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should get their money. Otherwise, it becomes very
dangerous for the collapse of the country, for more
people fleeing the country. It’s important that we do our
best to preserve the well-educated population, people
who represent the—so to say—intelligentsia of
Afghanistan, those who haven’t left already. Because
without this, it will be difficult to talk about a stable
Afghanistan.
I know that there are efforts on behalf of the United
States to solve these issues. It’s very sad that it’s in
terms of World Bank money and unfreezing assets. It’s

completely in their hands. But there is hope that they
understand what the risks of not moving quickly will
entail. There is space for cooperation if we overcome
mistrust at least to some extent, if people do not get
entrenched in their requests to the Talibs. Taking a
pragmatic stance with a spirit of cooperation, I think we
can turn the tide and make things better. But we have to
move quickly, and in good faith.
I thank you very much once again for inviting me. I
wish all the best to the Schiller Institute and will be
ready to answer questions later on. Thank you.

Dr. Andrey Kortunov
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wrote a couple of serious books on
enlightenment and on education. I
would like to get back to one of
them, which is called, On the
Aesthetical Education of Man. I
don’t recall the exact quote, but I do
remember the sense of his message.
He wrote: Live with your century,
but do not be its creature. Work with
your contemporaries, but create
what they need, not what they praise.
I think this is a very important
Schiller Institute
It is definitely my honor and my
message which is very relevant to
Dr. Andrey Kortunov
pleasure to be a part of this conferthe situation that we face today in
ence, and specifically to be a part of this panel. A lot has
international relations. Political leaders of today usually
been said here already, and I think that my major contritry to provide to their constituencies what these
bution to the discussion is that I am bringing some
constituencies want, rather than what these constituencies
gender diversity into an otherwise completely female
really need. Leaders try to follow opinion polls; they try
panel. So, let me try to share with you some of my views
to reflect the fluctuations in the public moods. I wonder
on the current state of the bilateral relations between the
whether we can really call that leadership. Leaders
United States and the Russian Federation; where do we
should be in a position to make steps that are perceived
go? But before doing that, I will take the liberty to get
unpopular or risky, and steps that many would oppose. If
back to the legacy of Friedrich Schiller. Since it’s a
you want to lead, sometimes you have to turn your back
Friedrich Schiller Institute and a Friedrich Schiller conto your constituency. You should be in front of the
ference, I think it is appropriate to be reminded of the
constituency, not following the constituency.
wisdom of the great German thinker.

Let Us Recall Schiller

We usually recall Schiller as a poet, and as a writer,
but he was clearly more than that. He was a visionary, he
was a philosopher, he was a teacher and an educator. He
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More Conversations with the U.S.

I think this is something we should remember when
we talk about current U.S. policies, including the U.S.
policy towards the Russian Federation. We are
approaching a small anniversary; six months since
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President Biden and President Putin met in Geneva.
That was in the middle of June of this year. Many people
hoped that this meeting would possibly mark a turning
point in the relationship. Maybe the two sides started to
move away from the crisis, away from this very difficult
relationship that they had for at least a couple of years.
Indeed, one could argue that there were some positive
changes in their relationship over the last six months.
Most importantly, we now have resumed arms control
negotiations between Russia and the United States.
It’s an uphill battle for the two sides, there are very
different approaches on how we should proceed beyond
the new START agreement. Russia insists on talking
about strategic weapons at large, both nuclear and nonnuclear, while the United States would prefer to focus
on nuclear weapons, strategic and non-strategic. But
anyway, this dialogue is on, and hopefully it will bear
some fruit before the new START agreement expires.
We are also having more general conversations with
the United States on strategic stability. Again, this is not
an easy dialogue. I think that the starting positions are
very different, and it is quite a challenge to reconcile
different perceptions on strategic stability. Nevertheless,
I think it’s already quite important that this dialogue is
going on. Let us hope that it will be productive and that
it will lead to some common strategic culture of the 21st
century.
Finally, last but definitely not the least, I’d like to
emphasize the importance of the U.S.-Russian dialogue
on cybersecurity. Many people were very pessimistic
about this initiative; they thought that it would fail
shortly after it was launched. But it seems that the
dialogue goes on, and it seems that it is not hopeless.

More Progress Is Needed

However, having said that, I think I would wrong to
argue that there was a breakthrough and that the
relationship has changed dramatically for the better.
Unfortunately, this is not the case. We see the diplomatic
war between Russia and the United States going on.
There are fewer and fewer diplomats left in the Russian
Embassy in Washington, and in the U.S. Embassy in
Moscow. We definitely have a serious information war
between the two states, and just recently the United
States has accused Russia of mounting troops on the
Ukrainian border, which Moscow flatly denies.
Incidentally, at this particular juncture, Ukraine also
denies these accusations of the United States. We have
more and more sanctions imposed by the United States
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on Russia, and quite divergent positions on many
regional issues.
So, one can say that the glass is half full, or it is half
empty. I think the last six months demonstrated that no
reset is possible; no détente is likely to take place
anytime soon. Primarily because the two sides have
fundamentally different views on the world, on the
international system, on what is fair and what is not,
what is legitimate and what is not in international
relations. Nevertheless, I think that even under current
quite challenging circumstances, there are opportunities
of moving ahead. Although the United States will
continue to pursue its dual containment policy targeted
against both China and Russia, I think both China and
Russia have opportunities to look for some arrangements
with the United States on specific issues.
One good example that I would like to think about is
the agreement of all three major powers to extend the
2020 United Nations Security Council Resolution on
humanitarian corridors in Syria. I think it was an
important decision, and it allowed to avoid a conflict
and arguably a humanitarian disaster in the province in
Idlib. If we are able to agree on Syria, I think we could
probably agree on Afghanistan. Though I fully subscribe
to what has been said by the Deputy Permanent
Representative of the Russian Federation Mission to
the United Nations, unfortunately the positions on
Afghanistan are still very far apart from each other, and
to reconcile these positions would be quite a daunting
and important task. But I do believe that we can continue
working with the United States on specific regional
matters; Afghanistan is one of them, but we can talk
about the Iranian nuclear portfolio, we can talk about
the Arctic region, we can talk about North Korea. And
definitely this is something in which Russia and the
United States and China might find, if not common
interests, at least overlapping interests.
The next couple of months will be critical, and they
will show us whether we can work together on issues of
global commons, like nuclear nonproliferation and
climate change. Also, I think that it’s not too late to start
some kind of fruitful cooperation on the COVID-19
pandemic; at least in terms of mutual recognition of
vaccines and assisting the Global South with the
production and distribution of vaccines to the poorest
populations. It is doable; however, it will not change the
primarily adversarial nature of the U.S.-Russian
relations. I think that these relations will continue to be
quite tense in years to come. I do not foresee a dramatic
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change in this relationship at least until 2024, where we
might observe a generational change in U.S. politics
with different people coming to the White House and
also to Capitol Hill.
Let me conclude my short presentation by going
back to Friedrich Schiller. I think it is critically
important for contemporary leaders to go beyond their
day-to-day institutional interests, beyond their

immediate constituencies or stakeholders, to think not
in terms of narrowly defined national interests of their
respective countries, but rather in terms of global
commons. I understand that that might sound naïve and
not very practical, but that’s the only way we can assure
the survivability of our species. Otherwise, I’m afraid
we’re moving in the direction of an epic disaster with
unpredictable consequences. Thank you.

First Discussion Session
This is an edited transcript of the first discussion
period during Panel 1: “Can a Strategic Crisis Between the Major Powers Be Avoided?” of the Schiller
Institute’s November 13-14, 2021 conference, “All
Moral Resources of Humanity Have To Be Called Up:
Mankind Must Be the Immortal Species!” Participating were panel moderator Dennis Speed; conference
speakers Helga Zepp-LaRouche, Ambassador Anna
Evstigneeva, and Andrey Kortunov; and discussants
Earl Rasmussen, Executive Vice President, The Eurasia Center, and Dr. Nikolay Megits, Professor of International Business, Hamline University.
Helga Zepp-LaRouche: I want to thank the two
speakers who are with me here on this panel. I’m very
happy to hear what both of you have to say; and naturally, especially Mr. Kortunov talking about Friedrich
Schiller, which I think is very important, because if you
don’t have a vision where you want to go—and the
quote you mentioned is one of my most favorite quotes,
which is sort of one of my life mottos. Schiller even
said you have to despise the opinion of your contemporaries when they are wrong, and I think that’s a very
healthy attitude, because it liberates you and helps you
to pursue what you know is right.
I understand that, naturally, from the standpoint of
Russia being one of the major powers affected, for good
or for bad, by the developments in Afghanistan, that
you would have the pragmatic view you expressed;
also, Madam Ambassador, what you said. But still, I
think this is not a static situation: This can go either
completely wrong and turn the region into chaos for all
the neighbors being affected, or it can be the beginning
of a new cooperation. I think the drama of the situation,
and the fact that all these things will get worse by the
hyperinflation effect on food prices, on fuel, this is
going to be sort of the revolver at the head of humankind: Are we capable of changing our views when we
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can avoid a humanitarian crisis, where literally many,
many millions of people could die this winter?
The reason I mentioned Ibn Sina as a name, like an
icon of the effort, is because you have to evoke—and
that’s also Schiller’s idea—you have to evoke the best
in people. And that, hopefully, will encourage all the
participants—the Afghani diaspora, the people who are
concerned about the crisis—to act and change the dynamic. I don’t think pragmatism alone is enough. So
that’s what I want to say.
Ambassador Anna Evstigneeva: I want to echo
things that were said by my colleague Andrey with regards to Russian-American relations at this stage, and
the importance of them for the world. And I see it quite
well in the [UN] Security Council, where we have to
deal not with bilateral relations, but trying to resolve
the crises all over the world, and the situations that are
discussed in the Security Council: Most of them are
very dire and difficult, and very complex. What we are
doing in the Security Council is trying to resolve them,
and to help the people to get stability, and find ways to
overcome the complexity and crises.
And for us, it’s fundamental to find solutions, to
agree, so we cannot allow ourselves to resort to zerosum games, but unfortunately, it’s very often the case.
Frankly speaking, dealing with Sudan, or Mali, or
Central Africa Republic, or Afghanistan, or Syria, or
Haiti: Well, the diplomats and the people working on
these situations, they usually know where the problem
lies, and what are root causes of situations; and how can
they be resolved, in the end, if it’s power-sharing or resolving some particular issues, or something else. The
UN possesses the instruments that could help, at peacekeeping operations, special political missions, mediation
support, and etc. So, we do have instruments in our hands.
But so often, we get stuck in two major things that
come to my mind. The first one is that sometimes, the
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