explained 
that the increase in GDP has been falsely attributed 
to the consolidation of autocracy as embodied in 
the Putin presidency. This, she continued, would be 
likely to influence the policy goals of Medvedev as 
well. Potential problems for Medvedev include: high 
expectations for his abilities and accomplishments, 
expectations for the maintenance of economic 
growth, and the issues of rising inflation (nearing 10 
percent this year), social welfare, and corruption. 

Panel Three: The Putin-to-X Succesion, Part II 

The third panel consisted of three talks on 
current and future Russian politics and foreign 
relations delivered by Michael McFaul (Professor 
of Political Science, Senior Fellow at the Hoover 
Institution, and Director of the Center on Democracy, 
Development and the Rule of Law, Stanford), Gail 
Lapidus (Professor Emerita of Political Science, UC 
Berkeley and Senior Fellow Emerita at the Freeman 
Spogli Institute, Stanford), and Edward Walker 
(Associate Adjunct Professor of PolITical Science, UC 
Berkeley and Executive Director, Berkeley Program 
in Eurasian and East European Studies). The panel 
was moderated by Michael Urban (Professor of 
Politics, UC Santa Cruz). 

Michael McFaul examined recent trends in 
foreign relations between America and Russia in 
his talk "Change and Continuity in US-Russian 
Relations." McFaul said that for approximately two 
decades before Presidents Bush and Putin took 
office, both Russia and the United States have shared 
the strategic policy objective of Russian integration 
with the West. By the end of the 1990s, however, 
this policy had faded and become exhausted. 

President Bush decided that Russia was weak 
and insignificant, and should not be an important 
player on the intemational stage. The events 
of September 11 1h 

, moreover, created a false 
honeymoon between the US and Russia, as the 
two countries united in a common struggle against 
terrorism. As the war in Iraq became a major policy 
issue, however, Russia faded into the background; 
additionally, the democratic erosion in Russia created 
tensions between Putin and the West. Russia began 
to believe that it was strong enough to be unilaterally 
powerful - without integration or help from the West. 

McFaul admitted that there are some fresh ideas 
for US-Russia relations among the candidates for 
the 2008 presidential election in the US, but that US­
Russian relations will most probably continue under 
the next president without major policy shifts, though 
there may be new confrontations and tensions. 

In her talk "Between Assertion and Insecurity: 
Russian Elite Attitudes under Putin," Gail Lapidus 
pointed out two features that have characterized 

the most recent years of the Putin presidency: an 
increased assertiveness about Russia's intemational 
influence and an extreme anxiety and insecurity 
about Russia's domestic stability. These have been 
manifested not only in intemational aggression but 
also in domestic assertiveness and the -attempt to 
control all aspects of Russian society. 

Michael Urban, Michael McFaul. Gail Lapidus. Edward Walker 

Russia's assertiveness has been a result, 
in part, of growing disenchantment with the Bush 
administration, differing opinions about the Colored 
Revolutions (the Orange Revolution in Ukraine and 
the Rose Revolution in Georgia, for instance), the 
awareness that Russia does not necessarily desire 
to emulate the West, and Russia's burgeoning 
influence as an energy superpower. The Russian 
govemment believes that its era of economic and 
political weakness is over, and a new assertiveness 
has been captured in the political idea of Russia 
as a "sovereign democracy." The emphasis on 
"democracy" is intended to dispute the charge that 
Russia is moving toward autocracy; meanwhile, the 
word "sovereign" conveys Russia's rejections of the 
Wesfs tutelage. This new assertive conception of 
sovereignty has led Russia to challenge the norms 
and rules of the intemational arena, restrict the impact 
of intemational, legal, and economic bodies, break 
treaties, and justify new actions such as increasing 
state control of the media, oil, infrastructure, and 
other sectors of society. 

Meanwhile, the Russian govemment is highly 
insecure about the state of domestic affairs in Russia, 
in part because of globalization, and in part because 
of increasing Westem influence in neighboring 
states. As aresult, Russia has increased measures 
to control society and retumed to the discourse of 
'the enemy" in regard to the West. The image of 
a malevolent "enemy" is used to justify repressive 
measures against the public, eliminate checks on 
power, and limit political competition. These are 
measures, however, which undermine transparency 
and accountability, as well as the existence of civil 
society in Russia. As a consequence of these 
actions, corruption continues to flourish, and this is 
harmful to modernization. 

In the future, Lapidus predicted that Medvedev, 
Putin's successor, will continue to emphasize stability 
and continuity in Russian govemment and society; 
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increasing security and continued anti-Westem 
sentiments will probably be part of his policy. 
However, in the long term, dissatisfaction among 
some elites conceming impediments preventing the 
improvement of conditions in Russia could spark 
change and even conflict in Russian society. 

Edward Walker delivered the final talk of this 
panel "Base, Superstructure, and the Sustainability 
of Putinism." Walker, addressing the question 'What 
can we expect to happen to Putin's legacy in the 
next eight years?", wondered whether the autocratic 
structure developed by Putin could survive, or if it 
would be undermined by factors such as a market 
economy or a growing middle class. He also 
emphasized that it is extremely difficult to make 
predictions about Russia because IT is shrouded in 
uncertainty; the regime is weakly institutionalized 
and the policies and politics are opaque. Political 
practices changed a great deal under Putin, and 
informal practices and norms are very important, but 
the regime is still malleable. 

Walker emphasized that there are many things 
about Russia and Russian polITics that are uncertain 
or unknown, and these uncertainties and unknowns 
could prove to be most important. For example, 
we do not know the true nature of the relationship 
between Medvedev and Putin, or how they will share 
executive power, and if that will work. The public 
really knows very little about Medvedev in general. 
We don't know what will happen to the Russian 
economy, or if fate will smile or frown on Russia over 
the course of the next few years. 

Walker also made several predictions about 
what can be expected over the course of Medvedev's 
presidency. He contended that we can expect 
that the regime's formal institutions will not change 
dramatically the broad outlines of the economy will 
probably not change either, the Russian public and 
elite will remain "Statist' in their political orientation, 
corruption will be difficult to uproot, the North 
Caucasus will continue to be a trouble spot for 
Russia, Russians will remain cynical about politics, 
and the Russian state will continue to insist on its 
right to behave as agreat power in the world. 

Walker concluded that the main sources of 
instability in Russia do not come from below, but from 
inside the state itself. Although the unpredictable 
often occurs and there is great uncertainty about 
Russia's future, he is more optimistic about the 
possibility of positive changes developing in Russia. 

The panel conduded wrth aquestion-and-answer 
period and an interesting discussion between panelists 
and audience members. Yuri Slezkin wrapped up the 
conference with his concluding remarks. 

Monique Smith, Allison Glass, and Susan Skoda 
contributed to this report. 
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