FROM COLD WAR TO HOT PEACE pdf
1: Ambassador Michael McFaul: From Cold War to Hot Peace | Commonwealth Club
From the days of trying to build Russian democracy in the immediate aftermath of the Cold War, managing the reset
from Washington to becoming U.S Ambassador to Russia, Mike McFaul's From Cold War to Hot Peace is essential
reading for anybody remotely interested in Russia, foreign policy and current affairs.

From Cold War to Hot Peace: In this combination memoir and record-straightening history, McFaul describes
his lifelong fascination with Russian culture and governance, from his summer studying as an undergraduate
in Leningrad to his research on USSR-inspired revolutions to his activism for democracy in the newly
de-Sovietized Russia in the early s. As an expert on democratic reform, he knew and anticipated its long and
treacherous course in post-authoritarian Russia. President Obama, McFaul makes clear, had a good working
relationship with then-President Medvedev, and lest we forget, relations between the countries became almost
amiable: But expressing too much love for Medvedev was going to create problems for us with Putin, and
probably for Medvedev himself. Managing this delicate balance would remain a central challenge of the Reset
for the next four years. President Putin began attacking and dismantling those win-win deals between Obama
and Medvedev, and instituted anti-immigrant and anti-LBGTQ policies to fan the fires of racism and
intolerance that his base favored. Putin also, you may have heard, decided to monkey with the American
election. Putin despised McFaul, whom he had long suspected of being a CIA agent, and seems to have
directed the media to slander the new ambassador. I was not a Russophobe or a Cold Warrior. Well before my
arrival in Moscow as ambassador, I had lived several years in the country. I was the architect of the Reset. The
Kremlin hated that. As one person close to the Kremlin revealed to me, my obvious love for Russia drove the
Putin government nuts. I would have been a much easier target if they could have portrayed me as a Cold War
Russophobe. It only dawned on me after a few hundred slow and steady pages that if the book were more
compelling and had more headlong momentum, it would be less persuasive and convincing. McFaul admires
President Obama and seems frank in his occasional criticisms and second-guessing of him. McFaul was never
a politician, but it was politics that he found himself having to learn on the job: Our approach was too rational.
It left out the politics. Of course, it is impossible to say that other strategies would have been more successful.
McFaul comes across as a likable and admirable person. Obama made a shrewd choice. By signing up, you
agree to our Privacy Policy and European users agree to the data transfer policy. Bob Blaisdell reviews books
on Russia and Russian literature.
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2: FROM COLD WAR TO HOT PEACE by Michael McFaul | Kirkus Reviews
From Cold War to Hot Peace looks at the evolution of US and Russian relations from the perspective of former Obama
NSC staffer and Ambassador to Russia Michael McFaul. McFaul has spent most of his life working for closer
cooperation with Russia from his early days as an activist on the ground to eventual professorship at Stanford and roles
in.

From Cold War to Hot Peace: Our guest this morning is Michael McFaul. He will be discussing a fascinating
new book which is part autobiographical, part analytical, and part historical entitled From Cold War to Hot
Peace: I believe you all received a copy of his bio, but for those joining us online, let me briefly note that our
speaker, a preeminent Russian scholar, served for five years in the Obama Administration. He began his
government career serving as special assistant to President Obama and as senior director for Russian and
Eurasian Affairs at the National Security Council. In this capacity he helped craft what was known as the "
reset. Currently he is professor of political science at Stanford, director of the Freeman Spogli Institute for
International Studies, and a senior fellow at the Hoover Institution. It is my great pleasure to welcome
Ambassador McFaul to this podium. Most of us would agree that relations between the United States and
Russia are at one of the lowest points in decades. As Putin explores opportunities to undermine and hollow out
the U. In the United States, rather than engage in a "reset" of U. As a result, deep suspicions and resentments
that had previously been fading in the United States toward Russia and in Russia toward the United States
have now reappeared. The questions are many. The major one is simply: How did relations between the
United States and Russia deteriorate to this point, and who is to blame? Are the two sides misunderstanding
and misrepresenting one another, or do we simply have incompatible domestic and foreign interests that can
never be reconciled? In the end, what can be done to ease tensions and normalize relations? In From Cold War
to Hot Peace, Ambassador McFaul, wearing both an analytical and a participatory hat, addresses these issues
and offers an explanation for how Russia has come to be the country it is today, how its relationships with the
United States have evolved, and the limitations of diplomatic engagement during critical moments in U. If you
have ever wondered what it might be like to represent the United States in a country that is suspicious of who
you are and what you represent, you need not go any further than joining me in giving a warm welcome again
to our guest today, Ambassador McFaul. Thank you for joining us. That was a great introduction and perfect
setup for the big question I want to answer. At Stanfordâ€”does anybody have kids in college or younger? We
can talk about life at Spaso House. We can talk about Twitter and the two-step. The two-step was a
revolutionary thing. My father is a country-western musician from Montana, and it just so happened that the
first group to perform at Spaso House was a band from Montana. By the way, one of the great perks of living
at Spaso House is you have a ballroom that seats about people. I used to play the trumpet; I was a big fan of
Herbie Hancock, and suddenly I get to have him at my house with of my friends. But the first one was Wylie
and the Wild West. My father performs for a living. That was always the worst. You wanted people to dance.
You wanted people to get up. We have to create a little bit of space. Within 30 seconds, there were people
dancing. So a little Montana came to Spaso House. To start with, I want to give you the arc of the story, and I
want to answer your question. It was a really bad confrontation. It was so bad in fact that as a young kid at
Stanford University I took first-year Russian my freshman year as a year-old kid and a class on international
relations because I was worried that we were going to blow up the planet. I had a theory, a very simple theory,
that if we could just get to know the Russians a little bit better we could decrease tensions. The summer of my
sophomore year with Rich Sobel, who is here right now, we went off to Leningrad State University to study
Russian. That was my first trip abroad, by the way. You can imagine my mom in Montana. She thought
California was a communist state, and she worried for me to go to California, that I was going to come back
with long hair and become a hippie. By the way, I did do that. Then I called her up and said: For me, when the
Cold War ended and I just happened to be living in the Soviet Union in , again it was a glorious moment. It
was a great moment. It was a moment when I thought we were moving closer together, that there were
Russians who wanted to build democracy and markets and be close to the West. For me, this period and this
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book is a tragedy. How is it that we have come back to something close to the Cold War? Dmitry Medvedev ,
the prime minister, we were together at the Munich Security Conference two years ago, and he said, to quote: I
sometimes am confused. Is it or ? You can still blow up the planet with 1, nuclear weapons. The Russians are
actually building up at a faster rate than we are in Europe. I would not want to see a conventional war in
Europe right now. In fact, I would lean that Russia would have the advantage in that. Even on ideologyâ€”one
of the great things about the Cold War was that we got done with communism versus capitalism or
communism versus democracy. But there is a new ideological struggle, at least Putin thinks there is a new
ideological struggle. By the way, he has invested for years now hundreds of millions of dollars in instruments,
in social media, in RT , Sputnik , to propagate those ideas around the world, and he has won over many
ideological allies. Let me just mention two. If I were writing the ten commandments for how nations should
behave, probably at the top would be "Thou shall avoid a nuclear war. Never in the history of U. In fact,
hundreds of Russians are on the sanctions list, and that means dozens of us Americans are also on the
sanctions list, including me. I have hundreds of close personal friends in Russia. How did we get here? If this
were in Intro to International Relationsâ€”did you take that with Krasner , by the way? Poli Sci 35 is what we
called it at Stanford. Some countries get more powerful; they rise in power for whatever reason. Others, their
neighbors, weaken, and as those dynamics happen sometimes there are wars as a result of those dynamics, and
sometimes a lot of borders get redrawn. What happened in Russia? Russia was weak, the Soviet Union
collapsed. Russia is now back; it has power, and why should anybody be surprised as this rising power is now
pushing into the international system? Part of that story is true. Anybody from Belarus here? Looking in the
back. I should say I love Moldova. I actually traveled there with the vice president in ; 50, people came out to
see Vice President Biden. It was really exciting to be there. There are some times in American history where
weak states create problems for us. Obviously, Afghanistan in One, I can think of some countries that have
risen in power and have not become rivals or competitors with the United States and who have not tried to
redraw the borders like that European map I was just talking about. Germany comes to mind; Japan comes to
mind; even Poland. Poland is way more powerful today than they were 30 years ago. Even China, to go out on
a limb. It could be; it might not be. The second argument about Russia: Russia had a lot of power ten years
ago. They could have easily done other things long before. He wanted to bring together all the states of the
former Soviet Union in an economic union as an offset to the European Union. To do that, he had to get
Ukraine to join. He got Belarus; he got Kazakhstan right away. While I was ambassador, the target state to
join was Ukraine. There is a reason for that. Does anybody ever buy anything with the label "made in Russia"
on the back of it? Have you ever bought anything made in Russia? Do they sell that here in New York? Do
you buy clothes here?
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The Cold War that lasted from to (beginning with the Soviet takeover of Eastern Europe and ending when those
countries became non-communist and independent) was a necessary standoff.

He served for five years in the Obama administration, first as special assistant to the president at the National
Security Council and later the U. Is this or ? There were moments during the Cold War when both sides feared
the possibility of an actual nuclear war; thankfully, such catastrophes now seem remote. Since the Cold War,
successful arms-control treaties have reduced dramatically the number of nuclear weapons in both countries.
But we could still destroy each other in a matter of minutes; the mutual assured destruction MAD born during
the Cold War still lingers ominously. The Hot Peace has added a new destabilizing dynamic regarding our
nuclear standoff with Moscow. During the Cold War, the United States and the Soviet Union engaged in a
quantitative nuclear arms race, in which we eventually counted the number of nuclear weapons in the two
countries by the tens of thousands. We have now begun an equally frightening qualitative nuclear arms race.
The United States will have to respond. Russia and the United States also are racing to develop new
missile-defense systems. If left unchecked, future military advances could make the Cold War look stable by
comparison. The United States has for several decades now outpaced Russia in annual military spending. But
Russia has re-emerged as a major military power in Europe, and a growing military actor in the Middle East.
Some military analysts assess that Russia today has even greater conventional capacity â€” faster and lighter
tanks, more accurate missiles, debilitating cyber weapons â€” to launch a war and seize territory in Europe
than the Soviet Red Army did during the Cold War. A new military asset is the emergence of cyberweapons.
These can destroy energy grids, collapse financial markets and degrade conventional military capabilities.
Doctrines, norms and treaties to manage these new cyberweapons have not kept pace with technological
advances. Unlike during the Cold War era, Russia does not currently anchor a serious military alliance.
Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan. In practice, the purposes and capabilities of this
alliance remain unclear. But were the loyalties of citizens or capabilities of militaries of Warsaw Pact
countries ever clear during the Cold War? The Hot Peace also exhibits a new dynamic detrimental to the
United States: With its powerful and loyal alliances, the United States still maintains a major advantage over
Russia, but the strength of these military ties has waned. Putin more than Mr. Trump to do the right thing in
international affairs. Story continues below advertisement Story continues below advertisement American
alliances will survive the Trump presidency, but they may not be as strong as they were in the Cold War.
Economically, the United States and its allies continue to maintain vast advantages over Russia, which suffers
from corruption, a predatory state, weak rule of law and even weaker institutions of accountable government.
Russians on average are much richer today than Soviets three decades ago. They own better-quality consumer
goods than their grandparents ever did. These higher standards of living translate into greater support for Mr.
Putin and his system of government than Soviet leaders enjoyed in the last decades of the Cold War.
Ideologically, the Soviet Union represented a greater challenge to the United States and our allies during the
Cold War than Russia does today. Communism had appeal in nearly every country in the world. To believe
that Mr. Over the past decade, Mr. Putin and his regime have propagated two different kinds of ideological
challenges to the United States. The first strain of this attack echoes old Soviet criticisms of the United States
as an imperial aggressor, wielding unilateral power for illegitimate gains. This message remains targeted at
leftist leaders and movements, especially in Africa, Latin America and Asia, but also Europe. A second and
even more virulent message casts Mr. Putin as the leader of a worldwide conservative Christian movement
seeking to push back against a decadent, godless liberal West. Putin actively propagates populist national
themes, and the need for strong leaders and powerful states. Those photos of Mr. Putin riding horseback
without a shirt were not leaked; they were circulated by design. Putinism seems to be growing in popularity in
several European countries, as well as in Turkey, Philippines, and the United States. To push his ideas, Mr.
Putin has invested hugely in new propaganda platforms, including the television network RT, the news agency
Sputnik and new companies adept at infiltrating American social-media platforms. He also gives direct
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financial assistance to movements and parties sharing his ideological orientation. Our hyperconnected world
offers Mr. Putin and his agents new opportunities to pursue this ideological war through the use of
disinformation, bots and fake identities now capable of reaching deep into democratic societies to push
anti-democratic ideas and fuel societal discord. The asymmetries of openness also favour Moscow. Kremlin
propagandists and their proxies can penetrate democratic societies through cable television, Facebook,
YouTube, Twitter or Instagram much more easily than we can influence Russian society. Story continues
below advertisement At the same time that Putinism is surging, democracy is waning. However, the practice
of democracy has eroded for several years in a row, while democracy as a value enjoys less support today than
at the end of the Cold War. In parallel, and perhaps not coincidentally, the appeal of the American model also
has waned. International polls show that just six months into the Trump presidency, only 22 per cent of people
across 37 countries had confidence in Mr. Trump to do the right thing in international affairs comparing to 64
per cent at the end of Obama presidency. Trump himself has shown no passion at all for advancing democratic
values abroad. Democracy, both as a system of government and as a universal value, will survive Mr. Trump;
nonetheless, a major ideological dimension of our contest with Russia is back. His proxies have poisoned and
murdered so-called traitors and political opponents. Putin attacked NATO member Estonia in with
cyberweapons, invaded Georgia in and Ukraine in , and intervened in Syria in to support a horrible tyrant.
Putin annexed Crimea in , he defied several international treaties and norms to which Soviet leaders adhered
during the Cold War. Putin also used his propaganda instruments and cybercapabilities to intervene in several
elections in Western democracies, including, most boldly, the U. But Russian international behaviour seems
much more unpredictable now than during the last decades of the Cold War. Are we better off in the Hot
Peace than we were during the Cold War?
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This new era of confrontation did not mark a return to the Cold War, exactly, but most certainly could be described as a
hot peace. Unlike during the Cold War, the Kremlin today no longer promotes.

Allied troops in Vladivostok , August , during the Allied intervention in the Russian Civil War While most
historians trace the origins of the Cold War to the period immediately following World War II, others argue
that it began with the October Revolution in Russia in when the Bolsheviks took power. Since the time of the
formation of the soviet republics, the states of the world have divided into two camps: There â€” in the camp
of capitalism â€” national enmity and inequality, colonial slavery, and chauvinism, national oppression and
pogroms, imperialist brutalities and wars. Here â€” in the camp of socialism â€” mutual confidence and peace,
national freedom and equality, a dwelling together in peace and the brotherly collaboration of peoples. This
conflict after took on new battlefields, new weapons, new players, and a greater intensity, but it was still
fundamentally a conflict against Soviet imperialism real and imagined. As for the two cold wars thesis, the
chief problem is that the two periods are incommensurable. To be sure, they were joined together by enduring
ideological hostility, but in the post-World War I years Bolshevism was not a geopolitical menace. Even with
more amicable relations in the s, it is conceivable that post relations would have turned out much the same.
Britain signed a formal alliance and the United States made an informal agreement. According to this view,
the Western Allies had deliberately delayed opening a second anti-German front in order to step in at the last
minute and shape the peace settlement. Thus, Soviet perceptions of the West left a strong undercurrent of
tension and hostility between the Allied powers. Tehran Conference and Yalta Conference The Allies
disagreed about how the European map should look, and how borders would be drawn, following the war.
Winston Churchill , Franklin D. Roosevelt and Joseph Stalin , The Soviet Union sought to dominate the
internal affairs of countries in its border regions. Soviet agents took control of the media, especially radio;
they quickly harassed and then banned all independent civic institutions, from youth groups to schools,
churches and rival political parties. With the Soviets already occupying most of Central and Eastern Europe,
Stalin was at an advantage, and the two western leaders vied for his favors. The differences between Roosevelt
and Churchill led to several separate deals with the Soviets. In October , Churchill traveled to Moscow and
proposed the " percentages agreement " to divide the Balkans into respective spheres of influence , including
giving Stalin predominance over Romania and Bulgaria and Churchill carte blanche over Greece. At the Yalta
Conference of February , Roosevelt signed a separate deal with Stalin in regard of Asia and refused to support
Churchill on the issues of Poland and the Reparations. The memorandum drafted by Churchill provided for
"eliminating the warmaking industries in the Ruhr and the Saar It directed the U. The Soviet Union was not
allowed to participate and the dispute led to heated correspondence between Franklin Roosevelt and Stalin.
Wolff and his forces were being considered to help implement Operation Unthinkable , a secret plan to invade
the Soviet Union which Winston Churchill advocated during this period. Truman , who distrusted Stalin and
turned for advice to an elite group of foreign policy intellectuals. In Germany and Austria , France, Britain, the
Soviet Union and the United States established zones of occupation and a loose framework for parceled
four-power control. The Soviet leader said he was pleased by the news and expressed the hope that the weapon
would be used against Japan. Shortly after the attacks, Stalin protested to US officials when Truman offered
the Soviets little real influence in occupied Japan.
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From Cold War to Hot Peace NPR coverage of From Cold War to Hot Peace: An American Ambassador in Putin's
Russia by Michael McFaul. News, author interviews, critics' picks and more.

Expand Jedimentat44 Contemporary American media is filled with sensationalist articles and accusations
directed against Russia and its President Vladimir Putin. The current fixation with Russian aggression is one
indication of a dangerous deterioration in bilateral relations, which is being taken advantage of by hawkish
politicians to fuel a new arms race and Cold War. He has not only trampled on freedom in Russia, but
antagonized the West through election hacking and the carrying out of military aggression in Eastern Ukraine
and Syria. Unfortunately his view is one that predominates in the mainstream and left media as well as the
Democratic Party. McFaul was the U. He previously worked for the U. McFaul was part of a coterie of Quiet
Americans who descended on Russia in the s infused with a missionary like zeal to export liberal economic
systems and democracy. He gives especially short shrift to the economic hardship facilitated by the neoliberal
shock therapy policies imposed on Russia by Ivy League types like himself and the vast corruption that
ensuedâ€”undermining his theories. He in turn misses a key factor underlying support for Vladimir Putin, who
went after predatory Western financial interests and oligarchs that weakened Russia in the s. Putin presided
over a period of economic growth and successfully prosecuted oligarchs like Mikhail Khodorkovsky who had
exploited privatization initiatives during the s. He fails to discuss how American economic incentives, such as
control over Central Asian oil and gas resources, have fueled geopolitical rivalry. His version of events about
the conflicts in Ukraine leave out U. Though claiming to champion human rights, McFaul has nothing to say
about the neo-Nazi presence among the protesters and the shelling of villages in Donetsk as part of
counter-terrorism operations pursued against Eastern Ukrainian rebels. Nor does he write about the vast
displacement and torture carried out by the Ukrainian military and its proxy militias financed by the United
States. He waxes hysterical about the annexation of Crimea following the Ukrainian coup, without
acknowledging that a large majority of Crimeans supported a referendum on the annexation, and that Crimea
has strong historical ties to Russia. Putin takes all the blame for backing the despot Bashar al-Assad and
prolonging the war in Syria, as another example, but McFaul is silent on the United States arming of jihadists
opposition forces who are equally reprehensible. In an interview in Moscow in early May, Alexey Pushkov, a
Russian Senator and former head of the Foreign Affairs Committee in the state Duma, told me that since the
United States had fueled instability in Iraq and Libya, Russia felt it had to become more involved in Middle
Eastern affairs to prevent further chaos. He said he was intent that Syria would not become another failed state
and haven for jihadism like Libya. According to Pushkov, Russia naturally seeks friendly neighbors and was
concerned by outside interference or the presence of hostile regimes or Islamic extremists in its geopolitical
neighborhood. The Russian military budget, furthermore is far less than that of the United States, which hosts
at least overseas military bases worldwide, when Russia has only about a dozen , mostly near its border. A key
turning point in U. In his book, McFaul repeats this version of events, despite the fact that more recent
evidence has cast serious doubt on this story. For example, Magnitsky was not a lawyer, as McFaul suggests,
but a tax accountant, and he may have been a party to the tax evasion scheme Browder himself perpetuated.
The true history of U. His agenda becomes apparent in light of his role as an informal advisor to the Hillary
Clinton campaign on Russia. In that capacity, McFaul advocated for a strategy of greater resources and
soldiers for NATO in the Baltics, more economic and military support for Ukraine, new sanctions on Russia,
the creation of no-fly zones in Syria, and more expansive efforts to push back Russian propaganda in the
world. This program was a recipe for the continuation of Cold War hostilities which threaten world peace. The
media demonization of Vladimir Putin is being used to re-invoke Cold War imageries of Russian subversion.
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6: The Drivel of a Diplomat: Michael McFaulâ€™s â€˜From Cold War to Hot Peaceâ€™ - www.enganchecu
From one of America's leading scholars of Russia who served as U.S. ambassador to Russia during the Obama
administration, a revelatory, inside account of U.S.-Russia relations from to the present.

From Cold War to Hot Peace begins with the promise that was Mikhail Gorbachev, glasnost and perestroika,
but sadly ends with an epilogue that has both Trump and Putin in its header. A Montanan, McFaul is an
idealist and an unabashed fan of America, its promise and its culture. To put things in context, however, much
time lapsed and much blood was spilled between Runnymede and Magna Carta and the emergence of
Queen-in-Parliament and parliamentary democracy. Centuries, to be exact. As a visiting scholar in the early s,
McFaul worked on bringing democratic government and finance to Russia in conjunction with the National
Democratic Institute, a Democratic party affiliate. In Moscow, McFaul witnessed democratic anti-government
demonstrations, and his sympathies clearly rested with the protesters. Fortunately for him, he was able to fuse
those two impulses into a career, one that brought him to the Obama White House. Unfortunately for the US,
things did not work out as McFaul or his boss had hoped or planned. Against this fraught backdrop, McFaul
went to work at the national security council with an eye toward salvaging bilateral US-Russia relations. Like
much else in life, good intentions were not necessarily enough. For the Obama administration, the hoped-for
reset meant a realistic re-engagement with Russia, preventing Iran from obtaining nuclear weapons and
renewing the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty Start that was scheduled to lapse in Still, as McFaul saw
things, improved diplomatic ties were not an end in themselves. Rather, the success of the reset could be
measured by tangible results. While the Obama administration succeeded in renewing Start, by the spring of
the reset was no more. Our efforts had failed. From Cold War to Hot Peace flows well and discusses the major
foreign policy events of the Obama presidency. Yet it also gets over its skis. Actually, those words belonged
to Bush fils , a policy enunciated amid the ashes of Iraq. George HW Bush saw the Berlin Wall fall, and left a
foreign policy legacy surpassed by few presidents. McFaul is on firmer ground when he points to the rise of
blood-and-soil nationalism as a rival to the liberal postwar order, and to the similarities between Trump and
Putin. On the one hand, McFaul is mindful that unmet economic expectations may have discredited liberal
democracy in Russia. While McFaul is confident in the strength of democracy in the US, it is worth
remembering that even here democracy is only as strong as the trust it elicits from the governed.
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From Cold War to Hot Peace is a gripping and intensely personal account of one of the most complex and consequential
geopolitical developments of our time." George P. Shultz, former Secretary of State under Ronald Reagan ().

May 25, Steven Z. Today, it appears that relations between the two countries deteriorates each day as Russian
President Vladimir Putin pursues his agenda, and President Donald Trump does nothing about Russian
interference in the presidential election. However Former Ambassador to Russia Michael McFaul has chosen a
crucial moment in our relationship with Moscow to write his part memoir, narrative history, and analysis of
what has transpired over the last twenty-five years between the United States and Russia. This optimism came
to a quick close as Putin returned to the presidency after four years as Prime Minister. The question must be
raised â€” why did relations between Russia and the United States reach the depths of the Cold War seemingly
overnight? In trying to explain this massive shift in US-Russian relations, McFaul is uniquely qualified to
provide insights. In between he offers an intimate portrait of the attempted evolution of Russian autocracy
toward democracy, the ins and outs of developing national security policy, and the intrusive nature of being an
American ambassador in Russia. Along the way McFaul examines his personal life, how his career impacted
his family, and how they adapted to constant lifestyle changes. His portrait is a combination of his own world
view, the theoretical approach of an academic, and the bureaucratic world of diplomacy. He conveniently
offers the reader an escape hatch, stating the book is written in such a way that if certain parts become boring,
he suggests that one could skip certain sections and not lose the continuity of the narrative. McFaul offers a
series of meaningful observations throughout the book. For example, as the democracy movement took hold in
Russia in under Boris Yeltsin, the Bush administration supported the more conservative Gorbachev.
Gorbachev would allow the Berlin Wall to come down, withdraw Soviet troops from Afghanistan, allowed the
reunification of Germany, and did not oppose Operation Desert Storm against Iraq. Further, McFaul argues
that the United States did not do enough to assist the Russian economy in and by not doing so contributed to
the economic collapse which was then blamed on Russian proponents of democracy. Once Putin resumed the
Presidency the contempt between him and Obama was readily apparent. Despite the downturn in relations
Putin did go along with sanctions against Iran and UN action against Kaddafi in Libya. But this cooperation
was short lived when Kaddafi was captured and executed. According to McFaul, the overthrow of Kaddafi
was too much for Putin who argued he supported UN action to save the people of Benghazi, not regime
change. For Putin, the United States was an enemy, not a partner, he saw Washington as a promotor of regime
change everywhere, including Russia, and he blamed the United States for everything bad in the US and
Russia. For Putin any regime change of an autocratic leader is a direct threat to him. McFaul spends a great
deal of time on the Syrian quagmire that rages on to this day. We could have armed the moderate opposition in
a serious way just as soon as the political standoff turned violent. We continue to witness this approach in
Syria on a daily basis.
8: Cold War Hot Peace, May 14 | Video | www.enganchecubano.com
From Cold War to Hot Peace: An American Ambassador in Putin's Russia will have variously engaged audiences, which
McFaul himself acknowledges: "By design this book is a mix of abstract.

9: From Cold War to Hot Peace: The Inside Story of Russia and America by Michael McFaul
Then there are the problems that the UN has faced and will continue to face, in this post-Cold War age - sovereignty
versus humanitarian intervention; peace maintenance versus the forcible imposition of peace (which means taking sides
and thus losing impartiality).
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