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(Noonan/BE) 
November 21, 1985 
5:30 a.m. (Geneva) 

PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: JOINT SESSION OF THE CONGRESS 
REPORT ON GENEVA 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1985 

Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress, 

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

It's great to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a 

personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador 

of good will for all of us. Thanks, partner. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Dole, I want you to know your 

statements of support were and are greatly appreciated. You 

can't imagine how much it means in dealing with the Soviets to 

have the Congress, the allies, and the American people firmly 

behind me. 

As you know, I have just come from Geneva and talks with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. In the past few days, we spent over 

15 hours in various meetings with the General Secretary and the 

members of his official party. Approximately 5 of those hours 

were talks between Mr. Gorbachev and myself, one on one. That 

was the best part. Outt F,,tt.a,_, S'u•'-i IT. 

There will be, I know, a great deal of commentary and 

opinion as to what the meetings produced and what they were like. 

There were over 3,000 reporters in Geneva, ~~l be ct 

1 aw 3,000 opinions on what happened. Maybe it's the old 
b~c.(Ofl) f"0 

broadcaster in me but I U:s&g7% Ishl file my own report directly 
• . 

to you. 



Page 2 

We met, as we had to meet. I had called for a fresh 

start -- and we made that start. I can't claim we had a meeting 

of the minds on such fundamentals as ideology or national 

purpose -- but we understand each other better. That's key to 

peace. I gained a better perspective; I feel he did, too. 

Jo sho7t, lt was a constructive meeting. So constructive, 

in fact, that Mr. Gorbachev bi: i }•~~ud&g accepted our invitation 
I lfAt1~ A ccdfrflJ H c'.s 

to oem'i aad visit the United States next year. And a.: yea1; 
Jt.Jvtrl'\ri .. N n~ 4i:'c r-c. f1OS'tow rH~ Fo'-.<.ow,Ne, Ye-A-~ 

fel±mdA<; I wi J J bq goi pg to Meeegw. ' 

I found Mr. Gorbachev to be an energetic defender of Soviet 
~a,<1>u~r s P6•'<"-.t 

policy. He was~·, I ~,and,~ bslWSJE., a good listener. 

Our subject matter was shaped by the facts of this century. 

These past 40 years have not been an easy time for the West 

or the world. You know the facts; there is no need to recite the 

historical record. Suffice it to say that the United States 

cannot afford illusions about the nature of the U.S.S.R. We 

cannot assume that their ideology and purpose will change. This 

implies enduring competition. Our task is to assure that this 

competition remains peaceful. With all that divides us, we 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate things further. We 

must be clear with each other, and direct. We must pay each 

other the tribute of candor. 

When I took the oath of office for the first time, we began 

dealing with the Soviet Union in a way that was more realistic 

than in the recent past. And so, in a very real sense, 

preparations for the summit started not months ago but 5 years 

ago when -- with the help of Congress -- we began strengthening 
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our economy, restoring our national will, and rebuilding our 

defenses and alliances. America is once again strong -- and our 

strength has given us the ability to speak with confidence and 

see that no true opportunity to advance freedom and peace is 

lost. 

That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context in which it occurred. And may I add that we were 

especially eager that our meetings give a push to important talks 

already under way on reducing nuclear weapons. On this subject 

it would be foolish not to go the extra mile -- or in this case 

the extra 4,000 miles. 

We discussed the great issues of our time. I made clear 

before the first meeting that np question would be swept aside, 
!(7'ffflt. 

no issue buried, just because.- side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient. 

I brought these questions to the summit and 1' put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

explained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 

make not just for a world that feels safer but that really is 

safer. 

I am pleased to report tonight that General Secretary 

Gorbachev and I did make a measure of progress here. While we 

still have a long ways to go, we're at least heading in the right 
FatWl'A/U 

direction. We moved arms control 4c 'h • i from where we 
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were last January, when the Soviets returned to the table~dtar 

t'ilali i r ye, 11, out. 

We are both instructing our negotiators to hasten their 

vital work. The world is waiting for results. 

Specifically, we agreed in Geneva that each side should move 

to cut offensive nuclear arms by 50 percent in appropriate 

categories, and reach an interim accord on intermediate-range 

missiles, leading, we hope, to the complete elimination of this 

class of missiles. All this with tough verification. -Hr 

a_ 

We also made~ progress in spread 

of nuclear weapons, an arms control area in which we've 

cooperated nicely over the years. We are also opening a dialogue 

on combatting the spread of chemical weapons, while moving to ban 

them altogether. Other arms control dialogues -- in Vienna on 

conventional arms, and in Stockholm on lessening the chances for 

surprise attack in Europe also received a boost. Finally, we 

agreed to begin work on risk reduction centers. 

I described our Strategic Defense Initiative -- our research 

effort that envisions the possibility of defensive systems which 

could ultimately protect all nations against the danger of 

nuclear war. This discussion produced a very direct exchange of 

views. 

Mr. Gorbachev insisted that we might use a strategic defense 

system to put offensive weapons into space and establish nuclear 

superiority. 
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I made it clear that S.D.I. has nothing to do with offensive 

weapons; that, instead, we are investigating non-nuclear 

defensive systems that would only threaten offensive missiles, 

not people. If our research succeeds, it will bring much closer 

the safer, more stable world we seek. Nations could defend 

themselves against missile attack, and mankind at long last 

escape the prison of mutual terror this is my dream. 

So I welcomed the chance to tell Mr. Gorbachev that we are a 

Nation that defends, rather than attacks, that our alliances are 

defensive, not offensive. We don't seek nuclear superiority. We 

do not seek a first strike advantage over the Soviet Union. 

Indeed, one of my fundamental arms control objectives is to get 

rid of first strike weapons altogether. This is why we have 

proposed a SO-percent reduction in the most threatening nuclear 

weapons, especially those that could carry out a first strike. 

I went further in expressing our peaceful intentions. I 

described our proposal in the Geneva negotiations for a program 

of open laboratories in strategic defense research. We are 

offering to permit Soviet experts to see first hand that S.D.I. 

does not involve offensive weapons. American scientists would be 

allowed to visit comparable facilities of the Soviet strategic 

defense program, which, in fact, has involved much more than 

research for many years. 

Finally, I reassured Mr. Gorbachev on another point. I 

-~~~~~-t??!?Srte~~•'•m'::::t::::citc:.lf:~4~rr:;A;iiii0!ii~iiF6.iii'IINi'.;;~;i-;;l'l;::~~'ii;,~sr~/V;.u;;;<'i;;~~~r,~t.-i,_~-... t~ promised that if our resear 
Vt.J~ v.Jou .. o .Sil· l)oc.,.v w irt4 ou,, A <.Lti--"!. + ~ S<>Vl411" 
g~ el!lp io3rnent of ,J :hrs brc 13 s I em;;, the '8, 8. e.ft •r cm: aulti.ng 

f'C41,et'}Cf.~Co<JC..I) ..-IL tlttt(.Ac:.V" M.<..N\Jc.,";t.~ n<i,c.,, wfr• BW6 Suc:.tt ,.._ 0'1/l'e'N~ 
w,itg_ &tui all I f§s -- would Reqot i ate with the Sov · t .._ Union h;;,w 

WWICf,( T'•«~•--e-.u 3 NO ON<:. 
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,tege"t:6.er::.::wA,cou]M WiFte: graduaJJy ans1 aefely tc,e1ard ee.ien&ive 

systems usi'1A la70Hld t;l:urea.can nu 9fte. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a peace process to stop the 

wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and Cambodia, 

where insurgencies that speak for the people are pitted against 
W~c·cff o4fviou~(.'f •o A.lot' tel!R«&J .. .,I'" nt.- ..,;'-l. O"- T'll6" HM011M- oi= T"f4" P(Of'<.t: 

regimes Siiafip 8 a: I e,, SB st a i nos or i:mpoccd by t.1:>.0 iac:ri et II~. I 

tried to be very clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe 

I succeeded. 

We discussed human rights. We Americans believe that 

history teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those countries 

which respect the rights of their own people tend, inevitably, to 

respect the rights of their neighbors. Human rights, therefore, 

is not an abstract moral issue -- it is a peace issue. 

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. 

I ~rged Mr .~baeaou to joi a- '-• Lt ef£ort.8=.::l:Q hteak down 

tte han1 icrs that keep s· •• ;pr;qpJ la! es I I aPgM!. Americans should 

know the people of the Soviet Union -- their hopes and fears and 

the facts of their lives. And citizens of the Soviet Union need 

to know of America's deep desire for peace and our unwavering 

attachment to freedom. 
A 4i Ydu C.A..rJ 

2414 s~. 3 u see, our talks were wide ranging. Let me at 

this point tell you what we agreed upon and what we didn't • 
.4-Nutttt'R OF 

We remain far apart on~ issues, as had to be expected. 

ffowEV<R We reached agreement on a number of matters, 1 7 : e<£, and, as I 
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(ANTIW# l(fff7al... >,pa r1tis ,·~ ,~ ,-oA.rMr 'f. V \!O 4-•oO. 
mentioned, we agreed to~oi: agosa 'Pl · · a ~oee• as a forfB'ito£ 

unien leadie :r: eai!i bell yC11t1 there's always room for movement, 
. 

action, and progress when people are talking ,ro tr4C:ff. oTff~ /IJ,r/!J.o a F 
A- I.' o li't ~ ~ ~ II Ol"II ~"(, 

We have concluded a new agreement designed to bring the best 

of America's artists and academics to the Soviet Union. The 

exhibits that will be included in this exchange are one of the 

most effective ways for the average Soviet citizen to learn about 
ouit, 

tbc n• erieaR way of life. This agreement will also expand the 

opportunities for Americans to experience the Soviet people's 

rl.. ch cultural TM-Pi<' le ~rnu tf. A't-,.. bVNC.S wi ... '- 13~ ~01'\I~ fld..~ heritage..:. Bcc.1.vser 

We have also decided to go forward with a number of 

people-to-people initiatives that will provide greater contact 

not only between the political leaders of our two countries but 

our respective students, teachers, and others as well. This will 

help break down stereotypes, build friendships, and, frankly, 

provide an alternative to propaganda. 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new U.S. Consulate in Kiev. This will bring an 

official American presence to the Ukraine for the first time in 

decades. 

We have also, together with the government of Japan, 

concluded a Pacific Air Safety Agreement with the Soviet Union. 

This is designed to set up cooperative measures to improve civil 

air safety in that region. What happened before must never be 

allowed to happen again. 

As a way of dealing with the energy needs of the world of 

the future, we have also agreed with the Soviets to invite other 
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nations to join us in an international effort to explore the 

feasibility of developing fusion energy. 

All of these steps are part of a long-term effort to build a 

more stable relationship with the Soviet Union. No one ever said 

it would be easy. But we've come a long way. 
1=~p~,.,sto11t1irr ~ WUN~ 0 i-

As for Soviet ,:sterf .,me in ~ regions of the world ----t..._ 
w rttc..e Tlfe11.rr- is 1. ,nc..~ C::.t4Awc.t' o,r. lht1t10,;.,~ CHM.-,~ 

w~~nenat bop: :;:; ~.::, 0::~ :,~ ,~: :::::: ::::a::.:•:ran~· 
~tVvl~ 

Mghan:ia;t:an • Dllt ~~tne heroic efforts of ail!!. those 

who fight for freedom .-- and. i!!l1i.n :.a 11aall aa. But we have also 

agreed to continue -- and, iy ,sesjb•e, to intensify -- our 

meetings with the Soviets on this and other regional conflicts 

and to work toward political solutions. 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meetings. This is, after all, the eleventh summit of the 

post-war era -- and still the differences endure. But we believe 

continued meetings between the leaders of the United States and 

the Soviet Union can help bridge those differences. 

The fact is, every new day begins with possibilities; each 

new day is empty of history; it's up to us to fill it with the 

things that move us toward progress and peace. Hope, therefore, 

is a realistic attitude -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 

Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

summit in Geneva, President Eisenhower said, " •.• the wide gulf 
✓, 

that separates so far East and West ••• (is) a. wide and deep-•• 
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Today, three decades later, that is still true. 
Bary~, ~ 

Mi y11r I tru] i" bel ie,:s ..:M-f this meeting was worthwhile for 

both sides. A new realism spawned the summit; the summit itself 

was a good start; and now our byword must be: Steady as we go. 

I am, as you are, impatient for results. But goodwill and 

good hopes do not always yield lasting results. Quick fixes 

don't fix big problems. 

Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must 

dispel them on the Soviet side. I have made it clear to 
we- l'W1r RrDoce Tl+~ /'11°1 rRu,r .,_ $6,P< cc;us ~'f'WtaTI' <.JJ 1

1

F vi~ 
Mr. Gorbachev that 'bihcre • ri J 1 J IP fie So e lat 3 a i i,:, from do lay. 
,._ "-' ,.~ CD ,veH Tttclllc:s A, fttrf>\J(f;' 4~S ,- TH is ,,.,,;.,_\. TA-k.,. Df'l6' Nor W•l\/)1 AC.OAl,t, 
Me.a1e·11gw Ji1e a,,rs help lo c]Jsr,el i2:ri 0 t iJlu,i111a · aaew.t iehe 

f ~"°~' H~ ,, (N "Q»,,t~~t;"T· 
esa]u:e of the West. Ati1' t)iat---too is- --908€1, 

Where do we go from here? Well, our desire for improved 

relations is strong. We're ready and eager for step-by-step 

progress. We know that peace is not just the absence of war. We 

don't want a phony peace or a frail peace; we did not go in 

pursuit of some kind of make-believe detente. We can't be 

satisfied with cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of 

time. We want real peace. 

As I flew back this evening, I had many thoughts. In just a 

few days families across America will gather to celebrate 

Thanksgiving. And again, as our forefathers who voyaged to 

America, we travelled to Geneva with peace as our goal and 

freedom as our guide. For there can be no greater good than the 
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quest for peace -- nor no finer purpose than the preservation of 

freedom. 

It is 350 years since the first Thanksgiving, when Pilgrims 

and Indians huddled together on the edge of an unknown continent. 

And now here we are gathered together on the edge of an unknown 

future -- but, like our forefathers, really not so much afraid, 

and full of hope, and trusting in God, as ever. 

Thank you for allowing me to talk to you this evening. And 

God bless you all. 



1 
! 
I 

' 

PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: 

(Noonan/BE) 
November 21, 1985 
5:30 a.m. (Geneva) 

JOINT SESSION OF THE CONGRESS .• 
. REPORT ON GENEVA 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1985 

Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress, 

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

It's great to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a 

personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador 

of good will for all of us. Thanks, partner. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Dole, I want you to know your 

statements of support were and are greatly appreciated. You 

can't imagine how much it means in dealing with the Soviets to 

have the Congress, the allies, and the American people firmly 

behind me. 

As you know, I have just come from Geneva and talks with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. In the past few days, we spent over 

15 hours in various meetings with the General Secretary and the 

members of his official party. Approximately 5 of those hours 

were talks between Mr. Gorbachev and myself, one on one. That 

was the best part. 

There will be, I know, a great deal of commentary and 

opinion as to what the meetings produced and what they were like. 

There were over 3,000 reporters in Geneva, so there will be at 

least 3,000 opinions on what happened. Maybe it's the old 

broadcaster in me but I thought I'd file my own report directly 

to you. 
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We met, as we had to meet. I had called for a fresh 

start -- and we made that start. I can't claim we hqd a meeting 

of the minds on such fundamentals as ideology or national 

purpose -- but we understand each other better. That's key to 

peace. I gained a better perspective; I feel he did, too. 

In short, it was a constructive meeting. So constructive, 

in fact, that Mr. Gorbachev this morning accepted our invitation 

to come and visit the United States next year. And~ year 

following I will be going to Moscow. 

I found Mr. Gorbachev to be an energetic defender of Soviet 

policy. He was quite a talker, and, I believe, a good listener. 

Our subject matter was shaped by the facts of this century. 

These past 40 years have not been an easy time for the West 

or the world. You know the facts1 there is no need to recite the 

historical record. Suffice it to say that the United States 

cannot afford illusions about the nature of the u.s.s.R. We 

cannot assume that their ideology and purpose will change. This 

implies enduring competition. Our task is to assure that this 

competition remains peaceful. With all that divides us, we 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate things further. We 

must be clear with each other, and direct. We must pay each 

other the tribute of candor. 

When I took the oath of office for the first time, we began 

dealing with the Soviet Union in a way that was more realistic 

than in the recent past. And so, in a very real sense, 

preparations for the summit started not months ago but 5 years 

ago when -- with the help of Congress -- we began strengthening 
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our economy, restoring our national will, and rebuilding our 

defenses and alliances. America is once again stron~ -- and our 

strength has given us the ability to speak with confidence and 

see that no true opportunity to advance freedom and peace is 

lost. 

That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context in which it occurred. And may I add that we were 

especially eager that our meetings give a push to important talks 

already under way on reducing nuclear weapons. On this subject 

it would be foolish not to go the extra mile -- or in this case 

the extra 4,000 miles. 

We discussed the great issues of our time. I made clear 

before the first meeting that no question would be swept aside, 

no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient. 

I brought these questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

explained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 

make not just for a world that feels safer but that really is 

safer. 

I am pleased to report tonight that General Secretary 

Gorbachev and I did make a measure of progress here. While we 

still have a long ways to go, we're at least heading in the right 

direction. We moved arms control down the road from where we 
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were last January, when the Soviets returned to the table after 

their walk-out. 

We are both instructing our negotiators to hasten their 

vital work. The world is waiting for results. 

Specifically, we agreed in Geneva that each side should move 

to cut offensive nuclear arms by 50 percent in appropriate 

categories, and reach an interim accord on intermediate-range 

missiles, leading, we hope, to the complete elimination of this 

class of missiles. All this with tough verification. No 

cheating allowed. 

We also made some progress in together combatting the spread 

of nuclear weapons, an arms control area in which we've 

cooperated nicely over the years. We are also opening a dialogue 

on combatting the spread of chemical weapons, while moving to ban 

them altogether. Other arms control dialogues -- in Vienna on 

conventional arms, and in Stockholm on lessening the chances for 

surprise attack in Europe also received a boost. Finally, we 

agreed to begin work on risk reduction centers. 

I described our Strategic Defense Initiative our research 

effort that envisions the possibility of defensive systems which 

could ultimately protect all nations against the danger of 

nuclear war. This discussion produced a very direct exchange of 

vi e ws. 

Mr. Gorbachev insisted that we might use a strategic defense 

system to put offensive weapons into space and establish nuclear 

superiority. 
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I made it clear that S.D.I. has nothing to do with offensive 

weapons; that, instead, we are investigating non-nuc~ear 

defensive systems that would only threaten offensive missiles, 

not people. If our research succeeds, it will bring much closer 

the safer, more stable world we seek. Nations could defend 

themselves against missile attack, and mankind at long last 

escape the prison of mutual terror this is my dream. 

So I welcomed the chance to tell Mr. Gorbachev that we are a 

Nation that defends, rather than attacks, that our alliances are 

defensive, not offensive. We don't seek nuclear superiority. We 

do not seek a first strike advantage over the Soviet Union. 

Indeed, one of my fundamental arms control objectives is to get 

rid of first strike weapons altogether. This is why we have 

proposed a SO-percent reduction in the most threatening nuclear 

weapons, especially those that could carry out a first strike. 

I went further in expressing our peaceful intentions. I 

described our proposal in the Geneva negotiations for a program 

of open laboratories in strategic defense research. We are 

offering to permit Soviet experts to see first hand that S.D.I. 

does not involve offensive weapons. American scientists would be 

allowed to visit comparable facilities of the Soviet strategic 

defense program, which, in fact, has involved much more than 

research for many years. 

Finally, I reassured Mr. Gorbachev on another point. I 

promised that if our research bears fruit, prior to any decision 

on deployment of defensive systems, the U.S. -- after consulting 

with our allies -- would negotiate with the Soviet Union -- how 
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together we could move gradually and safely toward defensive 

systems which would threaten no one. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a peace process to stop the 

wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and Cambodia, 

where insurgencies that speak for the people are pitted against 

regimes supported, sustained, or imposed by the Soviet Union. I 

tried to be very clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe 

I succeeded. 

We discussed human rights. We Americans believe that 

history teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those countries 

which respect the rights of their own people tend, inevitably, to 

respect the rights of their neighbors. Human rights, therefore, 

is not an abstract moral issue -- it is a peace issue. 

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. 

I urged Mr. Gorbachev to join us in efforts to break down 

the barriers that keep our people estranged. Americans should 

know the people of the Soviet Union -- their hopes and fears and 

the facts of their lives. And citizens of the Soviet Union need 

to know of America's deep desire for peace and our unwavering 

attachment to freedom. 

And so, you see, our talks were wide ranging. Let me at 

this point tell you what we agreed upon and what we didn't. 

We remain far apart on many issues, as had to be expected. 

We reached agreement on a number of matters, however, and, as I 
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mentioned, we agreed to meet again. This is good: as a former 

union leader I can tell you there's always room for movement, 

action, and progress when people are talking. 

We have concluded a new agreement designed to bring the best 

of America's artists and academics to the Soviet Union. The 

exhibits that will be included in this exchange are one of the 

most effective ways for the average Soviet citizen to learn about 

the American way of life. This agreement will also expand the 

opportunities for Americans to experience the Soviet people's 

rich cultural heritage. 

We have also decided to go forward with a number of 

people-to-people initiatives that will provide greater contact 

not only between the political leaders of our two countries but 

our respective students, teachers, and others as well. This will 

help b r eak down stereotypes, build friendships, and, frankly, 

provide an alternative to propaganda. 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new U.S. Consulate in Kiev. This will bring an 

official American presence to the Ukraine for the first time in 

decades. 

We have also, together with the government of Japan, 

concluded a Pacific Air Safety Agreement with the Soviet Union. 

This is d esign e d to se t up c o o p e r at ive measu res t o improv e c ivil 

air safety in that region. What happened before must never be 

allowed to happen again. 

As a way of dealing with the energy needs of the world of 

the future, we have also agreed with the Soviets to invite other 
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nations to join us in an international effort to explore the 

feasibility of developj.ng fusion energy. 

All of these steps are part of a long-term effort to build a 

more stable relationship with the Soviet Union. No one ever said 

it would be easy. But we've come a long way. 

As for Soviet interference in many regions of the world -- I 

am afraid that there is no evidence of change. Let me be frank: 

We cannot hope for an early end to the Soviet occupation of 

Afghanistan. But we can support the heroic efforts of all those 

who fight for freedom and this we shall do. But we have also 

agreed to continue -- and, if possible, to intensify -- our 

meetings with the Soviets on this and other regional conflicts 

and to work toward political solutions. 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meetings. This is, after all, the eleventh summit of the 

post-war era -- and still the differences endure. But we believe 

continued meetings between the leaders of the United States and 

the Soviet Union can help bridge those differences. 

The fact is, every new day begins with possibilities; each 

new day is empty of history; it's up to us to fill it with the 

things that move us toward progress and peace. Hope, therefore, 

is a realistic attitude -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 

Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

summit in Geneva, President Eisenhower said, " .•. the wide gulf 

that separates so far East and West •.. (is) as wide and deep ... 
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as the gulf that lies between the concept of man made in the 

image of his God and the concept of man as a mere in&trument of 

the state." Today, three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for 

both sides. A new realism spawned the summit; the summit itself 

was a good start; and now our byword must be: Steady as we go. 

I am, as you are, impatient for results. But goodwill and 

good hopes do not always yield lasting results. Quick fixes 

don't fix big problems. 

Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must 

dispel them on the Soviet side. I have made it clear to 

Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no Soviet gains from delay. 

Meetings like ours help to dispel Soviet illusions about the 

resolve of the West. And that too is good. 

Where do we go from here? Well, our desire for improved 

relations is strong. We're ready and eager for step-by-step 

progress. We know that peace is not just the absence of war. We 

don't want a phony peace or a frail peace; we did not go in 

pursuit of some kind of make-believe detente. We can't be 

satisfied with cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of 

time. We want real peace. 

As I flew back this evening, I had many thoughts. In just a 

few days families across America will gather to c e lebrate 

Thanksgiving. And again, as our forefathers who voyaged to 

America, we travelled to Geneva with peace as our goal and 

freedom as our guide. For there can be no greater good than the 
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quest for peace -- nor no finer purpose than the preservation of 

freedom. 

It is 350 years since the first Thanksgiving, when Pilgrims 

and Indians huddled together on the edge of an unknown continent. 

And now here we are gathered together on the edge of an unknown 

future -- but, like our forefathers, really not so much afraid, 

and full of hope, and trusting in God, as ever. 

Thank you for allowing me to talk to you this evening. And 

God bless you all. 
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: 

(Noonan/BE) 
November 21, 1985 
3:00 a.m. (Geneva) 

JOINT SESSION OF THE CONGRESS 
REPORT ON GENEVA 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1985 

Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress, 

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

It's great to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a 

personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador 

of good will for all of us. Thanks, partner. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Dole, I want you to know your 

statements of support were and are greatly appre~iated ... 
- • h • ~ ~•flff\ • : C,' ..c,• ~ -

~ c:-<· ggq,d in dealing with the Soviets to h·ave · the ,cangr.ess, . the 

allies, and the American people fi~ff :be-,hiiffi;;:~: . · 

As you know, I have just come from Geneva a~d tii k~ =with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. In the past few days, we spent over 

15 hours in various meetings with the General Secretary and the 

members of his official party. Approx imately 5 of those hours 

were talks between Mr. Gorbachev and myself, one on one. That 

was the best part. 

There will be, I know, a great deal of commentary and 

opinion -as to what the meetings produced and what they were like. 

There were over 3,000 reporters in Geneva, so there will be at 

least 3,000 opinions on what happened. May be it's the old 

broadcaster in me but I thought I'd file my own report directly 

to you. 
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We met, as we had to meet. I had called for a fresh 

start -- and we made that start. I can't claim we had a meeting 

of the minds on such fundamentals as ideology or national 

purpose -- but we understand each other better. That's key to 

peace. I gained a better perspective; I feel he did, too. 

In short, it was a constructive meeting. So constructive, 

in fact, that Mr. Gorbachev this morning accepted our invitation 

to come and visit the United States next year. And a year 

following I will be going to Moscow. 

I found Mr. Gorbachev to be an energetic defender of Soviet 

pol icy. Q~~e· ~~ top of that 

~ '.Ph8 General ~c~ .. ..,, was quit<:,/ 1;-aU..,,r,. and, L i 

believe, a good listener. Our subject matter:~S'= : shaped· .. by the· 

facts of this century. 

These past 40 years have not been an easy time for the West 

or the world. You know the facts; there is no need to recite the 

historical record. Suffice it to say that the United States 

cannot afford illusions about the nature of the U.S.S.R. We 

cannot assume that their ideology and purpose will change. This 

implies enduring competition. Our task is to assure that this 

competition remains peaceful. With all that divides us, we 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate things further. We 

must be clear with each other, and direct. We must pay each 

other the tribute of candor. 

When I took the oath of office for the first time, we began 

dealing with the Soviet Union in a way that was more realistic 

than in the recent past. And so, in a very real sense, 



Page 3 

preparations for the summit started not months ago but 5 years 

ago when -- with the help of Congress -- we began strengthening 

our economy, restoring our national will, and rebuilding our 

defenses and alliances. America is once again strong -- and our 

strength has given us the ability to speak with confidence and 

see that no true opportunity to advance freedom and peace is 

lost. 

That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context in which it occurred. And may I add that we were 

especially eager that our meetings give a push to important talks 

already under way on reducing nuclear weapons. On this subject 

it would be foolish not to go the extra mile -- or in this case 

the extra 4,000 miles. 

We discussed the great issues of our time. I made clear 

before the first meeting that no question would be swept aside, 

no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient. 

I brought these questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

explained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 

make not just f o r a wor ld that f eels sa f e r but that really 

safer. IP 
I described our Strategic Defense Initiative -- our research 

effort that envisions the possibility of defensive ·systems which 

could ultimately protect all nations against the danger of 



@ 
Insert on page 4 , line 3 

I am pleased to report tonight that Gen. Sec. Gorb. and I 

did make a measure of progress here. While we still have a long 

ways to go, we're at least heading in the right direction. We 

moved arms control dow:,.ff~e road from where we were last January, 

when the Soviets retur~o the table after their walk-out. 

We are both instructing our negotiators to hasten their vital 

work. The world is waiting for results. 

Specifically, we agreed in Geneva that each side should 

move to cut offensive nuclear arms by 50% in appro{~te categories, ,._ 
and reach an interim accord on intermediate-range missiles, leading 

we hope to the complete elimination of this class of missiles. All 

this with tough verification. No cheating allowed. 

We also made some progress in together combatting the spread 

of nuclear weapons, an arms co:;ft°.; area 

nicely over the years. We are.opening a 
'' w '-'d'f' 

spread of chemical weapons)~.!,:1ll, ~Q 

in which we've cooperated 

dialogue on combatting the 

moving to ban them altogether?" 

Other arms control dialogues/\.in Vienna on conventional arms)and in 

Stockholm on lessening the chances for suprise attack in Europe - -

also received a boost. Finally, we agreed to begin work on risk reduction 

centers. 
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nuclear war. This discussion produced a very direct exchange of 

views. 

Mr. Gorbachev insisted that we might use a strategic defense 

system to put offensive weapons into space and establish nuclear 

superiority. 

I made it clear that S.D.I. has nothing to do with offensive 

weapons; that, instead, we are investigating non-nuclear 

defensive systems that would only threaten offensive missiles, 

not people. If our research succeeds, it will bring much closer 

the safer, more stable world we seek. Nations could defend 

themselves against missile attack, and mankind at long last 

escape the prison of mutual terror -- this . is_, my dream. 

So I welcomed the chance to telt'::·Mr~ 'Ge>rhach,ev that '.We .are a 

Nation that defends, rather than atta·c-b, . .'tha'tt ~our~ alliances are · 
•:~r • '(: • •: _ •• • 

defensive, not offensive. We don't seek· ·nw:;--'.t~r: .: s:u,periority·. . We 
; , 

do not seek a first strike advantage over the Soviet Union. 

Indeed, one of my fundamental arms control objectives is to get 

rid of first strike weapons altogether. This is why we have 

proposed a SO-percent reduction in the most threatening nuclear 

weapons, especially those that could carry out a first strike. 

I went further in expressing our peaceful intentions. I 

described our proposal in the Geneva negotiations for a program 

of open laboratories in strategic defense , research. We are 

offering to permit Soviet experts to see first hand that S.D.I. 

does not involve o ;_;j?!ive weapons. American scientists 

allowed to visi~ facilities ~ the Soviet strategic 

would be 

defense 
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- ... 

program/ , which ~has involved much more than re earch for many 

years. 

Finally, I reassured Mr. Gorbachev on I 

promised that if our research bears fruit, ior \' o any decision 
~ g PJ ' . • l I C , 

on deployment of defensive systems, the U.S. would n gotiat e with 

... the Soviet Union -- how~;;;;;:;; could move graduall:-;!safely~ 

d togethe r , toward defensive systems which would threaten no 

one. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a peace process to stop the 

wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and Cambodia, 

where insurgencies that speak for the people are pitted against 

regimes supported, sustained, or imposed b!itjle,.0_ao.yiet- Union. I 
. :- .•. - .. ' ; . . . -~ 

tried to be very clear about where our sympati-i.fes ·1ie; I believe· 

I succeeded. 

We discussed human rights. We Americans believe that 

history teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those countries 

which respect the rights of their own people tend, inevitably, to 

respect the rights of their neighbors. Human rights, therefore, 

is not an abstract moral issue -- it is a peace issue. 

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. 

I urged Mr. Gorbachev to join us in efforts to break down 

the barriers that keep our people estranged. Americans should 

know the people of the Soviet Union -- their hopes and fears and 

the facts of their lives. And citizens of the Soviet Union need 
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to know of America's deep desire for peace and our unwavering 

attachment to freedom. 

And so, you see, our talks were wide ranging. Let me at 

this point tell you what we agreed upon and what we didn't. 

We remain far apart on many issues, as had to be expected. 

0.. -- c,,+ ..-<" 
We reached agreement on t,gert~in] matters, however, and, as I 

mentioned, we agreed to meet again. This is good: as a former 

union leader I can tell you there's always room for movement, 

action, and progress when people are talking. 

We have concluded a new agreement designed to bring the best 

of America's artists and academics to the Soviet Union. The 

exhibits that will be included in this exc_hang~. are one of~. the. 

most effective ways for the average Soy _iet- .ci.tizen.:-;to· · lear'n about -, ... · . 

the American way of life. 

opportunities for Americans 

rich cultural heritage. 

.. . 
This agreement will ·. als.o. ·expand. the:· 

--i •J:. t .... :~.t~~,:".-· -~.: . •·~ ./'•.· . . -

to experience, ·tne' ·sov'i.et · p~ople.' .-s.·, 
... , \".';-.;. 

We have also decided to go forward with a number of 

people-to-people initiatives that will provide greater contact 

not only between the political leaders of our two countries but 

our respective students, teachers, and others as well. This will 

help break down stereotypes, build friendships, and, frankly, 

provide an alternative to propaganda. 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new U.S. Consulate in Kiev. This will bring an 

official American presence to the Ukraine for the first time in 

decades. 
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We have also, together with the government of Japan, 

concluded a Pacific Air Safety Agreement with the Soviet Union. 

This is designed to set up cooperative measures to improve civil 

air safety in that region. What happened before must never be 

allowed to happen again. 

As a way of dealing with the energy needs of the world of 

the future, we have also agreed with the Soviets to invite other 

nations to join us in an international effort to explore the 

feasibility of developing fusion energy. 

All of these steps are part of a long-term effort to build a 

more stable relationship with the Soviet Union. No one ever said 

it would be easy. But we've come a long :~aY'--~- · t :; 

As for Soviet interference in maliy ~Jg~-~~~of.:.: the ·; world.._;-,-- · I . 
,. 

I- • .-; .... ,. ~ ~~•<.:'-·• -
am afraid that there is no evidence of ·change·.,: ... Let: me be frank.: ·. - · 

We cannot hope for an early end to the Soviet occupation of . . . 

Afghanistan. But we can support the heroic efforts of alr those · 

who fight for freedom and this we shall do. But we have also 

agreed to continue -- and, if possible, to intensify -- our 

meetings with the Soviets on this and other regional conflicts 

and to work toward political solutions. 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meetings : This is, after all, the eleventh summit of the 

post- war era -- and still the differences endure. But we believe 

continued meetings between the leaders of the United States and 

the Soviet Union &3f; help bridge those differences. 

The fact is, every new day begins with possibilities; each 

new day is empty of history; it's up to us to fill it with the 
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things that move us toward progress and peace. Hope, therefore, 

is a realistic attitude -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 

Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

summit in Geneva, President Eisenhower said, " ... the wide gulf 

that separates so far East and West ... (is) as wide and deep ... 

as the gulf that lies between the concept of man made in the 

image of his God and the concept of man as a mere instrument of 

the state." Today, three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for 

both sides. A new realism spawned the . summit; i :the summit , itse.lf 

was a good start: and now our byword mus·t :0:'be·:.-0:.! Steady a~r ~e go· •. :- , 

I am, as you are, impatient for resul-t;:.s . .. But :- goodwiil and·· 

good hopes do not always yield lasting resilt-s,;,_;~;: Quick .fixes _ 

don't fix big problems. 

Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must 

dispel them on the Soviet side. I have made it clear to 

Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no Soviet gains from delay. 

Meetings like ours help to dispel Soviet illusions about the 

resolve of the West. And that too is good. 

Where do we go from here? Well, our desire for improved 

relations is strong. We're ready and eager for step-by-step 

progress. We know that peace is not just the absence of war. 

We don't want a phony peace or a frail peace: ' we did not go in 

pursuit of some kind of make-believe detente. We can't be 

satisfied with cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of 

time. We want real peace. 
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As I flew back this evening, I had many thoughts. In just a 

few days families across America will gather to celebrate 

Thanksgiving. And again, as our forefathers who voyaged to 

America, we travelled to Geneva with peace as our goal and 

freedom as our guide. For there can be no greater good than the 

quest for peace -- nor no finer purpose than the preservation of 

freedom. 

It is 350 years since the first Thanksgiving, when Pilgrims 

and Indians huddled together on the edge of an unknown continent. 

And now here we are gathered together on the edge of an unknown 

future -- but, like our forefathers, really not so much afraid, 

and full of hope, and trusting in God.., , ias., ever . . ·~. 
~ ·. . ., \. ~ . 

Thank you for allowing me to talk . to · you '. /this· evening. -.And. 

God bless you all. 

<,i:i- : . -'t· ·'.. ':. 
' ..... . ~ 

-· '... 

--~-- ~---':.: ~~-- . . 

_·i,·· .-·' 
~ .. .. 
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: JOINT SESSION OF THE CONGRESS 
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Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress, 

distinguished guests, my fP-llow Americans: 

It's great to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a 

personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador 

of good will for all of us. Thanks, partner. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Dole, I want you to know your 

statements of support were and are greatly appreciated. It was 
,- ~ 

good in dealing with the Soviets to have the Congress, the 

allies, and the American people firmly behind me. 

As you know, I have just come from Geneva and talks with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. In the past few days, we spent over 

15 hours in various meetings with the General Secretary and the 

members of his official party. Approximately 5 of those hours 

were talks between Mr. Gorbachev and myself, one on one. That 

was the best part. 

There will be, I know, a great deal of commentary and 

opinion .as to what the meetings produced and what they were like. 

There were over 3,000 reporters in Geneva, so therP. will be at 

least 3,000 opinions on what happened. Maybe it's the old 

broadcaster in me but I thought I'd file my own report directly 

to you. 
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We met, as we had to meet. I had called for a fresh 

start -- and we made that start. I can't claim we had a meeting 

of the minds on such fundamentals as ideology or national 

purpose -- but we understand each other better. That's key to 

peace. I gained a better perspective; I feel he did, too. 

In short, it was a constructive meeting. So constructive, 

in fact, that Mr. Gorbachev this morning accepted our invitation 

to come and visit the United States next year. And a year 

following I will be going to Moscow. 

I found Mr. Gorbachev to be an energetic defender of Soviet 

policy. ~t's not hard to see how he rose to the top of that 

system] The General Secretary was quite a talker, and, I 

believe, a good listener. Our subject matter was shaped by the 

facts of this century. 

These past 40 years have not been an easy time for the West 

or the world. You know the facts; there is no need to recite the 

historical record. Suffice it to say that the United States 

cannot afford illusions about the nature of the U.S.S.R. We 

cannot assume that their ideology and purpose will change. This 

implies enduring competition. Our task is to assure that this 

competition remains peaceful. With all that divides us, we 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate things further. We 

must b e c lea r with each othe r, and direct. We must pay each 

other the tribute of candor. 

When I took the oath of office for the first time, we began 

dealing with the Soviet Union in a way that was more realistic 

than in the recent past. And so, in a very real sense, 
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preparations for the summit started not months ago but 5 years 

ago when -- with the help of Congress -- we began strengthening 

our economy, restoring our national will, and rebuilding our 

defenses and alliances. America is once again strong -- and our 

strength has given us the ability to speak with confidence and 

see that no true opportunity to advance freedom and peace is 

lost. 

That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context in which it occurred. And may I add that we were 

especially eager that our meetings give a push to important talks 

already under way on reducing nuclear weapons. On this subject 

it would be foolish not to go the extra mile -- or in this case 

the extra 4,000 miles. 

"~---.,.... 
We discussed the great issues of our time. I made clear 

before the first meeting that no question would be swept aside, 

no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient. 

I brought these questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

explained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 

make not just for a world that f eels safer but that really is 

safer. 

I described our Strategic Defense Initiative -- our research 

effort that envisions the possibility of defensive systems which 

could ultimately protect all nations against the danger of 
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nuclear war. This discussion produced a very direct exchange of 

views. 

Mr. Gorbachev insisted that we might use a strategic defense 

system to put offensive weapons into space and establish nuclear 

superiority. 

I made it clear that S.D.I. has nothing to do with offensive 

weapons; that, instead, we are investigating non-nuclear 

defensive systems that would only threaten offensive missiles, 

not people. If our research succeeds, it will bring much closer 

the safer, more stable world we seek. Nations could defend 

themselves against missile attack, and mankind at long last 

escape the prison of mutual terror this -· ~ ~my:~dream. 
i: • • 

So I welcomed the chance to tell Mr. Gorfi·ach:ev':.that · we: are-- .a 

Nation that defends, rather than attacks, that our alliances are 

defensive, not offensive. We don't seek nuclear superiority. We 

do not seek a first strike advantage over the Soviet Union. 

Indeed, one of my fundamental arms control objectives is to get 

rid of first strike weapons altogether. This is why we have 

proposed a SO-percent reduction in the most threatening nuclear 

weapons, especially those that could carry out a first strike. 

I went further in expressing our peaceful intentions. I 

described our proposal in the Geneva negotiations for a program 

of open laboratories in strategic defense research. We are 

offering to permit Soviet experts to see first hand that S.D.I. 

does not involve offensive weapons. American scientists would be 

allowed to visit the facilities for the Soviet strategic defense 
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programs, which has involved much more than research for many 

years. 

Finally, I reassured Mr. Gorbachev on another point. I 

promised that if our research bears fruit, prior to any decision 

on deployment of defensive systems, the U.S. would negotiate with 

the Soviet Union -- how both sides could move gradually, safely, 

and together, toward defensive systems which would threaten no 

one. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a peace process to stop the 

wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and Cambodia, 

where insurgencies that speak for the pea.Qle are .. pitted against - . . 

regimes supported, sustained, or imposed b~:',;"t:h.E¥..:§.o~iet Union. . I 
.... _-_ ,,· ~· •• c. . • 

tried to be very clear about where our sympathi~s lie; · I -be-lieve 

I succeeded. 

We discussed human rights. We Americans believe that 

history teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those countries 

which respect the rights of their own people tend, inevitably, to 

respect the rights of their neighbors. Human rights, therefore, 

is not an abstract moral issue -- it is a peace issue. 

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our soci~ties, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. 

I urged Mr. Gorbachev to join us in efforts to- break down 

the barriers that keep our people estranged. Americans should 

know the people of the Soviet Union -- their hopes and fears and 

the facts of their lives. And citizens of the Soviet Union need 
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to know of America's deep desire for peace and our unwavering 

attachment to freedom. 

And so, you see, our talks were wide ranging. Let me at 

this point tell you what we agreed upon and what we didn't. 

We remain far apart on many issues, as had to be expected. 

We reached agreement on certain matters, however, and, as I 

mentioned, we agreed to meet again. This is good: as a former 

union leader I can tell you there's always room for movement, 

action, and progress when people are talking. 

We have concluded a new agreement designed to bring the best 

of America's artists and academics to the Soviet Union. The 

exhibits that will be included in this ex~hc!,,Il.g~· are one of the 
- .. , - . 

most effective ways for the average Soviet .,c.itizen to · learn ~about .,. . . ... ~ 

the American way of life. This agreement wi11 · a,l'so" expand · the·•" 

opportunities for Americans to experience the Soviet people.'.s.;, • 
. . ~·' 

rich cultural heritage. 

We have also decided to go forward with a number of 

people-to-people initiatives that will provide greater contact 

not only between the political leaders of our two countries but 

our respective students, teachers, and others as well. This will 

• help break down stereotypes, build friendships, and, frankly, 

provide an alternative to propaganda. 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new U.S. Consulate in Kiev. This will bring an 

official American presence to the Ukraine for the first time in 

decades. 
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We have also, together with the government of Japan, 

concluded a Pacific Air Safety Agreement with the Soviet Union. 

This is designed to set up cooperative measures to improve civil 

air safety in that region. What happened before must never be 

allowed to happen again. 

As a way of dealing with the energy needs of the world of 

the future, we have also agreed with the Soviets to invite other 

nations to join us in an international effort to explore the 

feasibility of developing fusion energy. 

All of these steps are part of a long-term effort to build a 

more stable relationship with the Soviet Union. No one ever said 

it would be easy. But we've come a long way • . ~. 

As for Soviet interference in many regions of the world--· I 

am afraid that there is no evidence of change. Let me be frank: 

We cannot hope for an early end to the Soviet occupation of 

Afghanistan. But we can support the heroic efforts of all those 

who fight for freedom and this we shall do. But we have also 

agreed to continue -- and, if possible, to intensify -- our 

meetings with the Soviets on this and other regional conflicts 

and to work toward political solutions. 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meetings . This is, after all, the eleventh summit of the 

post-war era -- and still the differences endure. But we believe 

continued meetings between the leaders of the United States and 

the Soviet Union may help bridge those differences. 

The fact is, every new day begins with possibilities; each 

new day is empty of history; it's up to us to fill it with the 
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things that move us toward progress and peace. Hope, therefore, 

is a realistic attitude -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 

Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

summit in Geneva, President Eisenhower said, " .•. the wide gulf 

that separates so far East and West ... (is) as wide and deep ... 

as the gulf that lies between the concept of man made in the 

image of his God and the concept of man as a mere instrument of 

the state." Today, three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for 

both sides. A new realism spawned the s~it; the summit itself 

was a good start; and now our byword must .. be: .'.~~dy as ,we, go,. 
, ~ 1o-.: • • • .•• 

I am, as you are, impatient for results. But goodwill and 

good hopes do not always yield lasting results. Quick fixes 

don't fix big problems. 

Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must 

dispel them on the Soviet side. I have made it clear to 

Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no Soviet gains from delay. 

Meetings like ours help to dispel Soviet illusions about the 

resolve of the West. And that too is good. 

·where do we go from here? Well, our desire for improved 

relations is strong. We're ready and eager for step-by-step 

progress. We know that peace is not just the absence of war. 

We don't want a phony peace or a frail peace; we did not go in 

pursuit of some kind of make-believe detente. We can't be 

satisfied with cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of 

time. We want real peace. 
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As I flew back this evening, I had many thoughts. In just a 

few days families across America will gather to celebrate 

Thanksgiving. And again, as our forefathers who voyaged to 

America, we travelled to Geneva with peace as our goal and 

freedom as our guide. For there can be no greater good than the 

quest for peace -- nor no finer purpose than the preservation of 

freedom. 

It is 350 years since the first Thanksgiving, when Pilgrims 

and Indians huddled together on the edge of an unknown continent. 

And now here we are gathered together on the edge of an unknown 

future -- but, like our forefathers, really not so much afraid, 

and full of hope, and trusting in God, as evec._ • .. 
• ,i:: f; . 

Thank you for allowing me to talk to you thf s · evening •. And 

God bless you all. 
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Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress, 

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

It's great to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a 

personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador 

of good will for all of us. Thanks, partner. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Dole, I want you to know your 

statements of support were and are greatly appreciated. It was 

good in dealing with the Soviets to have the Congress, the 

allies, and the American people firmly behind me. 

As you know, I have just come from Geneva and talks with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. In the past few days, we spent over 

15 hours in various meetings with the General Secretary and the 

members of his official party. Approximately 5 of those hours 

were talks between Mr. Gorbachev and myself, one on one. That 

was the best part. 

There will be, I know, a great deal of commentary and 

opinion as to what the meetings produced and what they were like. 

There were over 3,000 reporters in Geneva, so there will be at 

least 3,000 opinions on what happened. Maybe it's the old 

broadcaster in me but I thought I'd file my own report directly 

to you. 
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We met, as we had to meet. I had called for a fresh 

start -- and we made that start. I can't claim we had a meeting 

of the minds on such fundamentals as ideology or national 

purpose -- but we understand each other better. That's key to 

peace. I gained a better perspective; I feel he did, too. 

In short, it was a constructive meeting. So constructive, 

in fact, that Mr. Gorbachev this morning accepted our invitation 

to come and visit the United States next year. And a year 

following I will be going to Moscow. 

I found Mr. Gorbachev to be an energetic defender of Soviet 

policy. ~t's not hard to see how he rose to the top of that 

system] The General Secretary was quite a talker, and, I 

believe, a good listener. Our subject matter was shaped by the 

facts of this century. 

These past 40 years have not been an easy time for the West 

or the world. You know the facts; there is no need to recite the 

historical record. Suffice it to say that the United States 

cannot afford illusions about the nature of the U.S.S.R. We 

cannot assume that their ideology and purpose will change. This 

implies enduring competition. Our task is to assure that this 

competition remains peaceful. With all that divides us, we 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate things further. We 

must be clear with each other, and direct. We must pay each 

other the tribute of candor. 

When I took the oath of office for the first time, we began 

dealing with the Soviet Union in a way that was more realistic 

than in the recent past. And so, in a very real sense, 
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preparations for the summit started not months ago but 5 years 

ago when -- with the help of Congress -- we began strengthening 

our economy, restoring our national will, and rebuilding our 

defenses and alliances. America is once again strong -- and our 

strength has given us the ability to speak with confidence and 

see that no true opportunity to advance freedom and peace is 

lost. 

That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context in which it occurred. And may I add that we were 

especially eager that our meetings give a push to important talks 

already under way on reducing nuclear weapons. On this subject 

it would be foolish not to go the extra mile -- or in this case 

the extra 4,000 miles. 

We discussed the great issues of our time. I made clear 

before the first meeting that no question would be swept aside, 

no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient. 

I brought these questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

explained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 

make not just for a world that feels safer but that really is 

safer. 

I described our Strategic Defense Initiative -- our research 

effort that envisions the possibility of defensive systems which 

could ultimately protect all nations against the danger of 
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nuclear war. This discussion produced a very direct exchange of 

views. 

Mr. Gorbachev insisted that we might use a strategic defense 

system to put offensive weapons into space and establish nuclear 

superiority. 

I made it clear that S.D.I. has nothing to do with offensive 

weapons; that, instead, we are investigating non-nuclear 

defensive systems that would only threaten offensive missiles, 

not people. If our research succeeds, it will bring much closer 

the safer, more stable world we seek. Nations could defend 

themselves against missile attack, and mankind at long last 

escape the prison of mutual terror this is my dream. 

So I welcomed the chance to tell Mr. Gorbachev that we are a 

Nation that defends, rather than attacks, that our alliances are 

defensive, not offensive. We don't seek nuclear superiority. We 

do not seek a first strike advantage over the Soviet Union. 

Indeed, one of my fundamental arms control objectives is to get 

rid of first strike weapons altogether. This is why we have 

proposed a SO-percent reduction in the most threatening nuclear 

weapons, especially those that could carry out a first strike. 

I went further in expressing our peaceful intentions. I 

described our proposal in the Geneva negotiations for a program 

of open laboratories in strategi c defense r esearch. We are 

offering to permit Soviet experts to see first hand that S.D.I. 

does not involve offensive weapons. American scientists would be 

allowed to visit the facilities for the Soviet strategic defense 
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programs, which has involved much more than research for many 

years. 

Finally, I reassured Mr. Gorbachev on another point. I 

promised that if our research bears fruit, prior to any decision 

on deployment of defensive systems, the U.S. would negotiate with 

the Soviet Union -- how both sides could move gradually, safely, 

and together, toward defensive systems which would threaten no 

one. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a peace process to stop the 

wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and Cambodia, 

where insurgencies that speak for the people are pitted against 

regimes supported, sustained, or imposed by the Soviet Union. I 

tried to be very clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe 

I succeeded. 

We discussed human rights. We Americans believe that 

history teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those countries 

which respect the rights of their own people tend, inevitably, to 

respect the rights of their neighbors. Human rights, therefore, 

is not an abstract moral issue -- it is a peace issue. 

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. 

I urged Mr. Gorbachev to join us in efforts to break down 

the barriers that keep our people estranged. Americans should 

know the people of the Soviet Union -- their hopes and fears and 

the facts of their lives. And citizens of the Soviet Union need 
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to know of America's deep desire for peace and our unwavering 

attachment to freedom. 

And so, you see, our talks were wide ranging. Let me at 

this point tell you what we agreed upon and what we didn't. 

We remain far apart on many issues, as had to be expected. 

We reached agreement on certain matters, however, and, as I 

mentioned, we agreed to meet again. This is good: as a former 

union leader I can tell you there's always room for movement, 

action, and progress when people are talking. 

We have concluded a new agreement designed to bring the best 

of America's artists and academics to the Soviet Union. The 

exhibits that will be included in this exchange are one of the 

most effective ways for the average Soviet citizen to learn about 

the American way of life. This agreement will also expand the 

opportunities for Americans to experience the Soviet people's 

rich cultural heritage. 

We have also decided to go forward with a number of 

people-to-people initiatives that will provide greater contact 

not only between the political leaders of our two countries but 

our respective students, teachers, and others as well. This will 

help break down stereotypes, build friendships, and, frankly, 

provide an alternative to propaganda. 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new U.S. Consulate in Kiev. This will bring an 

official American presence to the Ukraine for the first time in 

decades. 
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We have also, together with the government of Japan, 

concluded a Pacific Air Safety Agreement with the Soviet Union . 
. 

This is designed to set up cooperative measures to improve civil 

air safety in that region. What happened before must never be 

allowed to happen again. 

As a way of dealing with the energy needs of the world of 

the future, we have also agreed with the Soviets to invite other 

nations to join us in an international effort to explore the 

feasibility of developing fusion energy. 

All of these steps are part of a long-term effort to build a 

more stable relationship with the Soviet Union. No one ever said 

it would be easy. But we've come a long way. 

As for Soviet interference in many regions of the world -- I 

am afraid that there is no evidence of change. Let me be frank: 

We cannot hope for an early end to the Soviet occupation of 

Afghanistan. But we can support the heroic efforts of all those 

who fight for freedom and this we shall do. But we have also 

agreed to continue -- and, if possible, to intensify -- our 

meetings with the Soviets on this and other regional conflicts 

and to work toward political solutions. 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meetings. This is, after all, the eleventh summit of the 

post-war era -- and still the differences endure. But we believe 

continued meetings between the leaders of the United States and 

the Soviet Union may help bridge those differences. 

The fact is, every new day begins with possibilities; each 

new day is empty of history; it's up to us to fill it with the 
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things that move us toward progress and peace. Hope, therefore, 

is a realistic attitude -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 

Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

summit in Geneva, President Eisenhower said, " .•. the wide gulf 

that separates so far East and West ... (is) as wide and deep ... 

as the gulf that lies between the concept of man made in the 

image of his God and the concept of man as a mere instrument of 

the state." Today, three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for 

both sides. A new realism spawned the summit; the summit itself 

was a good start; and now our byword must be: Steady as we go. 

I am, as you are, impatient for results. But goodwill and 

good hopes do not always yield lasting results. Quick fixes 

don't fix big problems. 

Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must 

dispel them on the Soviet side. I have made it clear to 

Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no Soviet gains from delay. 

Meetings like ours help to dispel Soviet illusions about the 

resolve of the West. And that too is good. 

Where do we go from here? Well, our desire for improved 

relations is strong. We're ready and eager for step-by-step 

progress. We know that peace is not just the absence of war. 

We don't want a phony peace or a frail peace; we did not go in 

pursuit of some kind of make-believe detente. We can't be 

satisfied with cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of 

time. We want real peace. 



Page 9 

As I flew back this evening, I had many thoughts. In just a 

few days families across America will gather to celebrate 

Thanksgiving. And again, as our forefathers who voyaged to 

America, we travelled to Geneva with peace as our goal and 

freedom as our guide. For there can be no greater good than the 

quest for peace -- nor no finer purpose than the preservation of 

freedom. 

It is 350 years since the first Thanksgiving, when Pilgrims 

and Indians huddled together on the edge of an unknown continent. 

And now here we are gathered together on the edge of an unknown 

future -- but, like our forefathers, really not so much afraid, 

and full of hope, and trusting in God, as ever. 

Thank you for allowing me to talk to you this evening. And 

God bless you all. 
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Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress, 

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

It's great to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a 

personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador 

of good will for all of us. Thanks, partner. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Dole, 

I want you to know your statements of support were and are 

. --r:+ v,:)a.,i ~~ <;R. ~ ifl.=.. ~ ~Q IA t ~ 
greatly appreciated. -1-· ~ $c-Jt£/-S. ~ - (h~,,) ~ 

As you know, I have just come from Geneva and talks with a.,(/t~ 

~4 
~~~ 

Se,fetary and the members of his official party. Approximately ~ 

General Secretary Gorbachev. 
~ \~ 
tQi~• 0~ 111!!1141!~z hours in various meetings with the General 

In the past few days, we spent 

I 

of those hours were talks between Mr. Gorbachev and myself, 0~ 

one 

0

:h:::·w!~ I~ w, ~ r~!:i~-commentary and '$ , 
opinion as to what the meetings produced and what they were like. 

There were over 3,000 reporters in Geneva, so there will be at 

least 3,000 opinions on what happened .l...tc;Mt~e it ~ ~j,,, 11) -.k-., 

broadcast~ m~ bu~ f;_/Jto I~ ~'li- repor . f , - ' 

~ hega P ida-t - · was ecssefft:":t :I: nm~ ,re-i-.me:e: 1• I had called 

for a fresh start -- and we made that start. I can't claim we 

had a meeting of the minds on such fundamentals as ideology or 
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national purpose -- but we understand each other 4"'#.1 ~ Jo f!"4, 
gained a better perspective; I he did, too. 

In short, it was a constructive meeting. So constructive, 

in fact, that Mr. Gorbachev this morning accepte~ ur invitation 

to come and visit the United States ~ ~al~ . 1~ f0 \(~ ~ ~ 
I found Mr. Gorbachev to be a-;c:::r;;;r..e,~s,}';.,.. _,miff"" \o€ i.~~ 

defender of Soviet policy , a i.il ~enmt&i11SL ·ass]~ . [rt•s not ' 

hard to see how he rose to the top of that syste~ The General 

Secretary was quite a talker, and, I believe, a good listener. 

Our subject matter was shaped by the facts of this century. ,For 

These past 40 years have not been an easy time ' ·f or~th~- West :•· 

or the world. You know the facts; there is no need to recite the ·· 

historical record , Suffice it to say that the United States 

cannot afford illusions about the nature of the U.S.S.R. ~r ' l ·i 

lAJew~~-~~ee that their 

ideology and purpose will ~ c1tange. a,ui ~ !liis implies 
~(l~e\ -

\...pe.~ ~ u;;tt competition. Our task is to assure that this 

competition remains peaceful. With all that divides us, we 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate things further. We 

must be elear with each other, and direct. We must pay each 

other the tribute of candor. 

When I took the oath of office for the first time, we began 
:-VI\ I U"'-

dealing with the Sovie~1\ in a way that was , x •a &Iii J · sfi , more 

realistic than in the recent past. And so, in a very real sense, 

preparations for the summit started not months ago but 5 years 
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-
ago wheI1-=- with the help of ·Congres-s- -~ e at d@fEiMc 

' 
America is once again strong -- and 

our strength has given us the ability to speak with confidence 

and see that no true opportunity to advance freedom and peace is 

lost. 

That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context in which it occurred. And may I add that we were 

especially eager 

already under way 

be foolish not to 

4,000 miles. 

that ou~ meetings give a push to important 

o~ weapons. On this subject 

go the extra mile -- or in this case 

We discussed the great issues of our time. I made clear 

before the first meeting that no question would be swept aside, 

no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient. 

I . brought these questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev . 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

e xplained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 
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make not just for a world that feels safer but that really is 

safer. 

I described our Strategic ~Defen e Initiative -- our research 

effort that envisio~ fen~~stems which could ultimately 

protect all nations against the danger of nuclear war. This 

discussion produced a very direct exchange of views. 

Mr. Gorbachev insisted that we might use a strategic defense 

system to put offensive weapons into space and establish nuclear 

superiority. 

I made it clear that S.D.I. has nothing to do with offensive 

weapons; that, instead, we are investigating non-nuclear 

defensive systems that would only threaten a£fen:s'ive;.:mis.sil.e$., 

not people. If our research 

the safer more stable world 

:0 

succeeds, it will bring 

we seek. ~ could 

- ~\~ ~~\~ 
defend 1 ~ against~ ttack, and 

terror -- this is my dream ~ 

much_: clas:er. · 

So I welcomed the chance to tell Mr. Gorbachev that we are a 

Nation that defends, rather than attacks, that our alliances are 

defensive, not 
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get rid of first strike f 7apons 
"11e M_~ 

SO-percent reduction i ~m~rn~F-•••~dirliil!ll~.,.t,, 

especially could carry out a first strike ~ ~ d tl t±.s 

defense iPs,tead,,0£ ef&0~ 

I went further in expressing our peaceful intentions. I 

described our proposal in the Geneva negotiations for a program 

of open labo6:¥es in strategic-t!,e:;;s:,,~rr~h.;p We are 

·offering to Soviet experts · - ~ 

weapons. 

e x ten 

tj.me to l ,e,a rn. mox.e-alaou 

. e...t.: 

Finally, I reassured Mr. Gorbachev on another point. I 

promised that if our research bears fruit, prior to any decision 
(J')'\ 1{__ deployment of defensive systems, the U.S. would negotiate with 

the Soviet Union -- how both sides could move gradually, safely, 

and together, toward defensive systems which would threaten no 

world. I explained my proposals for a peace process to stop the 

wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and Cambodia, 
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very clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe I succeeded. 

~'e'T" that history teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those 

countries which respect the rights of their own people tend, 

inevitably, to respect the rights of their neighbors• = '!tnd tho~ 

. e- on ~ - ~ --- Human 

righf ~ l. an abstract moral issue -- it m .-:iniJ<!aee , issue. 

·~-1r ~ no:t a-n s tte e."""'"-t----·· 

more 

with a 

we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

-

people-~ people contacts t ~ e Us~~~,\,, ~J~ 
T ~ ~ r. Gorbachev io:;.be r6il ciwlii R 8 «; a s I! · · · 1 u fe-!!"fte e!"@ og 
~~ -~ ~ people estranged. Americans should know the people of the 

Soviet Union -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their 

live s. And citizens of the Soviet Union need to know of 

America's deep desire for peace and our unwavering attachment to 

free~ 

And so, you see, our talks were wide ranging. Let me at 

this point tell you what we agreed upon and what we didn't. 
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We remain far apart on many issues, as had to be expected. -4--~ J 
~'~~ 

We reached agreement on certain matters, however, and, as ..-;ia ... 

we agreed to meet again. This is good: as a former union 

leader I can tell you there's always room for movement, action, 

and progress when people are talking. 

We have concluded a new ~ult:a) agreement ~Aa9 is designed 

to bring the best of America's artists and academics to the 

Soviet Union. The e xhibits Di !IC that will be included in th' 

exchange are one of the most effective ways for the average 

Soviet citizen to learn about the American way of life. This 

agreement will also expand the opportunities for Americans to 

experience the Soviet people's rich cultural heritage. 

We have also decided to go forward with a number of 

people-to-people initiatives that will provide greater contact 

not only between the political leaders of our two countries but 

our respective studen~s,~ :eachers, and others as well. 

~ ~ b~~ lli~""'ip..5J -~ help hr d own s tereot:ypesAand, frankly, provide 

alternative to ~ ropaganda. 

This will 

an 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new U.S. Consulate in Kiev. This will bring an 

official American presence to the Ukraine for the first t i me in 

decades. 

We have also, together with the government o f Japan , 

concluded a Pacific Air Safety Agreement with the Soviet Union. 

This is designed to set up cooperative measures to improve civil 

air safety in that region. What happened before must never be 

allowed to happen again. 
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As a way of dealing with the energy needs o~~~~~f-o 

the future, we have also agreed with the Soviets -co i join EJt1ll1" vs. lv\ ¢1,\. 

international effort to explore the feasibility of q~ 
.. 

pmct: 15 ~ fusion 'f-
All of these steps are part of a long-term ~ drJ 

buildi more stable relations~ h the Soviet Union. No one 

ever said it would be easy. But we've come a long way. Mlc ~as :t;... 

As for Soviet inter~ l a:...~ ft ny regions of the world -- I 

am afraid that there is no ~change. i fia~iiWiiii.,;ll-~!W'o:-

cannot hope for an i 
A ti M,t1..1.s (M -

occupation B t we can support the 
~ --=- . 

fight for freedom· n~ s~ --

Let me be frank: We 

end to the ? t 

heroic efforts of those cwho 

and this we shall do. But we 

have also agreed to c9ntin~~~~ and, if possible, to_A.ntensify 
~ ~ ~utw. v-~,~~,c-~~ ~ ~&,k... ~°'l~ 

our meetings with the SovietsJ..orr ll\ i 8 and to ws• k; as :,aulli !Ii 

political solutionS.~ -' 

-~ 

. we ~ ~~,;li~i}ka~~t ~s~~~ ~ pt;:J- I.'.) 4-, 

111).Jie~ ~ b~ e bl>,.; cs baae d ~ 7!!~~,t ,..-
~ ~ the leaders of the United Staees and the Soviet Union .may help ~ 

??S-:-Q,,,.,________ ;J1f.. - -
The fact is, every new day begins with possibilities; each ~ 

new day is empty of history; it's up to us to fill it with the ~ 

things that move us toward progress and peace. Hope, therefore, 

is a realistic attitude -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 



Page 9 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 

Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

summit in Geneva, President Eisenhower said, " •.. the wide gulf 

that separates so far East and West ... (is) as wide and deep ... 

as the gulf that lies between the concept of man made in the 

image of his God and the concept of man as a mere instrument of 

the state." Today, three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for 

I have ma e it clear to Mr. Gorbachev that there will be 

gains from delay. 

Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must 

dispel them on the Soviet side. Meetings like ours help to 

dispel Soviet illusions about the resolve of the West. And that 

too is good. 

Where _qo we go from here? Well, our desire for improved 

.relations is strong. We're ready and eager for step-by-step 

progress~ We know that peace is not just the absence 

want a phony peace or a frail 

peace; we did not go in pursuit of some kind of make-believe 
---=-=--ir""'------

de ten te ;@lr er :a of J:l: OW ac;;:;s We can't be satisfied with 
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cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of time. We want 

real peace, 

As I flew back this evening, I had many thoughts. In just a 

much afraid, and full of hope, and trusting in God, as ever. 

Thank you for allowing me to talk to you this evening. 

God bless you all. 
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Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress, 

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

It's great to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a 

personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador 

of good will for all of us. Thanks, partner. 

Thank you for this warm welcome. Mr. Speaker, Senator Dole, 

I want you to know your statements of support were and are 

greatly appreciated. 

As you know, I have just come from Geneva and talks with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. In the past few days, we spent a 

total of 14-1/2 hours in various meetings with the General 

Secretary and the members of his official party. Approximately 

4-1/2 of those hours were talks between Mr. Gorbachev and myself, 

one on one. 

There will be, I know, a great deal of commentary and 

opinion as to what the meetings produced and what they were like. 

There were over 3,000 reporters in Geneva, so there will be at 

least 3,000 opinions on what happened. Maybe it's the old 

broadcaster in me but I thought I'd file a report, too. 

To begin with, it was essential that we meet. I had called 

for a fresh start -- and we made that start. I can't claim we 

had a meeting of the minds on such fundamentals as ideology or 
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national purpose -- but we understand each other better. I 

gained a better perspective; I hope he did, too. 

In short, it was a constructive meeting. So constructive, 

in fact, that Mr. Gorbachev this morning accepted our invitation 

to come and visit the United States this spring. 

I found Mr. Gorbachev to be a tireless and aggressive 

defender of Soviet policy and the communist ideology. It's not 

hard to see how he rose to the top of that system. The General 

Secretary was quite a talker, and, I believe, a good listener. 

Our subject matter was shaped by the facts of this century. For 

40 years the actions of the leaders of the Soviet Union have 

complicated our hopes for peace and for the growth of freedom . 
... , 

These past 40 years have not been an easy time for -the· west 

or the world. You know the facts; there is no need to recite the 

historical record. Suffice it to say that the United States 

cannot afford illusions about the nature of the U.S.S.R. or the 

intentions of its leaders. But it is equally obvious that their 

ideology and purpose will not change and that this implies 

perpetual competition. Our task is to assure that this 

competition remains peaceful. With all that divides us, we 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate things further. We 

must be clear with each other, and direct. We must pay each 

other the tribute of candor. 

When I took the oath of office for the first time, we began 

dealing with the Soviets in a way that was, we believed, more 

realistic than in the recent past. And so, in a very real sense, 

preparations for the summit started not months ago but 5 years 
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ago when - with the help of Congress -- our defense 

modernization plan begain. America is once again strong -- and 

our strength has given us the ability to speak with confidence 

and see that no true opportunity to advance freedom and peace is 

lost. 

That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context in which it occurred. And may I add that we were 

especially eager that our meetings give a push to important talks 

already under way on nuclear weapons. On this subject it would 

be foolish not to go the extra mile -- or in this case the extra 

4,000 miles. 

We discussed the great issues of our time. I made clear 

before the first meeting that no question would be swept:': aside..., 

no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or· 

inconvenient. 

In recent years, the American people have questioned not 

only Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past 

agreements. We have had questions about Soviet expansionism by 

force in many regions -- about Soviet human rights obligations 

and about the obstacles to free and open communication between 

our peoples. 

I brought these questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

explained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 
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make not iust for a world that feels safer but that really is 

safer. 

I described our Strategic Defense Initiative -- our research 

effort that envisions defensive systems which could ultimately 

protect all nations against the danger of nuclear war. This 

discussion produced a very direct exchange of views. 

Mr. Gorbachev insisted that we might use a strategic defense 

system to put offensive weapons into space and establish nuclear 

superiority. 

I made it clear that S.D.I. has nothing to do with offensive 

weapons; that, instead, we are investigating non-nuclear 

defensive systems that would only threaten offensive missiles, 
~-r 

not people. If our research succeeds, it will bring:-·much. ·closer 

the safer, more stable world we seek. Mankind could at long last 

repeal this odious doctrine of mutual assured destruction, 

defend itself against attack, and escape the prison of mutual 

terror this is my dream. 

So I welcomed the chance to tell Mr. Gorbachev that we are a 

Nation that defends, rather than attacks, that our alliances are 

defensive, not offensive. We don't seek nuclear superiority over 

the Soviet Union. And to be realistic, even if we wanted 

superiorjty, we couldn't achieve it, since the Soviet Union would 

keep building up its offensive systems. That's just what the 

Soviet Union has been doing for years, and their build-up is a 

source of great concern to the West. 

I also made it clear that we do not seek a first strike 

advantage. One of my fundamental arms control objectives is to 
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get rid of- first strike weapons. This is why we have proposed a 

50-percent reduction in comparable offensive nuclear systems, and 

especially those which could carry out a first strike. And this 

is why we want to begin right now to explore with the Soviet 

Union the possibility of a cooperative move toward reliance on 

defense instead of offense. 

I went further in expressing our peaceful intentions. I 

described our proposal in the Geneva negotiations for a program 

of open laboratories in strategic defense research. We are 

offering to brief Soviet experts on our research program and let 

them see first hand that S.D.I. does not involve offensive 

weapons. 

And since we know that the Soviet Union has been conducting 

extensive research in strategic defense for years, we think it's 

time to learn more about their efforts as well. Their strategic 

defense programs, in fact, even go beyond research. If they seek 

to join us in lessening distrust, then Soviets should acknowledge 

their program and join us in cooperation. 

Finally, I reassured Mr. Gorbachev on another point. I 

promised that if our research bears fruit, prior to any decision 

of deployment of defensive systems, the U.S. would negotiate with 

the Soviet Union -- how both sides could move gradually, safely, 

and together, toward defensive systems which would threaten no 

one. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a peace process to stop the 

wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and Cambodia, 
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where insurgencies that speak for the people are pitted against 

communist-controlled or communist-backed regimes. I tried to be 

very clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe I succeeded. 

I believe Mr. Gorbachev no longer doubts, if he ever did, our 

commitment to freedom. 

We discussed human rights. I explained that we Americans 

feel that history teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those 

countries which respect the rights of their own people tend, 

inevitably, to respect the rights of their neighbors -- and those 

countries which abuse the human rights of their people tend to 

prey on their neighbors and upset the peace of the world. Human 

rights is not an abstract moral issue -- it is a peace issue. 

And human rights is not an issue that "interferes" with our 

efforts for peace any more than a bridge support "interferes·".:·· .. 

with a bridge -- it's a part of the bridge, not just something 

that's standing in the way! 

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. 

I told Mr. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping 

our people estranged. Americans should know the people of the 

Soviet Upion -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their 

lives. And citizens of the Soviet Union need to know of 

America's deep desire for peace and our unwavering attachment to 

freedom. 

And so, you see, our talks were wide ranging. Let me at 

this point tell you what we agreed upon and what we didn't. 
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We remain far apart on many issues, as had to be expected. 

We reached agreement on certain matters, however, and, as you 

know, we agreed to meet again. This is good: as a former union 

leader I can tell you there's always room for movement, action, 

and progress when people are talking. 

We have concluded a new cultural agreement that is designed 

to bring the best of America's artists and academics to the 

Soviet Union. The exhibits alone that will be included in this 

exchange are one of the most effective ways for the average 

Soviet citizen to learn about the American way of life. This 

agreement will also expand the opportunities for Americans to 

experience the Soviet people's rich cultural heritage. 

We have also decided to go forward with a number of 

people-to-people initiatives that will pro'-'..;tde· .. gr.eater: contact · 

not only between the political leaders of our two countries but 

our respective students, teachers, and others as well. This will 

both help break down stereotypes and, frankly, provide an 

alternative to official propaganda. 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new U.S. Consulate in Kiev. This will bring an 

official American presence to the Ukraine for the first time in 

decades. -

We have also, together with the government of Japan, 

concluded a Pacific Air Safety Agreement with the Soviet Union. 

This is designed to set up cooperative measures to improve civil 

air safety in that region. What happened before must never be 

allowed to happen again. 
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As a _way of dealing with the energy needs of the world of 

the future, we have also agreed with the Soviets to join an 

international effort to explore the feasibility of building a 

prototype fusion reactor. 

All of these steps are part of a long-term process of 

building more stable relations with the Soviet Union. No one 

ever said it would be easy. But we've come a long way the past 

5 years thanks to our renewed military strength, renewed 

confidence, and renewed economic well-being. 

As for Soviet interference in many regions of the world -- I 

am afraid that there is no change in their view. They still 

contend, for example, that the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan is 

not a matter of liberation but of conquest. Let me be frank: We 

cannot hope for an immediate or dramatic end to the Soviet 

occupation. But we can support the heroic efforts of those who 

fight for freedom in Afghanistan -- and this we shall do. But we 

have also agreed to continue -- and, if possible, to intensify 

our meetings with the Soviets on this and to work toward a 

political solution of it. 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meetings. And we believe the continued face-to-face involvement 

of the leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union may help 

move us forward over the years. 

The fact is, every new day begins with possibilities; each 

new day is empty of history; it's up to us to fill it with the 

things that move us toward progress and peace. Hope, therefore, 

is a realistic attitude -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 
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And so: was our journey worthwhile? 

Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

summit in Geneva, President Eisenhower said, " ... the wide gulf 

that separates so far East and West ... (is) as wide and deep ... 

as the gulf that lies between the concept of man made in the 

image of his God and the concept of man as a mere instrument of 

the state." Today, three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for 

both sides. A new realism spawned the summit; the summit itself 

was good; and now our byword must be: Steady as we go. 

I am, as you are, impatient for results. But in spite of 

our goodwill and our good hopes we cannot always control events. 

We must, however, do all in our power to be persuasive for peace. 

I have made it clear to Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no 

Soviet gains from delay. 

Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must 

dispel them on the Soviet side. Meetings like ours help to 

dispel Soviet illusions about the resolve of the West. And that 

too is good. 

Where do we go from here? Well, our desire for improved 

relations is strong. We're ready and eager for step-by-step 

progress. We know that peace is not just the absence of war. 

Peace is sustained harmony among nations. Such harmony is 

difficult to achieve in discordant times, but it's the thing 

truly worth pursuing. We don't want a phony peace or a frail 

peace; we did not go in pursuit of some kind of make-believe 

detente or era of new accords. We can't be satisfied with 
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cosmetic ~mprovements that won't stand the test of time. We want 

real peace, and we want it to last. 

As I flew back this evening, I had many thoughts. In just a 

few days families across America will gather to celebrate 

Thanksgiving. It is 350 years since the first Thanksgiving, when 

Pilgrims and Indians huddled together on the edge of an unknown 

continent. And now here we are gathered together on the edge of 

an unknown future -- but, like our forefathers, really not so 

much afraid, and full of hope, and trusting in God, as ever. 

Thank you for allowing me to talk to you this evening. And 

God bless you all. 




