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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

October 2, 1986

MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN

FROM: RODNEY B. McDANIEL ﬁ‘y{_ é,,/

SUBJECT: Radio Talk

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
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

pate: __ 10/2/86  ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENTOUEBY: 10:00 a.m. 10/3/86
SUBJECT: RADIO TALK: PRE_SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV
ACTION FYI ACTION FYI

VICE PRESIDENT a MILLER - ADMIN. O, O
REGAN g J POINDEXTER ﬁ J
MILLER - OMB J O  RYAN o O
BALL J O  SPEAKES a’ /
BARBOUR O, O  SPRINKEL a
BUCHANAN / 0, SVAHN V a
CHEW 0 %s THOMAS J 0
DANIELS J O  TUTTLE a, O
HENKEL J O  WALLISON J =
KING O 0 DOLAN 0 J
KINGON a o g !
MASENG J g o o

REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to Tony Dolan by
10:00 Friday morning, October 3rd. Thank you.

RESPONSE:

David L. Chew
Staff Secretary
Ext. 2702
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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
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 moments to bring you up to
date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland v 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. 1It's an
Mvhan) AV 1 Sms

obstacle created by grasping—potttietams here at home, so I do

a =
think it's - you can help me aéfi-:::e.

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

/—z:in' f[§%i5
v ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone; and more than

t’ EEE:EEEEE:Eggether 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:
G+rze@) arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts,
A EXpanded

3 bilateral contacts fetweemSu_Narioh—end—ehd

e pect Avd 1héeviance
; of human rights,

Potiks
it

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

?aihvlnufﬁﬁfr)¢$vcu~4vr!«uuv1 CAn B
Lunnitconfarcnmey-ered

AVery 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. ﬂ%:’;@{egumhgf any future ooaé%és was “Geneidered
Gy-our—oupertd a difficult, delicate subject best left to later
in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of
OW*'M our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like
Cd"' him to visit the United States. So, I invited him; and he said,
(thbvis "I accept."” And then he told me how much he would like me to see
dhﬂk“;k the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept."
WV“;? And there it was: an agreement that the next sumihit would be 1n
"¢4'b° ;¥ﬂ the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union;
just as simple as that. .
So face-to-face talks can be helpfulB &hich is why when
Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few ;eeks ago to meet him
Tcelsnd is in E@'g\u\é‘r&j country 1ikej Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the
NATG ally,nop
negvdvil 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

Efr’!‘ﬁ,c M intentions.
WY
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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

aralysis in Washington. /Q&ﬁﬁzwwkxi
This now has changed. Ear%égzrzﬁﬁ;—moﬂth -- after a Soviet
y at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking
hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff in Moscow. It

e

was an act of international outrage; but this time we{?ere

Ave = al~ - a RO K- - -¥- . ° °

vakeclea "
= knew what we had do. We had to beéétre;i'41¢ -

cmrqumu: of-Such aehrs,
Copdrd—and—toreatal.

did.
And we @ere2? 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.

é-aafhat's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be
successful in negotiations, an American President must be

perceived by the Soviets as reallstch flrm and, above all, a

President speaking for a united people, a unlted country.

-
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In the past, this has race’t keen 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.

Lo e pidleecTed 2wy
spending. By passing the irresponsible reselutions they have in

But they are hardly satisfied wfﬁ? just opposing defense
205

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize
the entire summit process by i eﬁgétSoviet 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

iniHapve, a reSearth YA - Vhsrpins o
for the strategic defense vt : s

v\zurnky postm \n frvevn snd wm: L Shategic Mems rduob‘n;l-
s i . 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 essentiaily all

testing of nuclear weapons.

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the

E 2l 2 L T Lt 2 Sl L Iy

A

budgot—eese&ut;na that is belngvpest_:hxa—way - bqlleve me, it

A¥7 X ep s prtiodd
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 worg“

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

d@f&rwuria

[T

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. 1I'm asking you to tell them I need to

. . . . ﬁrw‘”;éi . .
conduct American foreign policy without -
Passicad) obstructionism ff—the—ipiame—Amesiea—Firstery) in the —

Congress.

uniledev| m:;kuv1/k-ﬁ<C;%ﬁ~cr

It won't be easy to make the diehard—liberale listen. Many g
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.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

pATE: ___ 10/2/86 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUEBY: 10:00 a.m. 10/3/86
SUBJECT: RADIO TALK: PRE_SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV
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REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to Tony Dolan by
10:00 Friday morning, October 3rd. Thank you.

RESPONSE:

David L. Chew
Staff Secretary
Ext. 2702
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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 Gorchhev. 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 State3 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. X

ow 3

Now I know it's true that some here in ®™heg 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 1 want to take a few moments to bring you up to
date on the pre-summit conference in Icoland-'w"\’.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'sa' | you can help me ﬁé‘j—\;é
éerhaps 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
ations 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,

y the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Nation and the

doX
\BH"‘“&\,{: recognition om MMN-\"'

- haso f Heo
(Mﬁ'“‘g And, to achieve progress’bn sﬁ%kig-bs;ad agenda, we believe

Jowr Qined Ahiseusdione ‘
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

hp“*g;? summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered
'Isu$ by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later

;::ﬁzah in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of
'stab“ 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

i
oo\t
ﬂdrbﬂr the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept.".
T | .
‘:&;~¥»- 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. 4 |(Hew

de”dﬁt: o So face-to-fac alks can be helpful; which is why when

:?;EEEE? Mr. Gorbachev ‘extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him
% in a neutral country like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the

i\:‘;‘;\.\k\\lp upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted.

“uﬁkws I want you to know that next week during gxg'talks in

Iceland, %e 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

wno(ent
hostage anpAmerican 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. ﬁe 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

iations there be other such obstacles. But let me

L
e ' Y Suth

W) l"”lw assure you: as ud“ obstacle arises, we will again make clear to
W P

f:,u.vssﬂ- the Soviets our jesk=st—trrovriors—eheove—themr—enmdmeowe- resolve to

Wi 5"""'\"“" hold them accountable for their actions.
pri-Svdp

far, bk un And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be

shoddt . . .
q IIVO*’ successful in negotiations, an American President must be
Ldauﬁ-ﬁ° perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a

T sutst : : .
President speaking for a united people, a united country. '
"y wel : P g R YS Mo zﬁn ownly,
o QAnuwwauJ

Netds Yol & partamaphs Mﬂff "g&vﬁ———lﬁ |
—> %(\,ow\—:uw ~- \“\n%v\MﬂL fmma. E?M“a\t&mwmﬁs‘,’ ‘
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In the past, this has race’' keen 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 natlonal se ity has been gravely
SomeL IV\ o-usm) ij ke PaHAA mn-l»%
eroded -- eroded by a i

Y must anly b Amqmnu».ay.

SomL
In the first place, shig-—libereat—comiitien-has 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
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-‘

thowe @
would be done for you bypCongress!

. (eaun T eant foo

. do ey Rij
T The upcoming negotiations with Xhe 50vi:2? arepimportant. I

musknethan to face H Soviets wrk for Amenis .
eart—and-I-wont have my hands tied Today I'm asking your help

o]

readesehip to return to the spirit of national unity and
bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional
Hhoe A onjregs

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.

T'm atnaid o 'Hsd*gmw

N won't be easy to make * 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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You
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 £heirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for

which they will be held accountable by both history and the
American people. M disessiine 4l fvo ';\pN{'AW"",'D oun_

Qu‘\'wu, And ow childaps @U‘\’UM )

T lowow T kes low*&w vswd_Yodm ,0.+T thoy Lt

5 SLL\Ld Wi mpartat . Thamde you -, G-y
s me ot 8
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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 Stated 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 moments to bring you up to
date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland -l 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 q;a-ex:;{;q politicians here at home, so I do
think it'sa' you can help me ﬁ%j—mé.

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'r2 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 whiie 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, 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
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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.”
'And there it was: an agreement that the next sumﬁit would be i;.
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 Efis timé:Le were o
lprepared. 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. ﬂﬁe 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 united people, a united country.



Page 5

In the past, this has race’y teen 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
iriggpgggéble liberal core in the Congress. -

{};21/1;; In the first place, this liberal coalition has done

0/ «:;:;?‘feverything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military
7

\

PN buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the
'uﬁfﬂf)* Soviets to the bargaining table in the_ﬁirst place.

o 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 heéi:?ngﬁ”“
bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneval 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 workﬁ.
would be done for you by Congress}[éeft-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. 1I'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.

o

It won't be easy to make Exe 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 expe:ts;[éventualii]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 --l;ﬁe for

which they will be held accountable by both history and the

American peoplet:] ‘ 0
w
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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

- equally important participants in the sdﬁmit 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

6adate on the pre-summit conference in Iceland wieh 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 whilé 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,

cZ)the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Natiogfand the
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
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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."
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 helpfﬁl; 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 united people, a united country.
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In the past, this has rarce v teen 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:i
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.
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{the four issues that President Reagan
identified as being crucial for the future of relations between the United
States and the Soviet Union in his closing statement at the summit meeting
with General Secretary Gorbachev last November 22. The questions asked
by the President were: a) "Will we join together in sharply reducing
offensive nuclear arms and moving to nonnuclear defensive systems to make 1
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 treaties and agreements signed, past and future, be ful%illed?"'
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