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November 18, 1985 
4:00 p.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 good to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. 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 

v,i.a s " • .. 110 di s eoattesy, no !oss of tempers , 110 Lf'l:'!'eat:0 or 

4,1Jtimtt't:l.m-swby Ei t her ~ide , no advan t age o r c o ncession 9a::i:r•n~€i-e1:' 

~ eB.;-Iil&-fflia-~ee:Ls ie-n ••• pitar-med or taken i no spec Laet11aF 

~~e s. achieyed Qili' r,'1'.'e tettaea . °= !dd½ tMy £a.net €-1:fo sewora~ 

~"J"1-e-±Y faFAili a: r . ffhc :y I re the--we-:t-d-s J oh n Ketifiec!y ased tu 
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and 

assured. He was quite a talker. I hope he was quite a listener 

too. 

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 these 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 

~~\ resp g12rid liilit;y~ 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 
J ' • I f I 

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 ~~~~ ~ ~ 

strength to thwart aggression and subversion./\ America can say ~ 

today: We are strong -- and our strength has given us the ~1~ ._ 
(J"III./I 

ability to speak with confidence and see that no true opportunity ptiv"ICI~ 
V/,B-\.._ 

to advance freedom and peace is lost. S~ce 
~~ 
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That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context of the drama. And may I add that we were especially 

eager that our meetings ~~give a push to important talks 
~dhcso~~ 

already under way on nuclear weapons. 'fhi3 i s an a r ea o f s u c h 

~ e~c importance t-;;S 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 ~ ncomfortable 

or inconvenient, ~ -

In recent years, the American people have questioned not 

only Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past 

agreements. We ha~~ questions about expansionism by force 

the Third World ~ failures to live up to human rights 

obligations -- ~ he obstacles to free and open communication 

between our peoples. 

e-r brought th<f\se questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I 

in 

explained our proposals for ~ equitable, ~ 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 e x plained our re . Aaren oe ~ trategic Defense , , 
('~ ~4,,1,,<._~ 

I told Mr. Gorbachev that S.D ~ defensive ..s-y.s-+~ 

~ .~ 
._~ l'r@:l~Q.R,.... that o f f e rs Llie he'[;' c o-4; eventually free~ both our ---- ~ ~ '(\~~ 

countries from the deetl:J::::grip s£ enc cloetrine of Mqlua lly A3 s 1:,1;['.e e9-
~ .r, VlO+eJ %,~'tf.l.-- ~ov1~ " N-r-, /tr,__~ ~ Q.N'\6i~ pr-oqnat1l5 

} es true tion. r e ff j~~f ,~ •;~1;.:r ~ '-i'!~L~¼P1,;;t,'/7~ ,l.-i 
VIA ~.rJeJiv ~ • 



We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a J..f"i?" e e J e,:S -peace process 

to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nica~ a, Ethiopia, Angola, and 

C b d . h ..l~ ~ - • ~re~6tr~~ am o 1a, were l.:l'Wwocra,,ti.el 1nsurgenc1es~ re pitteu 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
0 

a s emsireiwe i •• 'tle fut tne 

Sf:nr ~ I e xplained 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~ rise 

countries which abuse the human rights of their people/ 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 
ti . ' 

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 ,~, 
wayi~..> 

f e discussed 

societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. Such contacts really 
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can enhance understanding. Franklin 

~ learned more ~ S minutes with a man 

Roosevelt once said he 

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 ~~c:.£, i~h~ t~now the people 

of Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts 

d . . f h . . t Y\-etU!) 1-. An citizens o t e Soviet Union t"Pav e ~1,a~ to 

of their lives. 

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, 

On 

This is 

and progress when people are talking. 

~~~) 
arms n~l 7 the Soviets still have not met us half way. 

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/ - ~ S>fr~~\~ n~~ 115
~ M W~4d [oTttbR 

c 'Tl<MS 
As for Soviet activities in the Third World -- I am afraid /SSu~. 

Mr. Gorbachev is content to allow the se 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 
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conquest. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for an immediate or 

dramatic end to the Soviet occupation. But we can 
laAot'-- 8'+ort~ ¾o $,(_ ~~ l k:f-: 

support for reedom in Afgha~istan -- and this 
:-~ ,.i;.- pos~•~.) +o 1\'\-\-~s14-.­

agreed to cont 1nu~ur meetings with we shall do. 

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 discuss~ons on civil aviation and air 

safety (--ARii H.ltHUf@ PROiH•=~•:s:HAVE PRODUCED AGREEMENTS) that will 

serve the interests of both our countries .. (c.ot.JS\JL-~,es ~~) 
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 contin.,;\;-v~ t of the 

leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union may ~ lp 

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 
('Q 0w 

that separate~ E
1

ast and West ... (is) as wide and deep as the 
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v.,:&p ~d-

re~ I ~,.tho-. - - t(A ,l fl 4 r. (J;S 
difference between individual liberty and re:pre sa,iao ~ Today, ~i.Lk-

tke, 'V.'-':".-,u 
three decades later, that is still true. '-K,a;t l.J,tS 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for ~ 

b h . d 1. d h . h . . lf ~j ot si es. A new rea ism spawne t e summit; t e summit itse Con~~ 
was good; and now our byword must be: Steady as we go. 6fr m:M'V 

ma.ril u,t, 
But in spite of tl,u, j(Yla.<tf, I am, as you are, impatient for results. 

our goodwill and our good hopes we cannot always control events. O{) WS. J 
~vs+ e.- God- {))II()., 

We ~ / however, do all in our power to be p~rsuasive for peace. ~ 

~ I have made it clear to Mr. Gorbachev that there will be n: f_o(Yln~O/, 
Soviet gains from delay. ~~ 

~~ 
Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, so we must ~:--·-~A-~.,_ 

\ Y\ s "l'YWYl,(WVI 

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 

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 

United States stands. 

think about. 

Soviet government persoryally where the 
~ f.J:>o r-tx<.chev 

I think we gave ~ EhC,<::.airiie a lot to 

Where do we go from here? Well, our desire f or 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 
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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 

f ew 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 

f uture -- 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 18, 1985 
4: 00 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 good to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. 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 repoi:.t. ,to·0 you and 
:.·1-:. t•1· "-..c.~ ... -..;_e ·~, .. ·:•;::~ ..... ~ 

to the American people on the mJ.mm:Lt--and::·_cnt :--. r(ty- 'd 'iscuss.ions with 

General Secretary Gorbachev. I wirit: 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 

where we go from here. 

and::-· 

To begin with, I am glad we made the journey • . · ,It -:was good 

to talk with Mr. Gorbachev. I can say of our meetings that there 

\ was " ... n~ . ~-~ s~ourte sy, no lass of tempers , no threats or 

1 ultimatums by either side; no advantage or concession gained or 
I 

i 

' I 

I 
I 
I 

given; no major decision ... planned or taken; no spectacular 

progress achieved or pretended." You may find those words 

vaguely familiar. They're the words John Kennedy used to 

h h describe his meetings with Kruschev in Vienna. So not too much 

L_h_as_ c_ha_n_ge __ d. _ _______ .r ?t9b~¼ ~ h ~ -~ 

4 a ~M.~ -

i 

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

assured. He was quite .a talker. I hope he was quite a listener 

too. 

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 these 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 obvio_u_s . . tha-t our 

differences must remain peaceful. W.i.th- ·rl:~?thatidi.v±deS". as_,.,·i we=c. 
~ I , , • • , • 

cannot afford to let confusion comp-lie.ate t~-~ c- further. · We. -.·• .... 

have a responsibility to be clear wi:th::·eac1¥~•9ther -,"." :and.: direct. , ... • 

We must pay each other the tribute of '23n~:::1,;:·:,,,; -:;i , . . 
, ~.:: .. \"l':·":.t. ·. _: _T . 

Five years ago, when I took the oath of off.rce::-.. £CU::-: the first 

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

believed, more realistic than i.n 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 
- -- _.,, __ - ·-· ----

_ s tr e ng th to thwart aggression and subversio~ 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. 
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That is the history behind the Geneva summit, that is the 

context of the drama. And may I add that we were especially 

eager that our meetings a 1 e•• give a push to import~at alks 
()r\~ . 

already under way on nuclear weapons. This ts as a f I Ilia 

; rt impsrtarse akae 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 

a s UCl2! S:dii! & 33 J 

In recent years, the American people have questioned not 

only Soviet nuclear policies but.: their .. _camp..Lia~,~ with past 
:- ·--~- "· . . · • 

about ' ~xf,&n's'-±:onisnr,J :>yr, .. force· in agreements. We have had questions 
~ . 

the Third World -- r~ailures to live up to human rights 

obligations -- andjthe obstacles to free and open communication 

between our peoples. detp., 
e. I tona<-~ 

I brought thfse~flil??tJQ?F to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I 

explained _ .. our proposals for • 1: equitable, ---1 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 JS I net a QR :::1ia1Jtr Strateg~se ~ • 

Ini tia ti ve4(/4 • ~old Mr. Gorbachev that lit f I I t aJ defen4~ 

11 r• that c:;::t!:,.h;.J.e" rf eventually free"""' both our 

t . f h -Iii I ~c -~i i a . • I a • coun ries rom t e :1ii:i U 2 4rsp 1 12 r a •••11• 1 & 22 t • • • 

P:i •••• :i Isla pssoibililsJ sf a:s1 •••• ••Slfl••••ia.-

[ fhlvm, ~ tk ~· .~"J"'~' M~.._ ~ Rd.L ~-14 
II 1 . 'M l •h" """ (,~ -~ • 
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~ t bh l!la i cs i a las s a iis B cI if ~ a break through ie ; · 
-. · .t ~ ff.J \IC- swl ~ 

'-"~~~s~~-prove_, possible, 

we discussed threats to the peace in several regions 

world. I explained my proposals for a i.dut a. 1m:i I 111 peace process \ 

to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, ~gola, and l 
1:w.} ?~~ ~ t te. ~ 

Cambodia, where eto::.1 a• rt; Iii insurgencies~ are pitted again~s_t-,--__ _ 
0. 

communist-controlled or communist-backed governments. ried to 

be very clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe I 
~+-

succeeded. I J Las Mr. Gorbachev ea L §. a doubt.-, if he ever 

did, our commitment to freedom. 

We discussed human rights~,--•--•~•-••· t•;w15~2..-ii•E•i•i~J8fi.i•i•A~E•t~b~eii9 

9'I i I • I explained that we AmericanS': na~ .::etniy:-:.-~:e lievea ·: t hat ,.1;.;., / ·, 

freedom is essential to a meaningfu1 ·;, ~ ·t..e¥:·~ ·- w~.- l::)e,l.ieve,.c.::that .: .. ;-.,.._ ,_. 

human rights are inseparable from the ~iss-tre-~qt:_:~<:e",;~,-. .. 
. . 

History teaches no clearer lesson than "fh.i:~-:- 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 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 standing in the 

r~_) 
disc~ed the barriers to communication between our 

societies, and I elaborated on ~proposals for ·real 
u 

people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. Such contacts really 
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can enhance u~tanding. Franklin Roosevelt once~said he 

learned more .Wit 5 minutes with a man than from any ~umber of 

brie£ing books and letters. au,t lbta.s: a ·rarl{ Qmfiri c;~ a•hd neg to • 

I told Mr. Gorbachev there is n~ustification for keeping 

our_dpeopleS-estranged. Americans ~~ ,t-<J. . ; · • know the peopleS-
\U 1ow-t ~ -

of T i&-- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. 

And citizens of the Soviet Union b,~7 i;Sbt 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 upan=_·aild:z,-..what.:"1-:W~,d±dtt.' .t-.: ~ .... · 

We remain far apart on many:~i~s ti:e:s ~ ,~-s..',_h:ad : ,~ _ be expected. 
·• ' • • ' •' ~~, V 

We reached agreement on certain matters-,... -~err and, most · -~--- .· 
•' . -. · . · ·. . 

significant, we agreed to meet again. .Thi s " ;ts.- _gooa:,:- .-. - as· a. ..f.armer 
·. . ... .-r·:.--

union leader I can tell you there's always •, i::aom~ r ;·movem.ent, 
. -~ .... . 

action, and progress when people are talking. 
~~-

On arms GEJIPl!t«, 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 

h.e. 

-- () IA ~lr St.V:c.. ~~ ~~ ~ ~l{ fl%"' 
agreed to keep tryingA '¥ a [At>D R~EV( 

As for Soviet activities in the Third World -- I am afraid \o ~ 
l& ~1~ 

Mr. Gorbachev is content to ail • : these dangerous wars• fester A~h $ 

and continue. He insists, as his predecessors have, that it is 
~ 4 ,; 

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 
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conquest. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for an immediate or 
-, 

\JC. . 

dramatic end to the Soviet occupation. But we can enlist our 

support for the true cause w 
we shall do. !\Jfle ~ also 

of freedom in Afgha9istan -- and thi~ 
--~ if ro.sslblt -II .... ~; .... -~ 

agreed to continueAo~w a&&5iR~& with ~ tks~ 

the Soviets .. these regional issues. I o+ 
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 

saf et:·ni,j ii qWH'..iWC PRQGP&PI I ;t HIAVE PROilUCE:Jl .AGREEMENTS• t _hat will . . , •,.: • ~ 

serve the interests of both our CQ~:~~ ... ,;I}c.y~L.A! ES. l4k~J · 
~<~ ~· 

And finally, as you know, Mr; _. Gorbachev.r and-::;L ~~greed .to~· rneet· ·,. 
' .· ~ 

again next year in (AS APPROPRIATE). ·.- .: .. •. · . . -. 
. '~ . , 

We know the limits as well as the · f ;:cnrt,µ,.~ t a.f:~;summit · -. ·· 
~ Gi- ~-.:.~ ~ . . 

meetings. And we believe the continued involvement of the 
A. ~ ~ tf.. 

leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union ill&) Jj 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 

thin/~that move us toward progress and 

is a~realistic attitude -- and despair 
~ h"~OM . 
flllll,Q,e. 

peace~ Hope :1, I ~• £• 
LU\Av~ of u~ . ~ ~ M-< •uF z s.fffg tc , ... 

L..1 

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 East and West .•• (is) as wide and deep as the 
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difference between individual liberty and repression." 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 contrql events. 

' 

Tf.Uh"t we.- CM-,.,- 12.... "'' ~ p_rr,posols U 
We ...,, however, do all j p s:r ,mraq to be p"rsuasive ~ peace. sf~Jt 
"""- I have made it clear to Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no ~e 

Soviet gains from delay. 
• / '• ~;;.;-"'" ·• ---~ 

Just as we 1IMiiM avo i d illusionf .. ;~aur . .:si:d:e.., . so_ we must.~ 
. . ,.-.. ~- :'~-::.rt --: -~ . . _. - . 

dispel them on the Soviet side. Meetipqs- _t_~ -~ :c:h-e l.p_:to._r..,;,. 
~_:-J· ! • • ··: , .. ~ ·.i··if.;_J:: r. '!'";p·~. .. 

dispel Soviet illusions about the resolve of ' t he 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 

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 personal~here the 

United States stands. I think we gave ,hr· _g;g;fzf ca•Vc a lot to 

think about. 

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

relations is strong. We're ~eady 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 
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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 
-fi-i e,J.,+~ 
aetQ~or era of new accords. We can't be satisfied with 

cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of time. We want 
-- ~ a.k I ~.hJ~~' fr.L~ - -

real p~ 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, . _c.e~~ly not so much.,1\'a£raid.,:t, 
. :;,.-·. \ ' • 11 

and full of hope, and t:-·.! sting .5:~~--~ :,: ·as~.-a~~-f~ ' , 
Thank you for al :. _ ·;:..~g me t~ ,.:talk>to:_·.- yqrr~~~h.i,.--s.- 'evening. 

. . . ' . . 
And 

God bless you all. 
. :t~'. ···. _;., "'. . . ' : 

'"i :··, -~· ... _.>:!.~· ·:-~: -_'(?~-t~- .¥:.1 __ -,;•! 

.::-. ·· 
··.·: ...... . 
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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. 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 

fiiscussed -- 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. I can say of our meetings that there 

was " ... no discourtesy, no loss of tempers, no threats or 

ultimatums by either side; no advantage or concession gained or 

given; no major decision ... planned or taken; no spectacular 

progress achieved or pretended." You may find those words 

vaguely familiar. They're the words John Kennedy used to 

describe his meetings with Kruschev in Vienna. So not too much 

has changed. 
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and 

assured. He was quite a talker. I hope he was quite a listener 

too. 

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 these 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 

have a responsibility to 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." 

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

context of the drama. And may I add that we were especially 

eager that our meetings might give a push to important talks 

already under way on nuclear weapons. This is an area of such 

great importance that 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 too uncomfortable 

or inconvenient to face. 

In recent years, the American people have questioned not 

only Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past 

agreements. We have had questions about expansionism by force in 

the Third World and failures to live up to human rights 

obligations -- and the obstacles to free and open communication 

between our peoples. 

I brought those questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I 

e xplained our proposals for real, equitable, and 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 e xplained our research on the Strateg ic Defense 

Initiative. I told Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a defensive 

weapon that offers the hope of eventually freeing both our 

countries from the death-grip of the doctrine of Mutually Assured 

Destruction. I offered the possibility of eventual cooperation 
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with the Soviets on S.D.I. if such a breakthrough does, indeed, 

prove possible. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I e xplained my proposals for a three-level peace process 

to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and 

Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies 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 -- a sensitive issue for the 

Soviets. I e xplained 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 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 

par t of the bridg e, not just something that's standi n g i n the 

way! 

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 
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can enhance understanding. Franklin Roosevelt once said he 

learned more in 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 have a right to know the people 

of Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. 

And citizens 0£ the Soviet Union have a right 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 rem~in 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 control, 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. 

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 
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conquest. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for an immediate or 

dramatic end to the Soviet occupation. But we can enlist our 

support for the true cause of freedom in Afghanistan -- and this 

we shall do ~ We have also agreed to continue 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 (ARE MAKING PROGRESS)/(HAVE PRODUCED AGREEMENTS) that will 

serve the interests of both our countries. 

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

again nex t year in (AS APPROPRIATE). 

We know the limits as well as the promise of summit 

meetings. And we believe the continued involvement of the 

leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union may well 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 

v i c e. 

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 East and West ... (is) as wide and deep as the 
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difference between individual liberty and repression." 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 can, however, do all in our power to be pursuasive for peace. 

And 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 

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 the other side 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 
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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 lad~es 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. 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. I can say of our meetings that there 

was " ... no discourtesy, no loss of tempers, no threats or 

ultimatums by either side; no advantage or concession gained or 

given; no major decision ... planned or taken; no spectacular 

progress achieved or pretended." You may find those words 

vaguely familiar. They're the words John Kennedy used to 

describe his meetings with Kruschev in Vienna. So not too much 

has changed. 
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and 

assured. He was quite a talker. I hope he was quite a listener 

too. 

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 these 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 

have a responsibility to 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." 

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

context of the drama. And may I add that we were especially 

eager that our meetings might give a push to important talks 

already under way on nuclear weapons. This is an area of such 

great importance that 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 too uncomfortable 

or inconvenient to face. 

In recent years, the American people have questioned not 

only Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past 

agreements. We have had questions about expansionism by force in 

the Third World and failures to live up to human rights 

obligations -- and the obstacles to free and open communication 

between our peoples. 

I brought those questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I 

explained our proposals for real, equitable, and 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 e xplained our research on the Strategic Defense 

Initiative. I told Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a defensive 

weapon that offers the hope of eventually freeing both our 

countries from the death-grip of the doctrine of Mutually Assured 

Destruction. I offered the possibility of eventual cooperation 
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with the Soviets on S.D.I. if such a breakthrough does, indeed, 

prove possible. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a three-level peace process 

to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and 

Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies 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 -- a sensitive issue for the 

Soviets. 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 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 standing in the 

way! 

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 
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can enhance understanding. Franklin Roosevelt once said he , 

learned more in 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 have a right to know the people 

of Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. 

And citizens of the Soviet Union have a right 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 control, 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. 

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 
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conquest. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for an immediate or 

dramatic end to the Soviet occupation. But we can enlist our 

support for the true cause of freedom in Afghanistan -- and this 

we shall do. We have also agreed to continue 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 (ARE MAKING PROGRESS)/(HAVE PRODUCED AGREEMENTS) that will 

serve the interests of both our countries. 

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 involvement of the 

leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union may well 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 East and West ... (is) as wide and deep as the 
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difference between individual liberty and repression." 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 can, however, do all in our power to be pursuasive for peace. 

And 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 

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 the other side 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 
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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: 

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

wonderful homecoming. This great chamberr~~s~always greeted us 
tr~~ w~dj ~ l+G. ~ 

with kindness but after the "!!Mh s !!I f ikrspe 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. I can say of our meetings that there 

was " ... no discourtesy, no loss of tempers, no threats or 

ultimatums by either side; no advantage or concession gained or 

given; no major decision ... planned or taken; no spectacular 

progress achieved or pretended." You may find those words 

vaguely familiar. They're the words John Kennedy used to 

describe his meetings with Kruschev in Vienna. So not too much 

has changed. 
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and 

assured. He was quite a talker. I hope he was quite a listener 

too. 

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 iii ~¼'C 3 3 2!I s i>; there is no need 
l.k 

to recite the historical record. Suffice~ 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~ ot afford to let nti!!lu11J.e1 ~tandi.rg o. confusion 

complicate thing< We have a responsibility to 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 
~o..~ ( 

time, we began t:e erca:"be a. ,.,a;r "b6} dea 1.' with the Soviets that was, 
- ~ I\ 

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 st+ength of) others without 
~ ~ ~ ,~-t, tzii.~ 

fearing it.' ~ belie~ e that~ t~e
1
policies ~heed- s..ta.:t..e-s has 

j \,.,,, -" ~ ~ ~ ..o~~..f1.. -/-o (b,J~ ~ followed .. the past 5 years have:nt:r;ibut9d to • eerta.; n res,t::r: J i:cj: 

~-sd- ~~ 4--,) Jj~.,;_ ' -------

p •• i•iufi. America can say today: We are strong -- and our 
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strength has given 

~g i5 that no true 

9~ us the ability to ? with confidence 
. ~~~ ~OI--~~ ~ 

opportunity fs • pzs ; z w is lost. 

and see 

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

context of the drama. And may I add that we were especially 

eager that our meetings might give a push to important talks 

already under way on nuclear weapons. This is an area of such 

great importance that 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, 
,hr--o 

no issue buried, just because one side found itAuncomfortable or 

inconvenient to face ~ 

In recent yearJ the American people have questioned not only 

Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past 

agreements. We have had questions about expansionism by force in 

the Third World and failures to live up to human rights 

obligations -- and the obstacles to free and open communication 

between our peoples. 

I brought those questions to the summit and I put them 

b~fore Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I 

explained our proposals for real, equitable, and 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 explained our research on the Strategic Defense 

Initiative. I told Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a defensive 

weapon that offers the hope of eventually freeing both our 
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·~ countries from the dea~ , '?f t t e doc:_t.rine , <;>J Mutually Assured 
~ ~ J !"'¥'1 ~ ~ ~0:J 

Destruction. I offered ~ B£iAg,Fthe Sovi e t s ~ S.D.I. if such 
• /\ Cf""'. 

a ";~:foes) indee~ prove ~,:&~,a _ 
We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I explained my proposals for a three-level peace process 

to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and 

Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies are pitted . against 

communist-controlled or communist-backed governments. I t~i~~ ~t o - ~ -

""t)e ver~ clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe I 

succeeded. I believe Mr. Gorbachev no longer doubts, if ne ever 

did, our commitment to freedom. 

We discussed human rights -- a sensitive issue for the 
~ 

Soviets. I explained that .....,. America1J~espl-8o no~ o~ elieve 

~~a± freedom is essential to a meaningful life --~ 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 prey on 

their neighbors and upset the peace of the world. Human rights 

is not an abstract moral i~sue -- 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 b~idge, not just something that's standing in the 

way! 

We discussed the barriers to communication between our 

societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 
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people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. Such contacts really 

can enhance understand~ I remember 40 year s a.go Franklin 

Roosevelt st:oos w~ ~ I 1n, s ea M~ft, i.ArQ said he learned more in 

5 minutes with a man than from any 

letters. That was a very American 

number of bri) fia books 

thing to say. 

and 

I told Mr. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping 

our people estranged. Americans have a right to know the people 

of Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. 

And citizens of the Soviet Union have a right 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 lead~r I can tell you~ re's always room for movement, 

a_ction, and progress when people are talking. 

On arms control, 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 som~ small progress. l~at ' s more , we've 

agreed to keep trying. 

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

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

on (AS APPROPRIATE.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety (ARE MAKING PROGRESS)/(HAVE PRODUCED AGREEMENTS) . that will 

serve the interests of both our countries. 

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 involvement of the 

leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union may well 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 East and West ... (is) as wide and deep as the 
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difference between individual liberty and repression." Today, 

three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was 
. 
~ 

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

itself was good; and now our byword must be: _:teady 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 can, however, do all in our power to be pursuasive for peace. 

And 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 

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 the other side a lot to 

think about. 

And so I 

believe it 

talking is 

intentions is good, not 

---- --- __ .._. _________ _ 

worth the effort. I 

it made progress -- because 

about our beliefs and our 
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:tiepresenting separat:e peopi d pqt bad or help£u J iu~d 

Wher do we go from here? 

who met in summit that is eight of our 

last eight summitry as 

a~wz~te in 

~ u,r desire 

continue on ~ 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 pu~suing. We don't want a phony peace or a 

frail pea9e; 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 

bu~ like o~ r J~~~~ers, ~ ally not so much afraid_:...; 

<-- and full_ ~~ h:'~ 

G ~d trusting in God, as ever. 

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

God bless you all. 



(Noonan) 
November 18, 1985 
2:00 p.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 good to be home. Nancy and I thank you for this 

wonderful homecoming. This great chamber has always greeted us 

with kindness but after the snows of Europe 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. I can say of our meetings that there 

was " ... no discourtesy, no loss of tempers, no threats or 

ultimatums by either side; no advantage or concession gained or 

given; no major decision ... planned or taken; no spectacular 

progress achieved or pretended." You may find those words 

vaguely familiar. They're the words John Kennedy used to 

describe his meetings with Kruschev in Vienna. So not too much 

has changed. 
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and 

assured. He was quite a talker. I hope he was quite a listener 

too. 

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 as well as I; 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 misunderstanding or confusion 

complicate things. We have a responsibility to 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 to create a way to deal with the Soviets 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 the policies the United States has 

followed the past 5 years have contributed to a certain restraint 

on the part of Soviet leaders and perhaps a rethinking of their 

position. America can say today: We are strong -- and our 
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strength has given us the ability to talk with confidence and see 

to it that no true opportunity for progress is lost. 

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

context of the drama. And may I add that we were especially 

eager that our meetings might give a push to important talks 

already under way on nuclear weapons. This is an area of such 

great importance that 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 to face it. 

In recent years the American people have questioned not only 

Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past 

agreements. We have had questions about expansionism by force in 

the Third World and failures to live up to human rights 

obligations -- and the obstacles to free and open communication 

between our peoples. 

I brought those questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. 

We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I 

explained our proposals for real, equitable, and verifiable 

reductions. I outlined my conviction that our proposals would 
t 

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

safer. I explained our research on the Strategic Defense 

Initiative. I told Mr. Gorbachev that S.D.I. is a defensive 

weapon that offers the hope of eventually freeing both our 
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countries from the death-grip of the doctrine of Mutually Assured 

Destruction. I offered to bring the Soviets into S.D.I. if such 

a system does indeed prove workable. 

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the 

world. I e xplained my proposals for a three-level peace process 

to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and 

Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies 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 ne ever 

did, our commitment to freedom. 

We discussed human rights a sensitive issue for the 

Soviets. I explained that the American people not only believe 

that freedom is essential to a meaningful life but 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 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 standing in the 

way! 

We discussed the barriers to communication between our 

societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 
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people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. Such contacts really 

can enhance understanding. I remember 40 years ago Franklin 

Roosevelt stood where I'm standing and said he learned more in 

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 have a right to know the people 

of Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. 

And citizens of the Soviet Union have a right 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 control, 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. 

As for Soviet activities i n 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 
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invasion of Afghanistan is not a matter of liberation but of 

conquest. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for immediate or 

dramatic change in this area. But, again, we have agreed to 

continue our meetings 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 (ARE MAKING PROGRESS)/(HAVE PRODUCED AGREEMENTS) that will 

serve the interests of both our countries. 

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 involvement of the 

leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union may well 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 East and West ... (is) as wide and deep as the 
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difference between individual liberty and repression." Today, 

three decades later, that is still true. 

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was a good start 

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 can, however, do all in our power to be pursuasive for peace. 

And 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 

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 the other side a lot to 

think about. 

And so I believe this summit was worth the effort. I 

believe it was productive. I believe it made progress -- because 

talking is good, not bad. Being clear about our beliefs and our 

intentions is good, not bad. And attempting to know each other 

and deal with each other not as separate nations but as men 
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representing separate peoples is good and not bad or helpful and 

not harmful~ 

Where do we go from here? Well, every American President 

who met in summit with the Soviets and that is eight of our 

last eight -- has, for the past 30 years, seen summitry as 

another step in the long walk to a place called peace. 

Our desire for improved relations is strong -- and so we 

mean to continue on the journey. 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. 



(Noonan) 
November 15, 1985 
4:30 p.m. 

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

Thank you ladies and gentlemen, thank you all. 

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

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

(The warmth of this chamber is always impressive, but after 

two days of snow it's especially appreciated.) Nancy and I thank 

you very much. We've only been gone five days but, as always, 

it's good to be home. 

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

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

General Secretary Gorbachev. 

It has been a long journey and, I feel, a fruitful one. We 

discussed matters of great importance not only to all of us here 

and in our country, but to the future and the world as well. We 

have made at least one very important decision; that is why I 

have come before you before going home. I want to make a 

personal report to you -- and, at the same time, to the people of 

our country. 

I wish to speak of what exactly we discussed, what we agreed 

on, what we didn't agree on, whether it was worthwhile to make 

such a journey, and where we go from here. 

Let me note at the beginning that the Geneva summit did not 

occur in an historical void; it took place within an historical 

context. For 40 years since 1945, in fact, when President 

Roosevelt met with Stalin in the Crimea -- the actions of the 
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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 of 

this as well as I do, and I will not here recite the historical 

record. Suffice it to say that we in the United States cannot 

afford illusions about the nature of the u.s.s.R., or about our 

differences. But we must also make sure that those differences 

remain peaceful. With all that divides us, we cannot afford to 

let misunderstanding or confusions darken our relations. We have 

a responsibility to be clear and direct with each other. 

I believe that the policies the United States has followed 

the past 5 years have contributed to a certain rethinking on the 

part of Soviet leaders, and a relative restraint. We have tried 

to create a basis for dealing with the Soviet Union more 

productively than in the past. 

We have kept in mind the injunction of Thomas Jefferson -­

"We confide in our strength, without boasting of it; we respect 

(the strength of) others, without fearing it." America can say 

today: We are strong -- and our renewed strength gives us the 

ability to talk with confidence and see to it that no true 

opportunity for progress is lost. 

We were especially eager that a meeting in Geneva might help 

give a push to important talks underway on nuclear weapons. This 

is an area of such great importance that 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, 
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no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient to face it. 

You know as I do that in recent years the American people 

have questioned both Soviet nuclear policies and Soviet 

compliance with past agreements. We have had questions about 

expansionism by force in the Third World -- and failures to live 

up to human rights obligations -- and the obstacles to free and 

open communication between our peoples. 

I brought those questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. I brought, too, our proposals for dealing 

with these questions and, perhaps, resolving them to the benefit 

of mankind. 

Mr. Gorbachev and I discussed the whole issue of what might 

be called nuclear security. I explained our proposals for real, 

equitable, and verifiable reductions aimed at making our world 

safer and more secure. I also explained our research on the 

Strategic Defense Initiative, asserting that S.D.I. may well free 

us from the death-grip of Mutually Assured Destruction. (It 

could end the doctrine of Mutually Assured Destruction and wake 

us from that long bad dream of the balance of terror.) I also 

offered to bring the Soviets into an S.D.I. system shorild the 

time for deployment come. We offered to sell the Soviets a form 

of or part of S.D.I. at cost. 

The control of arms was not our only area of concern of 

course. We discussed threats to peace in several regions, and I 

explained my proposals for a three-level peace process to stop 

the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and 
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Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies are pitted against 

communist-controlled or communist-backed governments. I tried to 

be very clear about where our sympathies lie; and I believe I 

succeeded. I believe Mr. Gorbachev no longer doubts, if he ever 

did, where our sympathies lie. 

We discussed human rights. I explained that the American 

people not only hold a deep belief that human freedom is God's 

true intent for man and cannot be interfered with by the state; 

that the state in fact preserves human rights but does not grant 

them. 

But, in a practical sense, the American people know human 

rights are inseparable from the issue of peace. The American 

people understand that those countries which guarantee and 

protect human rights for their people can be trusted to respect 

the peace and integrity of their neighbors -- and those states 

which must answer to their people are less likely to make war for 

any but wholly legitimate reasons. And so more human rights in 

the world means more peace for the world. And our speaking of 

human rights was not a matter of interference any more than a 

bridge support interferes with a bridge -- it's part of the 

bridge, not something that's standing in the way. 

We discussed the barriers to communication between our 

societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a truly substantial scale. Such 

contacts truly enchance understanding. I remember 40 years ago 

Franklin Roosevelt stood on this spot and said he learned more in 

five minutes with a man than from any number of briefing books 
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and letters. That was a very American thing to think and say. I 

told Mr. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping our 

people estranged. Americans have a right to know the people of 

Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. 

And citizens of the Soviet Union have a right to know of 

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

freedom. 

And so, you see, our plates were full, and our talks wide 

ranging. I myself chose to remember a phrase John Kennedy 

brought with him when he met Kruschev. They are the simple words 

of the abolitionist William Lloyd Garrison: I will not 

equivocate -- I will be heard. And may I say: I also listened, 

closely. 

Let me tell you now what we agreed on and what we didn't 

agree on: 

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, if 

not action, when two parties are at the table. 

On arms control, the Soviets have still to meet us half way. 

It is a disappointment that they have not come half way yet. 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 

for more progress. 

As for Soviet activities in the Third World -- I am afraid 

Mr. Gorbachev appears far too content to allow these brutal and 
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dangerous wars to fester and continue. He insists, as his 

predecessors have, that the Soviet Union sees it as an historic 

necessity to assist in wars of quote national liberation. He 

did not agree, for instance, that the Soviet invasion of 

Afghanistan is an expression not of liberation but of conquest, 

not of peace but armed violence, not of stability but 

expansionism. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for dramatic 

change in this area. But, again, we have agreed to continue our 

meetings on these regional issues. 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts, we have some 

progress to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to 

agreement on (blank blank blank). We look forward to 

implementing agreements on (as appropriate.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety (are making progress) (have produced agreements) that will 

serve the interests of both our countries. 

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 

involvement of the leaders of the United States and the Soviet 

Union may well help move us forward over the years. After all, 

each new day and each new year begins new and fresh and bursts 

with possibilities: this is true. And so hope is a realistic 

attitude in this world -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 
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Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

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

that separates East and West ••• (is) as wide and deep as the 

difference between individual liberty and repression." Today, 

three decades later, that is still true. And yet I truly believe 

that this meeting was a good start for both sides. I am, as you 

are, and as the people of the world are, impatient for results. 

But in spite of our goodwill and our good hopes we cannot always 

control events. We can however do all in our power to be 

pursuasive for peace. And 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, for I sometimes think we children of the nuclear age 

have as much to fear from miscalculations as from the coolest of 

calculations. 

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 

their nation's need for change. We cannot know but because 

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

essential to tell the Soviet government personally where the 

United States stands. I think we gave the other side a lot to 

think about. 

And so I believe this summit was worth the effort. I 

believe it was productive. I believe it made progress -- because 
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talking is good, not bad. Being clear about our beliefs and our 

intentions is good, not bad. And attempting to know each other 

and deal with each other not as separate nations but as men 

representing separate peoples is good and not bad or helpful and 

not harmful. 

Where do we go from here? Well, every American President 

who met in summit with the Soviets and that is eight of our 

last eight -- has, for the past 30 years, seen summitry as 

another step in the long walk to a place called peace. 

Our desire for improved relations is strong1 we won't just 

sit back and take no for an answer. We're ready and eager for 

step by step progress toward peace. 

We also know that peace is not just the absence of war1 

peace is a process that goes on each day. And we want real peace 

and real freedom. We don't want a phony peace, an insubstantial 

peace, a frail peace that won't take the pressure over time, be 

it some kind of make believe detente or accord or eras of ••••• 

We just can't be satisfied with the cosmetic improvements 

sometimes offered by the other side. We can't be satisfied 

because they don't promise real peace but a peace that will not 

stand the test of time. 

Both our commitment to peace, real peace -- and our 

commitment to freedom -- and our commitment to a new realism 

will function as our compass as we proceed. 

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

few days the families of America will gather together to 

celebrate Thanksgiving. It is _ _ years since the first 
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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. 



, 

(Noonan) 
November 15, 1985 
4:30 p.m. 

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

Thank you ladies and gentlemen, thank you all. 

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

distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: 

(The warmth of this chamber is always impressive, but after 

two days of snow it's especially appreciated.) Nancy and I thank 

you very much. We've only been gone five days but, as always, 

it's good to be home. 

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

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

General Secretary Gorbachev. 

It has been a long journey and, I feel, a fruitful one. We 

discussed matters of great importance not only to all of us here 

and in our country, but to the future and the world as well. We 

have made at least one very important decision; that is why I 

have come before you before going home. I want to make a 

personal report to you -- and, at the same time, to the people of 

our country. 

I wish to speak of what exactly we discussed, what we agreed 

on, what we didn't agree on, whether it was worthwhile to make 

such a journey, and where we go from here. 

Let me note at the beginning that the Geneva summit did not 

occur in an historical void; it took place within an historical 

context. For 40 years since 1945, in fact, when President 

Roosevelt met with Stalin in the Crimea -- the actions of the 
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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 of 

this as well as I do, and I will not here recite the historical 

record. Suffice it to say that we in the United States cannot 

afford illusions about the nature of the u.s.s.R., or about our 

differences. But we must also make sure that those differences 

remain peaceful. With all that divides us, we cannot afford to 

let misunderstanding or confusions darken our relations. We have 

a responsibility to be clear and direct with each other. 

I believe that the policies the United States has followed 

the past 5 years have contributed to a certain rethinking on the 

part of Soviet leaders, and a relative restraint. We have tried 

to create a basis for dealing with the Soviet Union more 

productively than in the past. 

We have kept in mind the injunction of Thomas Jefferson -­

"We confide in our strength, without boasting of it; we respect 

(the strength of) others, without fearing it." America can say 

today: We are strong -- and our renewed strength gives us the 

ability to talk with confidence and see to it that no true 

opportunity for progress is lost. 

We were especially eager that a meeting in Geneva might help 

give a push to important talks underway on nuclear weapons. This 

is an area of such great importance that 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, 
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no issue buried, just because one side found it uncomfortable or 

inconvenient to face it. 

You know as I do that in recent years the American people 

have questioned both Soviet nuclear policies and Soviet 

compliance with past agreements. We have had questions about 

expansionism by force in the Third World -- and failures to live 

up to human rights obligations -- and the obstacles to free and 

open communication between our peoples. 

I brought those questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. I brought, too, our proposals for dealing 

with these questions and, perhaps, resolving them to the benefit 

of mankind. 

Mr. Gorbachev and I discussed the whole issue of what might 

be called nuclear security. I explained our proposals for real, 

equitable, and verifiable reductions aimed at making our world 

safer and more secure. I also explained our research on the 

Strategic Defense Initiative, asserting that S.D.I. may well free 

us from the death-grip of Mutually Assured Destruction. (It 

could end the doctrine of Mutually Assured Destruction and wake 

us from that long bad dream of the balance of terror.) I also 

offered to bring the Soviets into an S.D.I. system should the 

time for deployment come. We offered to sell the Soviets a form 

of or part of S.D.I. at cost. 

The control of arms was not our only area of concern of 

course. We discussed threats to peace in several regions, and I 

explained my proposals for a three-level peace process to stop 

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



Page 4 

Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies are pitted against 

communist-controlled or communist-backed governments. I tried to 

be very clear about where our sympathies lie; and I believe I 

succeeded. I believe Mr. Gorbachev no longer doubts, if he ever 

did, where our sympathies lie. 

We discussed human rights. I explained that the American 

people not only hold a deep belief that human freedom is God's 

true intent for man and cannot be interfered with by the state; 

that the state in fact preserves human rights but does not grant 

them. 

But, in a practical sense, the American people know human 

rights are inseparable from the issue of peace. The American 

people understand that those countries which guarantee and 

protect human rights for their people can be trusted to respect 

the peace and integrity of their neighbors -- and those states 

which must answer to their people are less likely to make war for 

any but wholly legitimate reasons. And so more human rights in 

the world means more peace for the world. And our speaking of 

human rights was not a matter of interference any more than a 

bridge support interferes with a bridge -- it's part of the 

bridge, not something that's standing in the way. 

We discussed the barriers to communication between our 

societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a truly substantial scale. Such 

contacts truly enchance understanding. I remember 40 years ago 

Franklin Roosevelt stood on this spot and said he learned more in 

five minutes with a man than from any number of briefing books 
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and letters. That was a very American thing to think and say. I 

told Mr. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping our 

people estranged. Americans have a right to know the people of 

Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. 

And citizens of the Soviet Union have a right to know of 

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

freedom. 

And so, you see, our plates were full, and our talks wide 

ranging. I myself chose to remember a phrase John Kennedy 

brought with him when he met Kruschev. They are the simple words 

of the abolitionist William Lloyd Garrison: I will not 

equivocate -- I will be heard. And may I say: I also listened, 

closely. 

Let me tell you now what we agreed on and what we didn't 

agree on: 

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, if 

not action, when two parties are at the table. 

On arms control, the Soviets have still to meet us half way. 

It is a disappointment that they have not come half way yet. 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 

for more progress. 

As for Soviet activities in the Third World -- I am afraid 

Mr. Gorbachev appears far too content to allow these brutal and 
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dangerous wars to fester and continue. He insists, as his 

predecessors have, that the Soviet Union sees it as an historic 

necessity to assist in wars of quote national liberation. He 

did not agree, for instance, that the Soviet invasion of 

Afghanistan is an expression not of liberation but of conquest, 

not of peace but armed violence, not of stability but 

expansionism. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for dramatic 

change in this area. But, again, we have agreed to continue our 

meetings on these regional issues. 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts, we have some 

progress to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to 

agreement on (blank blank blank). We look forward to 

implementing agreements on (as appropriate.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety (are making progress) (have produced agreements) that will 

serve the interests of both our countries. 

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 

involvement of the leaders of the United States and the Soviet 

Union may well help move us forward over the years. After all, 

each new day and each new year begins new and fresh and bursts 

with possibilities; this is true. And so hope is a realistic 

attitude in this world -- and despair an uninteresting little 

vice. 

And so: was our journey worthwhile? 
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Thirty years ago, when he too had just returned from a 

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

that separates East and West ••• (is) as wide and deep as the 

difference between individual liberty and repression." Today, 

three decades later, that is still true. And yet I truly believe 

that this meeting was a good start for both sides. I am, as you 

are, and as the people of the world are, impatient for results. 

But in spite of our goodwill and our good hopes we cannot always 

control events. We can however do all in our power to be 

pursuasive for peace. And 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, for I sometimes think we children of the nuclear age 

have as much to fear from miscalculations as from the coolest of 

calculations. 

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 

their nation's need for change. We cannot know but because 

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

essential to tell the Soviet government personally where the 

United States stands. I think we gave the other side a lot to 

think about. 

And so I believe this summit was worth the effort. I 

believe it was productive. I believe it made progress -- because 



Page 8 

talking is good, not bad. Being clear about our beliefs and our 

intentions is good, not bad. And attempting to know each other 

and deal with each other not as separate nations but as men 

representing separate peoples is good and not bad or helpful and 

not harmful. 

Where do we go from here? Well, every American President 

who met in summit with the Soviets and that is eight of our 

last eight -- has, for the past 30 years, seen summitry as 

another step in the long walk to a place called peace. 

Our desire for improved relations is strong; we won't just 

sit back and take no for an answer. We're ready and eager for 

step by step progress toward peace. 

We also know that peace is not just the absence of war; 

peace is a process that goes on each day. And we want real peace 

and real freedom. We don't want a phony peace, an insubstantial 

peace, a frail peace that won't take the pressure over time, be 

it some kind of make believe detente or accord or eras of •••.• 

We just can't be satisfied with the cosmetic improvements 

sometimes offered by the other side. We can't be satisfied 

because they don't promise real peace but a peace that will not 

stand the test of time. 

Both our commitment to peace, real peace -- and our 

commitment to freedom -- and our commitment to a new realism 

will function as our compass as we proceed. 

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

few days the families of America will gather together to 

celebrate Thanksgiving. It is __ years since the first 
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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, thank you all. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Members of the Congress1 
distinguished guests, my fellow Americans: I 

(The warmth of this ~ hamber is always impressive, but 

after two 

thank you 

it's good 

days of snow it's es ecially appreciated.) Nancy and I 
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very much. • 8 -eaiy lc.E ~ •~ days il! ut, as always, 

to be home. 
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I have just come from Geneva• a~ d I 

and the American people on the 

General Secretary Gorbachev. 

report to you ~;:{-~· 

It has been a long journey and, I feel, a fruitful one. We 

discussed matters of great importance not only to all of us here 

and in our country, but to the future ad tqe world as well. 
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hat is why I have come before 'You before going home. ) I want to 

make a personal report to you -- and, at the same time, to the 

people of our country. 
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I wish to 

da;l'fi' ,a.,£ di&'CH&'Sigp~ what exactly we discussed, what we agreed 
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on, what we didn't agree on, whether it was worthwhile to make 

such a ~ea~ 9jfJtt ~ ourney, and N re we go from here. 
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~ ~ t me at the beginning Geneva summit did not 

occur in an historical void; it took place within an historical 

context. For 40 years -- since 1945, in fact, when President 

Roosevelt met with Oha:i:1:111:r Stalin in the Crimea -- the actions 
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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 

facts of this as well 

for the West, or the world. You know the 

~ 
as II\ a~d I will not here recite the 

historical record. Suffice it to say that we in the United 

States cannot afford illusions about the nature of the u.s.s.R., 

or about our differences. But we must also make sure that those 

differences remain peaceful. With all that divides us, we cannot 

afford to let misunderstanding or confusions darken ~:1!n 
~4l(~ 

relations. We have a responsibility to be clear with each other. 

I believe that the policies the United States has followed 

the past 5 years have contributed to a certain rethinking on the 

part of Soviet leaders, and a relative restraint. We have tried 

to create a basis for dealing with the Soviet Union more 

productively than in the past. 

We have kept in mind the injunction of Thomas Jefferson -­

"We confide in our strength, without boasting of it; we respect 

(the strength of) others, without fearing it." America can say 

today: We are strong -- and our renewed strength gives us the 

ability to talk with confidence and see to it that no true 

opportunity for progress is lost. 

We were especially eager that a meeting in Geneva might help 

a push to important talks underway on nuclear weapons. 

This is an area of such great importance that it would be foolish 

not to go the extra mile -- or in this case the extra 

4,000 miles. 
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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 to face it. 

You know as I do that in recent ~ ars the American people 

have hii~ &....ioe, &f questio~ bo soviet nucl~ar, ~olici~s 
SoiJ\ ~ ~~n~ 

andf compliance with past agreements,,.-M oout expansioM sm- by 

force in the Third World -- and failures to live up to human 

rights obligations and the obstacles to free and open 

communication between our peoples. 

I brought those questions to the summit and I put them 

before Mr. Gorbachev. I brought, too, our proposals for dealing 

with these questions and, perhaps, resolving them to the benefit 

of ~ nkind. ~ . ..I') -r-' 
f'\.tt" ~ 0 t' k:>.t~ ~ ..J-. 
~ discussed the whole issue of what might be called nuclear 

security. I explained our proposals for real, S~ a ~ nd 

verifiable reductions aimed at ma~ our worldfmore securer~ 

s~~ also explained ou~~ategi';;D~ nse lnitiativeJ 

~a&:::::I:: asserting that S.D.I. may well bcl;:::;=$'free us from the 

death-grip of Mutually Assured Destruction. (It could end the 

doctrine of Mutually Assured Destruction and wake us from that 

long bad dream of the balance of terror.) I also offered to 

bring the Soviets into an S.D.I. system should the time for 

deployment come. We offered to sell the Soviets a form of or 

part of S.D.I. at cost. 

The control of arms was not our only area of concern of 

course. We discussed threats to peace in several regions, and I 
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explained my proposals for a three-level peace process to ~eel~& 

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

Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies are pitted against 

communist-controi led or communj st-backed g~vern~ents. I tried to 
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~ oubif if he ever did, where our sympathies lie, 
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that human Fi~ste • 
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· ~ peace f And 

of interference any more 
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with a bridge -- it's part of the 

that's standing in the way. 

to communication betwee n our 

societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real 

people-to-people contacts on a ~ !!Ii& substantial scale. 

' 

Such 

contacts truly enchance understanding. I remember 40 years ago 

' 
Franklin Roosevelt stood on this spot and said he learned more in 
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five minutes with a man than from any number of briefing books 

and letters. That was a very American thing to think and say. I 

told Mr. Gorbache~ ther~ is no justification for keeping our 

people estranged/. ~ 

Americans have a right to know the people of Russia-~ 

their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives. And citizens 

of the Soviet Union have a right to know of America's deep desire 

for peace and our unwavering attachment to freedom. 

And so, you see, our plates were full, and our talks wide 

ranging. I myself chqse to remember a phrase John Kennedy 

brought with him when he met Kruschev. They are the simple words 

of the abolitionist William Lloyd Garrison: I will not 

equivocate -- I will be heard. And may I say: I also listened, 

closely. 

Let me tell you now what we agreed on and what we didn't 

agree on: 

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, if 

not action, when two parties are at the table. 

On arms control, the Soviets have still to meet us half way. 

It is a disappointment that they have not come half way yet. 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 

for more progress. 
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As for Soviet activities in the Third World -- I am afraid 

Mr. Gorbachev appears far too content to allow these brutal and 

dangerous wars to fester and continue. He insists, as his 

predecessors have, that the Soviet Union sees it as an historic 

necessity to assist in wars of quote national liberation. He 

did not agree, for instance, that the Soviet invasion of 

Afghanistan is an expression not of liberation but of conquest, 

not of peace but armed violence, not of stability but 

expansionism. Let me be frank: we cannot hope for dramatic 

change in this area. But, again, we have agreed ~o continue our 

meetings on these regional issues. 

On the issue of people-to-people contacts, we have some 

progress to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to 

agreement on (blank blank blank). We look forward to 

implementing agreements on (as appropriate.) 

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air 

safety (are making progress) (have produced agreements) that will 

serve the interests of both our countries. 

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 

involvement of the leaders of the United States and the Soviet 

Union may well help move us forward over the years. After all, 

each new day and each new year begins new and fresh and bursts 

with possibilities~ this is true. And so hope is a realistic 

attitude in this world -- 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 East and West •.• (is) as wide and deep as the 

difference between individual liberty and repression." Today, 

three decades later, that is still true. And yet I truly believe 

that this meeting was a good start for both sides. I am, as you 

are, and as the people of the world are, impatient for results. 

But in spite of our goodwill and our good hopes we cannot always 

control events. We can however do all in our power to be 

pursuasive for peace. And 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, for I sometimes think we children of the nuclear age 

have as much to fear from miscalculations as from the coolest of 

calculations. 

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 

their nation's need for change. We cannot know but because 

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

essential to tell the Soviet government personally where the 

United States stands. I think we gave the other side a lot to 

think about. 
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And so I believe this summit was worth the effort. I 

believe it was productive. I believe it made progress -- because 

talking is good, not bad. Being clear about our beliefs and our 

intentions is good, not bad. And attempting to know each other 

and deal with each other not as separate nations but as men 

representing separate peoples is good and not bad or helpful and 

not harmful. 

Where do we go from here? Well, every American President 

who met in summit with the Soviets and that is eight of our 

last eight -- has, for the past 30 years, seen summitry as 

another step in the long walk to a place called peace. 

Our desire for improved relations is strong; we won't just 

sit back and take no for an answer. We're ready and eager for 

step by step progress toward peace. 

We also know that peace is not just the absence of war; 

peace is a process that goes on each day. And we want real peace 

and real freedom. We don't want a phony peace, an insubstantial 

peace, a frail peace that won't take the pressure over time, be 

it some kind of make believe detente or accord or eras of ••••• 

We just can't be satisfied with the cosmetic improvements 

sometimes offered by the other side. We can't be satisfied 

because they don't promise real peace but a peace that will not 

stand the test of time. 

Both our commitment to peace, real peace -- and our 

commitment to freedom -- and our commitment to a new realism 

will function as our compass as we proceed. 
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As I flew back this evening I had many thoughts. In just a 

few days the families of America will gather together to 

celebrate Thanksgiving. It is __ 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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