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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

to talk with Mr. Gorbachev. -JI—-can-say-efour-meetings—that—there

WaS—teNo dTscourtesy, no loss of—tempers; Tno—threats—er—
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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
MUs - o : :
hauo—a—;asponsab*é&#yfiz’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
itfk%gnd) respecé&&the strength of) others without fearing it."

I believe that, with your support, the policies this Nation
has developed and followed the past 5 {iffs have given us new -

- Navl oo Vv Yaag-

strength to thwart aggression and subversion./\America can say we WLy
today: We are strong -- and our strength has given us the \ﬁ;&é)lf
ability to speak with confidence and see that no true opportunity Pﬁﬂoﬁé‘

o
to advance freedom and peace is lost. Saffgfdp

fun
thblﬂﬂf



Page 3

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‘miégz/éive a push to important talks

g Shia Sub
already under way on nuclear weapons. “This—is—an-area—of-such—
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 :z;fzgcomfortable

or inconvenient,tu—faégar//

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 -- failures to live up to human rights
obligations -- ;Ha%Fhe obstacles to free and open communication
between our peoples.
e . ;
I brought thﬂfe 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 Segz;/équitable, agzr;erifiable CMuéQZz%p
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 researgh_nn=£354étrate ic pefense .
; Saas.PRRSpEs. ko
Initiative. I told Mr. Gorbachev that S.D?;T—Ig—gﬂdefensive;ys*eag¢,
X ;N”£4wmy maght
et e that offers—the—hepe—ef eventually freei;;‘both our
Youat 8 nudean
countries from the death=g;4P—ei—the—deetrTneﬁaf—Mutﬁai&y—ﬁssuxadsL—
Prnd T vieted Yot Ye Sovietz” oo eng Handing Procmams
/5éstruction. ‘ ibild ’ '
i s £e4d Sng4es ~}u~‘ Yoo pee Yt (po§s\buadcm

. shafesic defenay



L T a W At Pnbashh |75 5neq possikle , T “"%’w‘.ﬁ[ d?mﬁ/

N %‘WO . (ooEﬁafé on m&“‘wttﬁ j’mo.ul 1 Sa«fw wa’v./ﬂ.

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the

world. I explained my proposals for a xhree-izzziﬂéeace process
to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragqua, Ethiopia, Angola, and

- Wl <paie o
Cambodia, where i insurgencieiAere 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.

. S

We discussed human rights ——a semrsttive—i-ssue—fOr tHE

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

end 4o
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 got 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
—Tnat.) al«y = w\%e& M. borbadheu +o entz; Wj‘o & 30\:4} bwd-
way‘!ﬁ Sow? dm(ogw
“‘Qu)

. . - o o subje
/ﬁe 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 undgrstanding. Franklin Roosevelt once said he
learned morezgngg\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

henlf
our people estranged. Americans Eive:%—righe—eelhpow the people

of Russia -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives.
And citizens of the Soviet Union ha#gigiégght 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 arm;qggk;égzgjthe 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—; e 5475\306{& nuclaa, sZnags 4 well aq L‘OF}TEI?:E
S

As for Soviet activities in the Third World -- I am afraid |SSUE
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
herore @ffocte €] Yhose iho £ okt
supportpfor reedom in Afgha istan -- and this
2, Ib poss1h@ | Yo m—kws(C‘y—.—
we shall do:\%ﬁe have also agreed to contiﬁuereur meetings with

the Soviets on these regional issues.

On the issue of people-to-people contacts, there is progress
to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to agreement on
(FILL IN THE FACTS). We look forward to implementing agreements
on (AS APPROPRIATE.)

In addition, our discussions on civil aviation and air
safety (HAVE PRODUCED AGREEMENTS) that will
serve the interests of both our countries. C_CDNSULP‘T% W@E)

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 continue a‘ﬁ%é?;ement of the
leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union may w;:;;;;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 GenevaN President Eisenhower said, "...the wide gulf
Lo Lo/

that separaténgast and West... (is) as wide and deep as the
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— 44 UO!Caéa duﬂd‘
. o . re |mmAn#wn" dﬁiﬂ a5
difference between individual liberty and Today, ‘P

The A
three decades later, that is still true. 4maj~LL€S

And yet I truly believe that this meeting was worthwhile for'bﬁfwfywq

both sides. A new realism spawned the summit; the summit itselfcoyhnrp%L
1A
was good; and now our byword must be: Steady as we go. O& maav

madeL u

I am, as you are, impatient for results. But in spite of ++w Q.

our goodwill and our good hopes we cannot always control events. [ _MAQ dv

must God.
Hw

@
We ',Ihowever, do all in our power to be pRFsuasive for peace.
<£;$ I have made it clear to Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no(k?”giifr

Soviet gains from delay. m
o | 0 et
Just as we must avoid illusions on our side, sO we must \V\S@¥WAW¢@VUF
dispel them on the Soviet side. Meetings like ours help to \9&

St

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

orbcecled
United States stands. I think we gave i 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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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

November 19, 1985

MEMORANDUM FOR DAVID CHEW

FROM: WILLIAM MARTYAAA_ -

SUBJECT: Speech to Congress

The attached mark up reflects the NSC staff's preliminary
comments on yesterday's draft of the President's speech to

Congress on Thursday.

Bud McFarlane has not yet had a chance to go over the draft in
detail.

We are turning copies over to the speechwriters.

Attached: i .
Speech Draft I

cc: Ben Elliott
Peggy Noonan
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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; IAam here to report.téhfou and
to the American people on the summiggééii§§;w5&iscussions with
General Secretary Gorbachev. I Qéﬁ;ffo speakiof what we
discussed -- what we agreed on --- ;ﬁat we were not able to aqrée
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. GorEiSESXLJ 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 J
A £

A

has changed. f ?walﬂt‘:} W"‘OM/D. _‘_M

AT Q %ﬁ@.éUMMJVF
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I found Mr. Gorbachev to be able, aggressive, assertive, and
assured. He was quite a talkef. 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 aur
differences must remain peaceful. With*all-that.divides us,:we:
cannot afford to let confusion compliééte ﬁhingé further. We.
have a responsibility to be clear withteachfcthérr-and direct.

We must pay each other the tribute of camderiy .« * ..

)

Five years ago, when I took the oath of Sfficéafarzthe first
time, we began dealing wifh 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

,/(Eifength 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.

e L o undic bnare Bk v Bont gl e
F\’WY\WVL(; oy QW%Ct U Llrd/(f‘){'F.

x\
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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 wimieg give a pusB“to.lmportanq alks
already under way on nuclear weapons. Qﬁés-tsnaa-azzz:z;....h,
PR P baaatambmer 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 wew uncomfortable

In recent years, the American people have questioned not
only Soviet nuclear policies but their.compliance with past
agreements. We have had questions abouﬁié§p§nsionism by: force in
the Third World -- ‘Td failures to live up to human rights

obligations -- andxthe obstacles to free and open communication

between our peoples. da*;
I brought th%se'(w to the summit and I put them
before Mr. Gorbachev.
We discussed nuclear arms and how to control them. I
explained our proposals for wesss equitable, wwa#l verifiable o«i dﬂkp
.reductions...I outlined my conviction that our proposals would
éﬂv make not just for a world that feels safer but that really is
:3:2:5*&) safer. I iﬁ)ﬁalned B e S\t::‘fateglc Defense &l ’

Initiative A!v told Mr. Gorbachev that geeiesim is a defensive jremy

\\———"’i;;;;;TEEEEX ij-g eventually éreenng both our

countries from theMﬂ!—W

§!=ii — 'I'i' . ; .

T M/W"L Hat the Srvads’ ow,{V\ BTHUS mrmum% feld %}Af&l
THREE SRR U8 (P thj]@x{ A{aﬂ~%H;

}hstructlon.




MLM \))Mﬁ(((,x
st s M%,ﬁﬁ“ e 1ol
B T T S APttt ot lf eu@ly a breakthrough m Ls/;vq)w

provespossible, m I 9 fgh e ¢ sthwl ; UW’

We discussed threats to the peace in several regions of the:

Page 4

world. I explained my proposals for a weesseiesmed peace process
to stop the wars in Afghanistan, Nlcara%Pa, Etth 1a gola, and !
Cambodia, where cemecmtinia 1nsurgenc1e§Xa;e pltted agalnst
communist-controlled or communist-backed governments. ﬁa gged to
be very clear about where our sympathies lie; I believe I

A D
succeeded. (wwiwedewewe Mr. Gorbachev wowbewwew doubte, if he ever
did, our commitment to freedom.

We discussed human rights seeesesensiiiiituittiitmmnmimmisaey
ooryeps. 1 cexplained that we AmericagSinot:qniy:believe‘that::,' A\
freedom is essential to a meaningful“liﬁeifé«Wé'believe;that:y
human rights are inseparable from the3issueébfgpg§ce;

History teaches no clearer lesson than‘Ehié: 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!

2 >
Xﬁé di;gtiézd the barriers to communication between our

societies, and I elaborated on ::%_proposals for real
V4
people-to-people contacts on a wide scale. Such contacts really

i Mr. focbuchor T ooy wdo o bt gartows M@Sw
Wz[é Mju[ Mam m# 5 wol M%éJMM
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can enhance understanding. Franklin Roosevelt onceksaid he

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

briefing books and letters. Elici et emirmbOl Gl oy

Sl
I told Mr. Gorbachev there is nzjﬁgafification for keeping
e
our peopleGes;ranged. Americans h:L--I-igh-—n know the peopleS*

5o
of mweeeew -- their hopes and fears and the facts of their lives.

And citizens of the Soviet Union i 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 upanrandmwhatrwe*didnft;m

We remain far apart on many LSSues,_as had to be expected.
We reached agreement on certain matters, hovever andw most
significant, we agreed to meet again. ThIS»LS:SQOd:' as a .faormer
union leader I can tell you there's always¥r66mfgpr;movement,
action, and progress when people are talking. | i

On arms‘equ;::, 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

X P I Uear vmes as well as
A S [Aop REFERD

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

| o= oTHel

Mr. Gorbachev is content to weiwkew these dangerous wars #® fester AR
1aads

agreed to keep tryinq{\*

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

e

support for the true cause of freedom in Afgh istan -- and thig _
iFpossble ¥ tnlensi Ay e

we shall do. ,We ummm also agreed to contlnue ows—woabiage with Ur A5
i A o

the Soviets oz these regional issues.
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
safety wiskiinapibdabdieniimniigey AV E PRODUCE’.D AGREEMENTS# that will
serve the interests of both our countrles. [;b““‘“4'57 HﬁRE:]

And finally, as you know, Mr;.GorbacheV“andtI,;greed.to:meet"
again next year in (AS APPROPRIATE).

We know the limits as well as thezi oﬁ.summlt

a:Jv
meetings. And we believe the continued lnvolvement of the
N
leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union meewewass 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
thinjs that move us toward progress and peace. Hopem

Ut of thewe wlo ﬂ{@l(
is aarealistic attitude -- and despair
'F:'auiom 8 7
“ica.
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.

e wiHy propesals M

We emw, however, do all iﬁ.ﬁn-..aua. to be pNMrsuasive &aw ‘peace. ,ﬂxﬂ

meeé I have made it clear to Mr. Gorbachev that there will be no
Soviet gains from delay.

Just as we waisk avoid lllu51ons cn:cdr side. SO. we must

< 3 ,{ "y »
dispel them on the Soviet side. Meetlnqs llk&. urs ‘help to

'*" LR & o

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

too is good.

We face a new Soviet leadership. 1Its 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

re a v
United States stands. I think we gave h_!@!& 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
eace; we did not go in pursuit of some kind of make-believe

ks
éeun&or era of new accords. We can't be satisfied with

cosmetic improvements that won't stand the test of time. We want
-—sa 5ﬁbkq 20 ~—
real p?igfp 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,. :eally not so mucn¢&fraid¢'
and full of hope, and t:;stlng in ch, as: aren

Thank you for all _ng me to talk to yqu thzs*evenlng And

God bless you all. | | ”‘*5“~w*#h




(Noonan/BE)
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
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.



Page 3

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 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
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 nof 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



Page 5

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 wéy.
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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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
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 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
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 chamber has always greeted us

acny Wwes § PN
with kindness but after the ®srews ef=Burepe 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. Gorbachey 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 a&:u:ii:?sziw there is no need
to recite the historical record. Sufficé&?%: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 thingsG/JWe 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
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of the new realism was to continue the tradition observed by
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rength has given us the ability to with confidence and see
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se--it that no true opportunity fes—pregress 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 gquestion would be swept aside,
no issue buried, just because one side found it_,uncomfortable or

N
inconvenient to facer}t‘
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Soviet nuclear policies but their compliance with past

In recent years the American people have questioned not only
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 o?tlined my conviction that our proposals would
make not just fof 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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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 triéé 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 ::i;Americag‘peepLo not onl' believe
that freedom is essential to a meaningful life —-;;Et 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.z Franklin

L.
Roosevelt steed—wgg;e—i*m—staadiag—and said he learned more in

5 minutes with a man than from any number of bri;;i22~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




Page 6

invasion of Afghanistan is not a matter of liberation but of
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to report. Mr. Gorbachev and I were able to come to agreement OﬁR\‘
(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~geed~s:a£t

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
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Where do we go from here? ) Well, eyery American President

who met in summit with the lets --Yand that is eight of our

last eight -- ha

another step”in the long walk to a/place called peace.
<::Eg§§%;;sire for improved felations is strong@-F—aad—sgi;e

mean te-€ontinue on-the j6urnéy. We're ready and eager for

step-by-step progress. We know that peace is not just the

or the past 30 seen summitry as

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
satisfiéd 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. )

<’;;d now we are moderns huddled on the edge of a future --

but, like our forefathers, really not so much afraid,ﬂ

~—and full of hope, J
‘—_and 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. Gorbachey 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 o?tlined my conviction that our proposals would
make not just fof 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 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 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 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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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. 1In 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 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
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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, agaih, 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 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.




(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
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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 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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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: JOINT SESSION OF THE CONGRESS
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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 g;e;;réhamber is always impressive, but

after two days of snow it's especially appreciated.) Nancy and I
Wewve ““JET A 1cw1£,£\¢e g%jq Ve

thank you very much. “but, as always,

it's good to be home.

1

I have just come from Geneva, and I Qﬁfhérgfto report to you
and the American people on the summit and oﬁ\mﬁ/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 ‘r\cx#u@ g é_@ !:J’ («»fﬁ?&@‘{' oW, W i Mt OV NEAS dee Cian
gfhat 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.
SDE€M¢ ib
I wish to } i ~guestions-abeut-our—two—
da¥5me£*discus£in£:§7 what exactly we discussed, what we agreed

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

such a great~e£fart:;;3r;ourney, and where we go from here.

S (nete Pithat the
let me\ci’tat 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—ehaicn;:rStalin in the Crimea -- the actions

(aw»ﬁ" .
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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 for the West, or the world. You know the
facts of this as well as %/Cgﬁﬁ 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,

s Qg
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
\Qgive 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'¥ears the American people

have question abOﬁk Soviet nucle olici
So W N 7‘7

and/\compllance with past agreements,ﬁ%%g'ut expanmoﬁ

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 aézyranklnd
fhw'cgo¢laacbmuJ cu«¢3:EZ

discussed the whole issue of what might be called nuclear

security. I explained our proposals for real, egiitable, ?nd

verifiable reductions aimed at making our worldymore secure aa4£>“’
tabédfff (eatnyCA ﬁﬂ'TQg
s I also explained ourﬁ?trateglc Defense Initiative

nas:::ZZ, asserting that S.D.I. may well heig:zsrfree 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 reseoive-
the wars in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, Angola, and
Cambodia, where democratic insurgencies are pitted against
communist-controlled or communist-backed governments, I tried to

abent Wisra our Sympadings €4 T beliews he (onel
be very clear/x and I believe I 'succeededfe,a-nl Mr. Gorbachev dees— g/

fgg;/;oubé% if he ever did, where our sympathies lie.

We discussed human rights. I explained that the American
Wele 4o 2 cf’w k\-ﬂjt. e@rca&ow\
people not only i } *_ that human rights-—

15 oL Lﬂ*tw% .
ace—grantéifg§/God's intenrttomrs for man and‘cannot e interfered
akt e stale f PLBIANNY

ith by the statej, &
L*m%ﬁm.ﬁ”is

Rut, w e prachead Seusdt
’ the American people know bGhe—emtire—+oeue-—efi

human rights.%t inseparable from the issue of peace. That—its~to

Bpe American people understand that those countries which
%wﬂ&Aﬁﬁ%’anﬁﬂf’ﬂ9+ P
- hts their people can be trusted to respect the

uman ri
PebLL P g«fe%&a | .
of their neighbors -- and those states which must answer to

their people are less likely to make war for any but wholly

legitimat And vigg- oy i i h
egltlimace reasons. n SO £ uman
) o Worlel,

W2t MO 4o

rights in the world WW&&MM peace/\ And
Womgm. 115

our speaking of &hem was not a matter of interference any more

o bra “>V4’F;nterfefes with a bridge -- it's gart of the

bridgi)of_paacqgrggt something that's standing in the way.

We discussed the barriers to communication between our

societies, and I elaborated on our proposals for real

T Ly _
people-to-people contacts on a meeh-mere 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. Gorbachev there is no justification for keeping our
people estrangedZ?::3r:§wmusf”aTTUw"9ur-paopi‘a-te-know—eaoh—
otha‘::m;mericans 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 América'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.
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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 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.
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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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