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[Is Russia’s new deployment of a new missile worrying?]1 
 
Yes, it is very worrying, because this appears to violate a treaty that is maybe one of the most 
lasting successes of the Reagan Administration.  It’s a 1987 treaty that eliminates intermediate-
range missiles and it is very important for the security of our allies in NATO and all the countries 
around Russia.  
 
[I assume this is something Secretary Mattis will be talking about at the NATO meeting.] 
 
For sure.  This threat has been known for a while, but the actual deployment is a more worrying 
thing.   It happens that this is only one of a series of challenges coming from Russia, in addition 
to provocative military actions in Europe, aggression in Ukraine, intervention in Syria, and a 
campaign of cyber-attacks similar to …. 
 
[Speaking of this, is the Flynn investigation worrying?] 
 
It is worrying, but the investigations are going to have to take their course.  It’s important that 
the public has confidence that everything is investigated, and I hope that is done sooner rather 
than later.  
 
[What about the INF Treaty violation?] 
 
One problem is that perhaps the treaty is of more interest to us than to Russia.  Russia has had 
complaints about the treaty for a long time.  Russia is in the middle of many countries within 
the range of those missiles, which are of intermediate range.  We are not, we are at long range. 
So for them, it is one of the parts of a strategy of revisiting, of calling into question, the 
architecture of European security after the Cold War.  
 
[What should we do about treaty violation?] 
 
One problem is that we cannot let them take advantage of the violation.  At the same time, the 
treaty might be of more interest to us and our allies than to Putin, today.  
 

                                                      
1 Translated from audio of Pryce remarks.  Host questions were not recorded and are rough 
summaries. 
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[Can we get along with Russia?] 
 
Of course, but it has to be based on a clear recognition of Russia’s interests, of our interests, 
and of what Russia is doing -- sometimes through clandestine means -- to interfere, including in 
European elections, because what they are doing did not begin or end with our elections.  They 
are doing the same thing in Germany, in France, and trying to influence and destabilize our 
allies and also the European Union and NATO.  So we have to have a very clear recognition of 
what Russia is doing, and based on that, yes, we can come to agreements, but with our eyes 
open.  
 
[What lessons can be taken from Flynn episode?] 
 
Well, one thing is that we only have one President at a time, and it is a very bad idea to have a 
candidate who has not yet taken office having substantive conversations with a foreign power. 
But hopefully the White House will take lessons from this, and organize itself a little better to 
address some very serious foreign policy problems, which we have seen in recent weeks. 
  
[Is Russia now our enemy?] 
 
I would not say enemy, but not friend either.  There are areas where we can act together, areas 
where our interests are shared, and there are other areas where we are in competition.  It is a 
complicated relationship, but we have to recognize both – where we are in agreement, and  
where they are doing things we have to confront and take measures against. 
 
[Thank you.] 
 
A great pleasure, thank you.   
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