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December 11, 1987

12:00 p.m.

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: SUMMIT
SATURDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1987

My fellow Americans: As you know, we had an important
visitor in Washington this week. General Secretary Gorbachev was
in town for only 3 days, but, though our time was short, we
accomplished much.

Now, with all the reports of I.N.F., I.C.B.M,'s, and S.D.I.
you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be surprised if
some people were a little bit confused by all those letters. It
sounds like alphabet soup. So let me just begin by trying to put
all this into English that everybody can understand.

I.N.F. stands for Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces. They
include nuclear missiles deployed in the Soviet Union and Europe.
When the Soviets first started deploying new I.N.F. missiles in
the 1970's, the triple-warhead SS-20's, they represented a
totally new nuclear threat to our friends in Europe and Asia for
which we had no comparable counter.

In response, despite intense pressure exerted by the Soviet
Union on Europe, NATO decided in 1979 that we would deploy a
limited number of comparable missiles and, at the same time, push
hard in negotiations to do away with this new nuclear threat.

In 1981, I first proposed what would come to be called the
"zero option." It called for the complete elimination of these
U.S. and Soviet missiles on both sides. The Soviets stonewalled.
At first, many called it a mere propaganda ploy, some even here

in this country. But we were patient and persistent. For the



first time in history, in the treaty that General Secretary
Gorbachev and I just signed, arms control has been replaced by
arms reduction. Actually, I should say arms elimination, because
with this treaty, an entire class of I.N.F. missiles == both U.S.
and Soviet -- will be destroyed. Now, the Soviets presently have
many more I.N.F. missiles than we do, so they'll be destroying
some 1,600 deployed warheads, while we destroy about 400,

Now that the treaty has been signed, it will be submitted to
the Senate for the next step, the ratification process. I met
with the leadership of Congress yesterday morning, and I am
confident that the Senate will now act in an expeditious way to
fulfill its duty under our Constitution.

So, I hope in the near future, I.N.F, will be one part of
the alphabet soup you won't have to remember. Other letters
you'll hear more about are S.T.A.,R.T.: Strategic Arms Reduction
Talks, because we have made progress toward 50 percent reductions
in strategic nuclear arsenals.

This could be another historic achievement -- provided the
Soviets stop trying to hold it hostage to restrictions on S.D.I.
S.D.I. stands for our Strategic Defense Initiative, the high-tech
defense we are investigating to protect America and its allies
against ballistic-missile attack.

When I met with General Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva in
1985 and in Reykjavik, Iceland last year, he exerted every bit of
pressure he could to try to make us give up S.D.I. Well, I, of
course, had to disappoint him each time. Building a defense

against nuclear weapons is a moral as well as strategic



imperative, and we will never give it up. Our bottom line on
S.D.I. is simple: We will research it, we will test it, and,
when it is ready, we will deploy it.

The Soviets have persisted in efforts to limit our vital
testing in this area. But providing a strategic defense is too
important to restrict the promise it holds for future
generations. Defense; not just offense. That is the promise
S.D.I. holds.

The fact is, and I'm afraid most of us in this country
aren't fully aware of this fact, the United States presently has
to rely on a policy in which our nations hold each other hostage
to nuclear terror and destruction. This is an intolerable
situation. We will move forward with S.D.I. -- it is our mor;i
duty.

Now, I don't want you to think that this summit was taken up
exclusively with arms reduction. I talked extensively with
Mr. Gorbachev about our insistence that his policy of "glasnost"
become more than a slogan, that we begin to see real progress on
human rights.

As I emphasized to Mr. Gorbachev, nothing would convince us
of the sincerity of "glasnost" so much as seeing progress in
emigration, release of political prisoners, and allowing his
people their most basic right to worship their Maker in peace,
free of fear.

Finally, we talked directly about regional issues such as
Afghanistan, Iran-Iraq, Angola, Cambodia, and Nicaragqua. We

stressed the urgency of action between our two countries in order



to bring more cooperation to our efforts to resolve these
conflicts on terms that promote peace and freedom.

So, we have a long road to travel. But we've taken
important steps. With your help we'll make that journey.

Until next week, thanks for listening and God bless you.
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: SUMMIT
SATURDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1987

My fellow Americans:

As you know, we had an important visitor in Washington this
week. General Secretary Gorbachev was in town for only 3 days,
but, though our time was short, we accomplished much.

Now, with all the reports of I.N.F., I.C.B.M.'s, and S.D.I.
you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be surprised if
some people were a little bit confused by all those letters. It
sounds like alphabet soup. So let me just begin by trying to put
all this into English that everybody can understand.

I.N.F. stands for Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces. They
include nuclear missiles deployed in the Soviet Union and Europe.
When the Soviets first started deploying new I.N.F. missiles in
the 1970's, the triple-warhead SS-20's, they represented a
totally new nuclear threat to our friends in Europe and Asia for
which we had no comparable counter.

In response, despite intense pressure exerted by the Soviet
Union on Europe, NATO decided in 1979 that we would deploy a
limited number of comparable missiles and, at the same time, push
hard in negotiations to do away with this new nuclear threat.

In 1981, I first proposed what would come to be called the
"zero option." It called for the complete elimination of these
%mi;&?nd Soviet missiles on both sides. The Soviets stonewalled.
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in history, in the treaty that General Secretary Gorbachev and I
just signed, arms control has been replaced by arms reduction.
Actually, I should say arms elimination, because with this
treaty, an entire class of I.N.F. missiles -- both U.S. and
Soviet -- will be destroyedz/ The Soviets will be required to
destroy not only their entire force of SS-20's and SS-4's, but
also their shorter-range I.N.F. missiles, the SS-12's and
SS-23's. Now, that's a lot of numbers, but what it means is
this: Since the Soviets presently have many more I.N.F. missiles
than we do, they'll be destroying some 1,600 deployed warheads,
while we destroy about 400. That's four o; theirs to each one of
ours. _

So/ I hope in the near future, I.N.F. will be one paré of
the alphabet soup you won't have to remember. Other letters
you'll hear more about are S.T.A.R.T.: Strategic Arms Reduction
Talks, because we have made progress toward 50 percent reductions
in strategic nuclear arsenals.

This could be another historic achievement -- provided the
Soviets stop trying to hold it hostage to restrictions on S.D.I.
S.D.I. stands for our Strategic Defense Initiative, the high-tech
defense we are investigating to protect America and its allies
against ballistic-missile attack.

When I met with General Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva in
1985 and in Reykjavik, Iceland last year, he exerted every bit of
pressure he could to try to make us give up S.D.I. Well, I, of
course, had to disappoint him each time. Building a defense

against nuclear weapons is a moral as well as strategic




imperative, and we will never give it up. Our bottom line on
S.D.I. is simple: We will research it, we will test it, and,
when it is ready, we will deploy it.

The Soviets have persisted in efforts to limit our vital
testing in this area. But providing a strategic defense is too
important to restrict the promise it holds for future
generations. Defense; not just offense. That is the promise
S.D.I. holds.

The fact is, and I'm afraid most of us in this country
aren't fully aware of this fact, the United States presently has
to rely on a policy in which our nations hold each other hostage
to nuclear terror and destruction. This is an intolerable
situation. We will move forward with S.DTI. -- it is our moral
duty.

Now, I don't want you to think that this summit was taken up
exclusively with arms reduction. I talked extensively with
Mr. Gorbachev about our insistence that his policy of "glasnost"
become more than a slogan, that we begin to see real progress on
human rights.

As I emphasized to Mr. Gorbachev, nothing would convince us
of the sincerity of "glasnost" so much as seeing progress in
emigration, release of political prisoners, and allowing his
people their most basic right to worship their Maker in peace,
free of fear.

Finally, we talked directly about regional issues such as
Afghanistan, Iran-Iraq, Angola, Cambodia, and Nicaragua. We

stressed the urgency of action between our two countries in order




to bring more cooperation to our efforts to resolve these
conflicts on terms that promote peace and freedom.
So, we have a long road to travel. But we've taken
important steps. With your help we'll make that journey.
Until next week, then, thank you very much and God bless

you.
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My fellow Americans: As vou know, we had an important
visitor in Washington this week. General Secretary Gorbachev was
in town for only 3 days, but, though our time was short, we
accomplished much.

Now, with all the reports of I.N.F., I.C.B.M.'s, and S.D.I.
you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be surprised if
some people were a little bit confused by all those letters. It
sounds like the alphabet soup. So let me just begin by trying to
put all this into English that everybody can understand.

- I.ﬁ.F. stands for Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces. They
include nuclear missiles deployed in the Soviet Union and Europe.
When the Soviets first started deploying new I.N.F. missiles in
the 1970's, the triple-warhead SS-20's, they represented a
totally new nuclear threat to our friends in Europe and Asia for
which we had no comparable counter. In response, despite intense
pressure exerted by the Soviet Union on Europe, NATO decided in
1979 that we would deploy a limited number of comparable missiles
and, at the same time, push hard in negotiations to do away with
this new nuclear threat.

In 1981, I first proposed what would come to be called the
"zero option." It called for the complete elimination of these
U.S. and Soviet missiles on both sides. The Soviets stonewalled,
but we were patient and persistent. For the first time in

history, in the treaty that General Secretary Gorbachev and I



just signed, arms control has been replaced by arms reduction.
Actually, I should say arms elimination, because with this
treaty, an entire class of I.N.F. missiles -- both U.S. and
Soviet -- will be destroyed. Now, the Soviets presently have
many more of these missiles than we do, so they'll be destroying
some 1,600 deployed warheads, while we destroy about 400.

So, I hope in the near future, I.N.F. will be one part of
the alphabet soup you won't have to remember. Other letters
you'll hear more about are S.T.A.R.T.: Strategic Arms Reduction
Talks, because we have made progress toward 50 percent reductions
in strategic nuclear arsenals. This could be another historic
achievement -- provided the Soviets stop trying to hold it
hostage to restrictions on S.D.I. §S.D.I. stands for our
Strategic Defense Initiative, the high-tech defense we are
investigating to protect America and its allies against
ballistic-missile attack. When I met with General Secretary
Gorbachev in Geneva in 1985 and in Reykjavik, Iceland last year,
he exerted every bit of pressure he could to try to make us give
up S.D.I. Well, I, of course, had to disappoint him each time.
Building a defense against nuclear weapons is a moral as well as
strategic imperative, and we will never give it up. Our bottom
line on S.D.I. is simple: We will research it, we will test it,
and, when it is ready, we will deploy it.

The Soviets have persisted in efforts to limit our vital
testing in this area. But providing a strategic defense is too

important to restrict the promise it holds for future



generations. Defense; not just offense. That is the promise
S.D.I. holds.
The fact is, and I'm afraid most of us in this country
aren't fully aware of this fact, the United States presently has
to rely on a policy in which our nations hold each other hostage
to nuclear terror and destruction. This is an intolerable
situation. We will move forward with S.D.I. -- it is our moral
duty.‘
Now, I don't want you to think that this summit was taken up
exclusively with arms reduction. I talked extensively with
Mr. Gorbachev about our insistence that his policy of "glasnost"
become more than a slogan, that we begin to see real progress on
human rights. As I emphasized to Mr. Gorbachev, nothing would "3
convince us of the sincerity of "glasnost"” so much as seeing
progress in emigration, release of political prisoners, and
allowing his people their most basic right to worship their Maker
in peace, free of fear. ﬂ‘iﬂm";““" "“‘L“//" ‘f,\ab,
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So, we have a long road to travel. But we've taken
important steps. With your help we'll make that journey.

Thank you very much and God bless you.
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My fellow Americans: As vou know, we had an important
visitor in Washington this week. General Secretary Gorbachev was
in town for only 3 days, but, though our time was short, we
accomplished much.

Now, with all the reports of I.N.F., I.C.B.M.'s, and S.D.I.
you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be surprised if
some people were a little bit confused by all those letters. It
sounds like the alphabet soup. So let me just begin by trying to
put all this into English that everybody.can understand.

I.N.F. stands for Intermediate—range‘Nuclear Forces. They
include nuclear missiles deployed in the Soviet Union and Europe.
When the Soviets first started deploying new I.N.F. missiles in
the 1970's, the triple-warhead SS-20's, they represented a
totally new nuclear threat to our friends in Europe and Asia for
which we had no comparable counter. In response, despite intense
pressure exerted by the Soviet Union on Europe, NATO decided in
1979 that we would deploy a limited number of comparable missiles
and, at the same time, push hard in negotiations to do away with
this new nuclear threat.

In 1981, I first proposed what would come to be called the
"zero option." It called for the complete elimination of these
U.S. and Soviet missiles on both sides. The Soviets stonewalled,
but we were patient and persistent. For the first time in

history, in the treaty that General Secretary Gorbachev and I



just signed, arms control has been replaced by arms reduction.
Actually, I should say arms elimination, because with this
treaty, an entire class of I.N.F. missiles -- both U.S. and
Soviet -- will be destroyed. Now, the Soviets presently have
many more of these missiles than we do, so they'll be destroying
some 1,600 deployed warheads, while we destroy about 400.

So, I hope in the near future, I.N.F. will be one part of
the alphabet soup you won't have to remember. Other letters
you'll hear more about are S.T.A.R.T.: Strategic Arms Reduction
Talks, because we have made progress toward 50 percent reductions
in strategic nuclear arsenals. This could be another historic
achievement =-- provided‘the Soviets stop trying to hold it
hostage to restrictions‘on S.D.I. S.D.I. stands for our
Strategic Defense Initiative, the high-tech defense we are
investigating to protect America and its allies against
ballistic-missile attack. When I met with General Secretary
Gorbachev in Geneva in 1985 and in Reykjavik, Iceland last year,
he exerted every bit of pressure he could to try to make us give
up S.D.I. Well, I, of course, had to disappoint him each time.
Building a defense against nuclear weapons is a moral as well as
strategic imperative, and we will never give it up. Our bottom
line on S.D.I. is simple: We will research it, we will test it,
and, when it is ready, we will deploy it.

The Soviets have persisted in efforts to limit our vital
testing in this area. But providing a strategic defense is too

important to restrict the promise it holds for future



generations. Defense; not just offense. That is the promise
S.D.I. holds.

The fact is, and I'm afraid most of us in this country
aren't fully aware of this fact, the United States presently has
to rely on a policy in which our nations hold each other hostage
to nuclear terror and destruction. This is an intolerable
situation. We will move forward with S.D.I. -- it is our moral
duty.

Now, I don't want you to think that this summit was taken up
exclusively with arms reduction. I talked extensively with
Mr. Gorbachev about our insistence that his policy of "glasnost"
become, more than a slogan, that we begin to see real progress on
human rights. As I emphasized to Mr. Gorbachev, nothing would
convince us of the sincerity of "glasnost"” so much as seeing
progress in emigration, release of political prisoners, and
allowing his people their most basic right to worship their Maker
in peace, free of fear.

Finally, we talked directly about Afghanistan and other
potential regional crises, including the Middle East and the
Iran-Iraq war. We stressed the need to set a date certain =--
next year -- for their total withdrawal from Afghanistan, to talk
to the freedom fighters, and to allow self-determination for the
Afghan people. We stressed the urgency of action in the United
Nations Security Council to bring Iran to end its aggression.

The Soviet response so far is not sufficient, but the message we

conveved was clear.



So, we have a long road to travel. But we've taken
important steps. With your help we'll make that journey.

Thank you very much and God bless you.
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My fellow Americans: As you know, we had an important
visitor in Washington this week. General Secretary Gorbachev was
in town for only 3 days, but, though our time was short, we
accomplished much.

Now, with all the reports of I.N.F.,, I.C.B.M.'s, and S.D.I.
you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be surprised if
some people were a little bit confused by all those letters. It
sounds like the alphabet soup. So let me just begin by trying to
put all this into English that everybody can understand.

I.N.F. stands for Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces. They
include nuclear missiles deployed in the Soviet Union and Europe.
When the Soviets first started deploying new I.N.F. missiles in
the 1970's, the triple-warhead SS-20's, they represented a
totally new nuclear threat to our friends in Europe and Asia for
which we had no comparable -deterrent. In response, despite e
intense pressure exerted by the Soviet Union on Europe, NATO
decided in 1979 that we would deploy a limited number of
comparable missiles and, at the same time, push hard in
negotiations to do away with this new nuclear threat.

In 1981, I first proposed what would come to be called the
"zero option." It called for the complete elimination of these
U.S. and Soviet missiles on both sides. The Soviets stonewalled,
but we were patient and persistent. For the first time in

history, in the treaty that General Secretary Gorbachev and I
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My fellow Americans: at- ey,

As you know, we had an important visitor in Washington this
week. General Secretary Gorbachev was in town for only 3 days,
but, though our time was short, we accomplished much.

Now, with all the reports of I.N.F.Gg‘, I.C.B.M.'s, and
S.D.I. you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be
surprised if some people were a little bit confused by all those
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never give it up. Our bottom line on S.D.I. is simple: We will
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Finally, we talked directly about Afghanistan and other
potential regional crises, including the Middle East and the
Iran-Iraq war. We stressed the need to set a date certain --
next year -- for their total withdrawal from Afghanistan, to talk
to the freedom fighters, and to allow self-determination for the
Afghan people. We stressed the urgency of action, not more
discussion, in the United Nations Security Council to bring Iran
to end its aggression. The Soviet response so far is not
sufficient, but the message we conveyed was clear.

So, we have a long road to travel. But we've taken
important steps.

With your help, we'll make that journey.
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My fellow Americans:

As you know, we had an important v151tor in Wash thlS
o Y & w >0
week. General Secretary Gorbachev was in town for onl days,

but, though our time was short, we accomplished much.
#Nfoy, with all the reports of I. N F. ’5’@ >( X

S.D.I. you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be

surprised if s eople were a little bit confused by all those

letters. ( We call it the alphabet soup./ So let me just begin by

trying to put all this into English that everybody can

v,

understand "
I,N.F. stands for Intermedlate uclear Forces. They are

%cearcapa‘gle missiles installed in the Soviet

N Loy

=
Union and Europe. When the Soviets first started deploying these

missiles in the 1970's represented a totally new nuclear

s,

™ 1

s

threat to Europe (and Jap=IT /for which we had no comparable ;xr
deterrent. | Co
In response, despite intense pressure, political pressure, ]
&
exerted by the Soviet Union on Europe, NATO began 1mp1ementat10n
=3 ¢ by
of its " track" policy. We would dep Oy our own I N F.

&
at the same time, push hard in negotiatjons to do away w1th this
: ese-i-t;&éﬂéagz:; /x/
new a«ndﬂm-nuclear

In 196?”i first proposé%,;nat would come to be called the
"zero Opth .“ It called for the complete elimination of these

. The reaction to this proposal was mlxed,

ﬂSM

%/X
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to say the least. called it a mere propaganda ploy,

S At

and many in the media in this country agreed.
But we were patient and persistent, and the result is that,
aAaf

for the first time in hlstory, arms control has been replaced by

arms reduction. Actually, I should say arms ellmlg ation, because

with this treaty, an entire class of I.N.F.WBtJhU.S. and X
‘ Soviet -- will be destrﬁ;:i‘. Now, the Soviets presently have
M many mor th se missiles than we do, so_they'll be destroying
m ¢ some 1,60 , While we destri?y%ﬁ%weftwM o X
When this treaty take effect, the world will be witness to Ly
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a remarxkxable si1 . cn _slidae
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wastesof-Siberia.
So kepefuddy in the near future, I.N.F. will be one

The other letters S?‘_qﬁ

?)’5(/_ you've been hearing a lot recently\ are S.D.I. S.D.I. stands for
/‘/ our Strategic Defense Initia ve, the, hlgh-tech M
+,o~wﬁimu£25

N\ Weoerdu P2y
MA g to protect Ame 1 a galnst attrk ~When I met

Mﬂ’ with General Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva in 1985 and in

the alphabet soup you won't have to remember

{%0417 Reykjavik, Iceland last year, he exerted every bit of pressure he
could to try to make us give up S.D.I. Well, I, of course, had
to disappoint him each time. Building a defense against nuclear

weapons is a moral as well as strategic imperative, and we will




never give it up. Our bottom line on S.D.I. is simple: We will

research it, we will test it, and, when it is ready, we will

deploy it.
Well, in a way we have made progress in this area too.
¢
. = +s—trrsd altt D.I. 1In
%ﬂiﬁk) fact, Mr. Gorbachev has admltted in his television interview that
the Soviets are butidtﬂg't eir own S.D. I em -- we cqﬁiﬂi X
e Lol
' the Red Shleld Said Secretarv G rbache doing
( a.d#wﬂ'
gglﬂz 01ng I mlght amend that statement slightly
”

to "everything and more, or while we are still in the research
UJ\ ‘ and testi stage, the Soviets hav already.bagun—tu-deployﬁzé;tf=—— ){
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The fact is, and I'm afraid most of us in this country
aren't fully aware of this fact, the United States presently has
a

no defense against missiles. No defense at all. If even

we contsl

one was launched against an American city,@emm-ld-d&a
LN
nothi the tragic destruction of millions

of American lives. This is an intolerable situation. We will
move forward with S.D.I. -- it is our moral duty.

Now, I don't want you to think that this summit was taken up
exclusivelx:with arms reduction talks. I talked extensively with
Mr. Gorbachev about our insistence that his policy of "glasnost"
become more than a slogan, that we begin to see ;?S;;ess on
human rights. As I emphasized to Mr. Gorbachev, nothing would
convince us of the sincerity of "glasnost" so much as allowing

his people their most basic right to worship their Maker in

peace, free of harassment.




Finally, we talked directly about the situation in

Afghanistan (Afghanistan insert here).
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: SUMMIT o
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My fellow Americans:

As vou know, we had an important visitor in Washington this
week. General Secretary Gorbachev was in town for only 3 days,
but, though our time was short, we accomplished much.

Now, with all the reports of I.N.F.'s, I.C.B.M.'s, and
S.D.I. you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be
surprised if some people were a little bit confused by all those
letters. We call it the alphabet soup. So let me just begin by
trying to put all this into English that everybody can
understand.

I.N.F. stands for Intermediate Nuclear Forces. They are
shorter-range nuclear-capable missiles installed in the Soviet
Union and Europe. When the Soviets first started deploying these
missiles in the 1970's, thev represented a totally new nuclear
threat to Europe and Japan for which we had no comparable
deterrent.

In response, despite intense pressure, political pressure,
exerted by the Soviet Union on Europe, NATO began implementation
of its "two-track" policy. We would deploy our own I.N.F.'s and,
at the same time, push hard in negotiations to do away with this
new and unprecedented nuclear escalation.

In 1981, I first proposed what would come to be called the
"zero option." It called for the complete elimination of these

I.N.F.'s on both sides. The reaction to this proposal was mixed,




to say the least. The Soviets called it a mere propaganda ploy,
and many in the media in this country agreed.

But we were patient and persistent, and the result is that,
for the first time in history, arms control has been replaced by
arms reduction. Actually, I should say arms elimination, because
with this treaty, an entire class of I.N.F.'s -- both U.S, and
Soviet -- will be destroyed. Now, the Soviets presently have
many more of these missiles than we do, so they'll be destroying
some 1,600 missiles, while we destroy 400.

When this treaty takes effect, the world will be witness to
a remarkable sight. You see, each side must verify that the !

That is why we insisied on 4;*,““"”
other has actually destroyed its m1551les.y\ o, after we r e ‘L&iﬁ' b
f(‘.’m-
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an-tie
ingpecih

wastes Siberia.

So hopefully in the near future, I.N.F. will be one part of
the alphabet soup you won't have to remember. The other letters
vou've been hearing a lot recently are S.D.I. S.D.I. stands for
our Strategic Defense Initiative, the high-tech umbrella we are

‘ ag o protectve shied - offensive mistily/
developlng‘tb—pioeeet-%merzee’ﬁgg1nst 7 When I met
with General Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva in 1985 and in
Reykjavik, Iceland last year, he exerted every bit of pressure he
could to try to make us give up S.D.I. Well, I, of course, had
to disappoint him each time. Building a defense against nuclear

weapons is a moral as well as strategic imperative, and we will




never give it up. Our bottom line on S.D.I. is simple: We will
research it, we will test it, and, when it is ready, we will
deploy it.
Som¢
Well, in a way we have madq.progress in this area too.
Mr. Gorbachev has dropped his insistence on halting S.D.I. In
However, They have persisted 1n e €fuits Jo /im't fa wital
fact  NME——Geoubacher—ITIS—rdmrtTed : LS j rvi
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The fact is, and I'm afraid most of us in this country

aren't fully aware of this fact, the United States presently has

o rely on o policy in which wr notf e hotd each otker hortaje #o Avclear
mﬁw enge .

frn’o/ and destruchon .
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aidnarican—+ivas. This is an intolerable situation. We will
move forward with S.D.I. =-- it is our moral duty.

Now, I don't want you to think that this summit was taken up
exclusively with arms reduction talks. I talked extensively with
Mr. Gorbachev about our insistence that his policy of "glasnost"
become more than a slogan, that we begin to see real progress on
human rights. As I emphasized to Mr. Gorbachev, nothing would
convince us of the sincerity of "glasnost" so much as allowing
his people their most basic right to worship their Maker in

peace, free of harassment.




Finally, we talked directly about the situation in

Afghanistan (Afghanistan insert here) .






