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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: 

(Noonan/BE) 
November 20, 1985 
11:30 p.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. 

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 J1 
General Secretary Gorbachev. . In the past few days, we spent a ( '-,,y:,L 

VCU'ltn.A S 0'1-total of )4Y2--- hours irt'meetings with the General Sf r4Y~ry and J' ~.j, 

the members of his official party. Approximately of those ¼ 

hoursT:::: ::::sb::t:e::o::·aG:::::h::a:n:fm::::~t::: ::done. ~ 
/ 

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 p~rpose -- 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 U~ teke_~ t~ J~ sp~ .A~I~ de.~ 
\.Q ~ !DS~.,;, Gorbachev_>0 lag a lal0 , d'f'!FOoM,e , ana assettrve~..ii/:1' 

- --ii~ was quite a t ~ ker, and, I believe, a good listener . . Our ~~ 
subject matter was shaped by the facts of this century. For 1:J~ 
40 years the actions of the leaders of the Soviet Union have tbM.~""sf 

l!;"-',{'1:! ~/• ,-.. 
complicated our hopes for peace and for the growth of freedom. £15 ~rj'-

h~ ,tc 
These past 40 years have not been an easy time for the West SEt? ~ 

l ~ 
or the world. You know the facts; there is no need to recite the :;:- ...J.,~ 

historical record Suffice it to say that the United States ....L ''"'f • 70f ~ 
cannot afford illusions about the nature of the U.S.S.R. or the 14c 
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 b e lieved, 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 -- our defense 

modernization plan begain. America is once again strong -- and 

~ · 
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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 
'Sovie..+ 

force in many regions about failuFc~ to live up to 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 giscussed nuclear arms and how to reduce them. I 

explained our proposals for equitable, verifiable, and deep 

reductions. 

make not 

safer. 

I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 

feels safer but that really is 
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de s 

~Pffm· s-1~~i-e--M~i-Z'Sircr<~fJ@lll'I~~~ 

<hi s traf#;gri.• JsfWise. lf Jj I aa 

~el-1:ha L w Mtou 1 d comwrate j ;Qz:z:FAH i::11 3 tGwdHl a :I: idd Ii ] el -

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 

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. 

rights explained that we Americans 

· istory 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! 

./ 

I' 
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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 ~eople estranged. 
~v,.ri;t Vf\•6-vl - -

Americans should know the people of ~ 

~-tts. · -- 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 e xpected. 

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, 

11.z b= 1ue I IJS }1a,lf 

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 e xample, that the Soviet invasion of Af ghani stan 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 
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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. 

agreement:s 

, as you 

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. 

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. 
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And y~t 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 

cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of time. We want 

real peage, 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 

Pilgrims and 

continent. And 

the first Thanksgiving, when 

~ n unknown 

on the edge of a /\ V""-~~ 
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future -- but, like our forefathers, really not so much afraid, 

and fu l l 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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~I 'b-l:lorcFere welcomed the chance to tell Mr. Gorbachev personally 
A -

~.:bl h~:/Z,::1.y,i;::: ;,:ri:e:o~tPP lei~ \e are a 

--dcfensivc::J?OWe'r, a11l!l our alliances are 
~-l- ~1(,-)w-(. N_v~ 

defensive We dop_'t seek ¥ uperiority over the Soviet Union. 
Ua ·cee t: 4 CWo~. /1-l ~ f. Cc. r...L.~J 
A:fter all, I am a rs>a]js±-., I know ER~ even if we wanted 

~ 
superiori~y, we couldn't achieve it, since the Soviet Union would 

,L, ~'J, )-ti ~ 
keep building up ~bf fensive sy'stems: irq [;w..,. thJC:viet Union has J·•l!!! ..ft..t.. , t,-.LJ-, k- ~ r 

doing~~ for years, and ~RiB Ml a source of great concern 

to the West. 

I also made it clear that we do not seek a first strike 

• advantage. 'fie t.flc eontrar,. It ,i,.s one of my fundamental arms ·2 ~ 
control objectives

1
to 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 ~~ 

~ii:ilfi I 1 a first strike. And this is why we want to d'-isouss with 

the so:riet Union how al~ fl. 1.-f;'.'.e.i.:.J"G:..:..fatureJ · : I na H 

JA1.e beg~n right ROW to explore~ the possibility of a 
II\ 

cooperative move toward reliance on defense instead of offense. 
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I promised that if our research bears fruit, prior to any 

decision of deployment of defensive systems, the U.S. would 

-- ·J..-.. negotiate with the Soviet UnioD.,.e r how both Hus could rm:,ve 
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our two countries but-.... our respective 
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official propaganda. 

We have agreed to establish a new Soviet Consulate in New 

York and a new US 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 co~~erative meau~ 9.::..~s
1
to improv~ civil 

UJk"-r ~~et' _r~thll.- JtU.Js,--
air safety in t ~ \ ~ ,~on• a'ftd see t:e i t LhaL wha t sappaoed two y rv. r . 
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as a way of dealing 
~ . 

_____ with the energy needs of 
0 

the world of the future, we have" greed with the Soviet.S~o 

join an international effort to explore the feasability of building a 

prototype fusion reactor. 
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1:30 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. 

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 t h e t ribute o f 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 just 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, 

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 

superiority, 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 

SO-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 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. 
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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 provide greater 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 



Page 10 

cosmetic improvements 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. 
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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 hours in meetings with the General Secretary and 

the members of his official party. Approximately 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 able, aggressive, and assertive. 

He 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 

ago when -- with the help of Congress -- our defense 

modernization plan begain. America is once again strong -- and 
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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 e xtra mile -- or in this case the e xtra 

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 
'5o vie..-+ 

force in many regions about failuFe~ to live up to 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 

e xplained our proposals for e quitable, veri f iable, 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 e xplained our Strategic De f ense Initiative. I told 

Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a research program into defensive 
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systems t~at would threaten no one and that might eventually free 

both our countries and other nations from the threat of nuclear 

destruction. And I noted that the Soviets' own long-standing 

programs in this field suggest they, too, see the possibilities 

in strategic defense. If a breakthrough proves possible, I 

argued that we should cooperate in moving toward a safer world. 

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 

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, and I explained that we Americans 

believe that human rights are inseparable from the issue of 

peace. 

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 ~heir 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! 
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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 

Russia -- 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 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. 

On arms reductions, the Soviets still have not met us half 

way. This is disappointing. But the pace of our arms 

negotiations has picked up and we've made some small progress. 

What's more, we've agreed to keep trying -- on strategic nuclear 

issues as .well as (OTHER ARMS ISSUES). 

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

am afraip 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 
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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. 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts, there is progress 

to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to agreement on 

(FILL IN THE FACTS). We look forward to implementing agreements 

on (AS APPROPRIATE.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety have produced agreements that will serve the interests of 

both our countries. (CONSULATES HERE.) 

And finally, as you know, Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed to meet 

again next year in (AS APPROPRIATE). 

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. 

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. 
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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 

cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of time. We want 

real peace, and we want it to last. 

As I f l e w b a ck this e v e ning, I had many thoug hts . In jus t a 

few days families across America will gather to celebrate 

Thanksgiving. It is 350 years since the first Thanksgiving, when 

Pilgrims and Indians held to each other on the edge of an unknown 

continent. And now we are moderns huddled on the edge of a 
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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. 

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 hours in meetings with the General Secretary and 

the members of his official party. Approximately 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 able, aggressive, and assertive. 

He 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 

ago when -- with the help of Congress -- our defense 

modernization plan begain. America is once again strong -- and 
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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 
'5ovie..+ 

force in many regions about fail~re~ to live ap to 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 

e x plained our proposals for e quitable, 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 e xplained our Strategic Defense Initiative. I told 

Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a research program into defensive 
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systems that would threaten no one and that might eventually free 

both our countries and other nations from the threat of nuclear 

destruction. And I noted that the Soviets' own long-standing 

programs in this field suggest they, too, see the possibilities 

in strategic defense. If a breakthrough proves possible, I 

argued that we should cooperate in moving toward a safer world. 

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 

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, and I explained that we Americans 

believe that human rights are inseparable from the issue of 

peace. 

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 -- i t is a peace i ssue . 

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! 
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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 

Russia -- 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 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. 

On arms reductions, the Soviets still have not met us half 

way. This is disappointing. But the pace of our arms 

negotiations has picked up and we've made some small progress. 

What's more, we've agreed to keep trying -- on strategic nuclear 

issues as well as (OTHER ARMS ISSUES). 

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 
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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. 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts, there is progress 

to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to agreement on 

(FILL IN THE FACTS). We look forward to implementing agreements 

on (AS APPROPRIATE.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety have produced agreements that will serve the interests of 

both our countries. (CONSULATES HERE.) 

And finally, as you know, Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed to meet 

again next year in (AS APPROPRIATE). 

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. 

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. 
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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 

cosmetic improvements 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 held to each other on the edge of an unknown 

continent. And now we are moderns huddled on the edge of a 
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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 good 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. ~~hanks, partner. -':: 
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I have just come from Geneva; I am here to report to you and 

to the American people on the summit and on my discussions with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. I want to speak of what we 

discussed -- what we agreed on -- what we were not able to agree 
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on -- whethd it was worthwhile to make such a journey -- and 
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and 
be\,eve. 

assured. He was quite a talker, and I hope he ~as qait:e a 3ocJ 

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 
e1r ldeolot5'( 
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believed, more realistic than in the recent past. One a spect o f 

t he Bew r ea J ; sro -..~as Ge een t inae tlfe Lr adi t:i:oa e&e&Pv-e 

,l;e f f er se:R. • · to " 

I believe that, with your support, the policies this Nation 

has developed and followed the past 5 years have given us new 

strength to thwart aggression and subversion. We have shown 

under pressure that we will neither yield our principles nor 

sacrifice our interests. America can say today: We are 
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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 fQWld.-'µ:. .uncomfortabl.e or 

inconvenient. 

In recent years, the American people have questioned not 

only Soviet nuclear policies but their comp~iance with past 
SetJ1« 

agreements. We have had questions about/\expansionism by force in 
Mi;\-\~ ( .(, ~ I Otl.A - -
1!hehir Weri!),.:-- about failures to live up to 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 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 explained our Strategic Defense Initiati~e. I told 

Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a research program into defensive 
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And I noted that the Soviets' own long-standing programs in this 

field suggest they, too, see the possibilities in strategic 

defense. If a breakthrough proves possible, I argued that we 

should cooperate in moving toward a safer world. 

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 

communist-controlled or 

speak for the people are pitted against 
' (td..,l~e<). 

communist-backed~0~nft". I tried to 

be very clear about where our sympathies lie; I _believe I 

succeeded. I believe Mr. Gorbachev no longer:·d~ts-,. ·if __ lle ·--ever 

did, our commitment to freedom. 

We discussed human rights. I explained that we Americans 

not only believe that freedom is essential to a meaningful 

life -- we believe that human rights are inseparable from the 

issue of peace. 

History teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those 

countries ··wh_ich 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 a matter of "interference in internal 

matters" any more than a bridge support "interfere~" with a 

bridge -- it's a part of t~e bridge, not just something that's 
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standing in the way! That's why I urged Mr. Gorbachev to enter 

into a quiet but serious dialogue on the subject. 

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our prop~sals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. Such contacts really 

can enhance understanding. Franklin Roosevelt once said he 

learned more from 5 minutes with a man than from any number of 

briefing books and letters. That was a very American thing to 

say. 

I told Mr. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping 

our people estranged. Americans should know the people of 

Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts..,,af... .. their li'LeS.. 
~ ~ ,;; ·• .~ . .. ~ ... . 

And citizens of the Soviet Union need to know o·f ·Ameri-ca, 0 .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, most 

significant, 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. 

On arms reductions, the Soviets still have not met us half 

way. This is disappointing. But the pace of our arms 

negotiations has picked up and we've made some small progress. 

What's more, we've agreed to keep trying -- on strategic nuclear 

issues as well as (OTHER ARMS ISSUES}. 
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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 
-¾'is ~C\ +o iucr~ -tbl..vttrJ A_ rok+1cA-l Sol~tn-1.lfl't J, 

on ~hese regiene.1 i:!:!tte~ · ... : ~~ . 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts;,.J,~e'a is . ·progress . • 

to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to .agreement on 

(FILL IN THE FACTS). We look forward to implementing agreements 

on (AS APPROPRIATE.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety have produced agreements that will serve the interests of 

both our countries. (CONSULATES HERE.) 

And finally, as you know, Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed to meet 

again next year in (AS APPROPRIATE). 

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 possihi:lities; 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 difference between individual liberty and regimentation -- as 

wide and deep as the gulf that lies between the concept of man 

made in the ~mage 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 meet{nif·.was- worthwhi-le·- 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. 

We face a new Soviet leadership. Its members face many big 

decisions at home and abroad. We cannot know whether this Soviet 

government will continue to resist their people's desire and 
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their nation's need for change. We cannot know but because 

the choices they make will affect us, I thought it absolutely 

essential to tell the Soviet government personally where the 

United States stands. I think we gave Mr. Gorbachev a lot to 

think about. 

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 kittd~pf .ma~~belie~~ -' 

detente or era of new accords. We can't be satisfied·· with · 

cosmetic improvements 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 held to each other on the edge of an unknown 

continent .... And now we are moderns huddled on the edge of a 

- 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. 



/\ ,(lt.O<~'~ 
~ &~c; \\ \ ,, 
/ :?'fSsv\-<0-t>-> 
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Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

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

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 
~ 

It's ga to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 
'i>7fuu.u:..vM 

wonderful homecoming. And before I go on I want to say a ~6-r¼~ 1 

~4r~ iv~ 
personal thank you to Nancy. She was an outstanding ambassador <:..---L­

Y'lu'.~'j 
of good will for all of us. So -- thanks, partner. ..... ~ (?)&le) 

..:r:. w 4-4,4.. +-
ltlh± s gzeat cl'tafftber a .. s alway~ ':}roet4id. u. s wi tb kj odoess bl!_t -+-o k,x:; 

ttfter the bracing wi nds of Lake Geneva :y ~ Et~amrb. ,i s especfall~ '/~~ 

~o!!,~ 
a>,J. 

~~ 

iihat we ue l!'e net a b l e t o= a;.ree 
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'"<; SP 
r 

Page 2 

~ 
I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive" assertive . 
~ be\,eve..> 

..osttre&..J He was quite a talker, and) I hope he was qai ee a 3ocd. 

listener. f 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 
"e,r 1d1eolot5'{ 

intentions of its leaders. But it is equally obvious that~ ~ 
rvl'"pose 

ii.Hu w u,ust remain peaceful. With alLJ::b.aJ=..diJzidea .. uS.,. ;_.we £;'; 
cannot afford to let confusion complicate thiri~ ·f urthei:~· We '-lW-~,.s 

must be clear with each other, and direct. We must pay each 'VVW1
•-e.D 

~l'"pe+~, 
other the tribute of candor. 

Five year s ~ when I took the oath of office for the 
=--

COl'\'\~-t,-\-1~, 
t>1.1 I/'" -reu. I::_, ,. 

first +o -
AS~V~ 

-I~+ this 
Co i.,pet, hO)\ 

llas de ve l oped and f ollowed :e:he !9ae -e 5 y e • • • };J, .,u ,- gj ue R 1:t s n~ 

s-treng th to t hwart aggr cssioa aaei s 1:t.e1.ie rs;i on we have sbown 
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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 fQ~~:uncomfortabi.e or 

inconvenient. 

In recent years, the American people have questioned· riot 

only Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past 

agreements. We have had questio s about expansionism by force in 
IOW\A - - ov < I' 

-M:IFP!""""fi,.,...l'"t"Ji~ ww~&.~r~±~~~ -- abou~ U1~·..u:iJ;Aas.-1:,o--:1:-:31:-V1:!""""'tt1'""""'~ human rights 

obligations -- and about the obstacles to free and open 

communication between our peoples. 

I bro.ught these questions to the summit and I put them 

• before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to 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 explained our Strategic Defense Initiati~e. I told 

Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a research program into defensive 
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systems that would threaten no one _and that might eventually 
trfilA V\~ 

And I noted that the Soviets' own long-standing programs in this 

field suggest they, too, see the possibilities in strategic 

defense. If a breakthrough proves possible, I argued that we 

should cooperate in moving toward a safer world. 

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, 

I tried to 

be very clear about where our sympathies lie; I _believe I 

succeeded. I believe Mr. Gorbachev no longefr ~'d0t1bts-:,. .·.if __ lle--ever 

did, our commitment to freedom~i 

We discussed human rightsJ 'J... I explained that we -Amer ican 

..r- not anl y be lie v a EAat f reedenr is essential to a ftte a:11i1-igfal 

--i--.tre---= Q believe that human rights are inseparable from the 

issue of peace. 

History teaches no clearer lesson than this: Those 

countries ··wh.ich respect the rights of their own people tend, -
inevitably, to respect the rights of their neighborsl, 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. 
a.v-. ~~sv..e 4-~\.-...-\-~r-~~¥ \,\);~ ol.ll'"" e:~rb tcr- p~e 

And human rights is not a ma t:bct of i :t'l: t:eifcrence il"l in t e rnal 

I,Jlat:te ~ any more than a bridge support "interferes" with a 

bridge -- it's a part of t~e bridge, not just something that's 
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standing in the way! 'llfta:t • s why r at<gea MI.. eo1bach2v to entet > 

i+l.t.e a quiet but; &ari.ou& aialogae on ehe ·-.subject.-

Finally, we discussed the barriers to communication between 

our societies, and I elaborated on our prop~sals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. ~ttea ooRe aets Feally 

c en1 enhance under s t andi ~ , Eran~ Roosev eJ t onc:e sai d he 

r.:i.caa t h i aEJ :ee 

I told Mr. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping 

our people estranged. Americans should know the people of 

Russia -- their hopes and fears and the fac~:at-.. t,heir li~ • 
.:._i...: ..... ~ - --~-~ 

And citizens of the Soviet Union need to know o·f -·Amerf-c:a.~-;,;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, ~~ b"~ 
.i9aifis aa< 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. 

On arms reductions, the Soviets still have not met us half 

way. This is disappointing. But the pace of our arms 

negotiations has picked up and we've made some small progress. 

What's more, we've agreed to keep trying -- on strategic nuclear 

issues as well as (OTHER ARMS ISSUES). 
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Mr. 

and continue. He insists, as his predecessors have, that it is 

the historic duty of the Soviet Union to of, 

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 
-¼',s. a>'\c:\ +o iuor\::.. ft>l,Ott.rd A. rok+1c~ Sol~in-,~ cl, 

on -these z,egienal i:9:9tte~ .... ~~\~ ·. : 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts.;.~:~~.e:-. ·•is<proqress. r. 

to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to '.agreement on 

(FILL IN THE FACTS). We look forward to implementing agreements 

on (AS APPROPRIATE.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety have produced agreements that will serve the interests of 

both our countries. (CONSULATES HERE.) 

And fin_ally, as you know, Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed to meet 

again next year in (AS APPROPRIATE). 

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 possib~lities; 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 e:s-

-tl:l.e Eii ffe r et1c e bil~'li11eel:'\ indi qidtia l libe rt.y and r e giment at io;i:i == •• 

.wide 
.. ~ 

and ele~ 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 meetirt2f'-~S" worthwhile'···for~ 

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

was good; and now our byword must be: 

I am, as you 

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. 

-:::JrJe face a new Soviet leadership . Its members face many big => 

~ioPt:! a t tmme and a broad . we cannot know whe ther this s ovitit 

_gpveromet1t will contin ue Lo resi s t. theii people' . desire aod 
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.., t bP iE' nation I s need for chang e . We e aaaot knor.,• = &'1:i:e be caa-s-e-­

the cboices t hey make will affect us, I tbaugbt i t absolutely_ 

..e&seatial to tell t he soviet gove1m11e11t peL s011ally whe re :ehe 

J_Ioi t e a I thi nk we gave Mr. Gorbac he v a lot to ... 

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 k:tnct:~.f ¢ <.ma~~beli.e."\le. :-'·: 

detente or era of new accords. We can't be satisfied··wi.tb:: · 

cosmetic i 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 held to each other on the edge of an unknown 

continent .. . And now we are moderns huddled on the edge of a 

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

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

Thank you f o r allowing me to talk to you thi s evening. And 

God bless you all. 



• • l . ' 
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Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 

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

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

It's good 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. So -- thanks, partner. 

This great chamber has always greeted us with kindness but 

after the bracing winds of Lake Geneva your warmth is especially 

appreciated. 

I have just come from Geneva; I am here to report to you and 

to the American people on the summit and on my discussions with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. I want to speak of what we 

discussed -- what we agreed on -- what we were not able to agree 

on -- whether it was worthwhile to make such a journey -- and 

where we go from here. 

To begin with, I am glad we made the journey. It was good 

to talk with Mr. Gorbachev -- good to sit down with him, exchange 

views and flesh out the things behind our thoughts. I can't 

claim we had a meeting of the minds -- but I think we understand 

each other better. I believe I gained some insight; I hope he 

did, too. 

In short, it was a satisfying summit. And we mean to meet 

some more. 
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and 

assured. He was quite a talker, and I hope he was quite a 

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 our 

differences must remain 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. 

Five years ago, 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. One aspect of 

the new realism was to continue the tradition observed by Thomas 

Jefferson: to " ... confide in our strength, without boasting of 

it; •.. (and) respect ... (the strength of) others, without fearing 

it. II 

I believe that, with your support, the policies this Nation 

has developed and followed the past 5 years have given us new 

strength to thwart aggression and subversion. We have shown 

under pressure that we will neither yield our principles nor 

sacrifice our interests. America can say today: We are 
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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 

contex t 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 e x tra mile -- or in this case the e x tra 

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 e xpansionism by force in 

the Third World about failures to live up to 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 control them. I 

explai ne d our proposals f or 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 e xplained our Strategic Defense Initiative. I told 

Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a research program into defensive 
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systems that would threaten no one and that might eventually 

free both our countries from the threat of nuclear destruction. 

And I noted that the Soviets' own long-standing programs in this 

field suggest they, too, see the possibilities in strategic 

defense. If a breakthrough proves possible, I argued that we 

should cooperate in moving toward a safer world. 

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 

communist-controlled or communist-backed governments. 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 

not only believe that freedom is essential to a meaningful 

life -- we believe that human rights are inseparable from the 

issue of peace. 

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 a matter of "interference in internal 

matters" any more than a bridge support "interferes" with a 

bridge -- it's a part of the bridge, not just something that's 
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standing in the way! That's why I urged Mr. Gorbachev to enter 

into a quiet but serious dialogue on the subject. 

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. Such contacts really 

can enhance understanding. Franklin Roosevelt once said he 

learned more from 5 minutes with a man than from any number of 

briefing books and letters. That was a very American thing to 

say. 

I told Mr. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping 

our people estranged. Americans should know the people of 

Russia -- 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 certain matters, however, and, most 

significant, 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. 

On arms reductions, the Soviets still have not met us half 

way. This is disappointing. But the pace of our arms 

negotiations has picked up and we've made some small progress. 

What's more, we've agreed to keep trying -- on strategic nuclear 

issues as well as (OTHER ARMS ISSUES). 
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As for Soviet activities in the Third World -- I am afraid 

Mr. Gorbachev is content to allow these dangerous wars to fester 

and continue. He insists, as his predecessors have, that it is 

the historic duty of the Soviet Union to encourage wars of, 

quote, national liberation. He did not agree 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 these regional issues. 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts, there is progress 

to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to agreement on 

(FILL IN THE FACTS). We look forward to implementing agreements 

on (AS APPROPRIATE.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety have produced agreements that will serve the interests of 

both our countries. (CONSULATES HERE.) 

And finally, as you know, Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed to meet 

again next year in (AS APPROPRIATE). 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meet i ng s. 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 



Page 7 

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 difference between individual liberty and regimentation -- 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 

dispe l Soviet illusions about the resolve of the West. And that 

too is good. 

We face a new Soviet leadership. Its members face many big 

decisions at home and abroad. We cannot know whether this Soviet 

government will continue to resist their people's desire and 
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their nation's need for change. We cannot know but because 

the choices they make will affect us, I thought it absolutely 

essential to tell the Soviet government personally where the 

United States stands. I think we gave Mr. Gorbachev a lot to 

think about. 

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 

cosmetic improvements 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 held to each other on the edge of an unknown 

continent. And now we are moderns huddled on the edge of a 

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: 
J'-

It's good to be hom~ ~L!~ncv and I thank yoq for this ~ _/1 
~ ~~ (lo~ r= ~ -h, s~ ~ f4-t SentAft' 

wonderful homecoming. ~-fhis great chamber has always greeted us ~~ 

with kindness but after the bracing winds of Lake Geneva your ~'it, 
1\d.ftt~>/. 

warmth is especially appreciated. ~ ~4.:, 

I have just come from Geneva; I am here ta report to yoµ and 44--. 
.. _ ..... .,.-~: _;. .. :-. ! .,,:_ ,·. - ., i ''l-:t. .. ' 

to the American people on the nummit/ ~ :\ '.ln.. ..:~ : tl:Lscus.sions-:{~ tht,, ' 

General Secretary Gorbachev. I wa•i~•··bb-· '.;~~ :-~--t~hat .::we.r . ·. ~~,~~ - .. . -. -, ~ .. ,, 
.. · .·;. · , _~;~---~(--·,:~-. ·1· " 'U#t-' 

discussed -- what we agreed on ··- what we .:-~re .. acit able 
-. ' ..... : ~'· . 

on -- whether it was worthwhile to make such a journey -- and .t;;; 
'i V~, s.~­
~~ 

where we go from here. 

To begin with, I am glad we made the journey. It was good ~ 

to talk with Mr. Gorbachev .1 7",...lflllll~~:::o:=ISW!.-.fftE~~Nr!!t-4~~-eil~!"e 7 • r I, ,.t ~"" 6,____ i 
I ~ '-4,1,,...J,,_-r/.J.. I 

I 

I 
~0 # / ! 

V<agtl~~.iiiia.i;;;L.iNld-..1111111~~T-t"911iil!f,rei-~~l'!!!"~liki!- ['ie,t.Raeii,-.... liiiilia.t.O - ~ I 

i,,o VO•••• • So ....,_1'QO-l1Gb._ j 
l 

<acsc r Mfo Id§ M e tlhg§ \,tdt IiE~tts~e . 
I' 1' 

1'aa sha n;z.:~ _r -· 
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I found Mr. 

assured. He was 

Gorbachev to ~ le, aggressive, assertive, and 

quite a talke~ I hope he was quit;e a 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~ acts; 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 th_at our ... ... - .. . ..-

differences must remain peaceful. _-Wi.tm.)~ .tha~-~div±des· -us,, we 
-.. 

cannot afford to let confusion complicate::!.thin~-~ ~~urther. We 

have a responsibility to be clear witP;'- ~ -q;tqer~::and direc,t. ~. 
,. ~ : • • •• l ~ ... • . • • • .. • ... . I 

We must pay each other the tribute of ca·ndor,;·.: _;;:r;-.; ·.:· 

Five years ago, when I took the oath of off ice·~:·for "the first 

time, we began dealing with the Soviets in a way that was, we 

believed, more realistic than in the recent past. One aspect of 

the new realism was to continue the tradition observed by Thomas 

Jefferson: to " ... confide in our strength without boasting of 

it; (and) respect (the strength of) others without fearing it." 

I believe that, with your support, the policies this Nation 

has developed and followed the past 5 years have given us new 

rength to thwart aggression and subversion. America can say 

today: We are 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. 

X 
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That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 
~ V\ UJ~\t.A.. -.t-~vra , ~ 

context: -ei al , ~ ill•&, And may I add that we were est,ecially /'\ 

eager that our meetings aAg:1 • give a push to importa~t alks 
[)r,.~. 

already under way on nuclear weapons. '!his ts es i f l'ia 

; L impartansa ahae 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 

77 U2!5J SLJZZ!!S SO J 

In recent years, the American •Beople have questioned not 

only Soviet nuclear policies but t fie·~ :··.e-ampi.±arrc:e~-w.ith; p~st 

agreements. We have had questions •'7'a-bouf:i:.,e,xpansi.orr±sm;,-- by )force in 4k,,J- . - . . 
the Third World -- r~ailures to ltve=: up.:f fu:r"::ircinan:,'ri.g.hts:·- · 

obligations -- andjthe obstacles to free and 7bpen commtinication 

between our peoples. clup., 
e. ,(tonCVt"iS 

I brought thfse 111est:ors to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I 

explained _our proposals for• le equitable, liillllllll1 verifiable~~ 

.. reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 

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

safer. I ~ained our Ir nreb AIR ··1ilJt>, S~atet~s~-~. 

Initiative(/4"' t;-old Mr. Gorbachev that &R 71 is a;defensive 7J~ 
11 pan that 1~11,:.;ar ;ri ~ventually free~ both our 

' f h -JI. I ~C -~i i.. ,a . I 7 countries rom t e x t: "22? 1 au n .r • 111 33 • 

P:i• 1 •• 11 libs psssibilibJ sf a:ac baas ann•••nt;s.-
• , ,,,, •• ~, - -f7 . Rd&.. .L,,_~ 

~ P~.J~&,f,~ M~~ ~ . ~/~ 
- clv~-




