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After Donald Trump's victory in the 2016 US presidential election, half-world media had consolidated 

the belief that - given the deep distance imprinted on Russian-American bilateral relations by 

President Obama and the Trump's public demonstrations of sympathy for Putin - it would be possible 

to imagine a progressive improvement in US-Russia relations, with a consequent advantage for 

bilateral and, consequently, worldwide balances. 

Indeed, in the first seven months of office, US and Russian presidencies have remained officially 

distant, while controversy and allegations of a supposed Moscow active role to discredit Democratic 

candidate Hillary Clinton in favor of Trump continue to enrich new details and evidence, while 

discrediting every possible bilateral contact. 

The direct state-of-the-art report test came at the G20 summit in Hamburg (July, 7-8), where the first 

meeting between the two leaders took place, officially preceded only by sporadic telephone 

conversations. On the eve of the event, National Security Adviser H.R. McMaster at a press 

conference had stated that no specific agenda had been prepared and that presidents would have 

discussed any topic they had decided at the moment, while Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov, 

had stated that the agenda would consist in seeking the normalization of dialogue. 

A summary of the issues actually dealt with and the positions reached has arisen from the press 

conference held by Minister Lavrov at the margins of the G20 summit. Without giving in to easy 

emphasis on the duration of the meeting (2 hours and 16 minutes compared to 30 minutes planned 

in advance), he cites as the main topics of the conversation (which took place in a warm atmosphere, 

"practical and business-like" http: / /www.mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/news/-

/asset_publisher/cKNonkJE02Bw/content/id/2809507 ): Syria, Ukraine, Korean Peninsula, cyber 

security. Concrete positions have been reached on some of these themes, first of all the creation of 

a de-escalation area in the southwest of Syria (areas of Daraa, Quneitra and Souweida), established 

in a memorandum signed in Amman the same July 7 by representatives of Russia, the United States 

and Jordan. Russia and the United States have committed themselves to ensuring the cease-fire 

regime (which came into force on 9 July at 1200 Damascus time) by all the groups fighting on the 

ground, as well as providing humanitarian aid and establishing contacts between the opposition in 

the region and the monitoring center in Amman. At the beginning, security in de-escalation areas will 

be provided by the Russian military police in coordination with Jordanians and Americans. 

Fundamental to safeguarding Russia's position vis-à-vis the government of Damascus, Russia, 

Jordan, and the United States undertake to maintain Syria's sovereignty and territorial integrity and 

to observe United Nations Security Council resolutions. 

The second negotiating point reached by the parties concerned Ukraine and, in particular, the 

appointment of a special envoy to follow the current crisis solution, by keeping open a channel of 

direct dialogue with Russia and working towards the implementation of as set out in the Minsk 

agreements, with the support of the Normandy negotiating format. On July 7, Secretary of State Rex 

Tillerson chose as special representative of Ukraine's Kurt Volker, former US ambassador to NATO. 

Lavrov has hoped to receive shortly a visit from the Special Envoy to Ukraine in order to launch a 

constructive dialogue. 

The third result that Lavrov cites concerns, finally, the joint commitment to tackling the cyber threat, 

a sensitive issue due to a multitude of destabilizing factors such as terrorism, crime, and children 

vulnerability. 

An agreement has also been reached on short procedures for appointing new ambassadors. 

Other issues have remained out of the debated topics, such as climate change, trade, and sanctions 

against Russia.  

https://translate.google.com/translate?hl=it&prev=_t&sl=it&tl=en&u=http://www.mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/news/-/asset_publisher/cKNonkJE02Bw/content/id/2809507
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The question of the Russian diplomatic buildings seized by the US authorities in December 2016 in 

Maryland and out of New York as a measure of retaliation for interference in the presidential 

campaign was not directly addressed but the meeting marked the start for an ad hoc contact at the 

US Department of State. The seizure coincided with the expulsion of 35 Russian agents has been 

experienced by Moscow as a difficult to accept event and countermeasures are being meditated. 

Washington, on the other hand, has asked to stop to limit the US diplomatic activities in Russia and 

to lift the ban on the adoption of Russian children. 

The direct meeting between the two presidents would seem to have sealed a diplomatic timetable 

already in progress rather than the launch of a new political course, as, at the same time, decisions 

were reached at national or international level, which confirmed the content of the meeting. However, 

there are some limits to be considered. The question of supposed Russian interference in the 2016 

election campaign casts doubt on the position of a third observer that Moscow intends to support 

related to American affairs, while some offhand Trump declarations add irrationality and discontinuity 

in maintaining a diplomatic position both with Russia and other allies. On the eve of the meeting with 

Putin, Trump had talks with President Andrzej Duda in Warsaw, and he reassured him about the US 

commitment to work together in response to the destabilizing actions and behavior of Russia in 

Eastern Europe. In addition, Trump declared the US intention to be the strongest partner of Central 

and Eastern European countries in the effort to relieve them from dependence on Russian energy 

resources (Radio Free Europe, July 6). Actually, what Trump stated in Poland collides with the tones 

taken on the bilateral talk with President Putin the following day. Additionally, it is not obvious that a 

commitment taken by US president will find political support at the internal level, as in the case of 

the joint group against cyber threats, discredited and abandoned when he came back from the G20. 

The starting level of US-Russian bilateral relations, drawn by Obama's presidency, is too low, in 

order to achieve significant and sensible improvement in close-up times. However, at the moment 

Russia and the United States showed the will to open some channels of dialogue, at least on 

international issues of mutual concern on which it is possible to reach a win-win agreement for both. 

Objective limits remain from the previous administration, along with some declarations of the 

American president, hardly in line with the linear rationality of Moscow's leadership. 

 

 


