Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This iIs a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Speechwriting, White House Office of:
Speech Drafts, 1981-1989

Folder Title: Address to the Nation on Pre-Summit
Meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev (Dolan)
(Hayes) 10/13/1986 File #1 (4)

Box: 298

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.qov/



https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing
https://catalog.archives.gov/

WITHDRAWAL SHEET
Ronald Reagan Library

DOCUMENT
NO. AND TYPE SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
| . draft 2:30 p.m. p. 6 (1p, partial) 10/11/86 P5
D. draft 2:30 p.m. p. 8 (Ip. partial) 10/11/86 LPS 7
(ld /Z//} ”/
COLLECTION:
SPEECHWRITING, WHITE HOUSE OFFICE OF: Speech Drafts ggc
FILE FOLDER: Box 322
File 1: Add. to the Nation on Pre-Summit meeting with Gorbachev, 10/23/86 [4 of 6] ©A—1288¢  4/20/94

Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)]
P-1 National security classified information [(a)(1) of the PRA].
P-2 Relating to appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA].
P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a){3) of the PRA].
P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial
or financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA].
P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [(a)(5) of the PRA.
P-6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA].

RESTRICTION CODES

Freedom of Information Act - [6 U.S.C. 552(b)]
F-2 Release could disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA].
F-7 Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA].
F-8 Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA].
F-9 Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA].
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor’s deed
of gift.



WITHDRAWAL SHEET
Ronald Reagan Library

DOCUMENT
NO. AND TYPE SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
|. draft 2:30 p.m. p. 6 (1p, partial) 10/11/86 P5
p. draft 2:30 p.m. p. 8 (Ip. partial) 10/11/86 P5
COLLECTION:
SPEECHWRITING, WHITE HOUSE OFFICE OF: Speech Drafts gge
FILE FOLDER:
File 1: Add. to the Nation on Pre-Summit meeting with Gorbachev, 10/23/86 [4 of 6] OA 12886 4/20/94
RESTRICTION CODES
Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] Freedom of Information Act - [6 U.S.C. 552(b)]
P-1 National security classified information [(a)(1) of the PRA]. F-2 Release could disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
P-2 Relating to appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]. an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA].
P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]. F-7 Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA].
or financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]. F-8 Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA].
and his advisors, or between such advisors [(a)(5) of the PRA. F-9 Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
P-6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA].
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]. C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor’s deed

of gift.



/BB

STAFFING SHEET 10/12/86

REGAN
POINDEXTER
BUCHANAN
HENKEL
SPEAKES
THOMAS
CHEW
DAWSON

DOLAN

Attached is a copy of the Address to the Nation. Comments
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(DOLAN)
October 12, 1986
9:00 a.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 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
have been as easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland

R

talks were useful and guite productive -- more so than I believe
either party originall;-;;;icipated. 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 abewe—atl 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;

v AP . . -
/%b we were publtiety candid about the critical moral distinctions
7 -

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

SRee?S ) - Cominveg
tentéhﬁ:u:ségas of a!ﬁarvest of peace and freedom planted by the

~—

streﬁgth and resolve of the American people and their allies. A
harvest that is found not in the simple fact of these Ae7a4au;zé LQ)’

14 movemen?l towards human rights, personal freedom and the

c,”. Q 2
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restraint of o2
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One sign of is in Iceland was the discussion of &he-key

£}fet—;ssue—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
AT 17
J\:g&'fz 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
om——
proposals calling not just for arms control but fer arms
N
reduction. We called for a 50% reduction in strategic offensive
missiles and for the total elimination of the 1ntermed1ate range
cody Anp ng

‘
nuclear forces thateare so threatening to oar:;§&tes’1n Europe,

Giver G M0l Cout,
and Asiay 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 amd 7 Aeve/p
revolutionary new technologies that could destroy ballistic

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

Voreate, sara ok elhal datee
these missiles would beYobsolete, rategles would

pPryplie) "-:m PleeTering erntite
rely protectloﬁ\oﬁ-déi—peep ther than on—pefpe%aaéiag
g}ou (, San F, w
And we offered to the Soviet Union an

agreement by which they could join with us in cooperative
G, ptw Gs/rvne i
transition to théeJQ!wvﬁirategic environment of mutual\éecurlty.

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to
———h
report to you that in several af—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 juéévg;;;: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. 1In short, doing more about arms control meant
talking about more than arms control. So I proposed "umbrella
talks" with the Soviets -- to expand the negetiating agenda, to

o dhcoveanci L Estaasn the fov
go to the real source of the a4 s between the Soviets and
oursetves e M7,

One such issue is human rights. As President Kennedy once
said, "Is not peace, in the final analysis, a matter of human

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

2
m
champidh/guman rights, d i err, Yuri Orlov, described
Srpda

} ~ Y
to me the persecutioy/he suffered for leading an efforﬁV{S—;et

Jole ne Conm TAenl
the Soviet government to live up to théVEEE;n-réghes-abieeﬁeutsfl

onw Avman 1Pl [T AAA,
4 signed at Helsinki in 1975. Mr. Orlov's suffering is like

e of far too many other individuals %:yall walks of life inJ/Yele
the Soviet Union == including those who wish to emigrate.

ATE—titat—i-cmidby ade 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, #Axe df““d
-y

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 --



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,
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 rof 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)

ﬁ“"*‘ So—once—again,—Il-think these were—useful—drscussions: ——

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction,

human rights and the resolution of regional conflicts. This area
Re /aleom

was that of bilateraf\GF_Sgéple-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; @é reestablished our four point agenda; we
d?iscovered some new/4;ounds of agreement; we probed again some
/
\/E;;as of disagreemﬁht.

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

President promise, that the talks in Iceland or our future

discussions wi Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will

lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momentous treaty

Us 1&'@ L < west XZM"“! "’4’24/ ;ecoug(

7 F,
ature 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.
mrH h MesT? ALCLL AL,

Lg_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.
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I saw evidence of this when we left Iceland yesterday,

poke to our young men and women at our Nizgl installation

at‘l?ﬁ?avf é;%f'—ly
-- a critically important base e closer to Soviet naval

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

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

Aery Fimerr
devotion to country. They represent America at best:

—

committed to defend not only our own freedom but apirsO

"Wherever the banner of libérty 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

by des7in
Americans, we are honored by history, entrusted srfe with
bavling Avman
the oldest dream of humanity -- the dream o eace 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

e} -
the support you have given me Imthe=pasty andVagain ask for your

help and your prayers as we continue our‘aourney towards pesee

‘ 4255¢¢ nNe;qmns & e
and a world whereY freedom ana_cs
enshrined.

Thank you and God bless you.
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(DOLAN)
October 12, 1986
9:00 a.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 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

O s aeacas cnd

1-
the United States. 55 tonight I am pleased to report to you
that as—Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed-yesterday in Reykjavik the
Soviet lead i T ing eric onth of

B el s
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fka either party originally ant1c1pated. But, the&(ﬁere 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.

6..9 0‘ u-'t?b?"( MJ)

But-because ere are no diplomatic quick-fixes to such : /
d T beltne e e Socsnded 14

profound dlfference v /
be cavse 6* Py de ‘z‘:{&

Wwwmbgﬁpproacﬁ wlth the Soviets that

we have pursued from the earliest days of our administration. We
had no illusions about the Soviets or their ultimate intentions; 'fol}ﬁt.
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 thé 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

movements towards human rights, personal freedom and the
ew

. EERES P& utn,
restraint of kbrUte military kQ;gsr——‘/

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 ca;led 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 6ffered 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'beep 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 . . .?2" 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 alsd 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 --
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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 cahnot 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
discové;ed sbme newrgrounds 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 ultimatély 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.
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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 aﬁd 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.
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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 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
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
movements 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 6ffered 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 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 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 --
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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 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 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 ultimatély 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.
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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; 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.
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: ADDRESS TO THE NATION
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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 tsasssdse
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. 1In 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 poliqy
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. 1Indeed, 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.



Page 7

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. 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 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 peopie—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. 1In 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. %

/éut I must tell you that as I looked out on their faces I
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also thought of their families back home and the thousands of 1
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 N
home again.

Flying back last night from Iceland you can well imagine how

e

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 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
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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.
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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. TR Bt Iy Sty
thmmwm
Tt ggappim oy p—— TPl , 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 that extra mile to Iceland.

4km;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

Soviet 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
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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.

/]
e have been deliberate; we have been realistic. We

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

Soviets. We have been_wi illusions; we have been without
v i AT

false expectations./ An of thisAmakes this current summit

process so very different from that of previous decades.

Pt
AE there has been another difference) fB my minq'the

crucial difference. You see, my fellow Americans, Americaﬂ 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
self-sacrifice has sﬁézgﬂhed ou mllitar%agdglgzﬁzi and your

courage and sense of national unity in times of crisis like
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Lebanon and Grenada haU‘@iven 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. 1Indeed, 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 ws ems

::Z::::f:::f missile, the B-1 bomber as well as new m
hu:V

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 protectiogwgﬁ: 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 sayving 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. 1In 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.



Page 6

One such issue is human rights. As John Kennedy once said,
"Is not peace, in the final analysis, a matter of human rights .
. .2" 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.
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 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 of; the Soviet regime itself, many obstacles will be put in
our pathyl 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
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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 survival and form the instruments
of victory.“

And becausggég;, the American people, have given the cause
of freedom that breathing space)and throughout 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
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 frembhe=girpest in our natioﬁs‘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 awé I like to
say how good it is for us to get out of Washingtonda%g; grateful
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 thest—gift, the gift of cOmimng—heme.to—a-
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.
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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—toube-home, anrd 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. ##F—am—xeporting
tqryeu—tonigggzégggzgg‘ﬁﬁis 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.

An e at this point express t he people of our old

ally, Icelynd, \the profound gratityde of th® United States,
Vithout all

such short noti
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successful as the Now theselmeetings 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_aﬁdl
democracy. We said that the principal objective of Ameriéén L )
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, Angol% é&ﬁ:;;%ié:naizinéiiﬁfq“*~

And yét 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. A say,

we adopted deliberate, step-by-step approach towdrds

Soviet-American relations, gradually expandjirig and then

intensifying the eas of mutual and mydtinational negotiation.

A

Eventually, this steady apprcach pa#d off, it led to last year's

summit conference in Geneva and f£he decision to schedule two
ot
other summit conferences i e future; and it lead to the recent

stop_in Iceland for plannd preparation.

So we have been dgliberate;\we have been realistic. We have

(geen candid with the Soviets; we have been candid about the
Soviets. We have
fa expectatdens. And all of this makes this current summit

process so very different from that of previous decades.

=1

You see, myv fellow Americans,
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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.

Ameriea-is no longer-Under-stege. 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 differentNTit—is_diffaxant_baGa&se’tﬁé—WSETa_IE_ﬁiffE?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

vy
giventﬁg%ise to our adversaries, heartened our friends and
inspired the world. Freedom is on the ma;ph 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
ﬁizgﬁke 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. 1Indeed, 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
office I committed America to a new realism about &ims ¢/’ 5
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

JBut 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
revolufi;nary 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 %L;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 W 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 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
R M Blow -
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 upon the deeds that
we e,

Y N i ¢ N \,- ) %
fallaw., Wlew A lovde Teo (o J)"’ Senet 'z ‘“"':‘ou P
all Frem Jssovs o + 40 show oy,
nother 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
America, Africa and Southeast Asia. Until Soviet policies

\a Qred’
change, we will make sure that our friendséggtfzigggjwho 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

V(a r
people-to-people eiéhaagzgytggt could lead to exchanges 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
nature of the Sovigt regime itself, many obstacles will be put in
our pathUae%;é%iT%EQI;%;;ens, 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
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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 Iong run," he writes "it holds-attthe—meral
and_intellectuat~cards and these are decisive—+#a—cambhination." >

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

of freedom that breathing space i PE - om
does now_hedld—thewinnimg cards=<"And throughout 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
ports thaﬁ}gur 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

pu’.w. .

of"allies§ 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 thiaﬁanis of
. by (Ahs
other faces I have seen in my journeys through America.(?ffﬁji sZ
by s 6\;‘( fw‘% C"‘(f("_zg_)
trips from e airporti(when our motorcade travels down the

. . . . '
highways, m Americans interrupt their day to greet usy to—E=p
N

children waving flags in front of their schools,
laborers in blue overalls from garages ?f:>warehouses;62ffice
workers standing in their shirt sleeves; housewives willhbedddlass

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 Washingtonegmbse=mewre

he real America, the gift of coming
home again.

Flying back last night from Iceland you can well imagine
/q"“yv| Gy9qa ) 'nt 9 V"} > l«ow

-srataderTg8in I was (foT that gift/ to a 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 Icelandg/-—__——
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 humagAf -- 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 vour pravers as we continue o;\gsgg’journey toward
peace.

Thank you and God bless you.
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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
discussioﬁs.

But first, let me say it's good to be home, and remind you
that from the very start of ﬁy 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 partyv 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 ’1 “/l
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s Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yes%erday in Reykjavik Gp 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 ... .4evgMr—Thomas-will-be_on vacation,—and—the———

. ey \
te CIIIP COURTeS TP

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.

peeple—of-Ieceland—the prs;dund gratit
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//yezamentf—w‘fﬁaﬁf—541 they did on such short notice tcmmsise-

have be e.

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, ﬂrrvt—~tt—is—my—duty~ae—P;es4dea%—to—po:nt—out—that—fbr

memafktgﬁda were oberlna -

they brought home again the truth of the statement that nations
do not miserust each other because they are armed; they are armed
because they mistrust each other. My-fellow-Americans,—we must—
remember—that fhe 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 diplomaﬁic quick-fixes to such profound
differences, we adopted in Iceland the prudent, realistic and
above all deliberate aprroach 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 poliqy
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
intensifyihg 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 sco very different from that of previous decades.

And there has been another difference. To my mind the
crucial difference. You see, my fellow Americans, nc longer are
the Soviets surprising America at every turn; no lcnger are they
making us react hastily to their threats or respond weakly to
their adventures or stand humiliated by everyv 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 se}f:z:;;i;éee
has sustained our military build-up; and your courage and sense
of national unity in times of crisis like Lebanon and Grenada has

cll'vu pacse +o ovs . ' ' '
‘WQgggﬂ:=n§~6EVE;§;;1es, 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
curs if, as a people, we persevere in the spirit that has brought
us so far.

MR X
One searttingevideree of this in Iceland was the entiredy—

hew-nature—of—eur discussion}! o‘f the key issue of arms control. JI=
-‘\/L\.‘.‘ 2% vou Kaowu- ﬂ;.,‘f' uv.“le_r\ by =4 Csur € .,:" U'#/-‘(t
S

v

_ = 6 MM."+'[£4 n A e 4o a new seql s
i

nternational sting operation——-—the—Seviets—would—agree—to——
) koi" d’7WN ? naejo ‘F.‘a,'f,’an;,
ggbmmm—thm—m
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In—+the—-era—-of-the-60s—and 70s, for éxample, while-the-US-reduced

\Lﬁé_deploymen:mgiwnuclear 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-ef-these were-added after the SALT II arms.
control-treaty-was—signed—in—1979+—And;~while the-United Statés
developed—no-new-missiles; the soviets—developed.several
genaaatigns_nimsixategiewweapensmvf*ai&”kinﬁs'-=“indee&¢"tn“juSt

a<few years they had-peinted—a—thousand-new-warheads—onmedilm éﬂ%é*é
range-missiles at~the cities of-EuropeiAs-one-American 7é(
Setretary-of-Defense-put—it:-"We-built-and-they~builti ™ We lﬂknabL

‘builtding."<~Here-then-was-the.worst...,

Mﬁ }greementgwthab—;;usu.ﬁud,uw{%v i ﬂ// the J /'z

Yo, D oy, 40 . o
arms race,ﬁlnten51ﬁyeiflt, awé quaranteegd Soviet superioritv.

“dﬂ That is whv in the early 1980s the United States sought tc

M we wew wewpony dystems [ he T
restore _strategic balancedEi=i-!h!'SUVTEts'gy"ﬂepteginqpﬁuuqnnﬁ! J
: m irvle , & 13-1 howmbn (5 well ey how med'ay

VAL LS Crvidt &up ?51511"*7 wr e les ‘(4 55/0,{1
rew-mediln L ange Criiseand=PershingmiiS6ike Seih=iuropes

W/vauxmeven as we took these steps, T resoived—that—pauer—agadin

Yot I put forth a series of new propcsals calling not

just for arms control but for arms recduction. We called for a
sfpnsive Joc R Potel Llimivaten ofdc
50% reduction in strategiqﬂmissiles and
Infevnadiafe - thca )
'nkmed*:ifie rangehm t

A,
Eurcpe, And in related fields such as nuclear testirg and

%at are so threatening to our allies in

Impriautd .
chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally sJ;epénq ézl?'n
reductions. ' (Whith e

wawt Jp

Lur:bnﬁ)
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A yvefeavth IYvgvavm in WW/U-/N'YMV
And finally, we é@g%#fgg—éeveicp J) g chnologies that coZid

Shc
destroy stkyhegia missiles in frfd flight -- Ehexebd looking to a
day when the huge arsenals of these missiles wpuld be obsolete, awd A&énék

shaegres widd rely v Pridechng oo gegles Vit f'rﬁ“the\” W vl hermbid,

And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement by w

could o withus in A Copoarve dnsidm £ fli3 we M‘f%‘c tNImens o
mg""\r{l JC(W‘I'J-’ .

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 alog s, .
I can say is that for the first time Sov1et-Amer1can

WMoV Ing, Awel YAV Wy
negotiations in these areas argaﬁeadodAln the right direction:
not just arms control but arms reduction.

dramatic chanrge *ﬂA%héﬂ-eummﬁtrTn:mmssvs?%or some time before our

talks began, I had been saying  -that arms control negotiations

alone could not bear the full weight of Sov1et;Amer1ca relations;

assist. in-speedi-ng-up—the—arms—reduction-process. In shcrt,
Ave

doi nore about arms control meant talking more than arms
oing mor u rm o i qﬂ r
control. So I proposed "umbrella talks" with the Soviets -—‘K\
. . . i £0
QE’TGt*5*4035—*U4ﬁ¥"?'bf°3d:bﬁﬁ0é—aG2nd3-——4ha¢—la—Mh¥—N@—€0¥€§3

vea\
expand the negotiating agenda 72/;o go to the source®of political
P g J LA 2

tension bhetween the Soviets and ourselvesg C‘”

€ Sovie 114 i i e Cmdange
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Ttis—just-such-an-agenda that Secretary Shultz brought-back
with—him--from.Moscow-before-last-year's-Geneva-summits—For—the
fitst—time;—we—had-on—the-tablethose issues that-went-to-the

Owifuch Cre cSswe (s hyyan voghts, A5 Bwn omedy mee S0, " is ot peece,

n L fu[ Q\M’,J‘-‘, Q Wa h Waoe N
‘A Only last week,7 here in the Oval Office, aknte\ze'é
('\l« tm

W h« W V'\\"/ m
human rights teader, Yuri Orlov, described to me hds-

whm W SFfeved ,
1 — Y 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

suff;ring ,iielike those of far too many other "\dlvt\d {/H’I /V#IW

walEs of |i ) ) e

ia-t-LLlacxualsiand_Min the Soviet Unionj, incled iy fhote who vash e,,f:
ewgnk- érg

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

A
Have fo

MW

that an improvement of the human ccndition within the Soviet em"m*,ﬁ

Some e

United States would not seek to exploit improvement in these

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

Union is indispensahle for an improvement in bilateral relations
with the United States. TFor a government that will break faith

vith its own people cannct he trusted to keep faith with foreicn

‘gr —— o ?"6,{* - /;‘4
$Tet P s

powers.

So, I told Mr. Corbachev -- again in Reykjavik as I had in Gereva
-- 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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- go :
Subjedt [ves
Another azda we took up in Iceland{—a-second—issde at the
Dnew 1< IS
heart of the differences between the Soviet and Americ ‘ #"
ISSue Thid ° At o Summ

rs—thet of regional conflicts. As-I—said-te Mr. Gorbachev /i

e
jov(-fuhg can wuke P Awer itan gﬁle frvaet what— Spnth-achms % Wtaut Fo

W‘ehe people of Afghanistan, Central America,
Unh) St pelicres ¢ s we will make Svre Pha

sings
and Vwdepenotnce == will ey

Africa and Southeast Asia

crissieTr agenda~iserr. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan)
Aase wire el diSeusims.

So once again, I think

O Cd S el WSSO - O emelll

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction,

"1§éeegnitbmrﬂé§}ummn rights and the resolution of regional
conflicté. 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—téfpeoéle exchanges that could
lead to exchanges between not just f&—feid selected elites but
thousands of everyday citizens frcm both cur ccountries.

So I think ther vou can see that we did male progress in
Iceland or 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 socme
areas of disagreement.

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

President promise, that the talks in Icelard 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 heclds all the moral
and intellectual cards and these are decisive in combination."

And because vou, 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 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

g
few moments with them and thank them forlg;;-sacrifices and 4o
Thay vepretent Anavica it pest @ cmmitled ‘4’4“4"0‘/"{7/470“
devofﬁ.on to country. Mv,(.bau», g glse b fieotrm 64 allies, commited 40 Pundaning

M Shength awd vesolve Bat make o Ve pradivchie negrfimhme ni
But I must tell you that as I looked out on their faces I amvevsa e,

also thought of their families back home and the thousands of
other faceg.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 thankfuvl --
thankful for the gift of the real America, the gift of coming
home again.

Flying back last night from Iceland vou can well imagine how
grateful again I was for that gift of ccming home, to a land like
this. But I nust tell you I also thought about other faces I
have seen in my journeys -- the faces c¢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
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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 séid. 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.iﬂ 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 yvou and God bless you.

e e T e e



(DOLAN)
October 10, 1986
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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 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

- e

American foreign poli;§v/€;rld peace and freedom be pursued. .

And se faith in the intuitive wisdom of the
awy 2l t

peop17 a the consent of the governed ;gp the founding
- - o-e wlo‘
principles of our Kepublic t 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 United States and
invited him to visiﬂe e said: "I accept." And then he told me
he would like me tonee the Soviet Union and invited me. And I
said: "I accept." And so'the supposedly thorny question of
future summits and their locationﬁggs 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 9? next
(this) year. I told Mr. Gorbachev this was a good time to visit
us here because ....\Jno®ik.(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



Page 3

United States governmenf for all they did on such short notice to
“c

make these discussions pessdible. /”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 doonq

+ [ ° ',’o‘q fo‘a
r&!’nec" stalemategs i

—efeeiibe- areas where we saw movement. But, first

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
meort ¢ el

Americans, i i that the

differences between the United States and the Soviet Union_remain
v

deep and abiding‘ind, as I have aewems-hesditaled "™ point out to
)
Mr. Gorbachey; 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.

‘ ‘, syt
And that is why in Iceland welw VK g‘.lllest

vlSvC
days#hls admlnlstratlon. n prudent, realistic and, above

all, deliberate approach toward negotiations with the Soviets.
‘/‘ .'~ * tes
You may remember tHa of rushing into negotiations Coppp——

-
.
, we made/gear

had no illusions about the Soviets or their ultimate intentions;

that we

i

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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::;}zngtions around the world; we assisted freedom fighters
(g

Afghanistan, Nicaraqua, Angola and other places]jwho were
. .‘ wid ‘l. ." ' 4 s 2
resisting totalitarian rule.

And yet at the same time we set out anderegmr-wesis=en these

be9a oork
foreign policy goalsf) fe also another of our major

wee
objectives: that of seeking wuy§’%;’1essen tensions with the

. Lays As T
Soviets, maans to prevent war and keep the peace. 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 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 candidm the Soviets; we have been candid Mt the
Soviets. We have been realistic; we have been deliberate.

And there has been one other crucial difference.ﬁ& ou see,
my fellow Americans, the atmosphere surrounding tsl'.l‘e?e:.r'n'eetings is
different because the world is different; and the world is
different because o ou, the American people, Zwmimslve-t=ypeu have
achieved during these past five and a half years. wr‘a'reuo

Gt we
longeE‘Permitting ourselves to be surprised by the Soviets at

At LR
every turn, no long ermitting ourselves to react hastily to
their threats or respond weakly to their adventures or ‘6 be
humiliated by every nickel-and-dime dictator under their

influence.
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Totaw, Americalis 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 wq;ld. Let there be no

LJ
doubt: freedom today is on the marcll‘e because the American people

[ )
have stood fast in its defense. Y“‘ have f§iwln I"el“\'

And if there is one impression I carry away with me from

these October talks recently concluded in Iceland, it is that we

are seeing now the first signs of harvest, a harvest of peace and
Can
freedom that weeele=giiady be ours if we perservere _in thetjpirit
Mx ¢ —cd skl

o characrten

of strength and resolve
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United States government for all they isd on such short notice to '
make ® these discussions possible. ‘dhduet me also add
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point out that for all the progress made in Icelang

these talks

were sobering —- they brought home ®emge again the truth of the
statement tions do not mistrust each other because they are

armed; they are armed because they mistrust each other. My
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between the United States and the Soviet Union remain deep and

fellow Americans,

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

ideology and rule on the world.“ we pur ’_‘J wk."’ ’/Mq r((,

A Tele

And that is wh
has -sakgn a prudent, realistic and, above all,

";a iberate ‘ ! L

approach toward negotiations with the Soviets. nstead o

'l e o Koy dew
rushing into negotiations’ we made clearM
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 2#0%in
that the principal objective of American foreign policy is not
just the prevention of war but the extension of freedom. And
TThailgi‘we stressed our commitment to the growth of democratic

government and democratic institutions around the world} aﬁ(v
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other places who were resisting the imposition of totalitarian
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rule t
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our major objectives: that of seeking ways to lessen tensions

we also pursued another of

Cuns ld{
with the Soviets, w to prevent war and keep the peace. ‘6
adopted a deliberate, step=By wtep 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 decisionﬁ/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 pre us decadegc;JWe have
‘jb or &
been candid with the Sov1ets oviets. Trmestedperesr)
2 /%,
w1 out i]llusions alse expectatlons. e have been reallstlc‘_

dellbe ate.

Hhﬂ:there has been one other crucial difference -- you see,

wtmeosgwe su 44
my'fellow Americans, the eetlngs\:f§>different because th

\
world is di ferent And the world is different because of 2T .

ooz \‘;?"“
you, the American peop ave achieve ring these past five

'/f¢4l4~’

and a half years. F
o longer permitting ourselves to be
surprised by the Soviets at every turn, no longer permitting
ourselves to ifaCt hastily to their threats or respond weakly to

their adven es e humiliated

by every-nickel -and=dime dictator under their influence.
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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

JﬁthO" oo $.ome
(fHETE‘WEE’E’Egird party in the roo%”ﬁi-:hiﬁ_;ima. but, believe
Gwd Fee ticipant Ye
me, without your support/ none of these talgi could iuﬁhh::zﬂb
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SCY ‘ € ultimate aims of Americalfg

foreign policy, world peace and freedom,'wﬁ.ﬂ-&a&ned.
And it's because cinihete—iowndine TriNebpiotmal oy

nﬂ!ESE::;s%:ith in the intuitive wisdom of the people and the

consent of the governe &

ap reporting to you tonight.
ﬂ‘(\‘*r ortanT Mg 4 osé
let me begin by pointing out thes GSS10 st
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they were not a full-blown summit conference; they were
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preparatory meetings, a planning session, for a future summit

conference.

\‘g styeom
You see, when Mr. Gorbachev and I met for the first timeVv™in

Geneva we quickly settled one question the experts thought would

be troublesome. While we, were eyt walking together a—erre—reorsmdimm—
W ‘et s o
I told him that I H him to wie+t the United Statei2§nd.
$¢0J/ L r—4 V.'{u‘(-
Pyyass : 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,' & I think you
can see why face-to=face discussions between leaders of nations

et o b 870 fre quamtly hoty !,
But =tmr—Gemeswg we did leave one critical matter unresolvedrﬁé“ﬂ'\
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the exact date of those future conferences. So in Iceland, this

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

Wede £re5e%%.
that we w i TCEO LV INg ~tirte—teTwwer 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
Reykijavik =-- 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





