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whether 'your families are here or
back home, the mext time you see
them or write & letter, you tell them
for me their President thanks them,
and so does all America.

It seems to me we have one more
_round of applause still to go. The talks
ithat we've concluded could never
‘have been had it not been for the
generosity of the people of Iceland. -

Pay Rates for Military

well, it’s time to go now, Nancy’s
waliting dinner. After all Congress 1S
still in session, and 1 have to get _back
and keep an eye on them. Sometimes
they get sirange ideas about reducm,g

-:pay rates for the military. But don’t
. worry, I'll never et 'em. )
But in closing let me say simply
-this: You are not here on NATO's
front line, you’re not making the sac-
rifice of leaving home and friends 50
far behind merely to keep the world
from getting worse. You're here to
make it better, for you're here in the
name of liberty.

Yes, the ultimate goal of American
foreign policy is not just the preven-

¢+ 1 have to tell you that of all the
things that I'm proud of in this job,
none match the pride that I have in
those of you who are wearing the uni-
. form of your country — you
men and women, God bless you.
¢ Many years ago, at the beginning of
\ World War 1], Gen. George Marshall
was agked what was our secret weap-
| en, and he said then, *“‘Just the best

: blankety-blank kids in the world.”

Well, 1 have to tell you, we still got
them — that secret weapon. God
bless all of you. Thank you very
much. -

tion of war but the expansion of free-

Mr. Gorbachev

Following are excerpts from the statement by the Soviet leader, Mikhail S
Gorbachev, at his news conference yesterday in Reykjavik, lceland, as re-

corded by The New York Times.

Our meeting with the President of
the United States of America is ended
— the meeting with President Rea-
gan. :

than we had expected, had planned.
That was because we had business to
transact.

Now the meeting has ended. And
sometimes they say that when you
stand face to face with someone you
cannot see his face. So I have just left
the place where we've had that meet-
ing, and particularly the last stages of
that meeting, the debates were very
pointed, and I'm still very much
under the impression of those discus-
:sions, those debates.

And so I will try even at this first '

meeting with you, I will try to really
'sort things out and to tell you what
‘really happened — not just to share
my impressions, but to tell you what
happened.

First Impressions

Of course, those will be first im-
pressions, first assessments, first
analysis. A time for more analysis
‘will come. This was a major meeting,
and you will feel that when 1 tell you
what happened at the meeting, about
ithe substance of the problems that
‘have been examined in a very broad,
in a very interested, in a very intense
way.

The atmasphere at the meeting was
friendly. We could discuss things
freely and without limitation, outlin-
ing our views as to various problems.
And this has made it possible for us to
have a more in-depth understanding
of many major issues of international
politics, bilateral relations and, above
all, the urgent problems that really
focus the attention of the world, the
questions of war and peace, of ending
the nuclear arms race and the entire
range of problems within that broad

topic. .
But before 1 begin to characterize

the meeting to you, before I charac-

" terize the substance of the discus-

sions and of the proposals of the two
sides and of the outcome of this meet-
ing, 1 would like to say, to explain to
you — because I didn’t have this op-
portunity before — why is it that we
put forward this initiative to have this
meeting.

In June of this year, the states of

the Warsaw treaty put forward a .

large-scaie and comprehensive pro-
gram to achieve a major reduction of
conventional arms and armed forces
in Europe.

Problems of a Nuclear Age

We also, based on the lessons we
drew from the Chernoby) tragedy, we
also made major proposals about the
need to convene an urgent session of
the International Atomic Energy
Agency in Vienna, and that meeting
did take place and some promising
results have been achieved. Now we
have an international machinery that
makes it possible to resolve many
problems in this important area, the
important area of the safety of nu-
iclear energy.

The meeting lasted a little more '

Now in other words, for all those

-; {years, mrmgmutlhatunewe-—-and

_|[uupkl'mnotengga'&tirts_m as-

- 'I'm speaking not just about intentions
‘but about facts — we have been toing
everything to help a new thinking-to
emerge in this nuclear age.

And maybe that will end the list of
those specific actions that the Soviet
Union has undertaken based on ‘the
letter and spirit of .the accords
reached with President Reagan “at
Geneva. ’

And still, and now I am comirig-to
the motives by which we decided to
propose to have this meeting in Reyk-
javik. The hopes that major changes
would take place in the international
environment, the hopes' that all-of us
entertained after my meeting ‘with
President Reagan, 1 would say, put it
this way, rather cautiously, those
hopes had begun to vanish, -were
beginning to vanish and I think, that
for some good reason that happened.

And above all, because the Soviet-
U.S. negotiations in Geneva at which
a lot, a great deal has been said,
maybe too much has been said, where
as I said to the President yesterday,
50 or 100 various options are ‘being
bandied about, the options on how. to
curb the arms race and begin ‘to Te-
" duce nuclear arms. And, you know,
even that calls into question whether
;’e;ally the discussions there are fruit-
ul.

I would say you would agree that if
we had only, the negotiators had only
i one or two or three options, that
would mean that the debate has been
narrowed down and that the surge is
now on for specific accords in impor-
tant areas. .

But nothing of that kind is happen-
ing in Geneva at the main forum of in-
ternational politics at this time.

The arms race has not been halted.
Our initiatives, which 1 have men-
tioned earlier, have been evoking a
broad response internationally but
they have not been duly understood
by the U.S. Administration. So the
situation was deteriorating. The con-
cern in -the world felt by people
throughout the world, was increasing
and I think 1 am not exaggerating.

I think you are here representing
the people of the world and you know
that the world is in turmoil. The world
is concerned. The world demands
that leaders of the great powers, the
leaders of the Spviet Union and the
1 United States display political will,
; display determination to stop -the
{ trends that are leading towards dan-
i gerous and unpredictable conse-

guences.

it e

e e

I was not setting conditions, 1 was

, expressing the understanding of our

j-responsibility, the responsibility of

| myself and of the President to.ap-

' .proach our meeting In Washington
with a view to reaching results.

-~






Reagan: ‘Made
Great Strides’

Associated Press

Transcript of President Reagan's
comments about his meeting with
General Secretary Gorbachey:

It’s good to feel so at home. -And |
want to apologize for being so late.
As you know, General Secretary
Gorbachev and [ were to have con-
cluded our talks at noon after more
than 7% hours of meetings over the
last two days. But when the hour for
departure arrived, we both felt that
further discussions would be valua-
ble. So I called Nancy and told her 1
wouldn’t be home for dinner. She
said she understood. In about 6%
hours I'll find out.

But the talks we just concluded
were hard and tough and, I would
have to say, extremely useful. We
spoke about arms control, human
rights and regional conflicts. And of
course Mr. Gorbachev and I were
frank ‘about our disagreements, We
had to be.

In several critical areas, we made
more progress than we anticipated
when we came to Iceland. We moved
toward agreement on drastically re-
duced numbers of intermediate-range
missiles in both Europe and Asia. We
approached agreement .on sharply

wWashington Post,

reduced strategic arsenals for both
gur countries, We made progress in
the area of nuclear testing, but there
was remaining at the end of our talks
one area of disagreement.

While both sides seek reduction
in the number of nuclear missiles
and warheads threatening the
world, the Soviet Union insisted

-that we sign an agreement that

would deny to me and future pres-
idents for 10 years the right to de-
velop, test and deploy a defense
against nuclear missiles for the peo-
ple of the free world. This we could
not and will not do. :

‘So late this afternoon I made to
the general secretary an -entirely
new proposal, a 10-year delay in
deployment of SDI in exchange for
the complete elimination of all bal-

listic missiles from the respective

arsenals of both nations. So long as
both the United States and the So-
viet Union prove their good faith by
destroying nuclear nussiles year by
year, we would not deploy SDI.
The general secretary said he
would consider our offer only if we
restricted all work on SDI to lab-
gratory research, which would have
killed our defensive shield.
{ We came to Iceland to advance the
dause of peace, and though we put on
the table the most far-reaching arms
control proposal in history, the gen-
eral secretary rejected it. However,
we made great strides in loceland in
resolving most of our differences, and
we're going to continue the effort.

10/715/00



Donald Regan:
‘SDI Is Our
Strong Card’

Transcript of yesterday's news conference with
White House chief of staff Donald T. Regan short-
ly before he left Iceland:

jhe President Stood Firm’

- Did the president get the chance for big
reductions in strategic missiles leading to
the complete elimination in 10 years by
trading deployment of ‘Star Wars’?

. The president had promised the American
people that he would not give away SDI, nor
trade it- away. He did not trade it away. The
president stood firm. SD1 is one of the main rea-
sons that we're here. It's quite obvious this is
ane of the things the Soviets fear, our getting

Washington Post,

the table. We'll give it away if you will agree to
let us continue our search for this defense. And
for 10 years, we won’t deploy that system—10
years, mind you, we wouldn’t deploy that sys-
tem. And yet they refused to do it.

Soviets ‘Refused to Make Deal’
Will there be another summit?

No, there will not be another summit in the
near future that l.can see at this time. The So-
viets are the ones that refused to make the deal.
It shows them up for what they are. The Soviets

* finally showed their hand. They're not really in-

SDL 1t is our strong card. We shouldn’t give it

away.

: But look how much he gave up. He gave
up what could have been a comprehensive
agreement on medium-range missiles,
leng-range missiles, a new forum to dis-
cuss human rights. Didn’t he give up a lot
af major security issues in order to pre-
serve the option on SDI?

" There’s still a chance to get those, but in the
meantime, suppose there had been cheating, or

. slippose some other country developed these
i weapons. What SDI is, is a shield against all of
; these weapons that might come in the hands of
; other people. Let me give you an example. After
orld War I, we did away with gas and #t was
outlawed Yet we kept our gas masks and sol-
dlers everywhere kept gas masks. Today in the

; h:an—lraq war they're using gas again. We had to : | i
v ; ident’s offer to do away with nuclear weapons.
guard against that. We have to be able to try to They insisted n getting everything. They

. fipd a shield against ballistic missiles. |
i
‘Everything Was on the Table’

You're certainly going to come under
some pressure from other people to whom
Mr.” Reagan made promises, on human
rights, on humanitarian issues, on other

weapons issues, nuclear testing and so

on. The president gave up those opportu-
njties. He traded those away.

TNo, he did not give up those, he didn't trade
them away. The Soviets didn’t trade them. The
Soviets wouldn’t trade those. The Soviets were
the demander here. President Reagan was the
ohe who volunteered that we would give up all of
these weapons. We made the proposition, not the
Soviets. We said to the Soviets, we will do away
with all nuclear wea; —nuclear bombs, nu-
.clear shells for field artiliery. Everything was on

<mer

terested in getting away with these things. If
they had, they could see and oversee all of the
testing we were doing. We agreed to allow them
to watch our tests. They refused to agree to do
that. They are the ones who caused this whole
scene to happen.

is tpis a complete bust?

No, it's not a bust. We,got véry far. It’s like
going 99 yards and not scoring on the last yard.

You didn’t score.

But wait a minute. We'll get the ball back. Ev-
ery time a team gets the ball they don't score.
The Soviets didn't score either. Why didn’t the
Sr?vit()etﬁ do this? They’re the ones that fumbled
the ball.

‘Will the arms talks get going again?

‘That system will start. This isn’t the last of it.
It has to start all over again.

Doesn’t this in fact set it back? People
will perceive that the president refused to
trade something for a great deal of prog-
ress.

No, no. The Soviets refused to trade. Would
you please get it straight? The president didn’t
refuse to trade. The Soviets refused the pres-

wouldn’t give up anything.

! have a statement here from Mr. Gor-
bachev that was made at a news confer-
ence a littie while ago. He said we can
clearly see we are approaching a point of
no return and it’'s clear the United States

. has not duly understood our initiatives

and the situation is deteriorating. What’s

- your reaction?

Naturally that’s what he is going to say. All he
had to do to get this entire agreement and put

-the world at peace was to say, yes you can con-

tinue your research fon SDI} as long as you don’t
deploy for 10 years and in the meantime we talk
about it. And he absolutely refused to do that.

10/13/86



‘We'H Have to Try Again’

Why is this not a major sethback for re-
-Jations between the two supsrpowers?

Well, because the two df us know we have to
live together and we'll have to try again to see
whether it’s possible, Jt's a setback in that sense
of the word. It is disappointing. The president is
disappointed that he wasn’t able to do it. But the
road to success is never a smooth one and it’s
not easy.

Doesn't it seem that we’ve relinked SDI
to progress on anything else?

The Soviets linked it. We were on the table,
willing to do any of these pieces. We had put all
of our things on the table, individually or what
have you, and at the end they gave in on every-
thing and then they linked it to SDI. We didn’t.

W
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ICELAND TALKING POINTS ) (J\WCJVN/ ,
- U.S. went to Iceland in order to narrow differenéézrﬁzz;i?

possible, between US and Soviet positions and lay groundwork for
more productive negotiations.

- By that measure, meeting a success. Achieved significant
movement on START, INF, Nuclear Testing; even aspects of ABM/SDI,
though latter obviously remains formidable obstacle.
Specifically:

-- START: Agreement on 50% offensive warhead reduction, tc
be implemented by reductions to 1600 SDNVs, 6000 warheads;
important advances in counting rules; Soviet recogniticn of
requirement for "significant cuts" in heavy ICBMs.

- INF: 100 global warhead limit (zero in Europe) a major
advance (over 90% reduction for Soviets); freeze on short-range
INF, pending negotiation of reductions. '

-- Nuclear Testing: Plan for US ratification of TTB/PNE
treaties (contingent on adequate verification), to be followed by

negotiations on further testing limitations in phase with nuclear
weapons reductions.

- ABM/SDI: Both sides moved on minimum time sides should
limit themselves to research, development and testing of
strategic defenses (US from 7 1/2 years to 10, contingent on
adequate verification, and coupled with plan for 50% reduction in
strategic forces in 5 years, elimination of all ballistic T -
missiles in 10. Soviets moved from 15 years to 10; though very
significant differences remain on overall approach.)

- Significant headway as well on other pillars of the
relationship:

==  On human rights, U.S. stressed crucial importance of
this issue; Soviets agreed to regularize discussions.

- On regional conflicts, two sides had vigorous
discussions of Afghanistan, Central America, Angola, Cambodia,
Middle East, and Iran-Iraq; U.S. laid down important markers
concerning Soviet behavior.

-- On bilateral exhanges, sides agreed on a work plan to
accelerate negotiations in a number of areas including
consulates, space cooperation, nuclear safety.

- In arms control we intend to build on Iceland results to
seek further progress at Geneva.

-- Gorbachev has said that Iceland proposals are still on
the table.
- Ball now in Soviet court to assure continuation of

Iceland momentum.




- Soviet attempt at Iceland to hold progress in all areas c¢
arms control hostage to acceptance of Soviet views on ABM/SDI an
unconstructive and unfortunate position; retrogression from
Gorbachev's Geneva summit agreement to move forward in areas of
common ground.

-- Historic opportunity to reach agreements in other key
arms control areas demands responsible Soviet behavior; if

opportunity lost, world will clearly understand where blame lies.

-- U.S. ready now to proceed, as matter of highest

priority, to reach agreements on START, INF, Nuclear Testing
along lines discussed at Reykjavik.

- ABM/SDI issue requires further work to reconcile fundamental
US/USSR differences.

.

- Soviets sought to kill by ban on essential testing
outside the laboratories.

- Important for Soviets to understand SDI not a bargaining

chip but a key element of US approach to more secure world for
all.

- Case for transition from offense to defense-based systems a
compelling one; in both countries' interests.

-- Only realistic hope to eliminate nuclear "balance of
terror,® threat of massive anihilatioen.

- Wholly non-threatening to Soviet Union; no significant

offensive potential in SDI systems (Soviet specialists understand
this).

-- U.S. offer to share benefits of strategic defense a
generous one; belies Soviet allegations of U.S. intent to exploit
technological lead to Soviet disadvantage.

- SDI essential to U.S. even with agreement on reduction and
ultimate elimination of ballistic missiles, in order to hedge
against abrogation, cheating, and third country threats; provide
continuing incentive for offensive reductions; and offer

stability during critical transition period and insurance
thereafter,

- Scale of deployment will depend, in part, on scope of
threat.

- Hope sober reflection will lead Soviets to recognize that
SDI is not a threat to be killed through negotiation, but a key
element of our mutual transition to a safer and more secure
world.
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-- We will be working to lay the logic of this position
before the Soviets at Geneva, while trying to move them to
proceed now to lock up agreements in other areas where major
progress recorded at Reykjavik.

- In short, Reykjavik was worthwhile; no second thoughts about

wisdom of acceding to Gorbachev's request for pre-summit dis-
cussions.

- Road to agreement with Soviets is never smooth; ideo-
logical differences, distrust, divergent strategic outlooks and
force structures complicate progress.

Reykjavik represents an important chapter in ongoing
arms control dialogue between two countries.

- Clear understanding of others' positions and
motivations necessary for productive negotiation; progress
achieved on that score as well as substantively in key areas.

- We emerged having narrowed differences, and with clear
appreciation that Soviets' obsession with SDI represents the most
significant obstacle to be overcome at this point.

- Opportunities created by Iceland discussions too important

to let languish. U.S. hopes for further near-term progress based
on: -

- Essential balance, fairness, and mutual benefit of

those agreements which were shown by discussions in Reykjavik to
be achievable.

-- Soviets' capability to assess the negotiating climate
realistically, and recognize when time has come to deal.

-= President's strong and unwavering position on

essentiality of developing, testing, and ultimately deploying
SDI.

- Soviets' understanding that historic opportunities may
well be forfeited if it does not reach agreement in time
remaining to this US administration.

- Strong support of U.S. public has been and will continue to
be essential to US success in complex task of reaching
comprehensive and enduring settlements with Soviets.

-—- Patience, persistence, and supportive Congress
vital as well.

-~ Renewed economic dynamism, refurbished U.S. military
strength, and Allied cohesion also play critical roles.
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-. . Gorbachev's challenge at this point is to rise to occasior
in statesmanlike manner and collaborate with us in reachirng
agreements which will lay foundation for stable long-term
‘strategic relationship between the two countries, leading to
ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons.




