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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, O.C. 20506 

October 2, 1986 

MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

RODNEY B. McDANIEL~ ~ 
Radio Talk 

7173 

Attached are comments from the NSC staff on the 2 October draft 
radio address. We understand there will be an 8:30 a.m. meeting 
tomorrow morning to close on the draft. We will be happy to 
discuss any changes, as required, at that time. 

Attachment 

Tab A Revised radio address 

cc: David Chew 



, . . 
Document No. __ "=l~/_=l___.3 ____ _ 

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: l0/2/ 86 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENTDUEIY: l0:00 a.m. l0/3/ 86 

SUBJECT: RADIO TALK: PRE SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT 

REGAN 

MILLER-OMB 

BALL 

MILLER - ADM.IN_. ___ ....... •, 
POINDEXTER ~ \f 

• 
• 

BARBOUR 

BUCHANAN 

CHEW 

DANIELS 

HENKEL 

KING 

KINGON 

MASENG 

RYAN 

SPEAKES 

SPRINKEL 

SVAHN 

THOMAS 

TUTTLE 

WALLISON 

DOLAN 

REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to Tony Dolan by 

10:00 Friday morning, October 3rd. Thank you. 

RESPONSE: 

• 
• 
• • 

t ~ 
~ o I 

! ' 
• • 
• • 

David L. Chew 
Staff Secretary 

Ext. 2702 



(Dolan) 
October 2, 1986 
4:30 p.m. 

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

l - ·• 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

sununit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

around a bit and give a briefing of my , ~wn to those I think are 

equally important participants in the sununit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland • 1 and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks and the others to follow. It's an· 
~1Ayf,'111.,,) j,'\{1 r.--,....r 

obstacle created by "JraapiR! politicians here at home, so I do 

think it's a..-~ you can help me 5!J\_C:-e:e. 
Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

e, 'gs f · ~65 
r-D. ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone1 and more than 

~ ~gether with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed1 they're armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in out view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

ill!ffrll~j~lOO~ arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 
v1w( e_tpA._.IUJ/ 

bilateral 
'f"t'!tc+- Aw# •bkv-~"c.t... 
teLyRiei• R of human rights, 

contacts&fJetween &.c Naf 1 dA a .. a elR~ 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 
at~f VMt,,~~~~ 1w-l~,rt Cit~»< 
~ @u-it oonfercrnr• ~- very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

" illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 

-

-
-
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

[on this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 
Duye.'1-r_Yh ~lat- ~--.,s 

swnmit. ~he scheduling of any future senrczcnces was €91111i.da•ed 

~ e~r aupet~ a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 
,,,1·uuf 
Uijl1 our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

CJt' him to visit the United States. So, I invited him; and he said, 

(
~,~~, "I accept." And then he told me how much he would-like me to see 

r\. -1' ,'t,rl(,~ ~ the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept." _ 

~;.1 And there it was: an agreement that the next suminit would be in 

'"""'-"1 tc,, ·L'') the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union; ··~~11·• 
b just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpfulJ~ich is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 
"";wf 1<.t.~ti/ is in e, @eut:rtj) country lik~ Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

N lr1b 411), 1tol-
n i\HWI upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

~opoliti~ intentions. --
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This last point is important. You see~ in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

alysis in Washington. ~f- M" ~ 
This now has changed. &u-rl~ month -- after a Soviet 

at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff in Moscow. It 

was an act of international outrage: but this time we~e 

:::::::es:e:::e;;,:::s::::::C tt:A~w ::::::a•• 
. rM t.t.e I~.,.-+,. /1t ttt ~ 

·ifllitia•i.vea. tteJknew what we had do. We had to be clizacb, 
em rqtJt .,.__ c.e-$ &+- r1t ck (JI~ s. 
oeadta aflla rereeiul 

dtd. 
And we wer~ That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back 

in the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

~!hat's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotia~ions, an American President must be -~ --perceived by the Soviets as realistic. firm and, above all, a ,, ,.-
President speaking for a unitPd people, a united country. 

.__ 

-

-
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In the past, this has r~ ,,~ ~-~- tFen a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

irresponsible liberal core in the Congress. 

In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

_ everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in the __ ~irst place. 

But they are hardly satisfied witn j~~t ,O;RQSing defense 
..L-'-,~(.,,t._ ~ a ~'--< .. :r'-d'? .... .,. 

spending. By passing the irresponsible· resol~eion& they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 
.fy.,ikjf-~~~ 

the entire summit process by .pllN~ the Soviet negotiating '-' 

position into American law, by giving the Soviets the very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 
ill iHtlfi"lr~-, A r~J'~rlJt f'~'rlt"""' M- 11 h~.n-,,· .. r 1Vtr 

for the strategic defense (!o•oH::ah; an initiaei ,1a -a•- bal pa 
~,.,..._,,....,,._, rote~......,- •'"' ~~ .~ fvy-- t:;1 ~ .ttv-.+&,J•'- ~,I r«J11t-H~· 

ria9 tlaa iel::',eitt• back to ttze,as.ft:tng tabl:e- xu eelleVcP. They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 

treaty that couldn't be ratified and that would've expired by now 



/ it~--t>t 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 
. 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the 
,, ,- : .. - -·~Z-~ ,;,L/'C-/"- -:: : / ---<-'-•·1.<. -::-;,, ~<-/ ~ 
~~a~ reselutiba that is being'-'eftt tbi& ~a¥ .-- b~lieve me, it 

/4-t~tt..6 ~--.A.,,-?(...,- _,r--;- (. , t.C.. ,L_,; 

will be vetoed quickly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious business. 
. . 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 
II Yl t J •ff 'VI/ 

would be done for you by Congress' left-wing league of W9U duba 
,k r,..,. Yfl,l. n. 

Nae~czniclts. 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell them I need to 
Cr•ri Ii..,_, 

conduct American foreign policy without &he ~eae:leae• a e••ee ag~ 

d,a•-isa• obstructionism ~£ the "Blem,c .\nuu·ioa Firs Lii!'L.iJ in the 

Congress. 
VYli/~Y(, dl'S-y--tu'rl ;;.. ~ ~pU 

It won't be easy to make the aiaAa5a libaral"listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 

--

-
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the experts, eventually they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for 

which they will be held accountable by both history and the 

American people. 



DocumontNo. MA' JU < 
_________ .., _ _,.:;....__ 

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: l0/2/ 86 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT.DUE IV: l0: 00 a.rn. l0/J/86 

SUBJECT: RADIO TALK: PRE SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

VICE PRESIDENT 

REGAN 

MILLER· 0MB 

BALL 

BARBOUR 

BUCHANAN 

CHEW 

DANIELS 

HENKEL 

KING 

KINGON 

MASENG 

MILLER· ADMIN. 

POINDEXTER 

RYAN 

SPEAKES 

SPRINKEL 

SVAHN 

THOMAS 

TUTTLE 

WALLISON 

DOLAN 

REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to Tony Dolan by 

10:00 Friday morning, October 3rd. Thank you. 

RESPONSE: 

ACTION FYI 

• 
• 

• 
• 

• 
• 
• 

!~ 
• • 
• • 

David L. Chew 
Staff Se<retary 

Ext. 2702 



(Dolan) 
Octol;,er 2, 1986 
4: 30 p.m.-

t 'I, • · "" .. 
PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 

GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. . . . . 
Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things .~ 

around a bit and give_ a briefing of my -~wn to those I think are 

equally important participants -in the summit process -- you the 

people. 
0-.,/~'1 

Now I know it's true that some here in~ capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moment• to bring yo1 up to 
U1 ~ ~ ~ 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland• -~and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks and the others to follow. It's an· 

obstacle created by grasping politicians here at home, so I do 

think it'sf¼,ijf8~ you can help me• ;rd~ . 
Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone; and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed; they•r~ armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

=s of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

the im rovement of bilateral contacts between our Nation and the ct~ 
\ 

.. , ,J ... c,,J- recognition of human rights. \--
1r ~ \U-- ..____,;::.-,;;;__------,:___.- ,-41111"- ~" 

(~\-~ And, to achieve progress .... o~ ~ P;~,':~~ agenda, we believe 
~ · \ d,,tJt o.istu\\10'\,0 / 

summit conferences are very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

on this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him1 and he said, 

"I accept." And then he told me how much he would-like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept." _ 

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union1 

just as simple as that. 

So 

Mr. 

which is why when 

invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

in a neutral country like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 
~ll 

I want you to know that next week during~ talks in 
'Z 

Iceland,~ will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see~ in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about · the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a Soviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 
'~'°l~ 

hostage an"-American journalist, Nicholas Oaniloff in Moscow. It .. .. 
was an act of international outrage1 but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise u~ nor derail our policy 

:initiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct, 

candid and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back 

in .. the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our l• I cl !!l:l!asions aee111e iihe•, a::i ••• resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotiations, an American President must be 

perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 
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In the past, this has r~r~!-.'.. tf'en a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national secqrity has been gravely 
SoWV\l. I~ ~(OW\S'"' w'1,o SuJc. P4".'""' a.du4""""4cr­

eroded -- eroded by a hi~hly iaaelo~ieal asa eR-i•ely 
wf.JM. ~ W\U\t OW\ ly k_ AW\ U\.l(AV\ VII\ ,-1- 'f • 

krespoils1!51e libeJ!lal. ae;i:e iR the GePuJress, 
SON..~ 

In the first place, 9Ai• l.i&aral coalibieR baa done ~.., 
everything~ could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in the . first place. 

But they are hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 

the entire summit process by passing the Soviet negotiating 

position into American law, by giving the Soviets the very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

mode·rn Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the strategic defense research, an initiative that helped 

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva. They · 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 

treaty that couldn't be ratified and that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the 

budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe me, it 

will be vetoed quickly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious business. 
. . 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 
~~~ 

would be done for you by/\,Congress: ieft wing league of weit11Ei t;,~ 

Hei!,a5a:i.aha... ~l' t4-1
1

I- Ir, 

: · The upcoming negotiations withJ¥ahe~~v~l~s are~i:portant. I 
w.wt~ot~V\. '\6f4c,t. ~S<Nic.b t.v\\-L =e for AWl"W~. 

ean•t: ans• ueR'• ha"le my hands tied Today I'm asking your help 

:i.A sall:i.R'J en ipeakes Q 1Neill and the rest of t:he 0emoc1ati~ 

ieaaasehip to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 
-,,,.o.)(..'" a,..,,,u 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell tifi!m I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstructionism of the "Blame America Firsters" in the 

Congress. l- _ J 1-
"I'#\ ~TIU\~ ·, ~~new 
~ won't be easy to make •he ai'ehard l!bera1s listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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'f~ 
the experts, eventually~ will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for 

which they will be held accountable by both history and the 

American people. ~ ch 1<11~~ 4~ h>o 1~pwfA"'4; lo o UW\­

~-t\,~ AV\cloui c.,\..iLlJ.~ gv~v"-(. 

Il>\CMJ T'\/\..~~ lo~~vs~ h,~,6"i-T~I.K 

~ Svv~uA-w~ l~p~~. ~'{Vt1J•'.1_6:-"·' 
VI¥ ~'I'-'. 

. -. 
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Document No. ----~---

WHITE HOUSE ST'AFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: l0/2/ 86 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE IV: l0: 00 a• m. l0/ J/S.6 

SUIJECT: RADIO TALK: PRE_SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

VICE PRESIDENT 

REGAN 

MILLER• 0MB 

BALL 

MILLER· ADMIN. 

POINDEXTER 

RYAN 

SPEAKES 

ACTION FYI 

• 
• ·· 
• 

• 
• 

BARBOUR 

BUCHANAN 

CHEW 

DANIELS 

HENKEL 

SPRINKEL 

SVAHN 

THOMAS 

TUmE 

WALUSON 

----->t 
l 

• 
• 
• 
• 

KING 

KINGON 

MASENG 

DOLAN 

REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to Tony Dolan by 

10:00 Friday morning, October 3rd. Thank you. 

RESPONSE: 

D 

• 
D 

• 
• 

OavidLChew 
Staff Seuttary 

Ext. 2702 
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J • •• ,.,. 

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

' -·· ' -:: : 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

around a bit and give a briefing of my own to those I think are 

equally important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

; .. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moment • to bring you up to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland • 1 and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks a~d the others to follow. It's an· 

obstacle created by ~r;'g politicians here at home, so I do 

think it'sO..-~ you can help me 5d~ . 
Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone1 and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed1 they're armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Nation and the 

recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, w~ believe 

summit conferences are very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

illusions -- to ·make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

On this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him1 and he said, 

•I accept.• And then he told me how much he would.like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: •1 accept.• 
.. . 

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union, 

just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful; which is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

in a neutral country like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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Thia last point is important. You see~ in the past, when 

agreement• were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a Soviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retali&ted by taking 

hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Oaniloff in Moscow. It 
... 

was an act of international outrage, but ~is tim~e were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy 

~nitiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct, 

candid and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Danilo££ is freed and back 

in .the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotiations, an American President must be 

perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a unitP.d people, a united country. 
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In- the past, this has r~,,~:.~· b=en a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

J ir~QE,s!ble liberal core in the Congress. ~» In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

~.,.,.~~everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old lllilitary 

~-'!}->')~., buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

~ Soviets to the bargaining table in the first place. 

But they are hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 

the entire summit process by passing the Soviet negotiating 

position into American law, by giving the Soviets the very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the strategic defense research, an initiative that helped J 1...-A. 
.;,_.-b.,.. I r •- -

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva~ They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 

treaty that couldn't be ratified and that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the 

budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe me, it 

will be vetoed quickly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would . not get down to serious business. 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 

would be done for you by Congress! ~eft-wing league of would-be 

Metternich& .J 

. .. 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell them I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstructionism of the •slame America Firsters• in the 

Congress. 

It won't be easy to 

of them believe that the 

make§• diel;;;,;-libera~ listen. Many 

only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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the expe~ts,(!ventualll)they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow{~- i;,e fox 

which they will be held accountable by both history ad the 

Amexican people] ._si.j, ~ 

~\).J~­

~-~ ~-
' -. 
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks ·· 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

around a bit and give a briefing of my own to those I think are 

. e9ually important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is fa·r more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I .want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

69 date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland WiM-h and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks and the others to follow. It's an 

obstacle created by grasping politicians here at home, so I do 

think it's something you can help me eliminate. 

Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone; and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed; they're armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

@the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Nation~and the 
A 

recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

summit conferences are very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 

·1 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

On this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him; and he said, 

"I accept." And then he told me how much he would.like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept. 11 

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in· 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union; 

just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful; which is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

in a neutral country like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see, in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a Soviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff in Moscow. It 

was an act of international outrage; but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy 

initiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct, 

candid and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back 

in the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotiations, an American President must be 

perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a unitP.d people, a united country. 
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In the past, this has r:- -:tr.·•<., h= e n a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

irresponsible liberal core in the Congress. 

In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in the first place. 

But they are hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 

the entire summit process by passing the Soviet negotiating 

position into American law, by giving the Soviets the very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the strategic defense research, an initiative that helped 

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva. They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 

treaty that couldn't be ratified and that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the 

budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe me, it 

will be vetoed quickly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious business. 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 

would be done for you by Congress' left-wing league of would-be 

Metternichs. 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell them I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstructionism of the "Blame America Firsters" in the 

Congress. 

It won't be easy to make the diehard liberals listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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the experts: eventually they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for 

which they will be held accountable by both history and the 

American people. 



Radio Addreis -- Outline 

Subject -- Iceland Meeting/house language on Arma Control 

Iceland Meeting, 
Define why going 
• Suige1ted by Gorbachev 
• RR said no unless oaniloff freed 
• O&niloff freed/we agreed 
• Want to discuss issues of importance in preparation for 

Summit here in u.s. 
Ouline Issue11 
• Regional Conflicts 
• Human Rights 
• Arns Reduction 

Goals, 

Move closer to agreements on major issues/instructions to 
negotiators 

Narrow agenda for United State~ Summit meeting 

House Language: 

Need to maka sharp attack on House ~Gmocrats restrictiv~ languaqG 
on AS1\T/e!t ~l 

* 

* 

• .,, 
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Irresponsible/jeopardizes possibility of successful ar~s 
reduction talk 
Signals to tha soviets -- just wait, you will obtain b~tter 
deal at Congre• 1ional Committee Tihle than you will obtain 
at Geneva Arms Table, 7- ' 
There is on• Pr~sident/one secretary ot State -- "I will not have 
my hands tied/peace talk too important toplay politics" 
We should be negotiating with the Soviets/not ourselves 
call on Speak~r to control those in his party who are atte~9ti~; 
to torpedo talks 
If he won't -- I will/pr0mi1akquick veto if restrictive 
language 1taya in or if suggest a short term ext~nsion 
because thia only says to soviets wait -- you might do 
better later. 



/0 ' --roll)) DC, IC, ~ 

(io,r, ~ 5R5 /t::;11 C> Ill c,, A_ 
VII/I« 
~,_· h_l'-1 ___ R?_. ~ 

( J-:Q , -
f the four issues that President Reagan 

identified as beina crucial for the future of relations between the United 
States and the Soviet Union in his cloaing statement at the summit meeting ~ 
with General Secretary Gorbachev laat November 22. The questions asked 
by the President were: a) "Will we join together in sharply reducing 
offensive nuclear arm5 and moving to nonnuclear defensive systems to make 
this a safer world?"; b) "Will we join together to help 'bring about a 
peaceful resolution of conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Central America so 
that the peoples there can freely determine their own destinies without 
outside interference?"; c) "Will the cause of liberty be advanced?"; and 
d) "Will the treat·ies and agreemenu signed, past and future, be fulfilled?" · 

--- ·- ·------




