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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: SUMMIT 

(Gilder /ARD) 
December 11, 1987 
12:00 p.m. 

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 
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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Gorbachev and I just signed, arms control has been replaced by 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 
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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 r~strict 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 regional issues such as 

Afghanistan, Iran-Iraq, Angola, Cambodia, and Nicaragua. We 

stressed the urgency of action between our two countries in order 
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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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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 

~and Soviet missiles on both sides. 
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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 destroyed/ The Soviets will be required to 

destroy not only their entire~orce 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, 
1 

while we destroy about 400. That's four of theirs to each one of 

ours. l i, 

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 
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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 regional issues such as 

Afghanistan, Iran-Iraq, Angola, Cambodia, and Nicaragua. We 

stressed the urgency of action between our two countries in order 
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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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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 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 
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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 
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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. ~,v•& • 
9$RQP ~· • 

pp.;io~t~e:..o~t~1i.-' aaJ,J ..... 1"4i8~!!!1'!!.~· Ci!,'ll'!i'!l&"!l~c~t~lffl§~e~§~,-,1nn'!'l6!i!'ed~d~i~1~19r,-••iRil-le-Al¥1,;lj~diMiliilM8-i!i!l~a~s!"!t~ar:n~da-~e,.1t~e!" e~· 
Finally, we talked 

~p-.J ,;..,~ 1•.L. .,._~ 
directly about~Afghanistan~ 

Irai.zlra~ IT? r 

lilfiiUL jE&i 

\\tiiv-e--iiisPlt!~IP""IE~S~S""b~eii-ltllliJl"l'liE~T,fi'l!!@"@l'!'dr""'t~o~'!!!§~el"l't--,d~d~a,._1!€:..,....,."l'.!l!'Pe rt a in -- r 
rot their totaJ 

NiL•t•J"• 
fr urn fit£ g)nni stalJ..&.. to talk 

t.e the f2ccaem fi!hters. aaa se alls:: self detezminetioo fort~ 

hf!JRAn people We stressed the urgency of action ,i,11 the tJuitea 
~ .,.,, ltM,:, c•.....lt,..a- ,.,. .,,.J,,- lia A.,l•J ,.,_.,c ,,.,,"''~ t,. ~ 

Nations fi&¥•i.'IY!.,I @Gdiieii Ls ilning Iran to end ±LS aggrcs • tali 

~J,.Z,,, .H AA~ Hee ...... ~ ..._f~•~• M..t-- /IA::".,...& 7'•••~ 
Wb;J/ ia·ra A& :alil • f[ES so £di 28 nab SQ IC lit, l5at LlftS I 88lil?gc.,we 

c:!:ie t::!:-7;;:u1 . 



- 4 -

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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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: 

My fellow Americans: 

SUMMIT 

(Gilder/ARD) 
December 10, 1987 
6:30p.m. ~ 

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1987 

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 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 
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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 
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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 

conveyed was clear. 
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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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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 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 -deterrcn~. 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 
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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.Ef, 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 
1-t j'N>Uf /it.._ 

letters. (ijc :.tl · th?} alphabet soup. So let me just begin by 

trying to put all this into English that everybody can 
~ 

understand. 

I.N.F. stands for Intermediat;--;;'fl.ear Forces. They•:J/.ttk 

,tortsr L -~ nuclearaapals~ missi~es t:;l~litaa> in the Soviet 
Y\tw- INr: 
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" deterrent. 
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1.n,P. 1 441 on both sides. The •11 I 1tSH cs this pzap.ca2 

of these 

. .,, 
a 5 111 I s e •fe, 

A 



- 2 -
. . 

to &ay tbe le••·~ .. 
and many (ti, en@' Fi i9 in this country agreed._] 

~-~ But we were patient and persistentD ,€nd the resnJ :ti ia eha1-
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arms reduction. Actually, I should say arms elimination, becaus~ 
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with this treaty, an entire class of I.N.F~ -- both U.S. and • 

"' Soviet -- will be destroyed. Now, the Soviets presently have 

many they'll be destroying 

some 

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 imp~rative, and we will 
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never give it up. Our bottom line on S.D.I. is simple: We will 

'A:t.,..,.., 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. 

Af,f ~r Serbachev has dtopped hie :i:naistenee e11 llal.•i•! i,D,l, ln 

~!!:'~;'7iae.,,.Mr. Gorbachev has admitted in his television interview that 
,:-_1 'fl~""'•'\4j 
t,,.,._., the Soviets are lt11iJdia, their own S.D.I. system -- we call it 

t~j~ the Red Shield. Said Secretary Gorbachev: •we are doing 

~ 
everything you are doing." I might amend that statement slightly 

to "everything and more," for while we are still in the research 
•l~t l.'\l"'f 6 'ffl,H/,,~w,._,, -IA/,·. '-',/1,-S/.-.. """'.-,~ 

1 
pnd testing stage, the Soviets,. aa.ne alEePi!} t J er t I aepJ A¥ their 

~'kh S°~J~ d..tril1~ l'nlVw/ ~~ 
Rea Shiela ers*cm... ' 

•. 
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 
»oMrt~ . . 

No defense at all. If even no defense. against aw~±ca~ missiles. 
~1 •w~ ~,, w,,- LNIJ I'~ • 

one was launched against an American city,,.,~se P~ae eeulg Qo · 

•f'Qtlt.i.•! bat stand ey iHHi watci. 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 

I talked extensively with exclusively with arms reduction 6 t=s:Jks. 
,. ,,. tAtM s s ' 

Mr. Gorbachev about our insistence that his policy of ,,ta• R •• t" 

become more than a slogan, that we begin to see real progress on 

human rights. As I ,..;L'(.~':'t. ~e U:1c •••liache19 nothing wou1d 
~,-r . ~ -f'hoi,_, S,t-t~'t"A/ 

convince us of Wlie sincerity ef 1 g¼aeneet" ee IMIGA ae ~11 Rg · 
fl'YJf~rr '"" -ttM,-,n-1....,, wl~ rl ,,,,f.~f t"'"~~, ,._,__ .. 1tet rl "'1f.tl'~ .~ 
"tr.tk people their most baeic right be ,t11oi;sa.i.p \l:lair Makar ia-
v-tl,1,~ tva c.4. ... ~ ~ •IU# 1,tl,wv i-kt I, . 

paaiae, fEtlic ef hatassmeait.. 
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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 t~ken 

important steps. 

With your help, we'll make that journey. 
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As you know, we had an important visitor in Washing " ~ ~ ~ week. General Secretary Gorbachev was in town for onl 

but, though our time was short, we accomplished much. 

~~, with all the reports of I.N.F. I.C.B.M • ., ~ ~ 
S.D.I. you've been hearing the last few days, I wouldn't be 

were a little bit confused by all those 

letters. So let me just begin by 

trying to put all this into English that everybody can 

understand. 
·~ y / ~ 

~ .J ~~~s.!,5_jn~~diate uclear Forces. They a~ 

~range nuclear-cap~le missiles installed in the Soviet 

Union and Eur~ the Soviets first start~pl~ing these 

represented a totally new nuclear 

X 

X 

In response, despite intense pressure, political pressure, 7 

exerte~r,}he ;viet Con on Eur~, NAT'f;";,:gan imple~t~...JI,,, 

of its •~track" policy. We would dept;;; our own I. N. F. ~ and, A 
~ . '- .:;;-

at the s~ time, push hard in ~i~~do away with this 

new a-ftd a JI #II d nuclear ee&'li.tiil&iat•tlll!i!~•..,..--
,,..y-- ' Ks 

In 19• I first proposea what would come to be cal~~- the 

"zero FX)lt called for the complete elimination of ""8efle 
... ✓ ~ t;F~ ~s. The reaction to this proposal was mixed, 
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u -
to say the least.~ 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, 
/LA.-- ~ 

for the first time in history, arms control has been replaced by 
~ · 1 ' 

arms reduction. Actually, I should say arms elimit't.ion, because 

with this treaty, an entire ~s of I.N.F. -~d u.Cnd 
~ ~ 

Soviet -- will be destroyed. Now, the Soviets presently have 

many 

\tla&tas of Siber~a. 

So Mpeful}y in the near future, I.N.F. will be one 

the alphabet soup you letters 
1 

~S l,,- you've been hearing a lot recently, are S .D. I. S .D. I. stands for 

JI\. ltl~ Strategic Defense In(~i~, ,m.:;__:;h-~~~~~ye 
~~ ~ewe~i~ to protect Ame nuc~ttack. wfi'en I met 

~ · with General Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva in 1985 and in 

jet 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 
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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. 

Hr. Gort5acnev has dzopped his insistence on halting s.D.I-:""- In 

~ fact, Mr. Gorbachev has admitted in his television interview that 

/,/ the Soviets are~eir own S.D.I. ~~7 ~;!Jo i~il 

~ ·1~ the Red Shield. Said ·secretarv G rbachev)' _$doir\g ( cul. ..U\111 ~ ~ s: ~ - ':..j , . 
}Ir-_~ E!'¥1irytbj og yor- oingZ•• I might amend that statement slightly 

,::. to "everything and more,' for while we are still in the re;t:ea ch 

()} \~~1 and t~st~· n stage, the Soviets hav already bQ gan to deplo thea:-r9' 
..__ t,I)~ • ~ 'n..t.0••~ 

I ~ I .L J II \ • • ,~ 

I j\'I Reo:I ~erd system, •. · p-w -..c-<~ f1ur~, 

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 

no defense against~~ issiles. No defense at all. If even 

city, ~&~4u~! ~ one was laun=~:~st an American 

nothing hnt dl.y ;:ipd ·75 I ll 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 

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 s~ss 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. 
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Finally, we talked directly about the situation in 

Afghanistan (Afghanistan insert here). 
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Mv 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.'s, I.C.B.M.'s, and 

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

surprised . ~ 
l. ... some people were a little bit confused by all those 

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

t+ying 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, they 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, 

a t t he same t i me , 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, 
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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 
1IJ J s """., ,,_, ;,,,, is-1ul 

other has actually destroyed its missiles."\ o, aft r 

start fi ·ng off or 

fall 

wastes 

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 

you'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 
u ., ,,.+u+i11• rl&.U'1/_ o F-Fe11f ,~ r,,.;u~ 

developing 't-e piii&'eect hmczieeragainst ~cleat attadc. When I met 

with General Se cretary 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 ~curse, had 

to disappoint him each time. Building a defense against nuclear 

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

• • c 11.,.,r,/,&1,,,,.; 
ver;1t·~ 

r~,·~­
;.,c,J~ 
,.,..,1~ 
;,,,.s,,~, I 
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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. 
, ... t 

Well, in a way we have madeAprogress in this area too. 

Mr. Gorbachev has dropped his insistence on halting S.D.I. ~ 
J,JtJwever +J.•1 ~-•~ ,en,-rle.J. ,;,, c c~.,.+s .J. 1,-.,·t -HA. ,,."I,.,£ 
:(a,rt %. @er@aaheu has admitt~& .. lit lti • to]e'l,jsjoo jpterview tba.L 

f._1+.,..S ;_ -"'-it ch,a.r-') /i¢ p,,.t11'tcl11ij ._ ft-rA#ciie, 
t.llA Savi et s n c .e~ile1iR! ~eir o•e1n e. B. I. VJ &item - lie eall ~ 

clofe,,.si.,e <&....e.Y i.1 +w-o ,~p,,.+..;;r -4-o 'r~m,,,~'t' .flt~ . t 
-tbe Bed Shi@1'.1_ 5 a iii S@e:Fet:ar J eot't5ddtE V. ..,fc &£0 do ir&ig .,, 

rro,-,·,, ;f J..,J~ /:',,, .. +CA#e(rl!. ,~11rr~- oer~,,.,e· 110C,.0Ff6t..se.1;'1 
eueryti.irtg 90a arE dollrg." I aiie!A;l; a11tel"!fi 'eru>ii stateroent' s..J j gbtl r \.:/ 

ca :Up -r14J i4 c,.,Ld" $01 lt,IJ<O.. 
t,o "eusr:;: t!id oq anli mare," tar wh!:18 m! are rt i ]J ~ t.be., roacart!rP· 

. 
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 
Jd rel:, 011 ~ po1_,·e'I i"' ..,,w·"' • .,,,_ k~i.,...., A«J t•~'- 01-'4,, I,,,,-,.. n lf11e,/ear 

~e seian~ -~-1net nuclEJr m1aa1lcs. No defense at all. ~f c1on 
.-,. d cl~,+rc,e,.h~ • 

i.n12 was Janncbed again-st an Am@Fi.'-aA.,..,,gity7 the 1't@sidEnt cdtlld t,o 

R8ehin~ e~t: -iii9dl.d by and N'Otefl CAA tss3ic dostruertiel'\ ei :rtill4:en'1s 

c0f Aweriaan 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 

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. 
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Finally, we talked directly about the situation in 

Afghanistan (Afghanistan insert here). 




