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(DOLAN)

October 10, 1986
2:30 p.m. (Iceland)

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

GOOD EVENING.

s most of you know, I have just returned from meetings with
the leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev, in
Icel::E;::::>

It's good to be home. And tonight I would like to take a
few moments to explain to you what took place in these meetings.

ci[ﬁow because faith in the intuitive wisdom of the people and the

consent of the governed are founding principles of our republic,
I'QE have -- right from the start regarded you, the american
people, as a full participant ;n the discussions between Mr.
Gorbachev and myself. I know it was a suprise to the General
Secretary to learn at this late date there was a third party in
the room, but believe me, without your support, these talks could
not be held, and without your continued participation, the goals
of world peace and freedom can never ultimately be attained.

Which is way I am reporting to you tonight, as I did when I
returned from last year's Summit Conference in Geneva. Let me
begin by pointing out, however,that the talks I've just returned
from in Iceland were unlike Geneva in one way; they were not a
full blown summit conference; they were preparatory meetings, a

planning session, for a future summit conference.
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would like him to visit the United States, so I invited him, and
he said: "I accept." And then he told me how much he would 1lik

me to see the Soviet Union and he invited me; and I said "I
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So face to face discussions help. I just wish all the items
on the summit agenda were as easily handled. The differences
between the Soviet Union and the United States and its allies are
deep and abiding. Which is simply to repeat a formula I have
repeated many times: that nations do not mistrust each other
because they are armed; they are armed because the mistrust each
other. And during our discussions together I have been candid
with Mr. Gorbachev about our view of the source of that mistrust:
the Soviet regime's record of attempting to impose its rule and
ideology on the world. And that is why -- as important as arms
control is -- a true agenda for peace means justice, freedom and
recognition of human rights, must deal with ever deeper issues.

And that is why we have insisted from the very start that the

issues that go to the heart of our differences with the Soviet
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As most of you know, I have just returned from meetings with
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justice, freedom and recognition of human rights, must deal with
ever deeper issues. And that is why we have insisted from the
very start that the issues that go to the heart of our
differences with the Soviet Union such as human righrts

violations and Soviet military intervention -- either directly
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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 % 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 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

fk— 9 d“‘h\ Cain towl aue at f4véf'
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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.

: - o ST ™
Wt % 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.
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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.

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

so very different from that of previous decades
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But thexa ha been \another di - -... =gz mind.. the
L E— ‘4
T r S m———
cr = . CLaiice B i 2 no
\ e

AMeriGam=a T I paking us react-hassily
i G—thad stand

tO th Qe S = 8 ORIV & = aledaNe - 0O

2 o, 05\ no W"“"” e gioge, T te . ooy

2e Y foday 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.
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*Le Wa/{d 57
is different, different because

rocesw%

acrifice o he 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 crisisQEIEEn

Lﬁhi---i-ﬂ-uuéQ have given pause to our adversaries,

heartened our friends and inspired the world. Freedom is on the
¥ W bg ceboe~~ I ~‘f’s c.r:_"‘-‘cu/ 44(,, -=
PC 9 Ic $ 4’00 90./ “/“ ’C— '.f'
Porces gal re; cinef) IFs strewg
C_d

march today-
AmesrCan

M 9¢W



md. Indeed, if there is one
2 it is

impression I carry away with me from these October talk
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One sign of this in Iceland was the discussion of the key

"(:;sue 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

superiorit

That is why in the early 1980s the Unlted States .
ehuold ©v- statet’

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

(.
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these missiles would be obsolete, and defense strategies would
rely on protection of our peoples rather than on perpetuating
their vulnerability. And we offered to the Soviet Union an
agreement by which they could join with us in cooperative
transition to this new strategic environment of mutual security.

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to
report to you that in several of these areas, the Soviets made
serious responses. (INSERT)

I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements.
What I can say is that for the first time in a long time,
Soviet-American negotiations in these areas are moving, and
moving in the right direction: not just arms cpntrol 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 expaad the negotiating agenda, to
go to the real source ofMtween the Soviets
and ourselvgs. &9 ‘

One such issue is human rights. As 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
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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,
vmah Z9hts 4w

than upon the deeds that follow. When it comes toVjudging Soviet
intentiongi we 5;; 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 regior;a?_ conflicts. told Mr. Gorbachev that ﬁg‘

@od feelihj%ﬁl“émx_e%gple 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.
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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

» 09 -
people—to-peéi?gtfﬁ%fjggﬁig lead to exchanges between not just & é&x~,
‘sﬁilﬁiiﬁcfiigégjbut 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 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
candi t 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
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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 Britis ;?
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 a&ﬁghistory,

é Qve W _
those enormous reserves 7 aking their
7 Pvyhot
presence and power feltW “’- va

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 /

N

with adversaries. N

But I must tell you that as I looked t their faces I
n

also thought of their families back home a he thousands of
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other faces I have seen\in my journeys throdgh America. You know
on these trips in our nat\ions' cities; wh€n our motorcade travels
down the highways, many Am&ricans inteyrupt their day to greet
us: office workers standing\ in theif shirt sleeves; laborers in
blue overalls from garages and warghouses; housewives in their
front yards; children waving flggs in front of their schools.
Always I remember those faces And I like to say how good it is
for us to get out of Washingfon, axd how 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 fhe gift of a land like this. But I must
tell you I also thougyft about other faces have seen in my

){ ? A ' A A7 ” N 2 gﬂ
journeys -- the facels of the people tof Feeland—and-vf—so many
s o

=

ations aroyhd 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 Rf peace and |

—

fraadan. S
"Wherever the banner of liberty is unfurled, there shall be
America's heart, her prayers and her benedictions," John Adams
once said. He spoke well of 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 ©on our journey towaré-peace@wﬁﬁ

Jugl



(DOLAN)
October 10, 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. It's good to be home. And

tonight I want to take a few moments to explain to you what took

place in these meetings.

]
wil 1 3
Now ause faith in the intuitive wisdom of the people and

the consent of the governed are founding principles of our
republic,) I want you to know that from the very start of my
meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have regarded you, the American
people, as a full participant in our discussions. I know it may
a suprise th\General Secretary to leéﬁi}ﬁégﬁf%%%tg third party
in the room, but, believe me, without your support, these talks
could not be held, and without your continued participation, the
ultimate goals of these discussiona,;;E world peace and freedom,\¥“ﬁ
can never be attained.

Whiech—-is—way I am reporting to you tonight, as I did when I
returned from last year's Summit Conference in Genevafi}Let me
begin by pointing out ,~hewewvex,that the talks I've just returned
from in Iceland were unlike Geneva in one way; 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. Gorbache et in Genevﬁ we quickly settled

one question the experts t:oughi::rvtioyurl_g be troublesome. -When‘éj 40,/""‘]

\}):,)L W—- were out walking together T I would like him to visit
the United States; so I invited him, and he said: "I accept."
And then he told me how much he would like me to see the Soviet

Yece Yo Forca

Union and he invited me; and I said "I accept." ZAmd go e

Ih,(gu help - - . W
fﬂ ion o uture summits a was se ed as

simply as that.
But one critical matter was 1ef§ unanswered: the exact date

et e %{f44 P/fqu'
of the future conferences. I i i ; 1

Ui ud tode
fffgue—we—m?t’Igﬁzg;land,tc—take—npr-
And s I am pleased to report to you tonight that, as agreed
imGeneva a year ago, the next summit will take place herein the
United States and that -- as we agreed im—Ffeeland a day or two

H e
ago r. Gorbachev will be visiting us sewme#tme in the month of

" (Inser19 ermrisls—-decisien

I just wish the other items on our agenda could have been as
easily resolved. Let me make it clear that these most recent
discussions with Mr. Gorbachev have brought home to me again the
truth of the statement, "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

ar’
Union remains deep and abiding ans I have never hesitated to

point out to Mr. Gorbachev/whm the source of those

T Qv vl s ty /gyg,l /
differences and mistrustsdﬁVEEE:;Eﬁﬁfﬁ=5; the Soviet UnionYof

attempting to impose its ideology and rule on the world.
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It#sHELcause of the depth of these differences tlsmt this
administration has from its earliest day taken a prudent,
realistic and above all deliberate approach toward negotiations
with the Soviets. Instead of rushing into negotiations, the

¢
administration took the time to make clea illusions about

the Soviets or thier ultimate intentions. )It's why we wer

licly candid about the critical istinctions between

ianism and democrac

's why we reaffirmed our

committment to the twin goals of world peach and freedom; it's
why we said again that the principal objective of American

foreign policy is not just the prevention of war but the

extension of freedom. We stressed our committment to the growth
of democratic government and institutions around the world; and
we assisted freedom fighters in places like Afghanistan and
Nicaragua, Angola and other places who were resisting the
imposition of totalitiarian rulg in their 2&3&2:14&?”‘““ -

And yet at the same time we were establishing and working

towards these goali,of—ﬂmEYTEHn—foﬁeign_pglicy,_we also pursued

another of our major objectives:



: our comittment to a work with the Svoiets to prevent war, lessen tnions and
keep the peace. So we took a step by step approach towards Svoiet Amreican relations;<less#ng
gradually expanding-‘h and then intesnifying tirsee areas & o.:xt,:ual
and mulltnatlorfldlcu5551on. Eventually, this steady approach paid off, it led to

last year's summit conference in Genvea and the decison tow &E}/ itt

conferences.

Now I point all this out 1m
és’\\because Wkround tothese discsssian _highlights—what—

&K
m%t this distinguiehs this summitt proc3ss from those of earlier

decaces¥; - W » we have been

\ ——m
without illusions or false expectatons. We have been s\kew—ane deliberate.

h be ‘gg&\u}» i ith th & iet
we have en 1.a.ba$oe'1me=s~and wi € PVOLEER S anid. abGUE thessvoiets.

/Bnt—there—'}s_s.till_oa_other_pricnpal difference. about the atmosphere of these?

ngeetiatons with the—Svotet—Union., You se€, Amreiea—i ie
£
— —
tere is another difference. Zdm that—ts the hsitorical tides. You

9
see, Aremica @_age no longer undr siege.
ot~—terges~bh To the contrary, t

it oy fll Mt uld

This then is where we believe hsitory is going' but my fellow Aremicans unlike the

i

Marxists we do not blive there is naything inevitable about history -- we believe it is

in large measure the free refelction of the decisons d the will of meand the deicosn
free mean and women.

My fellow Aremicans, when it said there was a difrerence the difrerence is you.
A few years aggo, Tought e last five and a half years, you have made it
possible to for Amreica to rever her miliatry and eocnomic strength; you havemade

it possible



And so I plaesed to report to you tonight*‘yhat as agreed in Genvea O Yyeor
Gie >

: /
.WE_3§;€E~H‘In-gauea_the next summitt will take place hherein theUneid staes
=67 «@ 4% 2 e,
—and_the date wve—=d=_and and we agreed in iceland(Mr. grobachev will be

visitngWMhipr\éiéL sometime in the momth of . We~were—DOEthR gratified  —~ H £
.. él'wwx Ay
by this—éedscsion and I pointe—érrt W - >

, I just wish the other items on our agenda could have QM&.

been as easily resolved. Let me make it clear that these most recent discussion with Mr. Grobac
have brought home to me again the turht of e the statement: nations do not mistrust
thex each other because they are armed; they are armed because they

histrust each other. kx®k The differences between the Uneid States an8oth
7

and the Soviet Union a%%and abiding and I have never hesitated to point? »&
) ':#M/\M%m‘”\‘“ LA Q0
out to Mr. Gorbachev what belive is the source of those fi-ferdrnces? e thgéhinatinn_—

Qk'of the soviet Union td’EﬁESEE-If§~idealngy of attemptin? Xl impose its ideolgoy

and urle on the world.

Yet at

It's because of the depth of hese idfference that this adminstiration has from its
: — \gcybgé‘!kf/ L
earliest day taken a prudent, realistic and above all approach toward negotiations w
with the Soviets. Instead of rushing into negoitations, the administration took the time
to make clear our illusions about hte Svoiets or their ulitmate mk intentions. It's why we
weree publicly candi about the critical moral distincitons between toatlirarinaim and
demcoaracy . It's why we reaffirmed our committment to th twin goals of
world peace and freedom ; it's why we said again that the principal objective of Armeican
foreing policy is not jsut hte prventon of war but the extension of freedom . We stressed our cc
committment to the growht of demcoartic govern-nt and institutons around the world;
and we asssited freedom fighters in places like AFghasitcan Ncirugui)angol o
7

and other places whowere resistingﬁglgggposition of totalitiarian rule gn their coutnries.

And yet the same time we were establsihing t f working towards the

and working towards these goals fo armican foreing policy, we also prusued anohero fo our major

objectives:
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You see when Mr. Gorbachev met in Geneve we~settled one
question the experts thought would be troublesome><%%?:;;e out
walkingfz;d'f‘ggfg him I would like him to visit the United
State%f so I invited him, and he said: "I accept.” And then he
told me how much he would like me to seesthe Soviet Union and he

4

invited me; and I said "I accept." And qs the question of future

ay
summits and their locations was settled ®hat simply s M.

S —
So face to face discussions help. I just wish all the items

The differences

on the summit agenda were as easily handled.
between the Soviet Union and the United States and its allies are
deep and abiding. Which is simply to repeat a formula I have
repeated many times: that nations do not mistrust each other
because they are armed; they are armed because the mistrust each
other. And during our discussions together I have been candid
with Mr. Gorbachev about our view of the source of that mistrust:
the Soviet regime's record of attempting to impose its rule and
ideology on the world. And that is why -- as important as arms
control is -- a true agenda for peace means justice, freedom and
recognition of human rights, must deal with ever deeper issues.

And that is why we have insisted from the very start that the

issues that go to the heart of our differences with the Soviet
Union such as human righrts violations and Soviet military
intervention -- either directly or by proxy -- must be addressed

in our negotiation especially our summit conference.

fue
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(DOLAN)

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

PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: ADDRESS TO THE NATION A(mfcﬂde
MONDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1986 mﬁ:;‘; "

Good evening. As most of you know, I have just returned a\{"(w ;\'.LW
from meetings with the leader of the Soviet Union, General ’7%ﬁ'%4“klvt
Secretary Gorbachev, in Iceland. As I did last year when I }a¥¢ pones

returned from the summit conference in Geneva, I want to take a
few moments tonight to @rég-a’;;what took place in these
discussioﬁg.

{§€b<f1rst, let me say it's QOod to be home, and remind you
that from’ theéeg start of my meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have
always regarded you, the American people, as full participants.

e
> Qv//
thisEine—there—was—a—third-party—in—the-room,—buty| Believe me, 1*‘%
without your supporﬁ)ébd—partieipatéea} none of the;; talks could

have been held, nor could the ultimate aims of American foEeign
. pte

policy -- world peace and freedom -- be pursued. &amreporting
Glet
to~yon—tonight—becan§§'zhis faith in the(ggﬂué%iye wisdom of the

eople and the consent of the gcverned are the founding

g

or these principles, I

h

principles cf our FRepublic. And it is

went that extra mile to Iceland.
‘Q—> hese meefing A Smed [eadevs .
@/gmmgi. ' Slop! \..a..h"u O “ importe Vo Fn—whieh he DW"’
; o . roerdo
- -5~ © ' - =+ CIrEree O 2 rrandc We-Ir€ ] e m‘.g'
Sy e shal=) Qg T ey wWe RO-t—a =] OW ST L& /Meé/ﬂ/lj),
infended &5 wreve
@aniexanca+—:heﬂ‘wereﬂpreparatory meetings, a planning session rvfﬂy
_ S Copificant
s ‘
Aispwchm wi|
/W/L I'MLV“fika

ff”7
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‘sz;fiifii‘ffAIcéland the profound gratitude of the United States; Aé
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Lol|-Aledyed 4o be htd whn M Govbesherv st A
Eeeland-was—a—base—ecamp Berore

for a fudwre summit conference,

Unided States.

o . Gorbachev-and-I met for-the first-time
= in—-Geneva-we—quickly-settled onequestion-the—-experts
-theugh ould b oublesome:—While-we-were—out-walking together
ST da ke bidnon S—— re—irim—to—-see—the-United-States—amd
invited—him-to—vis and—he—said: "I.-aceceptv"—-And-then-he-told
pe--he—~would tke-ma-to seethe Soviet Union and invited me. And

Lwg@id il ~acceptvt-—And-s0,~the supposedly.thorny question-of

future—summits-and-their locations was. settled as.simply.as.that;
I -think vo n-see-wh ace-to-face-discussions—between—lteaders
[e) natie 5 eqguen neiLp .

was—our—top_agenda itemd] I am pleased to report to you tonightFE) Jff

as Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed yesterday in Reykjavik)vz/;he
Soviet leacder will be visiting America in the month of

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

here because ....é:, TMr—Phom: 31 tion,—and—the
mess_uill_ha¥e~a—§ﬁ%&—sﬁpp%yweémghocgéataﬁah;paeeekiegfy

I just wish the other items on cur agenda could have been as
easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland talks were useful

ard guite productive -- more so than I believe either partv

P T2 mma S ——
originally anticipated./%@o,iet me at this point express to the
—ovc_eld ally. -

P e L— ——
~
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these discussions could not have been as successful as they were.

e ——————

éet_mefa-Lse—add—that—we—saW‘mrther-we}:come—ﬂeveiopment-in

lngness tTO negotla

been—stalemated—In~afew moments,

Iwant-to—report—to-you on-some of the areas whHeté we saw

novement .

weve 4lso Stet
MY But, g;zst7—it—ée:kg:ffff:ae—President_fE'56Tﬁ€7ﬂﬁ?1hat‘for

7 sobering --

they brought home again the truth of the statement that nations
do not misérust each other because they are aﬁged; they are armed
because they mistrust each other. T T—we
e b

remember thad {he differences between the United States and the
Soviet Union are deep and abiding and, as I have(éhndidli)told
Mr. Gorbachev himself, our view of the source of that mistrust
remains the same: the Soviet Union's record of attempting to
impoée 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 aprroach with the Soviets that we have

sfet
prursued from the earliest days of our administration. égﬂbﬂﬁﬂ'

remember that early in our first term insteaéd—ef—rushinmg—intc

negatéation#T—we—meée—it_cleaxﬂkhab-&b had no illusions about the
Soviets or their ultimate intentions; we were publicly cag?id
about the critical moral distinctions between totalitarianism and
democracyv. 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

d th 1d; that is wh /emﬂ%c[ﬁwmfgmd iy dar A (o i Be wayre
aroun e world; at is why we reedom fighters who :
were resisting the imposition of totalitarian rule in A ﬂ“y

Cambrdid, md e)se phove .
and—other atTeons.

Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola
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 fmean§ to lessen tensions with

the Soviets, &aﬁ to prevent war and keep the peace. -&s—;-sa-y, ,-’--

we-.adopted-a—deliberate, step-by-stepapproach towards- F

I-n-‘ee-ns-zréﬁ-ag-t-he—a-reas%f g&%& ra -negotiation. ‘9&

has s w
Eventually,.this-steady-approach-paid- Of""‘"f“l’t/'&ed”t@ ms; 7‘ %
- e in G 4;“ to : SuSnvse,

o /

' hd lafoc v*

with i - IBOUE The ELV

- : out illusions; ‘Wé“‘nave—been ‘without- gf‘ef’

éﬁ':'e—exp'm""crtlona. }% All_03~thls makes this current summit |

process sc very different from that of previocus decades.

Anéd—there-has been anether differencer—To-my mi

crucial differance—Fou—see, My fEIl0W Americans

the—8 ; T i i sverr<turn—no—ltender-ake—they ﬂhl
aki-rrg—T =3 rstily—t6-thei hreat.s.or . .respond-weakly=ts m"’"
o direntare ® and _humili ;ted,_byd_eueﬁx—»%«i—ekelmiﬂd—dme

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

America's economic and military power is resurgent, the Western
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democrécies 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@c-gmis“p‘;g;e—sﬁ-md-iy 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. .Yourip

energy has restored and expanded our economy, your sedf—seesrifiee

i e )
has sY;sta-:rned our military ba*ﬁ—e’p-,' and your

S+¢+

has
oW pav e 4o
0‘ wav.-zq-ﬁed

our adversaries, heartened our friends and 1nsp1red the

- {
world. (Freedomts 6n the march ; AL 'Urr-the-mareh 7;”,‘1
beewse—-r—i?rr'ts—eri&ea-}-&mrr-wtﬂthe-pci naxi
oy Gtet—

Mwwﬁtm—awmued 1#.«5« foreegibecause.you,. the \/
Ameriean—people,-stood.steadfast-in 'gé”defense. .
I i Ji Jon

_your-work-was—evident—in—Ifeeland: Indeed, if there is one WI}D"“
impression I carry away with me from these October talks, it is
: ; fvbjedr

that we are seeing now those first tentative signs of harvest, a [rt‘/‘“')“
harvest of peace and freedom planted by the strength and resolve Mwm “‘
of the American people and their allies, a harvest that can be ¢ !
Pr*o"‘ ’)
curs if, as a people, we persevere in the spirit that has brought

ue so far.
A L .
One seartiime-exidence of this in Iceland was the emtiwely

discussionf—e® the key issue of arms control.

Yon bur foah whon L Came ings Ve T commifles vitade 6

I-negotiatiens-had—~hecome~a kind  of
W \H’Jth?\m 2 baA Avms ey ohw h-m 5.
_dnternationmalstingoperation =

=="the-Seoviets—would-agree-to

.\/gﬁ“ﬁl Y
W'

stabéhz—e—éeme—catﬁMp’m—

ocophotes~to-
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discussions with Mr. Gorbachev here in the United States will
lead inevitably to great breakthroughs or momenﬁibus 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 thaqffas-srrfish
author Paul Johnsen—peoints—eutlp are far outweighed by the

ot

"gg;rmous reserves"™ of democratic societies, societies where
national unity springs from popular consent. The recilency of a
free society is one of the comforting lessons of all historym
@E;_JI&W&KH%A*&&tes?~m£Gx&ntwé%wawbreathfﬁg‘gpﬁCE“aﬁd~itwmiljk
guickly..develop 4. strategv-ef—survival—ard—formthe-insisuments
of vietery+—ZIn—the-long run," he writes—"it hold§ all the moral
and intellectual-cards.and these-are-deecisive-in-combination
And because vou, the American people, have given the cause
of freedom that breathing space it so desperately needed, freedon

does now hold the winning cards. And throughout the world, those
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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 misgiles 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 weapens that are so threatening to our allies in
Europe. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and
chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally sweeping

reductions.
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And finally, we began to develop new technologies that could
destroy strategic missiles in mid flight -- thereby looking to a
day when the huge arsenals of these missiles would be obsolete.
And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement by which they
could share in our technology and deployment of our Strategic
Defense System.

All this was on the table in Iceland. And, I am pleased to
report to you that in several of these areas, the Soviets made
serious responses. (INSERT)

But because each of these areas involves complex technology,
I cannot predict the nature or dates of future agreements. What
I can say is that for the first time, Soviet American
negotiations in these areas are headed in the right direction:
not just arms control but arms reduction.

In addition to this, there has been another beneficial and
dramatic change in this summit process. For some time before our
talks began, I had been saying that arms control negotiations
alone could not bear the full weight of Soviet America relations;
that problems in arms negotiations should not be permitted to
thwart or imperil the entire Soviet-Amreican relationship. I
also ncted that negotiations in other areas could sometimes
assist in speeding up the arms reducticn 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 ofher 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 propagandé. But I also make it plain
that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet
Unicn is indispensabhle for an improvement in bilateral relations
with the United States. For a government that will break faith
with its own people cannct 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
eritical aéenda item. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan)

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

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction,
recognition of human rights and the resolution of regional
conflicts. This area was that of bilateral or people-to-people
contacts. In Geneva last year, we welcomed the signing of
several cultural exchange accords; in Iceland, we saw indications
of more movement in these areas. But let me say now the United
States remains committed to people-to-people exchanges that could
lead to exchanges between not just a few selected elites but
thousands of everyday citizens from both our countries.

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in
Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a
full-fledced 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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"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.

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 faceé 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 gét out of Washington, to move
across America, to see again towns and neighborhoods, baseball
diamonds and football fields. And I say, too, I am thankful --
thankful for the gift of the real America, the gift of coming
home again.

Flying back last night from Iceland you can well imagine how
grateful again I was for that gift of coming home, to a land like
this. But I nust tell you I also thought about other faces I
have seen in my journeys -- the faces cf 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.



ETERMINED 108

D
TIVE MA
AN ADM\N\STRAS o 1.1(0) (DOLAN)

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

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

Good evening. [?; most of you kno;?]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 tofégﬁi;tn 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 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 partv 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. [; am feportin
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summit.

You see, when Mr//ﬁorbachev and I\met for the first time

’hlast year in Geneva,we quickly settled ong\questlon the experts
thought would be troublesome. While w weretput walklng\together
I told him thét I would like him to/see tpé Unlted States and
invited h;m/to visit, and he sgld. gt | cept.“ And then he told
me he ydﬁld like me to see»;ﬁe Soviet Union and invited me. And
I(f;ié: "I accept." And”so, tbé supposedly thorn question of
future summits and théir looétlons was settled as 51mply as thate
[:Jthlnk voiajif/see/Wﬁ?/;é;e-tofface~d1scuss;ons_betueenklggggfs
of nations-atre frequently héipfﬁi?) ,,ﬂ?

matter unresolv

Was—our~%ep_agenda.ite@Z] I am pleased to report to you tonight

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

But in Geneva ,we’aIa“Ieaze one

the exact dafe of those future conferen

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

s
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government; without allwthey did on such short notice tsussdsc
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 misfrust 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 wereﬁgﬂﬂjfdi)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 relations4:§radua%4y~expanding"gnduxheﬁa
inggggifyégg‘thp areas Qi,mutualfandmmultinatinnalwnegotiatiUﬁZ]

VYt
Evenéua&iyﬁ’Ehis steady approach4paid 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

-

w“%%%? in Iceland.E - i n.]

So we have keen 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 sc 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 everv 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



Page 5
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 Eég_the_saerfftc%ﬂof the

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

roe]

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

energy has restored and expanded our economy, E

of national unity in times of crisis like Lebanon and Grenada has
warned ouf 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
curs if, as a people, we persevere in the spirit that has brought
us so far.

,jhae[éégﬁgggné]evidence of this in Iceland was the entirely
new nature of our discussions on the key issue of arms control.
In past vears, 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 supefiority.

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

Arestorezgsggieglc 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
Eurcope. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and
chemical and biological weapons we proposed egually sweeping

reductions.
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And finally, we began to develop new technologies that could
destroy strategic missiles in mid flight -- thereby looking to a
day when the huge arsenals of these missiles would be obsolete.
And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement by which they
could share in our technology and deployment of our Sﬁrategic
Defense System.

All this was [on th:M::jgaiJlIceland. 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 ncted 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 propagandé. But I also make it plain
that an improvement of the human condition within the Soviet
Unicn is indispensable for an improvement in bilateral relations
with the United States. TFor a government that will break faith
with its own people cannct 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 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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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 aéenda item. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan)

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

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction,
recognition of human rights and the resolution of regional
conflicts. This area was that of bilateral or people-to-people
contacts. In Geneva last year, we welcomed the signing of
several cultural exchange accords; in Iceland, we saw indications
of more movement in these areas. But let me say now the United
States remains committed to people-to-people exchanges that could
lead to exchanges between not just a few selected elites but
thousands of everyday citizens from both our countries.

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in
Iceland on a broad range of topics. We set a date for a
full-fledged summit; we reestablished our four point agenda; we
discovered{%f%é]new grounds of agreement; we probed againﬂégm;D
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.

must e it clear, as we did in the reggnt Daniloff case, /£hat
i yd s '
th Sovietkgn{giawill be held responsible for/iggfggti

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 vou, the American people, have given the cause
f 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.

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 faceé 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 gét out of Washington, to move
across America, to see again towns and neighborhoods, baseball
diamonds and football fields. And I say, too, I am thankful --
thankful for the gift of the real America, the gift of coming
home again.

Flying back last night from Iceland you can well imagine how
grateful again I was for that gift of coming home, to a land like
this. But I must tell you I also thought about other faces I
have seen in my journeys -- the faces 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 freedomyQ.y v~ n»~3oa~

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

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

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. [?; most of you kno;:]l 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 toiggﬁigin what took place in these
discussioﬁs.
But first, let me say it's good to be home, and remimd you
that from the very start of my meetings with Mr. Gorbachev I have
always regarded ycu, the American people, as full participants.
I know it may surprise the General Secretary to learn that all
this time there was a third partv 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. [; am/teportin %;9
to you tonjght bechuse this faﬁth in the[éntuitivé]wigdom of the .&fng,)yr*
people and the consent of gggggcverned aré the \founding ;T vﬁ;{Lr”

: +h -~
principles of our Fepublic. Anc it is/for these principleﬁ,’I w}’g dr;qz
wpntKEhat_giﬁra milé]to Ié;land. V/ g | b

Let me beéin”byvpoiﬁtinq out oneuﬁ;portant way/{g which the
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discussions I've just returned from in Iceland were unlike the -
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You see, when Mr:/ﬁorbachev and I\Qet for the first time

_'"last year in Geneva,we quickly settled one\questlon the experts

thought would be troublesome. While we/were/put walklng\together

I told him that I would like him to’see tyé/Unlted States and

invited h}m to visit, and he seld: "I/atcept." And then he told

me he wduld like me to see the Soviet Union and invited me. And _
o

7
z e/ld. "I accept." And~ so, the supposedly thorny question of

future summlts and their logatlons was settled as 51mply as thate
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the exact dafe of those future eSnferegg . [%e—in-;ee- is
Was—our—eep_agenda_iteﬁi] 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 yesterdav 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 ocur agenda could have keen as
easily resolved. Don't mistake me; the Iceland talks were useful
arnd quite productive -- more so than I believe either party
originally anticipated. So let me at this point express tc the

people of Iceland the profound gratitude of the United States
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government; without éllgfhey did on such short notice tcasssdse
these discussions could not have been as successful as they were.

Let me also add that we saw another welcome development in
Iceland: serious evidence of Soviet willingness to negotiate on
matters that up until now had been stalemated. In a few moments,
I want to report to you on some of the areas where we saw
movement.

But, first, it is my duty as President to point out that for
all the progress made in Iceland, these talks were sobering --
they brought home again the truth of the statement that nations
do not mis£rust 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 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 akout the
Soviets or their ultimate intentions; we were[é%biie&%)candid
about the critical moral distinctions between totalitarianism and
democracyv. 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{zgrédna%iy_expanding*gndntheam
inggggifyégg\the_a;ggg_gi_mgtual and—muItinationalmnegotiatiUﬁZ]
Eventua&&yv'Ehis steady approacﬁx;éid 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

-

W“Q%%? in Iceland.E 0 ; n.]

So we have keen 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 sc veryv 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 hastilyv to their threats or respeond 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

v power is resurgent, the Western

America's economic znd militar
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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 Eég_the_saerifitgﬂof the

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

roe]

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

energy has restored and expanded our economy,liﬂ

of national unity in times of crisis like Lebanon and Grenada has
warned ouf 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 ycu tonight that the fruit of
your work was evident in Iceland. 1Indeed, if there is one
impression I carrv 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
0f the American people and their allies, a harvest that can ke
curs if, as a peorle, we persevere in the spirit that has brought
us so far.

’;hye[éégiggkng]evidence of this in Iceland was the entirely
new nature of our discussions on the key issue of arms control.
In past vears, arms ccntrol negotiations had become a kind of
international sting operation -- the Soviets would agree to

stabilize some cateqgories 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%, tie 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 whyv in the early 1980s the United States sought toc Consees”
Arestorezggzzéeglc balance with the Soviets by deploving 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 for+h a series of new propcsels calling not
just for arms control but for arms recuction. 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
Eurcpe. And in related fields such as nuclear testing and
chemical and biological weapons we proposed equally sweeping

reducticns.
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And finally, we began to develop new technologies that could
destroy strategic missiles in mid flight -- thereby looking to a
day when the huge arsenals of these missiles would be obsolete.
And we offered to the Soviet Union an agreement by which they
could share in our technology and deployment of our Sfrategic
Defense System. i

All this was @n thec»;:;‘@ 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 additiorn 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 ncted that negotiations in other areas could sometimes
assist in speecding up the arms reducticn process. In shcrt,
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 soucht to
erxpand the negotiating agenda -- to go to the source of political
tension bhetween the Soviets and ourselves: violations of human

rights by the Soviets and military intervention -- either



Page 8
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 svstem; 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 imprcvement of the human condition within the Soviet
Unicn is indispensable for an improvement in bilateral relations
with the United States. Tor a government that will break faith
vith its own people cannc*t he trusted to keep faith with foreign
powers. Li the best and brightest inside the Soviet Unicn cannot
trust the Sovie* Government, how then can the rest of the world?
So, I told Mr. Gorbachev -- 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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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 f
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 precposals for limiting regional conflicts were a
critical aéenda item. And (INSERT -- Afghanistan)

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

Finally, there was a fourth item besides arms reduction,
recognition of human rights and the resolution of regional
conflicts. This area was that of bilateral or people-to-people
contacts. In Geneva last year, we welcomed the signing of
several cultural exchange accords; in Iceland, we saw indications
of more movement in these areas. But let me say now the United
States remains committed to people-to-people exchanges that could
lead to exchanges between not just a few selected elites but
thousands of everydav citizens from both our ccuntries.

So I think then you can see that we did make progress in
Iceland cn a broad range of topics. We set a date for a
full-fledced surmmit; we reestablished our four point agenda; we
discovered seﬁé]new grounds of agreement; we probed again‘éfm;]
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 € it clear, a§,we"did %n the reggnt Daniloff casec/ hat
th Sovietkgn{gi will be held‘responsigle for.dits act%ggi?

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 oI 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 strategv of survival and form the instruments \

n

of victory. In the long run," he writes "it helds 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, freedeom

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 tg 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.

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 face; 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 fowns and neighbofhoods, baseball
diamonds and football fields. And I say, too, I am thankful --
thankful for the gift of the real America, the gift cf coming
home again.

Flying back last night from Iceland vcu can well imagine how
grateful again I was for that gift of coming 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 freedomy¢Rl. L~ -@*?VD'

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

L

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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Building upon Geneva, where broad conceptual agreement
reached on need for long-term improvement in relations.

This time, we filled in considerable detail in several areas
of the agenda, looking toward concrete results at next full
summit in U.S.

Human Rights

President still believes that movement more likely to occur
if specific issues are discussed quietly with the Soviets.

Categories of issues discussed included emigration, divided
spouses, divided families, dual nationals.

President made clear candidly to Mr. Gorbachev the
importance of this subject to be U.S.-Soviet relationship
and to the possibilities of progress across the board.

Both sides agreed to continue discussing these subjects.

Regional Conflicts

Both sides recognize the impact that regional conflicts can
have on the broader relationship.

A full and vigorous exchange of views took place. There was
little common ground on the main issues: Afghanistan,
Central America, Angola, South Africa.

The U.S. side stressed the President's approach as outlined
in his 1985 UNGA speech: negotiations between the warring
parties; supporting efforts by the U.S. and USSR; and,

economic help for the war-torn countries after peace comes.

The U.S made clear that until Soviet policies change, we
will make sure that our friends who fight for freedom and
independence will have the support they need.

The two sides agreed that even though their exchanges did
not bear fruit, they should maintain their dialogue on these
crucial issues.

Bilateral Contact$

The two leaders recognized the importance of expanding
bilateral contacts and cooperation, and instructed their
delegations to explore new possibilities in a number of
areas. ‘ VRl
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-- Among these areas are nuclear non-proliferation, nuclear
energy safety, the peaceful use of outer space, combatting
international terrorism, and international cooperation on

thermonuclear fusion.
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: DROPBY ICELAND BRIEFING FOR EXECUTIVE O ;7
BRANCH OFFICERS
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 14, 1986
Welcome to the White House complex. I wanted all of you to
come over this afternoon to hear first hand about our meetings in
Iceland. But before I turn to my report let me first say that I
couldn't have gone to Reykjavik without the hard work and
dedication above and beyond the call of duty of &men and women
before me. You labored night and day to get us ready for
that meeting.. And I know we sort of sprung it on you at the last
minute, I'mhgféfeful’to all of you\for the fine work you did.

Let me say théﬁks_as well to the members of the small team I
took With me to the meeting. They worked around the clock. A
few of them gotAnd‘éieep at. all while we were there. I've long
had great respect for every one of them, and that respect grew
even stronger in'tthé’fer days. They were an outstanding team,
and all Americané can be proud ofAthem:and the work they did.

And you can be‘prdud 6f'the fruit your work is bearing for
the Reykjavik meeting hasfseﬁ the stage ‘for a major advance in
the U.S.-Soviet relatiqnship.‘ At Reykjavik)the Soviet Union went
farther than ever befo;e in éccepting our goal of deep reductions
in the levél of nuclear weépons.‘ Séme are now saying that since
in the end we didn't sign agreements, the talks were a failure.
Well, they couldn't be more wrong.

The Soviets have approached all their past talks with us
in just the same way. Before they've made agreements at the

bargaining table, they've tried to win even more through public
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peace offensives aimed at dividing American and European opinion.
They've trumpeted sweeping proposals to the media that didn't
stand a chance in private talks. They've used these to try to
put us on the defensive with our publics.

In the past, only after the Soviets were convinced that the
West was united on every point have they got down to serious
bargaining. The significance of the meeting at Reykjavik is not
that we didn't sign agreements in the end. The significance is
that we got as close as we did before the Soviets again began to
play to the galleries.

On issue after issue, particularly in the area of arms
reduction, we saw that General Secretary Gorbachev was ready to
make serious concessions. For me concessions on arms reduction
were especially gratifying. Just 5-% years ago, when we came
into office, I said that our objective must not be regulating the
growth in nuclear weapons, which is what arms control, as it was
known, had been all about. No, I said that our goal must be
reducing the number of nuclear weapons, that we had to work to
make the world safer, not just to control the pace at which it
became more dangerous.

At first there were those in Congress and the media who said
that I wasn't serious about reducing arms. They said that all I
wanted to do was make demands that were so extreme that the
Soviets would never agree to them. Well, now the Soviets, too,
are talking about real arms reduction. In Reykjavik Secretary
General Gorbachev and I came close to cutting nuclear arsenals in

half and to reducing the number of intermediate nuclear weapons
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held by each side to 100, with none in Europe. This represented
historic progress over past talks between our countries, and let
me say that it wouldn't have been possible without the support
we've had from the American people over the last 5-% years.

Because the American people have stood behind us as we
worked over the years to rebuild our nation's defenses, we went
to the Iceland meeting in a position of strength. And the
Soviets knew that we had the support not only a strong America
but a united NATO alliance that was going ahead with deployment
of Pershing II and cruise missiles. They knew that their
propoganda campaign to get Europe to stop from putting INF
missiles in place had failed. So, yes, it was this strength and
unity that brought the Soviets to the bargaining table. And
particularly important, of course, was America's support for the
Strategic Defense Initiative.

Now, as you know, I offered Secretary General Gorbachev an
important concession on SDI. I offered put off deployment for a
decade and I coupled that with a ten year plan for elimenating
all ballistic missiles from the face of the earth. This may have
been the most sweeping and important arms reduction proposal in
the history of the world. But that wasn't good enough for Mr.
Gorbachev. He wanted more. He wanted us to stop all but
laboratory research on SDI, to do no field testing and to agree
never to deploy a strategic defense at all, that is, he wanted us
to kill strategic defense entirely, which has been a Soviet goal
from the start. Of course, the Soviet Union has long been

engaged in an extensive strategic defense program of its own.
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And unlike ours, the Soviet program goes well beyond research,
even to deployment. So in contrast to the proposals we came so
close to agreeing on at Reykjavik, this proposal would have given
the Soviets an immediate one-sided advantage and a dangerous one.
I could not and would not agree to that.

And just as important, America and the West need SDI for
long-run insurance. We know the Soviet record of playing fast
and loose with past agreements. We know how they burst out of
the nuclear testing moritorium in the early 60s. We know how
they've violated the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and the SALT
II agreement. We know how they've even violated the Helsinki
Final Acts, basic human rights agreements that they signed with
great fanfare eleven years ago and have never made the faintest
effort to abide by. Only last week I was reminded of this when I
met with Yuri Orlov, who was imprisoned in the Soviet Union for
setting up a citizen's organization for monitoring human rights,
an organization specifically sanctioned by the Helsinki
agreements.

America can't afford to take a chance on waking-up in 10
years and finding that the Soviets have an advanced defense
system and are ready to put in place more or more modern missiles
and we have no defense of our own and our deterrence is obsolete
because of the Soviet defense system. If arms reduction is to
help bring lasting peace, we must be able to maintain the vital
strategic balance which has for so long kept the peace. Nothing
could more threaten world peace than arms reduction agreements

with loopholes that would leave the West naked to a massive and
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sudden Soviet build-up in offensive and defensive weapons. My
guess is that Mr. Gorbachev understands this, but wants to see
how much farther he can push us in public before he once again
gets down to brass tacks in private.

So here's how I see the meeting in Iceland adding up. We
made historic advances in the arms reduction process. We took
discussions into areas that have never before been put on the
table. The Soviets finally began serious talk on real reductions
in nuclear arms. The next step will be in Geneva, where our
negotiators will work to build on this progress.

The biggest disappointment in Iceland was that Mr. Gorbachev
decided to make progress in virtually all areas hostage to his
one-sided and dangerous demand that we kill our strategic defense
program. Forgive me for saying it, but in doing this he was
going back on an agreement he made with me in Geneva. There he
promised, at the very least, not to hold up INF negotiations for
an agreement on SDI. Well, I hope that the Soviets will once
again drop SDI as a precondition for progress, so we can indeed
eliminate the threat posed to our friends in Europe and Asia by
Soviet intermediate missiles. And I promise you that we will
seek right away at Geneva to build on the potential progress in
this and other areas made at Reykjavik.

You know, one of my past jobs was as a negotiator of labor
agreements. I got used to one side or another walking out of
contract talks. It didn't mean that relations had collapsed or
that we had reached an insurmountable impass. It just meant that

a little grand-standing was going on. It's important for us
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right now to look beyond the Soviet grandstanding, to see the
real progress that we made at Reykjavik and to unite so that
we'll be strong for the next stage in negotiations. If we do
that, I believe that we have it within our grasp to achieve with

the Soviets some truly historic breakthroughs.






