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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: ADDRESS TO THE NATION 
ICELAND MEETING 

(DOLAN) 
October 12, 1986 
9:00 a.m. (Iceland) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a 

few moments tonight to explain what took place in these dis­

cussions. 

But first, let me remind you that from the start of my 

meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have always regarded you, the 

American people, as full participants. Believe me, without your 

support and participation, none of these talks could have been 

held, nor could the ultimate aims of American foreign policy 

world peace and freedom -- be pursued. This faith in the 

intuitive wisdom of the people and the consent of the 

governed are the founding principles of our Republic. And it is 

for these principles, I went the extra mile to Iceland. 

These most recent meetings with the Soviet leaders were 

intended as preparatory meetings, a planning session for a full 

fledged summit conference to be held when Mr. Gorbachev visits 

the United States. And tonight I am pleased to report to you 

that as Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yesterday in Reykjavik the 

Soviet leader will be visiting America in the month of 

next year. It is my hope that at that time both sides can 

continue the work we have begun together in Geneva and Iceland. 

.·:. ·· 

; ... ;• ...... 
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I just wish the other items on our agenda in Iceland could 

Don't mistake me; the Iceland have been as easily resolved. 
c,+>~-­

talks were useful and ~Y~t~ productive -- more so than I believe ....__. 
either party originally anticipated. But, they were also 

sobering -- they brought home again the truth of the statement 

that nations do not mistrust each other because they are armed; 

they are armed because they mistrust each other. The differences 

between the United States and the Soviet Union are deep and 

abiding and, as I have candidly told Mr. Gorbachev himself, our 

view of the source of that mistrust remains the same: the Soviet 

Union's record of attempting to impose its ideology and rule on 

the world. 

But because there are no diplomatic quick-fixes to such 

profound differences, we adopted in Iceland the prudent, 

.Ji} realistic and asove al l deliberate approach with the Soviets that 

we have pursued from the earliest days of our administration. We 

had no illusions about the Soviets or their ultimate intentions; 
r ., , r~ we were publicly candid about the critical moral distinctions 

1 

between totalitarianism and democracy. We said that the 

principal objective of American foreign policy is not j~st the 

prevention of war but the extension of freedom. And, we stressed 

our commitment to the growth of democratic government and 

democratic institutions around the world; that is why we assisted 

freedom fighters who were resisting the imposition of 

totali tar ian rule in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola Cambodia and 

elsewhere. 

And yet at the same time we set out these foreign policy 

goals and began working towards them, we pursued another of our 

· .. · 
,;•,( ~ . 

.. ~ .. · .. 

/ 
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major objectives: that of seeking means to lessen tensions with 

the Soviets, ways to prevent war and keep the peace. 

And it is all of this that makes this current summit process 

so very different from that of previous decades. America is no 

longer under seige. To the contrary, today America's economic 

and military power is resurgent, the Western democracies and the 

NATO alliance are revitalized, and all across the world nations 

are turning to democratic ideas and the principles of the free 

market. 

Yes, the atmosphere surrounding the current summit process 

is different, different because the world is different; different 

because of the hard work and sacrifice of the American people 

over the past five and one half years. Your energy has restored 

and expanded our economy, your self-sacrifice has restored our 

military strength; and your courage and sense of national unity 

in times of crisis have given pause to our adversaries, heartened 

our friends and inspired the world. Freedom is on the march 

today; because at its critical hour the American people stood 

guard while it gathered its forces and regained its strength. 

Indeed, if there is one impression I carry away with me from 

strength and resolve of the American people and their allies. A 

har vest that is found not in the simple fact of these 
~ 

movemeny towards 

restraint of 

r, One sign 

4 I 4 i!!!!tte of= arms control. 

personal freedom and the 

I think you know that when I came to 
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office I committed America to a new realism about arms 

negotiations. Arms agreements would no longer be allowed to 
b14r1l''J, 

J\t..st:i..if the arms race, to intensify it, or to guarantee Soviet 

superiority. That is why in the early 1980s the United States 

sought to restore the balance and rebuild our strategic forces. 

But even as we took these steps, I put forth a series of new 
~ 

proposals calling not just for arms control but :rer- arms 
~ 

reduction. We called for a 50% reduction in strategic offensive 

missiles and for the total elimination of the intermediate range a Q;,;;,,'"I,,,. • .,_,, A,U;r_p 
nuclear forces that _are so threatening to O\¼r~ lier"i n Europe, 

~- A l'l,· ttl'1 le ~~ 
a:Dli- Asia)("" An d in related fields such as nuclear testing and 

chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally important 

reductions. 

And finally, we launched a research program ~ .1) i/(rv, /fl 

revolutionary new technologies that could destroy ballistic 

missiles in flight -- looking to a day when the huge arsenals of 
A!~ A ~~ "-'-'6 N&,· el. flt'- ,1 

these missiles would be'Yobsolete, ~ils~ rategies wo5 d 
, ~ • ' ,~,. '' J J 4,_,.,'! \:;?t ~ •eJ'~~,"til-4 ~-.-b"A t 

rely ~ protectiori"e,f ~r ~eo~l~; :r ther than o~ perpe tuafi n g 

k E:f :z( e,v ~~e~~:?.' And we offered to the Soviet Union an 

agreement by which they could join with us in cooperative 
~ #l1,t1» A/~ 

transition to t ~ rate gic environment of mutual~ ecur i t y . 

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to 

report to you that in several Q.f --t;.heoe areas, the Soviets made 
_.c:: 

serious responses. ( INSERT) 

I canno t pre dict the nature or dates of future agreeme nts. 

What I can say is that for the first time in a long time, 

Soviet-American negotiations in these areas are moving, and 
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moving in the right direction: 

reduction. 

?~~ 
n6t jusM rms control but arms 

For some time before our talks began, I had been saying that 

arms control negotiations alone could not bear the full weight of 

Soviet-American relations; that as I said, the real cause of the 

arms competition was political tensions growing out of our deeper 

differences. In short, doing more about arms control meant 

talking about more than arms control. So I proposed "umbrella 
-, 

talks" with the Soviets -- to expand the ne-,et:iating agenda, to 
(w. ~/,'c 'I /ltll ti (~Jb---

go to the real source of the ~if!f'!t3z@ne€'"sbetween the Soviets and 

One such issue is human rights. As President Kennedy once 

said, "Is not peace, in the final analysis, a matter of human 

rights o/S. . ? " Only last week, here in the Oval Office, a heroic 

champio~ uman right!/" tae """t::'>; IJRie,r , Yuri Or lov, .t,~ ibed 

to me the persecutio7 he suffered for leading an efforM o get 
~I~ e.,11t,. ,'1';.,•lt 

the Soviet government to live up to theVhaman zight:e a~5CCWG1Rt: :V' 
~~ A."' .. N "'°J"w' IX ,~~.,/ 

~ s i gned at Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's suffering is like 

~ of far too many other individuals ~ all walks of life inJ'/~ 

the Soviet Union - including those who wish to emigrate. 

A:nd that is Eh? ~ plain to Mr. Gorbachev that the 

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these 

matters for purposes of propaganda. But I also make it plain~ ~.w, Af~,j .., 
that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet 

Union is indispe ns a ble f o r an improvement in bilateral relations 

with the United States. For a government that will break faith 

with its own people cannot be trusted to keep faith with foreign 

powers. If the best and brightest inside the Soviet Union --
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like Mr. Orlov -- cannot trust the Soviet Government, how then 

can the rest of the world? So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- again in 

Reykjavik as I had in Geneva -- we Americans place far less 

weight upon the words that are spoken at meetings such as these, 

than upon the deeds that follow. When it comes to human rights 

and judging Soviet intentions, we are all from Missouri; you have 

got to show us. 

Another subject area we took up in Iceland lies at the heart 

of the differences between the Soviet Union and America. This is 

the issue of regional conflicts. I told Mr. Gorbachev that the 

good feeling at summits cannot make the American people forget 

what Soviet actions have meant for the peopl~ of Afghanistan, 

Central America, Africa and Southeast Asia. Until Soviet 

policies change, we will make sure that our friends in these 

areas -- those who fight for freedom and independence 

have the support they need. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan) 

So once again, I tbink tbe se were u sc fttl d i sc uss ions. 

will 

Q_ 

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction, 

human rights and the resolution of regional conflicts. This area 
llel.ZIUM 

was that of bilatera~ ple-to-people contacts. In Geneva 

last yea r, we welcomed the signing of several cultural exchange 

accords; in Iceland, we saw indications of more movement in these 

areas. But let me say now the United States remains committed to 

people-to-people programs that could lead to exchanges between 

not just a few elites but thousands of everyday citizens from 

both our countries. 

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in 

Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a 



.. 
~~ ~ 4.Jll~e 'Z/~ N# . "'"'f'~~ 

4 . ~ '&'~ ~ ~""' . _,,,.,,,.,,,,/,~~-
' . , . .. ... :. ·~... . ._..•, 

...... - · .. ~.···._ . .. ' 

Page 7 

full-fledged summit; 

discovered some new 

reestablished our four point agenda; we 

of agreement; we probed again some 
JI~ 
·Vareas of 

Now 

President promi 

Americans, I cannot promise, nor can any 

that the talks in Iceland or our future 

Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will 

t~ great breakthroughs or momentous treaty A 
1 P'r~J ~,e,_. k-"' <-t.1 ..,, 7 "f- ~ , ·<-t >1-< •~d! 1'e ,(:.t~ 

Ir«iccd , we ...,,t, bear rn mrnd that. Be eattso a l; 1'1;& ~ 

many obstacles will be put in 

our path as we go along. When that happens, we must be prepared, 

not surprised. We must not permit such developments to disorient 

our policy or derail our initiatives. We must be deliberate and 

candid and make it clear, as we did in the recent Daniloff case, 

that the Soviet Union will be held responsible for its actions. 
//l11,IIA ""- ,,,,., r -,,.e• ,,.,,,, •r. 

(!_ can tell you that I am ultimately hopeful about the 

prospects for world peace and freedom. I know such optimism in a 

century that has seen so much war and suffering brought on by 

totalitarian rule seems unwarranted to some. Yet this confidence 

is based on more than an easy optimism; it springs from a quiet 

realization that totalitarian or militarist societies enjoy only 

initial advantages over free nations, advantages that, a s British 

author Paul Johnson points out, are far outweighed by the 

"enormous reserves" of democratic societies, societies where 

national unity springs from popular consent. 

The resilency of . a free society is one of the comforting 

lessons of history. And because of you, the American people, 

those enormous reserves are now making their presence and power 

felt throughout the world. 
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I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland yesterday, 

spoke to our young men and women at our Na~ l installation 
p l'~FIAvtk- 1--::J ~ ~ 

rtsgrr-- a critically important base ~ closer to Soviet naval 

.t:::f than to our own coastline. As a::ays, I was proud to 
... A--

a few moments with them and thank them for their sacrifices and 
"A,111 Ftw,,r 

devotion to country. They represent America at ~ Q,Q,&t: -65\ committed to defend not only our own 1reedom but ~ · 

~ of ~ a~Z ~:Z:~1t "{ne '!:e;f: / 1
: eRYRitt e j to roa io t a in j ng the --r 

str eng th and l'.esolvo :tl:i.t. ma~Q g po ssible praductiue Rilgoti.tions 

$i.. t1t e:ave r s a1:i c s- . 

"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be 

America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions," John Adams 

once said. He spoke well of 

Americans, we are honored by 

the oldest dream of humanity 

our destiny as a nation. My fellow 
IJ, ti,,, 1'l "'ii(e 

history, entrusted \ B g ~ • •i e with 
~!'~ ~~ 

-- the dream o tVpeace andYfreedom. 

It is in pursuit of that dream I went to Geneva a year ago 

and to Iceland last week; it is in pursuit of that dream I have 

invited Mr. Gorbachev to visit us here for further discussions. 

And it is in pursuit of that dream that I thank you now for all 

the support you have given me 1r~ pas l--, and~ gain ask for your 

help and your prayers as we continue our journey towards 
.. ~c, ,tr/~,_.✓ ~f~Ac • ~ ,. 

and a world wher~u 1;;£2? (e ... sc i freedom ~ '> 
e 

enshrined. 

Thank you and God bless you. 
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: ADDRESS TO THE NATION 
ICELAND MEETING 

(DOLAN) 
October 12, 1986 
9 : 0 0 a . m. (Ice 1 and) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a 

few moments tonight to explain what took place in these dis­

cussions. 

But first, let me remind you that from the start of my 

meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have always regarded you, the 

American people, as full participants. Believe me, without your 

support and participation, none of these talks could have been 

held, nor could the ultimate aims of American foreign policy 

world peace and freedom -- be pursued. This faith in the 

intuitive wisdom of the people and the consent of the 

governed are the founding principles of our Republic. And it is 

for these principles, I went the extra mile to Iceland. 

These most recent meetings with the Soviet leaders were 

intended as preparatory meetings, a planning session for a full 

fledged summit conference to be held when Mr. Gorbachev visits 

the United States. Vtonight I am pleased to report to you 

that a~ Mr. Gorbachev and I agrees. yesterday in Beykjayi k the 

Soviet l~uill be v1s1t1ng America in tl:10 :mootb of 

caotiJ;l1=1e =e:Re l'Oork «Je ltave Bt§a11 Ee_~e~t-l.il 

~ ~'.., ,..,_ ~,,•,.:, ~=-k 
-~ ocs, ,e:d_: ~ ~ ~ 

:::> 

.... . :,.:·. -

l 
i 
• t 

! 
i 

t 
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t 

either party originally 

sobering -- they brought 

····· . · . 

productive 1uere 3e than I believe 
·,~ fl, + .... "-,-__, 

anticipated. But, the~(iiere also 
~ 

home again the truth of the statement 

that nations do not mistrust each other because they are armed; 

they are armed because they mistrust each other. The differences 

between the United States and the Soviet Union are deep and 

abiding an·d, as I have candidly told Mr. Gorbachev himself, our 

view of the source of that mistrust remains the same: the Soviet 

Union's record of attempting to impose its ideology and rule on 

the world. 

we have pursued from the earliest days of our administration. We 

had no illusions about the Soviets or their ultimate intentions; 

we were publicly candid about the critical moral distinctions 

between totalitarianism and democracy. We said that the 

principal objective of American foreign policy is not just the 

prevention of war but the e x tension of freedom. And, we stressed 

our commitment to the growth of democratic government and 

democratic institutions around the world; that is why we assisted 

freedom fighters who were resisting the imposition of 

totalitarian rule in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola Cambodia and 

elsewhere. 

And yet at the same time we set out these foreign policy 

goals and began working towards them, we pursued another of our 

.\ · .. _ .... .... ,, . ..... ~.,; 

I 
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major objectives: that of seeking means to lessen tensions with 

the Soviets, ways to prevent war and keep the peace. 

And it is all of this that makes this current summit process 

so very different from that of previous decades. America is no 

longer under seige. To the contrary, today America's economic 

and military power is resurgent, the Western democracies and the 

NATO alliance are revitalized, and all across the world nations 

are turning to democratic ideas and the principles of the free 

market. 

Yes, the atmosphere surrounding the current summit process 

is different, different because the world is different; different 

because of the hard work and sacrifice of the American people 

over the past five and one half years. Your energy has restored 

and expanded our economy, your self-sacrifice has restored our 

military strength; and your courage and sense of national unity 

in times of crisis have given pause to our adversaries, heartened 

our friends and inspired the world. Freedom is on the march 

today; because at its critical hour the American people stood 

guard while it gathered its forces and regained its strength. 

Indeed, if there is one impression I carry away with me from 

these October talks, it is that we are seeing now those first 

tentative signs of a harvest of peace and freedom planted by the 

strength and resolve of the American people and their allies. A 

harvest that is found not in the simple fact of these 

movements towards human rights, personal freedom and the 
,ucv \. p., ~ - j 

restraint of i,rtt"te military ~i;w.ce. ;.., 

One sign of this in Iceland was the discussion of the key 

issue of arms control. I think you know that when I came to 

- .. 



.. · ... 

Page 4 

office I committed America to a new realism about arms 

negotiations. Arms agreements would no longer be allowed to 

justify the arms race, to intensify it, or to guarantee Soviet 

superiority. That is why in the early 1980s the United States 

sought to restore the balance and rebuild our strategic forces. 

But even as we took these steps, I put forth a series of new 

proposals calling not just for arms control but for arms 

reduction. We called for a 50% reduction in strategic offensive 

missiles and for the total elimination of the intermediate range 

nuclear forces that are so threatening to our allies in Europe 

and Asia. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and 

chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally important 

reductions. 

And finally, we launched a research program and 

revolutionary new technologies that could destroy ballistic 

missiles in flight -- looking to a day when the huge arsenals of 

these missiles would be obsolete, and defense strategies would 

rely on protection of our peoples rather than on perpetuating 

their vulnerability. And we offered to the Soviet Union an 

agreement by which they could join with us in cooperative 

transition to this new strategic eny ironment of mutua l secur i t y . 

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to 

report to you that in several of these areas, the Soviets made 

s er i o u s res ponses. (INSERT) 

I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements. 

What I can say is that for the first time in a long time, 

' 
Soviet-American negotiations in these areas are moving, and 

\. 

u 
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moving in the right direction: not just arms control but arms 

reduction. 

.•. •··. : ... : .. •·· 

For some time before our talks began, I had · been saying that 

arms control negotiations alone could not bear the full weight of 

Soviet-American relations; that as I said, the real cause of the 

arms competition was political tensions growing out of our deeper 

differences. In short, doing more about arms control meant 

talking about more than arms control. So I proposed "umbrella 

talks" with the Soviets -- to expand the negotiating agenda, to 

go to the real source of the differences between the Soviets and 

ourselves. 

One such issue is human rights. As President Kennedy once 

said, "Is not peace, in the final analysis, a matter of human 

rights ... ?" Only last week, here in the Oval Office, a heroi~ 

champion human rights in the Soviet Union, Yuri Orlov, described 

to me the persecution he suffered for leading an effort to get 

the Soviet government to live up to the human rights agreements 

it signed at Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's suffering is like 

those of far too many other individuals of all walks of life in 

the Soviet Union -- including those who wish to emigrate. 

And that is why I made it plain to Mr. Gorbachev that the 

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these 

matters for purposes of propaganda. But I also make it plain 

that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet 

Union is indispensable for an improvement in bilateral relations 

with the United States. For a government that will break faith 

with its own people cannot be trusted to keep faith with foreign 

powers. If the best and brightest inside the Soviet Union 

. . . . . 



··· v 

Page 6 

like Mr. Orlov -- cannot trust the Soviet Government, how then 

can the rest of the world? So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- again in 

Reykjavik as I had in Geneva -- we Americans place far less 

weight upon the words that are spoken at meetings such as these, 

tha·n upon the deeds that follow. When it comes to human rights 

and judging Soviet intentions, we are all from Missouri; you have 

got to show us. 

Another subject area we took up in Iceland lies at the heart 

of the differences between the Soviet Union and America. This is 

the issue of regional conflicts. I told Mr. Gorbachev that the 

good feeling at summits cannot make the American people forget 

what Soviet actions have meant for the people of Afghanistan, 

Central America, Africa and Southeast Asia. Until Soviet 

policies change, we will make sure that our friends in these 

areas -- those who fight for freedom and independence will 

have the support they need. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan) 

So once again, I think these were useful discussions. 

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction, 

human rights and the resolution of regional conflicts. This area 

was that of bilateral or people-to-people contacts. In Geneva 

last year, we welcomed the signing of several cultural exchange 

accords; in Iceland, we saw indications of more movement in these 

areas. But let me say now the United States remains committed to 

people-to-people programs that could lead to exchanges between 

not just a few elites but thousands of everyday citizens from 

both our countries. 

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in 

Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a 

. ....... - .... · ....... 
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full-fledged summit; we reestablished our four point agenda; we 

discovered some new grounds of agreement; we probed again some 

areas of disagreement. 

Now my fellow Ame.ricans, I cannot promise,- nor can any 

President promise, that the talks in Iceland or our future 

discussions with Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will 

lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momentous treaty 

signings. Indeed, we must bear in mind that because of the 

nature of ·the Soviet regime itself, many obstacles will be put in 

our path as we go along. When that happens, we must be prepared, 

not surprised. We must not permit such developments to disorient 

our policy or derail our initiatives. We must be deliberate and 

candid and make it clear, as we did in the recent Daniloff case, 

that the Soviet Union will be held responsible for its actions. 

I can tell you that I am ultimately hopeful about the 

prospects for world peace and freedom. I know such optimism in a 

century that has seen so much war and suffering brought on by 

totalitarian rule seems unwarranted to some. Yet this confidence 

is based on more than an easy optimism; it springs from a quiet 

rea l i zation that totalitarian or militarist societies enjoy only 

initial advantages over free nations, advantages that, as British 

author Paul Johnson points out, are far outweighed by the 

"enormous reserves" of democratic societies, societies where 

national unity springs from popular consent. 

The resilency of a free society is one of the comforting 

lessons of history. And because of you, the American people, 

those enormous reserves are now making their presence and power 

felt throughout the wor l d. 
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I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland yesterday, and I 

spoke to our young men and women at our Naval installation 

there a critically important base far closer to Soviet naval 

ports than to our own coastline. As always, I was proud to spend 

a few moments with them and thank them for their sacrifices and 

devotion to country. They represent America at its best: 

committed to defend not only our own freedom but also the freedom 

of our allies and all the world; committed to maintaining the 

strength and resolve that makes possible productive negotiations 

with adversaries. 

"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be 

America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions," John Adams 

once said. He spoke well of our destiny as a nation. My fellow 

Americans, we are honored by history, entrusted in our time with 

the oldest dream of humanity -- the dream of peace and freedom. 

It is in pursuit of that dream I went to Geneva a year ago 

and to Iceland last week; ~tis in pursuit of that dream I have 

invited Mr. Gorbachev to visit us here for further discussions. 

And it is in pursuit of that dream that I thank you now for all 

the support you have given me in the past, and again ask for your 

he l p a nd y ou r prayers as we continue our journey towards peace 

and a world where human rights and personal freedom are 

enshrined. 

Thank y ou and God bless you. 

......... . · ...• _.·. 

.;. 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a 

few moments tonight to explain what took place in these dis­

cussions. 

But first, let me remind you that from the start of my 

meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have always regarded you, the 

American people, as full participants. Believe me, without your 

support and participation, none of these talks could have been 

held, nor could the ultimate aims of American foreign policy 

world peace and freedom -- be pursued. This faith in the 

intuitive wisdom of the people and the consent of the 

governed are the founding principles of our Republic. And it is 

for these principles, I went the extra mile to Iceland. 

These most recent meetings with the Soviet leaders were 

intended as preparatory meetings, a planning session for a full 

fledged summit conference to be held when Mr. Gorbachev visits 

the United States. And tonight I am pleased to report to you 

tha t a s Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yesterday in Reykjavik the 

Soviet leader will be visiting America in the month of 

next year. It is my hope that at that time both sides can 

continue the work we have begun together in Geneva and Iceland. 

.... 

;.•:· 
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I just wish the other items on our agenda in Iceland could 

have been as easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland 

talks were useful and quite productive -- more so than I believe 

either party originally anticipated. But, they were also 

sobering -- they brought home again the truth of the statement 

that nations do not mistrust each other because they are armed; 

they are armed because they mistrust each other. The differences 

between the United States and the Soviet Union are deep and 

abiding and, as I have candidly told Mr. Gorbachev himself, our 

view of the source of that mistrust remains the same: the Soviet 

Union's record of attempting to impose its ideology and rule on 

the world. 

But because there are no diplomatic quick-fixes to such 

profound differences, we adopted in Iceland the prudent, 

realistic and above all deliberate approach with the Soviets that 

we have pursued from the earliest days of our administration. We 

had no illusions about the Soviets or their ultimate intentions; 

we were publicly candid about the critical moral distinctions 

between totalitarianism and democracy. We said that the 

principal objective of American foreign policy is not just the 

prevention of war but the extension of freedom. And, we stressed 

our commitment to the growth of democratic government and 

democratic institutions around the world; that is why we assisted 

freedom fighters who were resisting the imposition of 

totalitarian rule in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola Cambodia and 

elsewhere. 

And yet at the same time we set out these foreign policy 

goals and began working towards them, we pursued another of our 

. ~ ~ . : '.;. . · .. 
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major objectives: that of seeking means to lessen tensions with 

the Soviets, ways to prevent war and keep the peace. 

And it is all of this that makes this current summit process 

so very different from that of previous decades. America is no 

longer under seige. To the contrary, today America's economic 

and military power is resurgent, the Western democracies and the 

NATO alliance are revitalized, and all across the world nations 

are turning to democratic ideas and the principles of the free 

market. 

Yes, the atmosphere surrounding the current summit process 

is different, different because the world is different; different 

because of the hard work and sacrifice of the American people 

over the past five and one half years. Your energy has restored 

and expanded our economy, your self-sacrifice has restored our 

military strength; and your courage and sense of national unity 

in times of crisis have given pause to our adversaries, heartened 

our friends and inspired the world. Freedom is on the march 

today; because at its critical hour the American people stood 

guard while it gathered its forces and regained its strength. 

Indeed, if there is one impression I carry away with me from 

these October talks, it is that we are seeing now those first 

tentative signs of a harvest of peace and freedom planted by the 

strength and resolve of the American people and their allies. A 

harvest that is found not in the simple fact of these 

mov eme nts towards human rights, personal freedom and the 

restraint of brute military force. 

One sign of this in Iceland was the discussion of the key 

issue of arms control. I think you know that when I came to 
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office I committed America to a new realism about arms 

negotiations. Arms agreements would no longer be allowed to 

justify the arms race, to intensify it, or to guarantee Soviet 

superiority. That is why in the early 1980s the United States 

sought to restore the balance and rebuild our strategic forces. 

But even as we took these steps, I put forth a series of new 

proposals calling not just for arms control but for arms 

reduction. We called for a 50% reduction in strategic offensive 

missiles and for the total elimination of the intermediate range 

nuclear forces that are so threatening to our allies in Europe 

and Asia. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and 

chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally important 

reductions. 

And finally, we launched a research program and 

revolutionary new technologies that could destroy ballistic 

missiles in flight -- looking to a day when the huge arsenals of 

these missiles would be obsolete, and defense strategies would 

rely on protection of our peoples rather than on perpetuating 

their vulnerability. And we offered to the Soviet Union an 

agreement by which they could join with us in cooperative 

transition to this new strategic environment of mutual security. 

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to 

report to you that in several of these areas, the Soviets made 

serious responses. (INSERT) 

I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements. 

What I can say is that for the first time in a long time, 

Soviet-American negotiations in these areas are moving, and 
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moving in the right direction: not just arms control but arms 

reduction. 

For some time before our talks began, I had been saying that 

arms control negotiations alone could not bear the full weight of 

Soviet-American relations; that as I said, the real cause of the 

arms competition was political tensions growing out of our deeper 

differences. In short, doing more about arms control meant 

talking about~ than arms control. So I proposed "umbrella 

talks" with the Soviets -- to expand the negotiating agenda, to 

go to the real source of the differences between the Soviets and 

ourselves. 

One such issue is human rights. As President Kennedy once 

said, "Is not peace, in the final analysis, a matter of human 

rights ... ?" Only last week, here in the Oval Office, a heroi~ 

champion human rights in the Soviet Union, Yuri Orlov, described 

to me the persecution he suffered for leading an effort to get 

the Soviet government to live up to the human rights agreements 

it signed at Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's suffering is like 

those of far too many other individuals of all walks of life in 

the Soviet Union -- including those who wish to emigrate. 

And that is why I made it plain to Mr. Gorbachev that the 

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these 

matters for purposes of propaganda. But I also make it plain 

that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet 

Union is indi spensable for an improvement in bilateral relations 

with the United States. For a government that will break faith 

with its own people cannot be trusted to keep faith with foreign 

powers. If the best and brightest inside the Soviet Union --
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like Mr. Orlov -- cannot trust the Soviet Government, how then 

can the rest of the world? So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- again in 

Reykjavik as I had in Geneva -- we Americans place far less 

weight upon the words that are spoken at meetings such as these, 

than upon the deeds that follow. When it comes to human rights 

and judging Soviet intentions, we are all from Missouri; you have 

got to show us. 

Another subject area we took up in Iceland lies at the heart 

of the differences between the Soviet Union and America. This is 

the issue of regional conflicts. I told Mr. Gorbachev that the 

good feeling at summits cannot make the American people forget 

what Soviet actions have meant for the people of Afghanistan, 

Central America, Africa and Southeast Asia. Until Soviet 

policies change, we will make sure that our friends in these 

areas -- those who fight f9r freedom and independence will 

have the support they need. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan) 

So once again, I think these were useful discussions. 

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction, 

human rights and the resolution of regional conflicts. This area 

was that of bilateral or people-to-people contacts. In Geneva 

last year, we welcomed the signing of several cultural exchange 

accords; in Iceland, we saw indications of more movement in these 

areas. But let me say now the United States remains committed to 

people-to-people programs that could lead to exchanges between 

not just a few elites but thousands of everyday citizens from 

both our countries. 

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in 

Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a 
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full-fledged summit; we reestablished our four point agenda; we 

discovered some new grounds of agreement; we probed again some 

areas of disagreement. 

Now my fellow Americans, I cannot promise,. nor can any 

President promise, that the talks in Iceland or our future 

discussions with Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will 

lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momentous treaty 

signings. Indeed, we must bear in mind that because of the 

nature of the Soviet regime itself, many obstacles will be put in 

our path as we go along. When that happens, we must be prepared, 

not surprised. We must not permit such developments to disorient 

our policy or derail our initiatives. We must be deliberate and 

candid and make it clear, as we did in the recent Daniloff case, 

that the Soviet Union will be held responsible for its actions. 

I can tell you that I am ultimately hopeful about the 

prospects for world peace and freedom. I know such optimism in a 

century that has seen so much war and suffering brought on by 

totalitarian rule seems unwarranted to some. Yet this confidence 

is based on more than an easy optimism; it springs from a quiet 

realization that totalitarian or militarist societies enjoy only 

initial advantages over free nations, advantages that, as British 

author Paul Johnson points out, are far outweighed by the 

"enormous reserves" of democratic societies, societies where 

national unity springs from popular consent. 

The resilency of a free society is one of the comforting 

lessons of history. And because of you, the American people, 

those enormous reserves are now making their presence and power 

felt throughout the world. 



.. ' . ' ·•,.: ~ ·. . ·, 

....... ..;. .. t::.·: .. •· ;.::, .. . 

Page 8 

I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland yesterday, and I 

spoke to our young men and women at our Naval installation 

there a critically important base far closer to Soviet naval 

ports than to our own coastline. As always, I was proud to spend 

a few moments with them and thank them for their sacrifices and 

devotion to country. They represent America at its best: 

committed to defend not only our own freedom but also the freedom 

of our allies and all the world; committed to maintaining the 

strength and resolve that makes possible productive negotiations 

with adversaries. 

"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be 

America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions," John Adams 

once said. He spoke well of our destiny as a nation. My fellow 

Americans, we are honored by history, entrusted in our time with 

the oldest dream of humanity -- the dream of peace and freedom. 

It is in pursuit of that dream I went to Geneva a year ago 

and to Iceland last week; it is in pursuit of that dream I have 

invited Mr. Gorbachev to visit us here for further discussions. 

And it is in pursuit of that dream that I thank you now for all 

the support you have given me in the past, and again ask for your 

help and your prayers as we continue our journey towards peace 

and a world where human rights and personal freedom are 

enshrined. 

Thank you and God bless you. 

,· t i;.,. 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a 

few moments tonight to explain what took place in these 

discussions. 

But first, let me say it's good to be home, and remind you 

that from the very start of my meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have 

always regarded you, the American people, as full participants. 

I know it may surprise the General Secretary to learn that all 

this time there was a third party in the room, but, believe me, 

without your support and participation, none of these talks could 

have been held, nor could the ultimate aims of American foreign 

policy world peace and freedom be pursued. I am reporting 

to you tonight because this faith in the intuitive wisdom of the 

people and the consent of the governed are the founding 

principles of our Republic. And it is for these principles, I 

went that extra mile to Iceland. 

Let me begin by pointing out one important way in which the 

discussions I've just returned from in Iceland were unlike the 

earlier ones in Geneva: they were not a full-blown summit 

conference; they were preparatory meetings, a planning session 
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for a future summit conference. Iceland was a base camp before 

the summit. 

You see, when Mr. Gorbachev and I met for the first time 

last year in Geneva we quickly settled one question the experts 

thought would be troublesome. While we were out walking together 

I told him that I would like him to see the United States and 

invited him to visit, and he said: "I accept." And then he told 

me he would like me to see the Soviet Union and invited me. And 

I said: "I accept." And so, the supposedly thorny question of 

future summits and their locations was settled as simply as that; 

I think you can see why face-to-face discussions between leaders 

of nations are frequently helpful. 

But in Geneva, we did leave one critical matter unresolved: 

the exact date of those future conferences. So in Iceland, this 

was our top agenda item. I am pleased to report to you tonight 

that we made progress, that as agreed in Geneva a year ago 

the next summit will take place here in the United States and 

as Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yesterday in Reykjavik -- the 

Soviet leader will be visiting America in the month of 

next year. I told Mr. Gorbachev this was a good time to visit us 

here because •••• (e.g.Mr. Thomas will be on vacation, and the 

mess will have a full supply of chocolate chip cookies.) 

I just wish the other items on our agenda could have been as 

easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland talks were useful 

and quite productive -- more so than I believe either party 

originally anticipated. So let me at this point express to the 

people of Iceland the profound gratitude of the United States 
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government; without all they did on such short notice I J telte 

these discussions could not have been as successful as they were. 

Let me also add that we saw another welcome development in 

Iceland: serious evidence of Soviet willingness to negotiate on 

matters that up until now had been stalemated. In a few moments, 

I want to report to you on some of the areas where we saw 

movement. 

But, first, it is my duty as President to point out that for 

all the progress made in Iceland, these talks were sobering -­

they brought home again the truth of the statement that nations 

do not mistrust each other because they are armed; they are armed 

because they mistrust each other. My fellow Americans, we must 

remember that the differences between the United States and the 

Soviet Union are deep and abiding and, as I have candidly told 

Mr. Gorbachev himself, our view of the source of that mistrust 

remains the same: the Soviet Union's record of attempting to 

impose its ideology and rule on the world. 

Because there are no diplomatic quick-fixes to such profound 

differences, we adopted in Iceland the prudent, realistic and 

above all deliberate approach with the Soviets that we have 

pursued from the earliest days of our administration. You may 

remember that early in our first term instead of rushing into 

negotiations, we made it clear that we had no illusions about the 

Soviets or their ultimate intentions; we were publicly candid 

about the critical moral distinctions between totalitarianism and 

democracy. We said that the principal objective of American 

foreign policy is not just the prevention of war but the 

extension of freedom. And, we stressed our commitment to the 
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growth of democratic government and democratic institutions 

around the world; that is why we assisted freedom fighters who 

were resisting the imposition of totalitarian rule in 

Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola and other nations. 

And yet at the same time we set out these foreign policy 

goals and began working towards them, we pursued another of our 

major objectives: that of seeking means to lessen tensions with 

the Soviets, ways to prevent war and keep the peace. As I say, 

we adopted a deliberate, step-by-step approach towards 

Soviet-American relations, gradually expanding and then 

intensifying the areas of mutual and multinational negotiation. 

Eventually, this steady approach paid off, it led to last year's 

summit conference in Geneva and the decision to schedule two 

other summit conferences in the future; and it lead to the recent 

stop in Iceland for planning and preparation. 

So we have been deliberate; we have been realistic. We have 

been candid with the Soviets; we have been candid about the 

Soviets. We have been without illusions; we have been without 

false expectations. And all of this makes this current summit 

process so very different from that of previous decades. 

And there has been another difference. To my mind the 

crucial difference. You see, my fellow Americans, no longer are 

the Soviets surprising America at every turn; no longer are they 

making us react hastily to their threats or respond weakly to 

their adventures or stand humiliated by every nickel-and-dime 

dictator under their influence. 

America is no longer under siege. To the contrary, today 

America's economic and military power is resurgent, the Western 
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democracies and the NATO alliance are revitalized, and all across 

the world nations are turning to democratic ideas and the 

principles of the free market. 

Yes, the atmosphere surrounding the current summit process 

is different, it is different because the world is different: 

different because of the hard work and the sacrifice of the 

American people over the past five and one half years. Your 

energy has restored and expanded our economy, your self-sacrifice 

has sustained our military build-up: and your courage and sense 

of national unity in times of crisis like Lebanon and Grenada has 

warned our adversaries, heartened our friends and inspired the 

world. Freedom is on the march today: and it is on the march 

because -- in its critical hour, at the point of maximum danger 

it regained its strength and gathered its forces because you, the 

American people, stood steadfast in its defense. 

That is why I can report to you tonight that the fruit of 

your work was evident in Iceland. Indeed, if there is one 

impression I carry away with me from these October talks, it is 

that we are seeing now those first tentative signs of harvest, a 

harvest of peace and freedom planted by the strength and resolve 

of the American people and their allies, a harvest that can be 

ours if, as a people, we persevere in the spirit that has brought 

us so far. 

One startling evidence of this in Iceland was the entirely 

new nature of our discussions on the key issue of arms control. 

In past years, arms control negotiations had become a kind of 

international sting operation -- the Soviets would agree to 

stabilize some categories of weapons and then use loopholes to 
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greatly expand weapons not directly covered by our agreements. 

In the era of the 60s and 70s, for example, while the US reduced 

its deployment of nuclear warheads by 7,800 and lowered its 

megatonnage or explosive power by 75%, the the Soviets added more 

than 8,000 nuclear warheads to its arsnel of strategic missiles 

alone -- and half of these were added after the SALT II arms 

control treaty was signed in 1979. And, while the United States 

developed no new missiles, the Soviets developed several 

generations of strategic weapons of all kinds -- indeed, in just 

a few years they had pointed a thousand new warheads on medium 

range missiles at the cities of Europe. As one American 

Secretary of Defense put it: "We built and they built. We 

stopped and they kept building." Here then was the worst 

perversion of all: arms control agreements that justified the 

arms race, intensified it, and guaranteed Soviet superiority. 

That is why in the early 1980s the United States sought to 

restore strategic balance with the Soviets by deploying weapons 

systems like the MX missile and the B-I bomber as well as install 

new medium range Cruise and Pershing missiles in Europe. 

But even as we took these steps, I resolved that never again 

would arms control agreements be used to justify an arms buildup. 

That is why I put forth a series of new proposals calling not 

just for arms control but for arms reduction. We called for a 

50% reduction in strategic missiles and similar redutions in the 

medium range weapons that are so threatening to our allies in 

Europe. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and 

chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally sweeping 

reductions. 
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And finally, we began to develop new technologies that could 

destroy strategic missiles in mid flight -- thereby looking to a 

day when the huge arsenals of these missiles would be obsolete. 

And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement by which they 

could share in our technology and deployment of our Strategic 

Defense System. 

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to 

report to you that in several of these areas, the Soviets made 

serious responses. (INSERT) 

But because each of these areas involves complex technology, 

I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements. What 

I can say is that for the first time, Soviet American 

negotiations in these areas are headed in the right direction: 

not just arms control but arms reduction. 

In addition to this, there has been another beneficial and 

dramatic change in this summit process. For some time before our 

talks began, I had been saying that arms control negotiations 

alone could not bear the full weight of Soviet America relations; 

that problems in arms negotiations should not be permitted to 

thwart or imperil the entire Soviet-Amreican relationship. I 

also noted that negotiations in other areas could sometimes 

assist in speeding up the arms reduction process. In short, 

doing more about arms control meant talking more than arms 

control. So I proposed "umbrella talks" with the Soviets -­

negotiations with a broad based agenda. That is why we sought to 

expand the negotiating agenda -- to go to the source of political 

tension between the Soviets and ourselves: violations of human 

rights by the Soviets and military intervention -- either 
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directly by the Soviets or by their proxy states -- in the 

affairs of other nations. 

It is just such an agenda that Secretary Shultz brought back 

with him from Moscow before last year's Geneva summit. For the 

first time, we had on the table those issues that went to the 

heart of our political tensions with the Soviet Union -- human 

rights and regional conflicts. 

For Iceland, human rights was the first and the major item 

on our agenda. Only last week, here in the Oval Office, a noted 

Russian human rights leader, Yuri Orlov, described to me his 

suffering under the Soviet system; he was persecuted for leading 

an effort to get the Soviet government to live up to the human 

rights agreements it signed at Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's 

suffering is like those of far too many other scientists, 

intellectuals and artists in the Soviet Union. 

And that is why I made it plain to Mr. Gorbachev that the 

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these 

matters for purposes of propaganda. But I also make it plain 

that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet 

Union is indispensable for an improvement in bilateral relations 

with the United States. For a government that will break faith 

with its own people cannot be trusted to keep faith with foreign 

powers. I f the best and brightest inside the Soviet Union cannot 

trust the Soviet Government, how then can the rest of the world? 

So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- again in Reykjavik as I had in Geneva 

-- we Americans place far less weight upon the words that are 

spoken at meetings such as these, than upon the deeds that 
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follow. When it comes to judging Soviet intentions, we are all 

from Missouri: you have got to show us. 

Another area we took up in Iceland, a second issue at the 

heart of the differences between the Soviet and American sides, 

is that of regional conflicts. As I said to Mr. Gorbachev it 

would simply be unthinkable for world leaders to meet in splendid 

isolation even as the people of Afghanistan, Central America, 

Africa and Southeast Asia undergo the terrible sufferings 

resulting from Soviet invasion or military intervention. Again, 

our three part proposals for limiting regional conflicts were a 

critical agenda item. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan) 

So once again, I think you can see there was some movement. 

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction, 

recognition of human rights and the resolution of regional 

conflicts. This area was that of bilateral or people-to-people 

contacts. In Geneva last year, we welcomed the signing of 

several cultural exchange accords; in Iceland, we saw indications 

of more movement in these areas. But let me say now the United 

States remains committed to people-to-people exchanges that could 

lead to exchanges between not just a few selected elites but 

thousands of everyday citizens from both our countries. 

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in 

Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a 

full-fledged summit; we reestablished our four point agenda; we 

discovered some new grounds of agreement; we probed again some 

areas of disagreement. 

Now my fellow Americans, I cannot promise, nor can any 

President promise, that the talks in Iceland or our future 
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discussions with Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will 

lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momentious treaty 

signings. Indeed, we must bear in mind that because of the 

nature of the Soviet regime itself, many obstacles will be put in 

our path. When that happens, we must be prepared, not surprised. 

We must not permit such developments to disorient our policy or 

derail our initiatives. We must be deliberate and candid. We 

must make it clear, as we did in the recent Daniloff case, that 

the Soviet Union will be held responsible for its actions. 

I can tell you that I am ultimately hopeful about the 

prospects for world peace and freedom. I know such optimism in a 

century that has seen so much war and suffering brought on by 

totalitarian rule seems unwarranted to some. Yet this confidence 

is based on more than an easy optimism; it springs from a quiet 

realization that totalitarian or militarist societies enjoy only 

initial advantages over free nations, advantages that, as British 

author Paul Johnson points out, are far outweighed by the 

"enormous reserves" of democratic societies, societies where 

national unity springs from popular consent. The resilency of a 

free society is one of the comforting lessons of all history, 

Mr. Johnson writes. "Grant it a breathing space and it will 

quickly develop a strategy of survival and form the instruments 

of victory. In the long run," he writes "it holds all the moral 

and intellectual cards and these are decisive in combination." 

And because you, the American people, have given the cause 

of freedom that breathing space it so desperately needed, freedom 

does now hold the winning cards. And throughout the world, those 
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"enormous reserves" of free societies are making their presence 

and power felt. 

I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland yesterday, and I 

spoke to our young men and women at our Naval installation 

there a critically important base far closer to Soviet naval 

ports than our own coastline. As always, I was proud to spend a 

few moments with them and thank them for the sacrifices and 

devotation to country. 

~ ut I must tell you that as I looked out on their faces I 

also thought of their families back home and the thousands o f 

other faces I have seen in my journeys through America. On the 

trips from the airport when our motorcade travels down the 

highways, many Americans interrupt their day to greet us, to say 

hello; school children waving flags in front of their schools, 

laborers in blue overalls from garages and warehouses; office 

workers standing in their shirt sleeves; housewives with toddlers 

in their front yards. Always I remember those faces and I like 

to say how good it is for us to get out of Washington, to move 

across America, to see again towns and neighborhoods, baseball 

diamonds and football fields. And I say, too, I am thankful -­

thankful for the gift of the real America, the gift of coming 

home again. 

___Y-fying back last night from Iceland you can well imagine how 

grateful again I was for that gift of coming home, to a land like 

this. But I must tell you I also thought about other faces I 

have seen in my journeys -- the faces o f the people of Iceland, 

and of so many other nations around the world -- faces filled 

with hope, hope that the leaders of the world might someday work 

l 
\ 
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together and bring to every people and every land the blessings 

of peace and freedom. 

"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be 

America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions," John Adams 

once said. He spoke well of our destiny as a nation. My fellow 

Americans, we are honored by history, entrusted in our time with 

the oldest dream of humankind -- the dream of peace and freedom. 

It is in pursuit of that dream I went ot Geneva a year ago 

and to Iceland last week; it is in pursuit of that dream I have 

invited Mr. Gorbachev to visit us here for further discussions. 

And it is in pursuit of that dream that I thank you now for all 

the support you have given me in the past, and again ask for your 

help and your prayers as we continue on this journey toward 

peace. 

Thank you and God bless you. 



PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: ADDRESS TO THE NATION 
ICELAND MEETING 

(DOLAN) 

October 11, 1986 
2:30 p.m. (Iceland) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the ·soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a 

few moments tonight to explain what took place in these dis­

cussions. 

But first, let me remind you that from the very start of my 

meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have always regarded you, the 

American people, as full participants. i kiidw 12 ma; sap j59 -thC"8ilRl•al 800!l!Ol8!Y] •• lliKP hh&l all tlds time ti Sil was a 4 

~ir.i part; ht t:hc £65 ) • 11ih , i elieve me, without your support 

and participation, none of these talks could have been held, nor 

could the ultimate aims of American foreign policy -- world peace 

and freedom -- be pursued. This faith in the intuitive wisdom of 

the people and the consent of the governed are the founding 

principles of our Republic. And it is for these principles, I 

went that extra mile to Iceland. 

~1hese most recent meetings with the Soviet leaders were 

intended as preparatory meetings, a planning session for a full 

fledged summit conference to be held when Mr. Gorbachev visits 

the United States. And tonight I am pleased to report to you 

that as Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yesterday in Reykjavik the 

Sovie t leader will be visiting America in the month of 
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I just wish the other items on our agenda in Iceland could 

have been as easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland 

talks were useful and quite productive -- more so than I believe 

either party originally anticipated. But, they were also 

sobering -- they brought home again the truth of the statement 

that nations do not mistrust each other because they are armed; 

they are armed because they mistrust each other. The differences 

between the United States and the Soviet Union are deep and 

abiding and, as I have candidly told Mr. Gorbachev himself, our 

view of the source of that mistrust remains the same: the Soviet 

Union's record of attempting to impose its ideology and rule on 

the world. 

But because there are no diplomatic quick-fixes to such 

profound differences, we adopted in Iceland the prudent, 

realistic and above all deliberate approach with the Soviets that 

we have pursued from the earliest days of our administration. 

You may remember that early in our first term instead of rushing 

into negotiations, we made it clear that we had no illusions 

about the Soviets or their ultimate intentions; we were publicly 

candid about the critical moral distinctions between 

totalitarianism and democracy. We said that the principal 

objective of American foreign policy is not just the prevention 

of war but the extension of freedom. And, we stressed our 

commitment to the growth of democratic government and democratic 

institutions around the world; that is why we' assisted freedom 



Page 3 

fighters who were resisting the imposition of totalitarian rule 

in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola Cambodia and elsewhere. 

And yet at the same time we set out these foreign policy 

goals and began working towards them, we pursued another of our 

major objectives: that of seeking means to lessen tensions with 

the Soviets, ways to prevent war and keep the peace. 

been deliberate; we have been realistic. We 

have been candid with the Soviets; we hav/e been candid about the 

Soviets. We have been usions• we have been without 
\ : "' : _},,,, ;fl, 

false expectations. An~ of this~ makes this current summit 

process so very different from that of previous decades. 
~ ... ~ ~ 

-As there has been another differencej To my mind~ the 

crucial difference. You see, my fellow Americans, America,t{ is no 

longer under siege -- no longer are the Soviets surprising 

America at every turn; no longer are they making us react hastily 

to their threats or respond weakly to their adventures or stand 

humiliated by every nickel-and-dime dictator under their 

influence. 

To the contrary, today America's economic and military power 

is resurgent, the Western democracies and the NATO alliance are 

revitalized, and all across the world nations are turning to 

democratic ideas and the principles of the free market. 

Yes, the atmosphere surrounding the current summit process 

is different, different because of the hard work and the 

sacrifice of the American people over the past five and one half 

years. Your energy has restored and expanded our economy, your 
, t)+ ... ts;:21tcehfs- st,e111t'\.j 

self-sacrifice has sustaj l:ied our inilitar~ i.1'1 1;i..; and your 

courage and sense of national unity in times of crisis like 
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Lebanon and Grenada haVC,,,given pause to our adversaries, heartened 

our friends and inspired the world. Freedom is on the march 

today; and it is on the march because -- in its critical hour, at 

the point of maximum danger -- it regained its strength and 

gathered its forces while you, the American people, stood 

steadfast in its defense. 

That is why I can report to you tonight that the fruit of 

your work was evident in Iceland . Indeed, if there is one 

impression I carry away with me from these October talks, it is 

that we are seeing now those first tentative signs of harvest, a 

harvest of peace and freedom planted by the strength and resolve 

of the American people and their allies, a harvest that can be 

ours if, as a people, we persevere in the spirit that has brought 

us so far. 

One sign of this in Iceland was the discussion of the key 

issue of arms control. I think you know that when I came to 

office I committed America to a new realism about arms 

negotiations. Arms agreements would no longer be allowed to 

justify the arms race, to intensify it, or to guarantee Soviet 

superiority. That is why in the early 1980s the United States 

sought to restore the strategic balance 

missile, the B-1 bomber 

-----••-b•~~~ even as we took these steps, I put forth a series of new 

proposals calling not just for arms control but for arms 

reduction. We called for a 50% reduction in strategic offensive 

missiles and for the total elimination of the intermediate range 

nuclear forces that are so threatening to our allies in Europe \ 
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and Asia. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and 

chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally important 

reductions. 

And finally, we launched a research program and 

revolutionary new technologies that could destroy ballistic 

missiles in flight -- looking to a day when the huge arsenals of 

these missiles would be obsolete, and defense strategies would 

rely on protectio~ peoples rather than on perpetuating their 

vulnerability. And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement 

by which they could join with us in cooperative transition to 

this new strategic environment of mutual security. 

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to 

report to you that in several of these areas, the Soviets made 

serious responses. (INSERT) 

I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements. 

What I can say is that for the first time in a long time, 

Soviet-American negotiations in these areas are moving, and 

moving in the right direction: not just arms control but arms 

reduction. 

For some time before our talks began, I had been saying that 

arms control negotiations alone could not bear the full weight of 

Soviet-American relations; that as I said, the real cause of the 

arms competition was political tensions growing out of our deeper 

differences. In short, doing more about arms control meant 

talking about more than arms control. So I proposed "umbrella 

talks" with the Soviets -- to expand the negotiating agenda, to 

go to the real source of political tension between the Soviets 

and ourselves. 
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One such issue is human rights. As John Kennedy once said, 

"Is not peace, in the final analysis, a matter of human rights • 

. • ?" Only last week, here in the Oval Office, a heroic champion 

human rights in the Soviet Union, Yuri Orlov, described to me the 

persecution he suffered for leading an effort to get the Soviet 

government to live up to the human rights agreements it signed at 

Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's suffering is like those of far too 

many other individuals of all walks of life in the Soviet 

Union -- including those who wish to emigrate. 

And that is why I made it plain to Mr. Gorbachev that the 

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these 

matters for purposes of propaganda. But I also make it plain 

that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet 

Union is indispensable for an improvement in bilateral relations 

with the United States. For a government that will break faith 

with its own people cannot be trusted to keep faith with foreign 

powers. If the best and brightest inside the Soviet Union -­

like Mr. Orlov -- cannot trust the Soviet Government, how then 

can the rest of the world? So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- again in 

Reykjavik as I had in Geneva -- we Americans place far less 

weight upon the words that are spoken at meetings such as these, 

than upon the deeds that follow. When it comes to judging Soviet 

intentions, we are all from Missouri; you have got to show us. 

Another subject area we took up in Iceland lies at the heart 

of the differences between the Soviet Union and America. This is 

the issue of regional conflicts. I told Mr. Gorbachev that no 

summit good feeling can make the American people forget what 

Soviet actions have meant for the people of Afghanistan, Central 
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America, Africa and Southeast Asia. Until Soviet policies 

change, we will make sure that our friends in these areas 

those who fight for freedom and independence -- will have the 

support they need. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan) 

So once again, I think these were useful discussions. 

Final ly, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction, 

human rights and the resolution of regional conflicts. This area 

was that of bilateral or people-to-people contacts. In Geneva 

last year, we welcomed the signing of several cultural exchange 

accords; in Iceland, we saw indications of more movement in these 

areas. But let me say now the United States remains committed to 

people-to-people that could lead to exchanges between not just 

selected elites but thousands of everyday citizens from both our 

countries. 

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in 

Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a 

full-fledged summit; we reestablished our four point agenda; we 

discovered some new grounds of agreement; we probed again some 

areas of disagreement. 

Now my fellow Americans, I cannot promise, nor can any 

President promise, that the talks in Iceland or our future 

discussions with Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will 

lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momentous treaty 

signings. Indeed, we must bear in mind that because of the 

nature o~lthe Soviet regime itself, many obstacles will 

our path,qs we go along. When that happens, we must be 

be put in 

prepared, not surprised. We must not permit such developments to 

disorient our policy or derail our initiatives. We must be 
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deliberate and candid. We must make it clear, as we did in the 

recent Daniloff case, that the Soviet Union will be held 

responsible for its actions. 

I can tell you that I am ultimately hopeful about the 

prospects for world peace and freedom. I know such optimism in a 

century that has seen so much war and suffering brought on by 

totalitarian rule seems unwarranted to some. Yet this confidence 

is based on more than an easy optimism; it springs from a quiet 

realization that totalitarian or militarist societies enjoy only 

initial advantages over free nations, advantages that, as British 

author Paul Johnson points out , are far outweighed by the 

"enormous reserves" of democratic societies, societies where 

national unity springs from popular consent. The resilency of a 

free society is one of the comforting lessons of all history, 

Mr. Johnson writes. "Grant it a breathing space and it will 

quickly develop a strategy ,, 
of victory. 

And becausWou, the 

of freedom that breathing 

of survival and form the instruments 

American people, have given the cause 

spacej and throughout the world~ e 

enormous reserves of free societies are making their presence and 

power felt. 

I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland yesterday, and I 

spoke to our young men and women at our Naval installation 

there a critically important base far closer to Soviet naval 

ports than to our own coastline. As always, I was proud to spend 

a few moments with them and thank them for their sacrifices and 

devotion to country. They represent America at its best: 

committed to defend not only our own freedom but also the freedom 
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of our allies and all the world; committed to maintaining the 

strength and resolve that makes possible productive negotiations 

with adversaries. 

But I must tell you that as I looked out on their faces I 

also thought of their families back home and the thousands of 

other faces I have seen in my journeys through America. You know 

. ' on these trips from lks j:r rt in our nations cities; when our 

motorcade travels down the highways, many Americans interrupt 

their day to greet us: office workers standing in their shirt 

sleeves; laborers in blue overalls from garages and warehouses; 

housewives in their front yards; children waving flags in front 

of their schools, • Always I remember those faces 

say how good it is for us to get out of Washingto 

I like to 

I am for the gift of the real America, the gift of coming home 

again. 

Flying back last night from Iceland you can well imagine I 

was grateful again for LMIIL: '5-i,tt._,the gift of ~!:•S b-sme te:--=a-

(t_ land like this. But I must tell you I also thought about other 

faces I have seen in my journeys -- the faces of the people of 

Iceland and of so many other nations around the world -- faces 

filled with hope, hope that the leaders of the world might 

someday work together and bring to every people and every land 

the blessings of peace and freedom. 

"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be 

America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions," John Adams 

once said. He spoke well of our destiny as a nation. My fellow 

Americans, we are honored by history, entrusted in our time with 

the oldest dream of humanity -- the dream of peace and freedom. 
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It is in pursuit of that dream I went to Geneva a year ago 

and to Iceland last week; it is in pursuit of that dream I have 

invited Mr. Gorbachev to visit us here for further discussions. 

And it is in pursuit of that dream that I thank you now for all 

the support you have given me in the past, and again ask for your 

help and your prayers as we continue on our journey toward peace. 

Thank you and God bless you. 



(DOLAN) 
October 11, 1986 
2:30 p.m. (Iceland) 

PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: ADDRESS TO THE NATION 
ICELAND MEETING 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a 

few moments tonight to explain what took place in these dis­

cussions. 

But first, let me say it's good Lo bs-hame, ~remind you 
-

that from the very start of my meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have 

always regarded you, the American people, as full participants. 

I know it may surprise the General Secretary to learn that all 

this time there was a third party in the room, but, believe me, 

without your support and participation, none of these talks could 

have been held, nor could the ultimate aims of American foreign 

policy world peace and freedom be pursued. -'-I am reportin~ 

~ ye~ topjqbt bee~tt~lliis faith in the intuitive wisdom of the 

people and the consent of the governed are the founding 

principles of our Republic. And it is for these principles, I 

went that extra mile to Iceland. 

such short 

successful 

this point express 

profound 

agnificant 

people of our old 

States ~ 

together on 

these di cussions could not been as 
~n 7ele~~ 

we eetings with the Soviet 
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negotiations, we made it clear that we had no illusions about the 

Soviets or their ultimate intentions; we were _publicly candid 
___ 
...,._ =,._ 

about the critical moral distinctions between totalitarianism and ___ .- - -.. :----;.-- - - -- - - - --- -~ -- -..:;.;..:.~. =::~~~:- -
democracy. We said that the principal objective of American 

foreign policy is not just the prevention of war but the 

extension of freedom. And, we stressed our commitment to the 

growth of democratic government and democratic institutions 

around the world; that is why we assisted freedom fighters who 

were resisting the imposition of totalitarian rule in 
C (/ ""~,. J , ,, ~ ~ I j ~ 

Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angol~ p~d ~~er n.itions _ ~ 

And yet at the same time we set out these foreign policy 

goals and began working towards them, we pursued another of our 

major objectives: that of seeking means to lessen tensions with 

the Soviets, ways to prevent war and keep the peace. say, 

we adopted deliberate, step-by-step approach 

re l ations, gradually 

of mutual and 

then 

negotiation. 

he decision to schedule two 
' ,U/'/ 

other summit conferences ~ to the r e cent 

sto 

So we have have been real istic. We have 

... ~ _,., :...-_ 

( been candid with e been cand id about the 

f Sovi~e~t;.§S~---...tl!Lltl.a~ ~ ~~.!f.:.~~!.lt..-a:-:H~;rc~V --w,e--trave-breeffi---w-3~~ ,r:e--­
Ci 

And all of this makes this current summi t 

process so very different from tha t of previous decade s. 

You see, my fellow 
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the Soviets surprising America at every turn; no longer are they 

making us react hastily to their threats or respond weakly to 

their adventures or stand humiliated by every nickel-and-dime 

dictator under their influence • 

.Aft1c:i::ie a1 i s no Jcn,cr Ufiaet s±egC To the contrary, today 

America's economic and military power is resurgent, the Western 

democracies and the NATO alliance are revitalized, and all across 

the world nations are turning to democratic ideas and the 

principles of the free market. 

Yes, the atmosphere surrounding the current summit process 

is different,c it l s different bQcaasc -the world is di ffe r ent; 

different because of the hard work and the sacrifice of the 

American people over the past five and one half years. Your 

energy has restored and expanded our economy, your self-sacrifice 

has sustained our military build-up; and your courage and sense 

of national unity in times of crisis like Lebanon and Grenada has 
.J>Ct .v ')e,, 

given ~ e to our adversaries, heartened our friends and 

inspired the world. Freedom is on th~ ma\ ch today; and it is on 
~ 

the march because -- in its critical hour, at the point of 

maximum dange~ egained its strength and gathered its forces 
Lt~-~ 

~ e you, the American people, stood steadfast in its defense. 

That is why I can report to you tonight that the fruit of 

your work was evident in Iceland. Indeed, if there is one 

impression I carry away with me from these October talks, it is 

that we are seeing now those first tentative signs of harvest, a 

harvest of peace and freedom planted by the strength and resolve 

of the American people and their allies, a harvest that can be 
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ours if, as a people, we persevere in the spirit that has brought 

us so far. 

One sign of this in Iceland was the discussion of the key 

issue of arms control. I think you know that when I came to 

off ice I committed America to a new realism about a±ms ov >'\-1, > 

negotiations. Arms agreements would no longer be allowed to 

justify the arms race, to intensify it, or to guarantee Soviet 

superiority. That is why in the early 1980s the United States 

sought to restore the strategic balance 

even I put forth a series of new 

proposals calling not just for arms control but for arms 

reduction. We called for a 50% reduction in strategic offensive 

missiles and for the total elimination of the intermediate range 

nuclear forces that are so threatening to our allies in Europe 

and Asia. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and 

chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally important 

reductions. 

And finally, we launched a research program and 
./ 

revolutionary new technologies that could destroy ballistic 

missiles in flight -- looking to a day when the huge arsenals of 

these missiles would be obsolete, and defense strategies would 

rely on protection our peoples rather than on perpetuating their 

vulnerability. And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement 

by which they could join with us in cooperative transition to 

this new strategic environment of mutual security. 
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All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to 

report to you that in several of these areas, the Soviets made 

serious responses. (INSERT) 

I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements. 

What I can say is that for the first time in a long time, 

Soviet-American negotiations in these areas are moving, and 

moving in the right direction: not just arms control but arms 

reduction. 

For some time before our talks began, I had been saying that 

arms control negotiations alone could not bear the full weight of 

Soviet-American relations; that as I said, the real cause of the 

arms competition was political tensions growing out of our deeper 

differences. In short, doing more about arms control meant 

talking about more than arms control. So I proposed "umbrella 

talks" with the Soviets -- to expand the negotiating agenda, to 

go to the real source of political tension between the Soviets 

and ourselves. 

One such ~e issue is human rights. As John Kennedy once 

said, "Is not peace, in the final analysis, a matter of human 

rights .•. ?" Only last week, here in the Oval Office, a heroic 

champion ~human rights in the Soviet Union, Yuri Orlov, 

described to me the persecution he suffered for leading an effort 

to get the Soviet government to live up to the human rights 

agreements it signed at Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's suffering 

is like those of far too many other individuals of all walks of 

life in the Soviet Union including those who wish to emigrate. 

And that is why I made it plain to Mr. Gorbachev that the 

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these 
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matters for purposes of propaganda. But I also make it plain 

that an improvement o f the human condition within the Soviet 

Uni on is indispensable for an improvement in bilateral relations 

with the United States. For a government that will break faith 

with i ts own people cannot be trusted to keep faith with fore ~gn l'f. A 1 - ..... Ir~ ,,.. (/'lo\, ..... _ 

powers. If the best and brightest inside the Soviet Union cannot 

trust the Soviet Government, how then can the rest of the world? 

So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- again in Reykjavik as I had in Geneva 

-- we Americans place far less weight upon the words that are 

spoken at meetings such as these, than 

follow \A/~ ;-I ~o~ /u JJ ,·., 
• ' I ., ; ' ~ •" s $ "V ,.· -

upon the 

; • .,.:-et 
f -f-o 

deeds that 
i -t. +..,.,. f lot1' 
~,Qi,,., "'· ~ 

nother subject area we took up in Iceland lies at the heart 

of the di f ferences between the Soviet Union and America. This is 

the issue of regional conflicts. I told Mr. Gorbachev that no 

summit good feeling can make the American people forget what 

Soviet actions have meant for the people of Afghanistan, Centr al 

America, Africa and Southeast Asia. Until Soviet policies ,,._~ 
change, we will make sure that our friends~~ those who fight 

for freedom and independence -- will have the support they need. 

And (I NSERT -- Af ghanistan) 

So once again , I think these were useful discussions. 

Finally, there was a fourth item besides a r ms reduction, 

human rights and the resolution of regional conflicts. This area 

was that of bilateral or people-to-people contacts. In Geneva 

last year, we welcomed the signing of several cultural e xchange 

accords; in Iceland, we saw indications of more movement in these 

areas. But let me say now the United States remains committed to 
... \1 r <7''V~ 

people-to-people e~ that could lead to e xchanges between 
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not just selected elites but thousands of everyday citizens from 

both our countries. 

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in 

Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a 

full-fledged summit: we reestablished our four point agenda: we 

discovered some new grounds of agreement: we probed again some 

areas of disagreement. 

Now my fellow Americans, I cannot promise, nor can any 

President promise, that the talks in Iceland or our future 

discussions with Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will 

lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momentous treaty 

signings. Indeed, we must bear in mind that because of the 

obstacles will be put in 

prepared, not surprised. 

We must not permit such developments to disorient our policy or 

derail our initiatives. We must be deliberate and candid. We 

must make it clear, as we did in the recent Daniloff case, that 

the Soviet Union will be held responsible for its actions. 

I can tell you that I am ultimately hopeful about the 

prospects for world peace and freedom. I know such optimism in a 

century that has seen so much war and suffering brought on by 

totalitarian rule seems unwarranted to some. Yet this confidence 

is based on more than an easy optimism: it springs from a quiet 

realization that totalitarian or militarist societies enjoy only 

initial advantages over free nations, advantages that, as British 

author Paul Johnson points out, are far outweighed by the 

"enormous reserves" of democratic societies, societies where 

national unity springs from popular consent. The resilency of a 



·-

Page 9 

free society is one of the comforting lessons of all history, 

Mr. Johnson writes. "Grant it a breathing space and it will 

quickly develop a strategy of survival and form the instruments 

of victory. Inthe--iong run," he writes "it boJds all the IftO!.'a.l 

a~L:!!al -cards and the~ aecisive is corobiuatian," ..J 

And because you, the American people, have given the cause 

of freedom that breathing space it :8¥sperate-ly ~&eaed, free~om 

do n~ the winntng caw• ~7hroughout the world, those 

enormous reserves of free societies are making their presence and 

power felt. 

I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland yesterday, and I 

spoke to our young men and women at our Naval installation 

there a critically important base far closer to Soviet naval 
XO 

ports than our own coastline. As always, I was proud to spend a 

few moments with them and thank them for their sacrifices and 

devotion to country. They represent America at its best: 

makes possible productive negotiations with adversaries. 

But I must tell you that as I looked out on their faces I 

also thought of their families back home and the th<l¥ ands of _,,,, ,,,,.,w 
r faces · r have seen in my journeys through America. On the,., 

b v f ~ rt,.,v<..', c;;~t..t~ i__) 
trips from e a1rport(when our motorcade travels down the 

highways, m Americans interrupt their day to greet 

children waving flags in front of their schools, 

laborers in blue overalls from garages ~ warehouses; ~ ffice 

workers standing in their shirt sleeves;~ usewives wjtb taiilors 

in their front yards. Always I remember those faces and I like 
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to say how good it is for us to get out of Washington.., 'n moue 

~rsss p52liilil& . l:.o SEC again bYtiB§ till 1 I Ji 3 51 

d~roc:j.:;_;;j__t1 fuutbdll field§ . ftml I ?iif t i 5 I am thankful > 
✓ ' ~~ - j" e;:::, d • V'-" ·U1a1ii1lifuy±or the gift of the real America, the gift of corning 

home again. 

Flying back well imagine 
.. '10 ....... 

~ratsfal dgar"n I a land ike 

this. But I must tell you I also thought about other faces I 

have seen in my journeys -- the faces of the people of Iceland Q 

and of so many other nations around the world -- faces filled 

with hope, hope that the leaders of the world might someday work 

together and bring to every people and every land the blessings 

of peace and freedom. 

"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be 

America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions," John Adams 

once said. He spoke well of our destiny as a nation. My fellow 

Americans, we are honored by history, entrusted in our time with 
• ,,_ ~ I 

the oldest dream of human~ -- the dream of peace and freedom. 

It is in pursuit of that dream I went to Geneva a year ago 

and to Iceland last week; it is in pursuit of that dream I have 

invited Mr. Gorbachev to visit us here for further discussions. 

And it is in pursuit of that dream that I thank you now for all 

the support you have given me in the past, and again ask for your 

help and your prayers as we continue o~ journey toward 

peace. 

Thank you and God bless you. 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a 

few moments tonight to explain what took place in these 

discussions. 

But first, let me say it's good to be home, and remind you 

that from the very start of my meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have 

always regarded you, the American people, as full participants. 

I know it may surprise the General Secretary to learn that all 

this time there was a third party in the room, but, believe me, 

without your support and participation, none of these talks could 

have been held, nor could the ultimate aims of AmP-rican foreign 

policy world peace and freedom be pursued. I am reporting 

to you tonight because this faith in the intuitive wisdom of the 

people and the consent of the governed are the found i ng 

princ i ples of our Republic. And it is for 

prepara t: 

,- -- . 

1 "~t I l-1 •+ 
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for a f-Q4;,ur. conferenceA ~ and was a base camp be f o r e 

th~ ~ ,;,,..,-kl ~f~ 

thought wo 

I told 

crit ' 

take p l ace here in the tfni'e:ecl Sta t es a14d 
I 

I agreed yesterday in Reykjavik q, the 

leader will be visiting America in the month of 

next year. I told Mr. Gorbachev this was a good time to visit us 

here because ...• (e . g: , .Mr . ':Fnoma s wj J J be on yaca+ j on , il:RQ :ehe 

,.-rn,es s u ill a ave a f u ll supply or chotc51ate t. lt l p cookie:..!'! .) 

I just wj_sh the other items on our agenda could have been as 

e asily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland talks were useful 

and quite productive -- more so than I believe either party 

originally anticipated. 
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out all they di on sue 

~t:-hese discussions coul d oat have bee n as success f u l as they were. 

Let me also add that we saw another welcome development in 

Iceland: serious evidence of Soviet willingness to negotiate on 

matters that up until now had been stalemated. In a few moments, 

I want to report to you on some of the areas where we saw 

movement. 

'[t But, :f(i1st, it. i s my duty as Pres i deF\t t.o po i nl oul that fo r 
~ l.... tl Is,~ 

a ~l the prog1 e ss made in Iea.J and~ e t alk. wcr~ cring --

they brought home again the truth of the statement that nations 

do not mistrust each other because they are armed; they are armed 

because they mistrust each other. M;r f e llow Americai:i s 1 ·we ncas L 

reroerobe:r; t rrat the differences between the United States and the 

Soviet Union are deep and abiding and, as I have candidly told 

Mr. Gorbachev himself, our view of the source of that mistrust 

remains the same: the Soviet Union's record of attempting to 

impose its ideology and rule on the world. 
I 

Because there are no diplomatic quick-fixes to such profound 

differences, we adopted in Iceland the prudent, realistic and 

above all deliberate approach with the Soviets that we have 

pursued from the earliest days of our administration. You may 

rememb8r that early in our first term instead of rushing into 

negotiations, we made it clear that we had no illusions about the 

Soviets or their ultimate intentions; we. were publicly candid 

about the critical moral distinctions between totalitarianism and 

democracy. We said that the principal objective of American 

foreign policy is not just the prevention of war but the 

extension of -freedom. And, we stressed our commitment to the 

-
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growth of democratic government and democratic institutions 

around the world; that is why we assisted freedom fighters who 

were resisting the imposition of totalitarian rule in 

Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola and other nations. 

And -yet at the same time we set out these foreign policy 

goals and began working towards them, we pursued another of our 

major objectives: that of seeking means to lessen tensions with 

the Soviets, ways to prevent war and keep the peace. As I say, 

we adopted a deliberate, step-by-step approach towards 

Soviet-American relations, gradually expanding and then 

intensifying the areas of mutual and multinational negotiation. 

Eventually, this steady approach paid off, it led to last year's 

summit conference in Geneva and the decision to schedule two 

other summit conferences in the future; and it lead to the recent 

stop in Iceland for planning and preparation. 

So we have been deliberate; we have been realistic. We have 

been candid with the Soviets; we have been candid about the 
I 

Soviets. We have been without illusions; we have been without 

false expectations. And all of this makes this current summit 

p r ocess so very diff~rent from that of previous decades. 

And there h n s been anothe r differe nce. To my mind the 

crucia l difference. You see, my f ellow Americans, no longer are 

the Soviets surprising America at every turn; no longer are they 

making us react hastily to their threats or respond weakly to 

t hei r adventure s or s tand humi l i a ted by every nickel-and-dime 

dictator under their influe nce. 

America is no longer under siege. To the contrary, today 

America's economic and miiitary power is resurgent, the Western 

. l .. ·•-·~-·. . ..... , ~ ... 
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democracies and the NATO alliance are revitalized, and all across 

the world nations are turning to democratic ideas and the 

principles of the free market. 

Yes, the atmosphere surrounding the current summit process 

is different, it is different because the world is different; 

different because of the hard work and the sacrifice of the 

American people over the past five and one half years. Your 
s-1-.- r 

energy has restored and expanded our economy, your s el£ sacrifiee 

has sustained our military build-up; and your courage and sense 

of national unity in times of crisis like Lebanon and Grenada has 
~ / 1./1 If f tt" Se, +o o, ,,., _.,, 

"Wetrtf?l] · •QP Ltdversaries, heartened our friends and inspired the 

world. Freedom is on the march today; and it is on the march 

because -- in its critical hour, at the point of maximum danger 

it regained its strength and gathered its forces because you, the 

American people, stood steadfast in its defense. 

Tha t is why I can report to you tonight that the fruit of 

your work was evident in Iceland. Indeed, if there is one 

' 
impression I carry away with me from these October talks, it is 

that we are seeing now those first tentative signs of harvest, a 

harvest of peace and freedom pl.anted by the strength and resolve 

o f the American people a nd their allies, a harvest that can be 

c urs if, as a people, we persevere i n . the spirit tha t has brough t 

us so far. 
5t'f"' 

One s-se1ertli11g ev±dellce of this in Iceland was the entirely 

"" new Pil:t1u;g e:E eu..-- discus s i on/ of- the k ey issue of arms control. ;r; 
..,.....~ , f 1 k_ y O v 6" " c, c-- ~ .,_ + w- '1 C I\ _1:' C • """- (.. T rJ l? ~ ~. 'e t. 

I n-.pa st years , arros coFtt.rol Fte got.iations had become a kind o! 
:i::- ( 0 .v.. '1A • • +-I c~ ~ A-- """' c ,, .' n. -h a ~ e w ✓ e.. l · " """"-

i ~t. e rn at ion al sting operatioR tac So:wict:! ,mule. agre e :eo 
_ '1~ ov+ ec I 'II\.) I'\ 011> +. ' <.t.. -f ,,,,,.,. ~ 
stafii J....i:-2e sorne categories o f weapons and then use loopholes to 
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~ at:ly CMp-er. 

I n==fae epa, 

/ 

. • .... 

:mi--r , f"b r example, 

..j__ts depJ.o..yme;~ ..... --~uclear warheads 

000 nuclea 

a <;;.few years they. 

greements~ 

ure~e. ~s orre Arneriean 

bu'.Ll -t .. ~and they bui:1 . We 

,1-o 
ctrms race, ~ intensifjl~it, superiority. 

'f..Oqf That is why in the early 1980s the United 
- ~ W•'l--''1 11\iW 

restore strategic balance~ =t:~~=rs-m,~~Mi5'?ai ~~~~~rr 
{' ~ l ~>/~I , fl ). 

~~~~ ~ ==t~ .,..M~~~~~~~s=.E~= ~~::=a~wff.!~ ~~~• 
" : /) wi, ,· > ~ fe / i' -1 IE: v,,,.o,-.e._ 

~ I • 

'fLt, L ..k ...1 ~ I put fo::::-th a series of new propcsc: ls calling not 

just for arms con-t!'."ol hut ior arms n=,duction. We called f o r a 

50% reduction in strategi-£1::f.":siles and fu:"2r&tJtl~Ur'i~ i't~9 
ivtf!v'IV'M•'tl/l - h-.tl-et\'" ~ tt t "' . . . 

medi~m range UQ~~~ns tbat are so threatening to our allies in 
fl'U )r;,~ I 

EuropeA And in related fields such as nuclear testing and 

chemical and biological weapons we proposP.d equally ~*i~ 
reductions. 

. .. ·.: . · .. , .. · . . :• . .', 
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~vithvf ~ ~Jtf!Ar(I, iJYl>4"3t~ IY\ r-tV-Ulv,/,'-YYI.A.r.., 
And finally, wegan Le detielol;\ne,;IJ t~chnologies that could 

destroy s"hWl~t_. missiles in ~ flight -- ©:e'.fe~ looking to a 

day when the hu~e arsenals of these missiles weuld be obsoleteJ ~vi ,Ii/(~ 
..S-~1'#r. ~ ~1 "" ~~ ovrr,l"'f ~r ~ Wl ~rfl~~ ~f>. vv/~.,,,J,};i 

And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement by wtlic~ they ~,. 

could t~r~t':x"~u~"1::c~"!:"'1 ~/j_:;w_ ~~3" !'£7s~ ceg~ tvunrm~ ~ 
'flffti:::l sy'::':;t½ · 

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to 

report to you that in several o: these areas, the Soviets made 

serious responses. ( INSERT) 

~ ,t; bee au se ,-a,cb of tl½e~ hf'i6"lo~ 

1 I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements. What 
1'VL It I rk4 ,J.-v,,..., ti J 

I can say is that for the first time~ Soviet- American 
'f'\\AV I~ It~ ~ l"'d 

negotiations in these areas are ~o.d9dAin the right direction: 

not just arms control but arms reduction. 

In addi~ioft ~o thls, there has been aae-t~ beneficial ii,ftd 

<H:"awatic cbange i~ this s~fflfflit pio~e!!. CJIFor some time before our 

talks began, I had been saying -that arms control negotiations 

o s5 i st j n Ef)Ced--iH~ up Hu~ a - . s. In she rt, ~--,A-
doing more about arms control meant talking more than arr:.s 

A-~ 

co::1trol. So I proposed "umbrella talks" with the Soviets -- 1 
~got.i.tiaos with a broaJ.i;ba-oAa agenda 'l?nat ic; wby we~ to 

✓ ~, 
expand the negotiating agenda)~ to go to the source-'of political 

/ " II 

tension between the Soviets and ourselves& ~olatiol"l.s c,£ ht:1mal"l.'" 
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CHree:ely by tne Seviet;s or by their pro 

~£fairs of ethex: nati0:i.s. 

ea~ 1 s Geneva summ±t. 

h-e.art of our poljtjcaJ ten· 

. 
v-e. ,~s"' . /J hv ~ r1 

. - s 

,~ ~ l~I A'Mlt.t.-i., ~ w-, ~ "~" r,, ~ ,, . ? 0 

e 

OR eur a!@A&a.~ Only last week, here in the Oval Office, 
th.A Mt ..,- ,•..,._ .\\.. ~ V~•"".1 ~ 

ck 

e 

,Ktte-s-~ human rights ibeadei;. Yuri Orlov, described to me ~ 

fii~t,~~g ~/~ :::'~ovie'e. systcffl7 ac we.a pe~aeenled for leading 

an effort to get the Soviet government to live up to the human 

rights agreements it signed at Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's 

suffering is like those of far too many other ~•~ ~~M_ffl~/&1-IQ 
~,~~ tf I t./e,, 

iRtelloctual. ancl artj ,%F::5::, in the Soviet Union; iYtC/..A ' ~.tt~M'.f \.i-lJ 
eYtt 'J'11k• 

And that is why I made it plain to Mr . Gorbachev that the 

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these 

matters for purposes of propaganda. But I also make it plain 

that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet 

Union is indispensable for an improvement in bilateral relctions 

with the United StatP.s. For a govenment that uill break f'ai-:. h 

ui th its own people canr.c-+: he trustt~d to keep faith \•'j th fo:.P:.9r, 

powers. ~ u,l tg.~ mid bdglil.est ±trs-ide Ute 
5
a£~ i~~:"~ou c~mnJ t 

tFus'e. tl:J.e SoHist Ge-ve11!Ele11t , l!ow Lhen-ean -t.l:le-r. .c ~ 

So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- again in Reykjavik as I had in GenPva 

-- we Americans place far less weight upon the words that are 

spoken at neetings such as these, than upon the deeds that 
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fol low. ~ --+-.t,.._t._.,c...,o""n .... ce .... s- t~o~..,j ""'u..:id""'g~-i-ng-&e.v:-.1;· ,t:>G-= 

from Missouri. you have got to she 
Jv~ -~ /, ·t.s 

Another~ we took up in Iceland(_ a second iss~ at the 

heart of the differences between the Sovie~~nd Americ~~~~ 
r.s.S'"'<.. '1--/. If/ ~ ~ ~ .fv '11-m, 1-

± ~ Lbd=t of regional conflicts. ~. I saiQ ~e Mr. Gorbachev · ,~-1u-,, C,A~ vw,l:,t_ IL<. ~r-,'CJ,k ee-,,1~ A~ ~ ~~.s ~ ~al-

And (INSERT -- Afghanistan) 
~ w-t\"'C. u.teM ,1,~J'~~. 

So once again, I think ~~~cftf-ei'911~m-s:c:e::mi::~::2me::m€it3ff~:!ti::s-.-

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction, 

~ ~~1r± LioR e.i human rights and the resolution of regional 

conflicts. This area was that of bilateral or people-to-people 

contacts. In Geneva last year, we welcomed the signing of 

sAveral cultural exchange accords; in Iceland, we saw indications 

of more movement in these areas. But let me say now the United 

States re~ains committed to people-to-p~ople exchanges that could 

lead to exchan<Jes between not just~ fe.i?, selected elites but 

thousands of everyday citizens from both our countries. 

So I think then you can see that we did ma te progress i n 

Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a 

full-fledged summit; we reestablished our four point agenda; we 

discovered some nAw grounds of agreP.ment; we probed again some 

areas of disagreement. 

Now my fellow Americans, I cannot promise, n0r can any 

President promise, that the talks in Iceland or our future 
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discussions with Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will 

lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momentious treaty 

signings. Indeed, we must bear in mind that because of the 

nature of the Soviet regime itself, many obstacles will be put in 

our path. When that happens, we must be prepared, not surprised. 

We must not permit such developments to disorient our policy or 

derail our initiatives. We must be deliberate and candid. We 

must make it clear, as we did in the recent Daniloff case, that 

the Soviet Union will be held responsible for its actions. 

I can tell you that I am ultimately hopeful about the 

prospects for world peace and freedom. I know such optimism in a 

century that has seen so much war and suffering brought on by 

totalitarian rule seems unwarranted to some. Yet this confidence 

is based on more than an ~asy optimism; it springs from a quiet 

realization that totalitarian or militarist societies enjoy only 

initial advantages over free nations, advantages that, as British 

author Paul Johnson points out, are far outweighed by the 
, 

"enormous reserves" of democratic societies, societies where 

national unity springs from popular consent. The resilency of a 

free society is one of the comforting lessons of all history, 

Mr. Johnson writes. "Grant it a breathing space and it will 

quickly develop a strategy of survival and form the :i_nstruments 

of victory. In the long run," he writes "it holds all the moral 

and intellectual cards and these are decisive in combination." 

And because you, the American people, ha.ve given the cause 

of freedom that breathing space it so desperately needed, freedom 

does now hold the winning cards. And throughout the world, those 

.·•· : 
· .. · .• ....... » .. - .... .,_ 
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enormous reserves' of free societies are making their presence 

and power felt. 

I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland ye~terday, and I 

spoke to our young men and women at our Naval installation 

there a critically important base far closer to Soviet naval 

ports than our own coastline. As always, I was proud to spend a 

few moments with theM and thank them for i;t~~sacrifices and ~.~ 
7tv..v ~,~wf- An-un~ I+ (n #e.lf: C.l"(Hr. 1N ~ ac,e',,vj rtrl-n1l71M 

devo 1.on to country. VML ~ Jn4 ,,!JP 1'.t.~ ~ ~//;~. ~rnr'lfa.,/ ..J-d. r>'IA,tn.J,,,.,,'Hj 
~ S,frt~,fJ, "~ 'f"t'f6IK- -hvt~ m.il:t.,~c,J'.J;l,I~ pr,,/~ tw,. ~p,1.rw.r "-'•'rr 

But I must tell you that as I ·1ooked out on their faces I Uv-t"rkYJ~r. 

also thought of their families back home and the thousands of 

other faces I have seen in my journeys through America. On the 

trips from the airport when our motorcade travels down the 

highways, many Americans interrupt their day to greet us, to say 

hello; school children waving flags in front of their schools, 

laborers in blue overalls from garages and warehouses; office 

workers standing in their shirt sleeves; housewives with toddlers 

in their front yards. Always I remember those faces and I like 

to say how good it is for us to get out of Washington, to move 

across America, to see again towns and neighborhoods, baseball 

diamonds and football fields. And I say, too, I am thankful --

thankful f or the gift of the real America, the gift of coming 

home again. 

Flying back last night from Iceland you can well imagine how 

grateful again I was for that gift of corning home, to a land like 

this. But I nust tell you I also thought about other faces I 

have seen in my journeys -- the fa~Rs of the people of Icelan~ , 

and of so many other nations around thP. world -- faces filled 

with hope, hope that the lead~rs of the world might someday work 
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together and bring to every people and every land the blessings 

of peace and freedom. 

.. ... - - '-••-· .... .. ..:_:_,_ .;(_ . 

"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be 

America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions, 11 John Adams 

once said. He spoke well of our destiny as a nation. My fellow 

Americans, we are honored by history, entrusted in our time with 

the oldest dream of humankind -- the dream of peace and freedom. 

It is in pursuit of that dream I went ot Geneva a year ago 

and to Iceland last week; it is in pursuit of that dream I have 

invited Mr. Gorbachev to visit us here for further discussions. 

And it is in pursuit of that dream that I thank you now for all 

the support you have given me in the past, and again ask for your 

help and your prayers as we continue on this journey toward 

peace. 

Thank you and God bless you. 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the Geneva summit conference, I want to take a few 

moments tonight to explain to you what took place in these most 

recent discussions. 

But first, let me say it's good to be home and remind you 

that from the very start of my meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have 

always regarded you, the American people, as full participants in 

our talks. I know it may surprise the General Secretary to learn 

that all this time there was a third party in the room, but, 

believe me, without your support and participation, · none of these 

talks could have been held, nor could the ultimate aims of 
\ - 7 ~ 

American foreign polic~world peace and freedom be pursued. 

And ;j's t;f~se faith in the intuitive wisdom of the 
""'·~\.,!..."'* --·- - -peopl~ aNr•'the consent of the governed~ the founding 
I D - - I ,c. """" a.>' 

principles of our ~epublic t..hut I wont t@ laokn1l i • il lshat I am 

reporting to you tonight. So let me begin by pointing out an 

important way in which the discussions I've just returned from in 

Iceland were unlike the earlier ones in Geneva: they were not a 

full-blown summit conference; they were preparatory meetings, a 

planning session, for a future summit conference. 
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You see, when Mr. Gorbachev and I met for the first time 

last year in Geneva we quickly settled one question the experts 

thought would be troublesome. While we were out walking together 

I told him that I would like him to see the 

invited him to visit!~;!:' said: "I accept." 
~ 

United States and 

And then he told me 

he would like me to see the Soviet Union and invited me. And I 

said: "I accept." And so the supposedly thorny question of 

future summits and their ~ocationKas settled as simply as 

that; I think you can see why face-to-face discussions between 

leaders of nations are frequently helpful. 

But we did leave one critical matter unresolved in Geneva: 

the exact date of those future conferences. So in Iceland, this 

was our top agenda item. I am pleased to report to you tonight 

that we made progress. As agreed in Geneva a year ago, the next 

summit will take place here in the United States and as 

Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yesterday in Reykjavik he will be 

visiting America sometime in the month of _____ ,t next 

(this) year. I told Mr. Gorbachev this was a good time to visit 

us here because •••• ~.6.g.the mess will have a full supply 

of chocolate chip cookies; Mr. Thomas will be on vacation.) 

I just wish the other items on our agenda could have been as 

easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland talks were useful 

and quite productive -- more so than I believe either party 

originally anticipated. And by the way, at this point let me 

express to the people of Iceland the deep gratitude of the 
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United States governmen{ for all they did on such short notice to 
., C, ~ / 

make these discussions pesei,ble/And let me also add that we saw 

another welcome development in Iceland: serious evidence of 

Soviet willingness to negotiate on matters that up until now had ) • •., 
G f • ,c7• f,•_, f.•,., .I 

r@1fl&i~ac(stalematei-

In a few moments, I want to address some of the~ ., 
,... :~ ... •"'1 

efiein. areas where we saw movement. But, first point 

out that for all the progress made in Iceland, these talks were 

soberi ng -- they brought home again the truth of the statement 

that nations do not mistrust each other because they are armed; 

they are armed because they mistrust each other. My fellow 
C • ..,,.,_. :J , I~""-

Americans, .l.ii ;sfe!rw duty as BrorTitlcnl Le •••ianel ;ea that the 

dif f erences between the United States and the Soviet Union remain 
J// 

deep and abiding 2-nd, as I have JUilV&!P A8Pitaterl ~ point out to 

"·~ u. Mr. GorbacheY,-our view of the source of that mistrust remains 

the same: the Soviet Union's record of attempting to impose its 

ideol::: :::tr::ew:: ::eI:::::~ we j_~!J wha~st 
J. ' r,.,, ... -~~ 

days-p:his administration.a.& ••en prudent, realistic and, above 

all, deliberate approach toward negotiations with the Soviets. 
~ 4~·~ .... •4c< ,,.,,... .,.,.,:re ... 

You may remember t~i stead of rushing into negotiations sari; 

HP eaz fizst tc21is, we made¾ear•sr]y jp our fjr :•Lc21s :hat we 

had no illusions about the Soviets or their ultimate intentions; 

we were publicly candid about the critical moral distinctions 

between totalitarianism and democracy; we said that the principal 

objective of American foreign policy is not just the prevention 

of war but the extension of freedom. And, we stressed our 

commitment to the growth of democratic government and democratic 
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ins · utions around the world; 
(to\ 

Afghanistan, 

resisting 

assisted freedom fighters 

rule. 

And yet at the same time we set out anuurbcgan ::czl1 N'l these 'f. ftt,•"' W•fl\. h t1,eee C J 
foreign policy goalS, ea so pursued another of our major 

objectives: that of seeking ~lessen tensions with the 
l,l"-Y.$ A, 2: , .. ,, ., 

Soviets,~~ to prevent war and keep the peace.ewe adopted a 

deliberate, step-by-step approach towards Soviet-American 

relations, gradually expanding and then intensifying the areas of 

mutual and multinational negotiation. Eventually this steady 
J 

approach paid off, it led to last year's summit conference in 

Geneva and the decision to schedule two other summit conferences 

in the future. 

And that is what I believe makes this current summit 

process so very different from that of previous decades. We have been 

without illusions; we have been without false expectations. We 

have been candid with the Soviets; we have been candid ~gut the 

Soviets. We have been realistic; we have been deliberate. 

And there has been one other crucial difference 1~fou see, 
s.-,..__..,•f 

my fellow Americans, the atmosphere surrounding thes~meetings is 

different because the world is different; and the world is 

different because o~he American people, 117 what JilU have 

achieved during these past five and a half years. ffl:! ~±e\'lo ,,, ~ 
longer~permitting ourselves to be surprised by the Soviets at 

1 ,~~' 1 h 'l every turn, no ong~itt1ng ourse ves to react ast1 y to 

their threats or respond weakly to their adventures or t{ be 

humiliated by every nickel-and-dime dictator under their 

influence. 
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Toda.,-, America/fis no longer under siege. To the contrary, 

~ America's economic and military power is resurgent, the Western 

democracies and the NATO alliance are revitalized, and all across 

the world nations are turning to democratic ideas and the 

principles of the free market. 

Today, freedom has a chance. Your energy in expanding America's 

economy, your willingness as a people to make the sacrifices to 

sustain our military strength has allowed the United States to 

. play its historical role and assist in the struggle for world 

freedom. And, finally, in moments of crisis such as Lebanon and 

Grenada your sense of national unity has warned our advesaries 

heartened our allies and inspired the world. Let there be no~ 
r ..J ~, ; + 'tr •• cdt •, • ss - J 

doubt: freedom today is on the mar~because the American people 

have stood fast in its defense. Y•- l.,, 11 t ,:", .. /, 6 el~ 
C,( C~ t,11,C f • 

And if there is one impression I carry away with me from 

these October talks recently concluded in Iceland, it is that we 

of peace and 
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dt!Velopmene ~•CA-- 4. ' 
In a few moments, I want ~.,_, 

specific areas where we ~.fszJlttL movement. But first let m 
~ . . ~ 

·~~--=-e::111111J:;c-...,r-ia•1 
point out that for all the progress made in Icelan1 these tal s 

were sobering -- they brought home i!i9 ~ again the truth of the 

staternent~ns do not mistrust each other because they are 

armed; they are armed because they mistrust each other. My 
, .. +- ,- ,, ... , ""' .,.~ ' ,, ,, ,. ~ ,,,1..;r- f,. , ~ ... •..,/ 

fellow Americans, let UBAS&dl in mintV'that tiie d1.ffefefie@s "'\.,,,~ 

between the United States and the Soviet Union remain deep and'-......./ 

abiding and, as I have never hesitated to point out to 

Mr. Gorbachev, our view of the source of that mistrust remains 

the same: the Soviet Union's record of attempting to impose its 

r±; 

that we had no illusions about the Soviets or their ultimate 

intentions; we were publicly candid about the critical moral 

distinctions between totalitarianism and democracy; we said atj&in 

that the principal objective of American foreign policy is not 

just the prevention of war but the extension of freedom. And 

~ we stressed our commitment to the growth 

government and democratic institutions around the 

of democratic 

world•~~ 
I 
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assisted freedom fighters in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola and 

other places who were resisting the imposition of totalitarian 
. , ~ •ul I, •7... .,... .,'11,. 

rule,"" ~I nz pup.e c.~+ .,t _j J;:r,: 1 6 I I I,, 1 , "_!; :(~ 

1 
And yet at the same time we ~lil~EYBLLLing ett these foreign 

~ 7fr<-•·,v O'- Q56iicy goals ana ,m1P~1ing LUW&>ds tbero we also pursued another of 

·.::a: C 

our major objectives: that of seeking ways to lessen tensions 
~,t'fl"S 1 I 

with the Soviets, w~ to prevent war and keep the peace. ~~ 

adopted a deliberate, step~y ~tep approach towards Soviet-­

American relations, gradually expanding and then intensifying the 

areas of mutual and multinational negotiation. Eventually this 

steady approach paid off, it led to last year's summit conference 

in Geneva and the decisionf"to schedule two other summit 

conferences in the future. 

And that is what I 

has been one other crucia~ference -- you see, .t--,.~ I C,Hf"-.t~:z ~ _, • L 
my fellow Americans, the~eetings,~different because the.41 • 

·~' ·,,1 'k~ ~ -
World is ,r'£erenti <~:i, ~ofld.j~d~ecause o, ..!id€ 

you, the American pep , ve~ these past five 

and a half years. 
~ .JI-~ f ✓le••> 

permitting ourselves to be 

surprised by the Soviets at every turn, no longer permitting 

ourselves to react hastily to their threats or respond weakly to 

their adven~fe::_.):'. ::,.ei:'!~nnt.';'.; :• ;!;~-;,;;;!~humiliated 

by every-nickel-and-dime dictator under their influence. 
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To 

:A*. 

is resurgent, the Western democracies and the NATO alliance are 

revitalized, and all across the world nations are turniJ tT
0 

J I, 
democratic ideas and the principles of the free market. n all -, a. 11': "', 

of tffl~---t!~!!"""'of:~it!ffl'~~E'eessccoonntt1i'i;n~u;e;-;s~t:o~p~l~a~y~1U' tbss7fi'irn'~~-,e.....1.,-~ 1.C. ". ltfC,, ' 

J:£::! A •i~ in Lite • LLUg !fle for ""rl:d L~s::- ~!t/"·i.J~~,IEl-~2C::::143tux2:11Z::ua:.. 
t:.~ding America's economW pmnr your willingness as a people 
7 I/ +o d~, 

to make the sacrifices ~at haw1 sustained Mtleric&-s military 

k•> strength• haliil3 allowed the United States to play its 

role~ assist in l¥e 'tliae struggle 

pro reedom today is on the march and it is on the march 
A A . . - . ~ ,_ ,, - I) 1-2 ~ I a(. 

because f usr tr "t ~ r~ 4 .,.,, f'J • _!~:•• _ 
0 ,> ~--n,.J -f,~f- ,·~ ,·+J ~ 

c<t'All ai :'8hjs jg aur &ofiilmutcd 111 "60.l!ct f1H1tc2i 11 re)atjpns, # 
I 

.,, especially the sanatt±t process and our recent taikS iii IC@f&ttd. , ,' _..,;u,,.' 

IA 

fA,, 
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: ADDRESS TO THE NATION 
ICELAND MEETING 

(DOLAN) 

October 10, 1986 
2:30 p.m. (Iceland) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned 

from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General 

Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I 

returned from the Geneva summit conference, I want to take a few 

moments tonight to explain to you what took place in these most 

recent discussions. 

But first, let me say it's good to be home and remind you 

that from the very start of my meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have 

always regarded you, the American people, as full participants in 

our talks. I know it may surprise the General Secretary to learn 
l.t...ka II ~ ~ -l • .,11\&---J 
-r--·(tliere was a third party in the rooyit thj s tirne- but, believe 

4 '- .C ,,,1 #'. ·, ,·,rr1"•"•• --1 .. :llf"4.U +•re 4rC:s =:J.-, 
me, without your supportl none of these talks could~itcld<::,:2d 

~ c. I A - ., • , 1 ~ ,, , .... , • 
, ooilkout your ~&rlieir,at::iun, ~he ui imate aims of Americ~ 

I.e. o~,, ._ e,. 
foreign policy, world peace and freedom, eetft &suer he awriailned. 

because ~•• •hosu •111nijng pzin i:pl•r of aBr -
in the 

consent of the governe 

let me begin by pointing 

returned from in Iceland 

they were not a full-blown summit conference; they were 

• 

X72¥F 
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preparatory meetings, a planning session, for a future summit 

conference. 

You see, when Mr. Gorbachev and I met for the first t~ 

Geneva we quickly settled one question the experts thought would 

be troublesome. While w~were <?Y.t walking together a:a enc points 
;,r~; -'bck# (~/ ,e.e sl~..,,., 

I told him that I 4:wQeFf Uf'@him to ~ the United State~~ 
!,_YA; .v ,...~ ,l!,' !P':1:;J V-••i-,J 

Lt u i bf!ll i b w(i. e said: "I accept. " And then he told me he would 

like me to see the Soviet Union and invited me. And I said~"I 

accept." And so the supposedly thorny question of future summits 

and their location was settled as simply as that" 4P I think you 
J 

can see why face-to•face discussions between leaders of nations 

"""'AS!!'!&!'!l'l"'i -t:L=•-;;,.sas iiif •a iP.-. - fJ.' ( /, e 1 ..,.-tl7 I..,/ I /.,I, 

But in eono u e we did leave one critical matter unresolved~~,' 

the exact date of those future conferences. So in Iceland, this 

was our 

that we 

report to you tonight top agenda item. I am pleased to 
~._dt,, JI,• t.,f,s. 

w5e §JlG g hz:tin .1!'!'.l:ioi' ~"Pf'f!e!"!!srrorrrsv!ri"f"f!!Q .... t-+h~l"""s~lt'!ll'S'!!IIIS.ia.-s•u As agreed in 
' 

Geneva a year ago, the next summit will take place here in the 

United States and -- as Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yesterday in 

Reykjavik he will be visiting America sometime in the month of 

of next (this) year. I told Mr. Gorbachev this was a 

good time to visit us here because •••• (Insert. e.g.the mess will 

have a full supply of chocolate chip cookies; Mr. Thomas will be 

on vacation.) 

I just wish the other items on our agenda could have been as 

easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland talks were useful 

and quite productive -- more so than I believe either party 

originally anticipated. And by the way, at this point let me 

express to the people of Iceland the deep gratitude of the 




