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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE GENEVA SUMMIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 36 hours, I will be
leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in 6 years. I know that you and
the people of the world are looking forward to that meeting with
great interest, so tonight I want to share with you my hopes and
tell you why I am going to Geneva.

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to
engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
for peace that endures beyond my Presidency. It is to sit down
across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map out, together, a basis
for peaceful discourse even though our disagreements on
fundamentals will not change.

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue: facing our
differences frankly and openly, and beginning to narrow and
resolve them; communicating effectively so that our actions and
intentions are not misunderstood; and eliminating the barriers
between us and cooperating wherever possible for the greater good
of all.

This meeting can be an historic opportunity to set a steady,
more constructive course to the 21st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not
augur well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors -- each in his

own way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I don't underestimate the difficulty of the task
ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the
obligation to try to make this a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind =-- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's help, I hope
to succeed.

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by
any short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage
of time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a
safer world.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation
for lasting peace.

When we speak of peace, we should not mean just the absence
of war. True peace rests on the pillars of individual freedom,
human rights, national self-determination, and respect for the
rule of law. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. When we meet in
Geneva, our agenda will seek not just to avoid war, but to
strengthen peace, prevent confrontation, and remove the sources
of tension. We should seek to reduce the suspicions and mistrust
that have led us to acquire mountains of strategic weapons.

Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President
has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition in nuclear

arms. I have no higher priority than to finally realize that
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dream. I've said before, and will say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later, we proposed
a treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the
Soviet Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control
negotiations altogether. They did this in protest because we and
our European allies had begun to deploy nuclear weapons as a
counter to Soviet SS-20's aimed at our European and other allies.

I am pleased now, however, with the interest expressed in
reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me
repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between
us -- with no first strike capability =-- and verified, full
compliance.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we
could both abandon these weapons altogether and move to
non-nuclear defensive systems that threaten no one.

But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer. I

told the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago that nations
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do not distrust each other because they are armed; they arm
themselves because they distrust each other. The use of force,
subversion, and terror has made the world a more dangerous place.

Thus, today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angola, Ethiopia, or Nicaragua. These wars
have claimed hundreds of thousands of lives and threaten to spill
over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls for
negotiations among the warring parties, withdrawal of all foreign
troops, democratic reconciliation, and economic assistance.

Four times in my lifetime our soldiers have been sent
overseas to fight in foreign lands. Their remains can be found
from Flanders Field to the islands of the Pacific. Not once were
those young men sent abroad in the cause of conquest. Not once
did they come home claiming a single square inch of some other
country as a trophy of war.

A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by
our enemies to remember that, while we Americans detest war, we
love freedom and stand ready to sacrifice for it. We love
freedom, not only because it is practical and beneficial, but
because it is morally right and just.

In advancing freedom, we Americans carry a special burden --
a belief in the dignity of man in the sight of the God Who gave
birth to this country. This is central to our being.

A century-and-a-half ago, Thomas Jefferson told the world,

"[Tl]he mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on their
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backs...." Freedom is America's core. We must never deny it,
nor forsake it. Should the day come when we Americans remain
silent in the face of armed aggression, then the cause of
America -- the cause of freedom -- will have been lost, and the
great heart of this country will have been broken.

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as
Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace.
History has shown that democratic nations do not start wars. The
rights of the individual and the rule of law are as fundamental
to peace as arms control. A government which does not respect
its citizens' rights and its international commitments to protect
those rights is not likely to respect its other international
undertakings.

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of
those who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to
impose our beliefs on others. We have a right to expect,
however, that great states will live up to their international
obligations.

Despite our deep and abiding differences, we can and must
prevent our international competition from spilling over into
violence. We can find as yet undiscovered avenues where American
and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruitfully, for the benefit of
mankind. And this, too, is why I am going to Geneva.

Enduring peace requires openness, honest communications, and
opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another

directly.
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The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thirty years ago in
Geneva, President Eisenhower, preparing for his first meeting
with the then Soviet leader, made his Open Skies proposal and an
offer of new educational and cultural exchanges with the Soviet
Union. He recognized that removing the barriers between people
is at the heart of our relationship. He said:

"Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including
radio and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have
operated as causes of mutual distrust. 1In America, the fervent
belief in freedom of thought, of expression, and of movement is a
vital part of our heritage."

I have hopes that we can lessen the distrust between us,
reduce the levels of secrecy, and bring forth a more "Open
World." Imagine how much good we could accomplish, how the cause
of peace would be served, if more individuals and families from
our respective countries could come to know each other in a
personal way.

For example, if Soviet youth could attend American schools
and universities, they could learn first-hand what spirit of
freedom rules our land, and that we do not wish the Soviet people
any harm. If American youth could do likewise, they could talk
about their interests and values and hopes for the future with
their Soviet friends. They would get first-hand knowledge of
life in the U.S.S.R., but most important they would learn that we
are all God's children with much in common.

Imagine if people in our Nation could see the Bolshoi Ballet

again, while Soviet citizens could see American plays and hear
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groups like the Beach Boys. And how about Soviet children
watching Sesame Street.

We have had educational and cultural exchanges for 25 years
and are now close to completing a new agreement. But I feel the
time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the way for
our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the
building of peace.

Why shouldn't I propose to Mr. Gorbachev at Geneva that we
exchange many more of our citizens from fraternal, religious,
educational, and cultural groups? Why not suggest the exchange
of thousands of undergraduates each year, and even younger
students who would live with a host family and attend schools or
summer camps? We could look to increase scholarship programs,
improve language studies, conduct courses in history, culture,
and other subjects, develop new sister cities, establish
libraries and cultural centers, and, yes, increase athletic
competition.

People of both our nations love sports. If we must compete,
let it be on the playing fields and not the battlefields.

In science and technology we could launch new joint space
ventures and establish joint medical research projects. 1In
communications, we would like to see more appearances in the
other's mass media by representatives of both our countries: if
Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be
published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet
people have the same right to see, hear, and read what we

Americans have to say?
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Such proposals will not bridge our differences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for
peace in both countries. After all, people don't start wars,
governments do.

Let me summarize, then, the vision and hopes that we carry
with us to Geneva.

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the deep
differences between us -- between our values, our systems, our
beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to
permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict.

We don't like each other's governmental systems, but we are
not out to change theirs, and we will not permit them to change
ours. [We do not threaten the Soviet people and never will.]

We go without illusion, but with hope -- hope that progress
can be made on our entire agenda.

We believe that progress can be made in resolving the
regional conflicts now burning on three continents =-- including
our own hemisphere. The regional plan we proposed at the United
Nations will be raised again at Geneva.

We are proposing the broadest people-to-people exchanges in
the history of American-Soviet relations, exchanges in sports and
culture, in the media, education, and the arts. Such exchanges
can build in our societies thousands of coalitions for
cooperation and peace.

Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball

rolling, they should step out of the way and let people get
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together to share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other,
especially young people.

Finally, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that
nuclear weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the
survival of the human race, that the arms race must be stopped.
We go determined to search out, and discover, common ground --
where we can agree to begin the reduction, looking to the
eventual elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the
Earth.

It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce
nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war, and build a solid
foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays, music,
television, and root for teams when they compete.

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace:
the steady expansion of human rights for all the world's peoples;
support for resolving conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Latin
America that carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of
people-to-people exchanges that can diminish the distrust and
suspicion that separate our two peoples; and the steady reduction
of these awesome nuclear arsenals until they no longer threaten
the world we both must inhabit. This is our agenda for Geneva;
this is our policy; this is our plan for peace.

We have cooperated in the past. 1In both world wars,

Americans and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common
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enemy. Near the city of Murmansk, sons of our own Nation are
buried, heroes who died of wounds sustained on the treacherous
North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia the
indispensable tools of survival and victory.

While it would be naive to think a single summit can
establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a dialogue
for peace. So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to
Geneva with confidence.

Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given
us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed in us. I
know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the
heart of every American and Russian mother.

I received a letter and picture from one such mother in
Louisiana recently. She wrote, Mr. President, how could anyone
be more blessed than I? These children you see are mine, granted
to me by the Lord for a short time.... When you go to Geneva,
please remember these faces...remember the faces of my
children -- of Jonathan (my son), and of my twins, Lara and
Jessica. Their future may depend on your actions. I will pray
for guidance for you and the Soviet leaders.

Her words -- my children -- read like a cry of love. BAnd I
could only think how that cry has echoed down through the
centuries, a cry for all the children of the world, for peace,
for love of fellowman.

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth

to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.
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When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our
Nation and the world. §Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,
religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,
Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar
request.

Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking yoﬁ, my
fellow Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance =-- for
all of us -- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men

will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.
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dream. I've said before, and will say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later, we proposed
a treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the
Soviet Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control
negotiations altogether. They did this in protest because we and
our European allies had begun to deploy nuclear weapons as a

counter to Soviet SS5-20's aimed at our European and other allies.

I am pleased now, however, with the interest expressed in
reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me
repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between
us -- with no first strike capability -- and verified, full
compliance.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be n§
losers, only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we
could both abandon these weapons altogether and move to

rpuﬁen ne onN
non-nuclear defensive systems that . 42 -

The Uqﬂi:z S i
defense techhologies t to
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develop a s€

rity shield that would protect people by preventing

weapons from readhing their targets, and that,/ﬁgggfully, might

one day render these\awesome weapons of/deﬁ%ruction obsolete.

//
The Soviet Union has been conducting long-standing and

-

extensive research on its gefensive systems. How much better

-

for all mankind if we and the\Soviets, together, could find a way

out of this prison of deterrence'based on massive retaliation -~
/ \

a prison in which th our nations have been confined since the

AN

But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer. I
told the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago that nations
do not distrust each other because they are armed; they arm
themselves because they distrust each other. The use of force,
subversion, and terror has made the world a more dangerous place.

Thus, today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angola, Ethiopia, or Nicaragua. These wars
have claimed hundreds of thousands of lives and threaten to spill
over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls for
negotiations among the warring parties, withdrawal of all foreign

troops, democratic reconciliation, and economic assistance.
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE GENEVA SUMMIT ,
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985 - %u

> :

My fellow Americans. Good evening. 1In 46 hours, I will be

<,

leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in 6 years. I know that you and
the people of the world are looking forward to that meeting with
great interest, so tonight I w;nt to share with you my hopes and
¢§>tell you why I am going to Geneva.

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to
engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
for peace that endures beyond my Presidency. It is to sit down
across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map out, together, a basis
for peaceful discourse even though our disagreements on
fundamentals will not change.

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue: facing our
differences frankly and openly, and beginning to narrow and
resolve them; communicating effectively so that our actions and
intentions are not misunderstood; and eliminating the barriers
between us and cooperating wherever possible for the greater good
of all.

This meeting can be an historic opportunity to set a steady,
more constructive course thézggh the 21st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not
augur well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors -- each in his

own way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I don't underestimate the difficulty of the task
ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the
obligation to try to make this a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's help, I hope
to succeed.

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by
any short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage
of time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a
safer world.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation
for lasting peace.

When we speak of peace, we should not mean just the absence
of war. True peace rests on the pillars of individual freedom,
human rights, national self-determination, and respect for the
rule of law. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and hot just focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. When we meet in
Geneva, our agenda will seek not just to avoid war, but to
strengthen peace, prevent confrontation, and remove the sources
of tension. We should seek to reduce the suspicions and mistrust
that have led us to acquire mountains of strategic weapons.

Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President
has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition in nuclear

arms. I have no higher priority than to finally realize that
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dream. I've said before, and will say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later, we proposed
a treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the
Soviet Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control
negotiations altogether. They did this in protest because we and
our European allies had begun to deploy nuclear weapons as a
counter to Soviet SS-20's aimed at European cities.

I am pleased now, however, with the interest expressed in

reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me

repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between

us -- with no first strike capability -- and verified, full
compliance.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we
could both abandon these weapons altogether and move to
non-nuclear defensive systems which destroy weapons, not people. 7<

The United States has begun research and testing on new
defense technologies that can make the world safer. We seek to

develop a security shield that would protect people by preventing
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weapons from reaching their targets, and that, hopefully, might
one day render these awesome weapons of destruction obsolete.

The Soviet Union has been conducting long-standing and
extensive research on its own defensive systems. How much better
for all mankind if we and the Soviets, together, could find a way
out of the prison of deterrence through massive retaliation -- a
prison in which both our nations have been confined since the
advent of the atomic age.

How much better if we could come together and work for a
future in which nations relied less and less on offensive
systems, and more and more on defensive systems that threaten no
one.

But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer.

I told the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago that
nations do not distrust each other because they are armed; they
arm themselves because they distrust each other. The use of
force, subversion, and terror has made the world a more dangerous
place.

Thus, today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angola, Ethiopia, or Nicaragua. These wars
have claimed hundreds of thousands of lives and threaten to spill
over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls
for negotiations among the warring parties, withdrawal of all
foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and economic

assistance.
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Four times in my lifetime our soldiers have been sent

overseas to fight in foreign lands. Their remains can be found
from Flanders Field to the islands of the Pacific. Not once were
"those young men sent abroad in the cause of conquest. Not once
did they come home claiming a single square inch of some other
country as a trophy of war.

A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by

our enemies to remember that,while we Americans detest war, we

)
love freedom‘d? and stand ready to sacrifice for iEf as-=we=Have
done-fenr—times In_my lifetim€, We love freedom, not only

\—_\_—’.—————/——-—_/
because it is practical and beneficial, but because it is morally

right and just.

P

In advancing freedom, we Americans carry a special burden, — —

]
yzbelief in the dignity of man in the sight of the God Who gave

birth to this countryb-@ ;his is central to our being.

A century-and-a-half ago, Thomas Jefferson told the world,
"[Tlhe mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on their
backs...." Freedom is America's core. We must never deny it,
nor forsake it. Should the day come when we Americans remain
silent in the face of armed aggression, then the cause of
America -- the cause of freedom -- will have been lost, and the
great heart of this country will have been broken.

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as
Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace.
History has shown that democratic nations do not start wars.

The rights of the individual and the rule of law are as
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fundamental to peace as arms control. A government which does
not respect its citizens' rights and its international
commitments to protect those rights is not likely to respect its
other international undertakings.

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of
those who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to
impose our beliefs on others. We have a right to expect,
however, that great states will live up to their international
obligations.

Despite our deep and abiding differenceﬁ)we can and must 7<
prevent our international competition from spilling over into
violence. We can find as yet undiscovered avenues where American
and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruitfully, for the benefit of
mankind. And this, too, is why I am going to Geneva.

Enduring peace requires openness, honest communications, and
opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another

directly.

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thirty years ago in
Geneva, President Eisenhower, preparing for his first meeting
with the then Soviet leader, made his Open Skies proposal and an
offer of new educational and cultural exchanges with the Soviet
Union. He recognized that removing the barriers between people
is at the heart of our relationship. He said:

"Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including
radio and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have
operated as causes of mutual distrust. In America, the fervent
belief in freedom of thought, of expression, and of movement is a

vital part of our heritage."
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I have hopes that we can lessen the distrust between us,
reduce the levels of secrecy, and bring forth a more "Open |
World." 1Imagine how much good we could accomplish, how the cause
of peace would be served, if more individuals and families from
our respective countries could come to know each other in a
personal way.

For example, if Soviet youth could attend American schools
and universities, they could learn first-hand what spirit of
freedom rules our land, and that we do not wish the Soviet people
any harm. If American youth could do likewise, they could talk
about their interests and values and hopes for the future with
their Soviet friends. They would get first-hand knowledge of
life in the U.S.S.R., but most important they would learn that we

are all God's children with much in common. éﬁxJ#%xveﬁ{,\%Ah%*iiJ

Imagine if people in Minneapolis could see the Kirov-Ballet
TashKint >
live, while citizens in(ykhatchkal§>could see an American play or
hear Count Basie's band%o And how about Soviet children watching )<
=t KiaedrAe
Sesame Street?’o
We have had educational and cultural exchanges for 25 years//L//
and are now close to completing a new agreement. But I feel the
time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the way for
our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the

building of peace./RWhy shouldn't I propose to Mr. Gorbachev at

Geneva that we exchange thousands of our citizens from fraternal,

religious, educational, and cultural grgggfz/z
_ Why not suggest the exchange of thousands of undergraduates

each year, and high school students who would live with a host
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family and attend schools or summer camps? We could look to
increase scholarship programs, improve language studies, conduct
courses in history, culture, and other subjects, develop new
sister cities, establish libraries and cultural centers, and,
yes, increase athletic competitioqg}

People of both our nations love sports. If we must compete,
let it be on the playing fields and not the battlefields.

. In science and technology we could launch new joint space
flights and establish joint medical research projects. 1In
communications, we would like to see more appearances in the
other's mass media by representatives of both our countries: if
Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be
published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet
people% have the same right to see, hear, and read what we
Americans have to say?

Such proposals will not bridge our differences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for
peace in both countries. After all, people don't start wars,
governments do.

Let me summarize, then, the vision and hopes that we carry
with us to Geneva.

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the deep
differences between us -- between our values, our systems, our
beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to

permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict.

—~
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We don't like each other's governmental systems, but we are
not out to change theirs, and we will not permit them to change
ours. [We do not threaten the Soviet people and never will.]

We go without illusion, but with hope -- hope that progress
can be made on our entire agenda.

We believe thizu?rogress can be made in resolving the
regional conflicts burning msw on three continents -- including
o 5% Temi - Tz
iﬁ;fé?s hemisphere. The regional plan we at the
United Nations will be raised again at Geneva.

We are proposing the broadest people-to-people exchanges in
the history of American-Soviet relations, exchanges in sports and
culture, in the media, education, and the arts. Such exchanges
can build in our societies thousands of coalitions for
cooperation and peace. .

Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball
rolling, they should step out of the way and let people get
together to share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other,
especially young people.

Finally, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that
nuclear weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the
survival of the human race, that the arms race must be stopped.
We go determined to search out, and discover, common ground --
where we can agree to begin the reduction, looking to the
eventual elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the
Earth.

It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce

nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war, and build a solid
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foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays, music,
television, and root for teams when they compete.

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace: \

EEE\EEEEQX—§§EEEEEQn of human rights for all the world's peoples;

support for resolving conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Latin

America that carry the seeds of a wider war;\i_gggggggigg\gf ] \>
people-to-people exchanges that can diminish Ehe distrust and //‘Oﬁy
suspicion that separate our two peoplesg “sassdyr, the steady ‘%§
reduction of these awesome nuclear arsenals fAfuntil they no
longer threaten the world we both must inhabit. This is our \X
agenda for Geneva; this is our policy; this is our plan for //
peace. :

We have cooperated in the past. In both world wars,
Americans and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common
enemy. Near the city of Murmansk, sons of our own §§tion are 74\\

=

buried, heroes who died of wounds sustained on the treacherous
North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia the
indispensable tools of survival and victory.
“while it would be naive to think a single summit can
=

establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a dialogue

for peace. ‘T>

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva

with confidence.
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Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given
us to serve this nation and the trust you have placed in us.(:}h\
know how deep thé’;ope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the
heart of every American and Russian motheé}?

I received a letter and picture from one such mother in
Louisiana recently. She wrote, Mr. President, how could anyone
be more blessed than I? These children you see are mine, granted
to me by the Lord for a shoif time.... When you go to Geneva,
please remember these faces...remember the faces of my
children -- of Jonathan (my son), and of my twins, Lara (from
Dr. Zhivago -- a Russian story) and Jessica. Their future may
depend on your actions. I will pray for guidance for you and the
Soviet leaders.

Her words -- my children -- read like a cry of love. And I
qg&}d only think,ygow that cry has echoed down through the
centuries, a cry for all the children of the world, for peace,
for love of fellowman.

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.

When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our
Qgtion and the world. Six déys ago, in the Cabinet Room,
;éligious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,

Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar

request.
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Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my
fellow Americans, to pray for God's érace and His guidance -- for
all of us ~-- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men

will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE GENEVA SUMMIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I will be
leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in 6 years. I know that you and
the people of the world are looking forward to that meeting with
great interest, so tonight I want to share with you my hopes and
to tell you why I am going to Geneva.

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to
engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
for peace that endures beyond my Presidency. It is to sit down
across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map out, together, a basis
for peaceful discourse even though our disagreements on
fundamentals will not change.

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue: facing our
differences frankly and openly, and beginning to narrow and
resolve them; communicating effectively so that our actions and
intentions are not misunderstood; and eliminating the barriers
between us and cooperating wherever possible for the greater good
of all.

This meeting can be an historic opportunity to set a steady,
more constructive course through the 2l1st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not
augur well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors -- each in his

own way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I don't underestimate the difficulty of the task
ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the
obligation to try to make this a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's help, I hope
to succeed.

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by
any short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage
of time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a
safer world.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation
for lasting peace.

When we speak of peace, we should not mean just the absence
of war. True peace rests on the pillars of individual freedom,
human rights, national self-determination, and respect for the
rule of law. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. When we meet in
Geneva, our agenda will seek not just to avoid war, but to
strengthen peace, prevent confrontation, and remove the sources
of tension. We should seek to reduce the suspicions and mistrust
that have led us to acquire mountains of strategic weapons.

Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President
has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition in nuclear

arms. I have no higher priority than to finally realize that
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dream. 1I've said before, and will say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later, we proposed
a treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the
Soviet Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control
negotiations altogether. They did this in protest because we and
our European allies had begun toogsploy nuclear weapons as a,
counter to Soviet SS-20's aimed at,European ‘Eiég:ﬂqdki ouzgkﬁ‘"'

I am pleased now, however, with the interest expressed in
reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me
repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between
us -- with no first strike capability =-- and verified, full
compliance.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we
could both abandon these weapons altogether and move to
non-nuclear defensive systems which destroy weapons, not people.

The United States has begun research and testing on new
defense technologies that can make the world safer. We seek to

develop a security shield that would protect people by preventing
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weapons from reaching their targets, and that, hopefully, might
one day render these awesome weapons of destruction obsolete.

The Soviet Union has been conducting long-standing and
extensive research on its own defensive systems. How much better
for all mankind if we and the Soviets, together, could find a way
out of thésprison of deterrence theo::; massive retaliation -- a
prison in which both our nations have been confined since the
advent of the atémic age.

How much better if we could come together and work for a
future in which nations relied less and less on offensive
systems, and more and more on defensive systems that threaten no
one.

But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer.

I told the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago that
nations do not distrust each other because they are armed; they
arm themselves because they distrust each other. The use of
force, subversion, and terror has made the world a more dangerous
place.

Thus, today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angola, Ethiopia, or Nicaragua. These wars
have claimed hundreds of thousands of lives and threaten to spill
over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls
for negotiations among the warring parties, withdrawal of all
foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and economic

assistance.
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Four times in my lifetime our soldiers have been sent
overseas to fight in foreign lands. Their remains can be found
from Flanders Field to the islands of the Pacific. Not once were
those young men sent abroad in the cause of conquest. Not once
did they come home claiming a single square inch of some other
country as a trophy of war.

A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by
our enemies to remember that while we Americans detest war, we
love freedom -- and stand ready to sacrifice for it, as we have
done four times in my lifetime. We love freedom, not only
because it is practical and beneficial, but because it is morally
right and just.

In advancing freedom, we Americans carry a special burden.

A belief in the dignity of man in the sight of the God Who gave
birth to this country -- this is central to our being.

A century-and-a-half ago, Thomas Jefferson told the world,
"[Tlhe mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on their
backs...." Freedom is America's core. We must never deny it,
nor forsake it. Should the day come when we Americans remain
silent in the face of armed aggression, then the cause of
America -- the cause of freedom -- will have been lost, and the
great heart of this country will have been broken.

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as
Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace.
History has shown that democratic nations do not start wars.

The rights of the individual and the rule of law are as
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fundamental to peace as arms control. A government which does
not respect its citizens' rights and its international
commitments to protect those rights is not likely to respect its
other international undertakings. *

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of
those who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to
impose our beliefs on others. We have a right to expect,
however, that great states will live up to their international
obligations.

Despite our deep and abiding differences we can and must
prevent our international competition from spilling over into
violence. We can find as yet undiscovered avenues where American
and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruitfully, for the benefit of

mankind. And this, too, is why I am going to Geneva.

Enduring peace requires openness, honest communications, and
opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another
directly.

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thirty years ago in
Geneva, President Eisenhower, preparing for his first meeting
with the then Soviet leader, made his Open Skies proposal and an
offer of new educational and cultural exchanges with the ‘Soviet
Union. He recognized that removing the barriers between people
is at the heart of our relationship. He said:

"Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including
radio and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have
operated as causes of mutual distrust. In America, the fervent
belief in freedom of thought, of expression, and of movement is a

vital part of our heritage.”
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I have hopes that we can lessen the distrust between us,
reduce the levels of secrecy, and bring forth a more "Open
World." 1Imagine how much good we could accomplish, how the cause
of peace would be served, if more individuals and families from
our respective countries could come to know each other in a
personal way.

For example, if Soviet youth could attend American schools
and universities, they could learn first-hand what spirit of
freedom rules our land, and that we do not wish the Soviet people
any harm. If American youth could do likewise, they could talk
about their interests and values and hopes for the future with
their Soviet friends. They would get first-hand knowledge of
life in the U.S.S.R., but most important they would learn that we
are all God's children with much in cpmmon. . T wﬂ\’/{brjr\

koo e pd M e

Imagine 1f people :-u-aneepe&ts~could see the W¥iwev Ballet CLQF’“

Sov - e
Mhiie, while citizens m ‘could see wm. American pPlay e MJ
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And how about Soviet children watching
Sesame Street?

We have had educational and cultural exchanges for 25 years,
and are now close to completing a new agreement. But I feel the
time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the way for
our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the
building of peace. Why shouldn't I propose to Mr. Gorbachev at

WAy el £
Geneva that we exchange thewssws of our citizens from fraternal,
religious, educational, and cultural groups?

Why not suggest the exchange of thousands of undergraduates

| SN TN . wl"‘_r.,«fj
each year, and siyeiekesh students who would live with a host
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family and attend schools or summer camps? We could look to
increase scholarship programs, improve language studies, conduct
courses in history, culture, and other subjects, develop new
sister cities, establish libraries and cultural centers, and,
yes, increase athletic competitions.
People of both our nations love sports. If we must compete,
let it be on the playing fields and not the battlefields.
vc/va§i?t§cience and technology we could launch new'joint space
-mfidbglets and establish joint medical research projects. 1In
communications, we would like to see more appearances in the
other's mass media by representatives of both our countries: if
Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be

published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet

peoples have the same right to see, hear, and read what we

Americans have to say?

Such proposals will not bridge our differences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for
peace in both countries. After all, people don't start wars,
governments do.

Let me summarize, then, the vision and hopes that we carry
with us to Geneva.

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the deep
differences between us -- between our values, our systems, our
beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to

permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict.
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We don't like each other's governmental systems, but we are
not out to change theirs, and we will not permit them to change
ours. [We do not threaten the Soviet people and never will.]

We go without illusion, but with hope -- hope that progress
can be made on our entire agenda.

We believe that progress can be made in resolving the
regional conflicts burning now on three continents -- including
in this hemisphere. The regionai plan we enunciated at the
United Nations will be raised again at Geneva.

We are proposing the broadest people~to-people exchanges in
the history of American-Soviet relations, exchanges in sports and
culture, in the media, education, and the arts. Such exchanges
can build in our societies thousands of coalitions for
cooperation and peace. .

Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball
rolling, they should step out of the way and let people get
together to share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other,
especially young people.

Finally, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that
nuclear weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the
survival of the human race, that the arms race must be stopped.
We go determined to search out, and discover, common ground --
where we can agree to begin the reduction, looking to the
eventual elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the
Earth.

It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce

nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war, and build a solid
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foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays, music,
television, and root for teams when they compete.

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace:
the steady expansion of human rights for all the world's peoples;
support for resdlving conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Latin
America that carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of
people-to-people exchanges that can diminish the distrust and
suspicion that separate our two peoples. Lastly, the steady
reduction of these awesome nuclear arsenals -- until they no
longer threaten the world we both must inhabit. This is our
agenda for Geneva; this is our policy; this is our plan for
peace.

We have cooperated in the past. In both world wars,
Americans and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common
enemy. Near the city of Murmansk, sons of our own nation are
buried, heroes who died of wounds sustained on the treacherous
North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia the
indispensable tools of survival and victory.

So, while it would be naive to think a single summit can
establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a dialogue
for peace.

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva

with confidence.
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Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given
us to serve this nation and the trust you have placed in us. I
know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the
heart of every American and Russian mother.

I received a letter and picture from one such mother in
Louisiana recently. She wrote, Mr. President, how could anyone
be more blessed than I? These children you see are mine, granted
to me by the Lord for a short time.... When you go to Geneva,
please remember these faces...remember the faces of my
children -- of Jonathan (my son), and of my twins, Lara +fr=em
D¥—2Zhivago—m=—a-Russianmr—story) and Jessica. Their future may
depend on your actions. I will pray for guidance for you and the
Soviet leaders.

Her words -- my children -- read like a cry of love. And I
could only think, how that cry has echoed down through the
centuries, a cry for all the children of the world, for peace,
for love of fellowman.

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.

When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our
nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,
religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,
Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar

request.
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Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my
fellow Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance =-- for
all of us -- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men

will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE GENEVA SUMMIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I will be
leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in 6 years. I know that you and
the people of the world are looking forward to that meeting with
great interest, so tonight I want to share with you my hopes and
to tell you why I am going to Geneva.

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to
engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
for peace that endures beyond my Presidency. It is to sit down
across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map out, together, a basis
for peaceful discourse even though our disagreements on
fundamentals will not change.

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue: facing our
differences frankly and openlz}and beginning to narrow and
resolve them; communicating effectively so that our actions and
intentions are not misunderstood; and eliminating the barriers
between us and cooperating wherever possible for the greater good
of all.

This meeting can be an historic opportunity to set a steady,
more constructive course through the 21st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not
augur well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors -- each in his

own way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I don't underestimate the difficulty of the task
ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the
obligation to try to make this a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's help, I hope
to succeed.

Success at thé'summit, however, should not be measured by
any short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage
of time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a
safer world.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation
for lasting peace.

When we speak of peace, we should not mean just the absence
of war. True peace rests on the pillars of individual freedom,
human rights, national self-determination, and respect for the
rule of law. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. When we meet in
Geneva, our agenda will seek not just to avoid war, but to
strengthen peace, prevent confrontation, and remove the sources
of tension. We should seek to reduce the suspicions and mistrust
that have led us to acquire mountains of strategic weapons.

Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President
has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition in nuclear

arms. I have no higher priority than to finally realize that
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dream. I've said before, and will say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
ﬁroposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later,we proposed a
treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the Soviet
Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control
negotiations altogether. They did this in protest because we and
our European allies had begun to deploy nuclear weapons as a
counter to Soviet SS-20's aimed at European cities.

I am pleased now, however, with the interest expressed in
reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me
repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We

\

seek reductions that would result in a stablgtfélance between
us -- with no first strike capability -~ and

uli compliance.
If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no

losers, only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we
could both abandon these weapons altogether and move to
) du-ti.dy,&:l d@av»4,46¥QngL_
non-nuclear defensive systems which e.
The United States has begun research and testing on new

defense technologies that can make the world safer. We seek to

develop a security shield that would protect people by preventing
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weapons from reaching their targets, and that, hopefully, might
one day render these awesome weapons of destruction obsolete.

The Soviet Union has been conducting long-standing and
extensive research on its own defensive systems. How much better
for all mankind if we and the Soviets, together, coyld find a way

| . fo L e (CplaT ity =~ o grioe
out of the prison of matuaé—ta;;esnln which both our nations have
been confined since the advent of the atomic age.

How much better if we could come together and work for a

? $

future in which we-relied less and less on destruaetive, offensive
A

systems, and more and more on defensive systems that threaten no

one.

But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer.

Te2d

He I «eminded the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago‘g‘w

nations do not distrust each other because they are armed. \iQey
arm themselves because they distrust each other. The use of
force, subversion, and terror qﬁ%? has made the world a more
dangerous place.

Thus, today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angola, Ethiopia, or Nicaragua. These wars
have claimed hundreds of thousands of lives and threaten to spill
over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls
for —s-commmmltgm,» ncgotiations among the warring parties,
withdrawal of all foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and

economic assistance.
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Four times in my lifetime our soldiers have been sent
overseas to fight in foreign lands. Their remains can be found
from Flanders Fieldyto the islands of the WPacific. Not
once were those young men sent abroad in the cause of conquest.
Not once did they come home claiming a single square inch of some
other country as a trophy of war.

A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by

our enemies to remember that while we Americans detest war, we

love freedom -- and stand ready to sacrifice for it, as we have

done four times 4n my ljfetipge. ()c ao\-'z g;(u-L\—- N°‘~ C—"-‘A‘MJ\

KX - 9*‘4ﬂE¢4£%‘V~L :L‘**?h-¢\ (xS A & e twffb(o&~4
In advancing freedoqbwe Americans carry a special burden. A T ,!

belief in the dignity of man in the sight of the God Who gave
birth to this couné?i; is central to our being. JA
century-and-a-half ago, Thomas Jefferson told the world,“t?he
mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on their backs."
Freedom is America's core. We must never deny it, nor forsaﬁé
it. Should the day come when we Americans remain silent in the
face of armed aggression, then the cause of America =-- the cause
of freedom -- will have been lost, and the great heart of this
country will have been broken.

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as
Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace.

History has shown that democratic nations do not start wars.

ant
%L)(ights of the individual and the rule of law £ as fundamental to
peace as arms control. A government which does not respect its

citizens' rights and its international commitments to protect
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those rights is not likely to respect its other international
undertakings.

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of
those who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to
impose our beliefs on others. We have a right to expect,
however, that great states will live up to their international
obligations.

Despite our deep and abiding differences we can and must
prevent our international competition from spilling over into
violence. We can find as yet undiscovered avenues where American
and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruitfully, for the benefit of
mankind. And this, too, is why I am going to Geneva.

Enduring peace requires openness, honest communications, and
opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another
directly.

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thirty years ago in
Geneva, President Eisenhower, preparing for his first meeting
with the then Soviet leader, made his Open Skies proposal and an
offer of new educational and cultural exchanges with the Soviet
Union. He recognized that removing the barriers between people
is at the heart of our relationship. He said:

"Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including
radio and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have

operated as causes of mutual distrust. 1In America, the fervent

belief in freedom of thought, of expression, and of movement is a

vital part of our heritage."
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foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays, music,
television, and root for teams when they compete.

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace:
the steady expansion of human rights for all the world's peoples;
support for resolving conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Latin
America that carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of
people-to-people exchanges that can diminish the distrust and
suspicion that separate our two peoples. Lastly, the steady
reduction of these awesome nuclear arsenals -- until they no
longer threaten the world we both must inhabit. This is our
agenda for Geneva; this is our policy; this is our plan for
peace.

We have cooperated in the past. In both world wars,
Americans and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common
enemy. Near the ?&ty of Murmansk, sons of our own nation are
buried, heroes who died of wounds sustained on the treacherous
North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia the
indispensable tools of survival and victory.

So, while it would be naive to think a single summit can
establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a dialogue
for peace.

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva

with confidence.
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Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given
us to serve this nation and the trust you have placed in us. I
know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the
heart of every American and Russian mother.

I received a letter and picture from one such mother in
Louisiana recently. She wrote, Mr. President,\HQy could anyone
be more blessed than I? These children you see encirosed—imrtirts
envedope are mine} granted to me by the Lord for a short time....
When you go to Geneva, please remember these faces...remember the
faces of my childreﬂj.of Jonathan (my son), and of my twins, Lara
(from Dr. Zhivago --"a Russian story) and Jessica. Their future
may depend on your actions. I will pray for guidance for you and
the Soviet l??éifs. o s AaJ

Her wordsé my childreq{ read like a dee&ur;ttan of love. I
could only think, how that cry has echoed down through the
centuries, a cry forhfhe children of the world, for peace, for
love of fellowman.

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.

When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our

nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,

religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Oorthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,
Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar

request.
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PRESIDENTIAI, ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE GENEVA SUMMIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I will be
leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in 6 years. I know that you and

}
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the people of the world are looking/to that meeting witéwkigh

M-} -
Vgggpes, so tonight I want to share with you my hopes and to tell

you why I am going to Geneva.
My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to

engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
8fYord
for peace that endures agEdiEgereny Presidencye-- aag—-beyend .

It is to sit down across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map out,

Jﬁ&tszzamF together, a basis for peaceful discourse even though our

>”:i:l. disagreements on fundamentals will not change.
AL

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue: -capmmErwes—of
facing our differences frankly and openiy and beginning to narrow

and resolve them; yyypeesswoowss communicating effectively so that

, our actigns and igtentions are not misunderstood; ssrEEEErcEayi,.
d- . 4!.

a,«.&'s

Sssinikaemiveninbpre- between us and cooperating wherever possible for

(1 9EN

the greater good of all.

Tig . SAV : : .

G meeting -wessd be amhistoric opportunity to set a steady,
more constructive course through the 21st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not

augur well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors -- each in his

own way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I-d==a€¥ underestimate the difficulty of the task

ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the

obligation te—use-my—yeafs—ae—P%gsééeﬁtT—aﬁé—%he—capactttes—eud
Iras—gi+verme, to try to make ;::; a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's ggéségée,
et I hopé to succeed.

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by
any short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage
of time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a
safer world. |

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation
for lasting peace.

When we speak of peace, hewewer, we é:::gg.g;an just the
absence of war. We—mean—tbe frue peace et rests on the pillars
of individual freedom, human rights, national self-determination,
and respect for the rule of law. iEshkery-has—shown us that—pesce
de=irgawsnible. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just te focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. T&ms, When we meet

seeg

not just to avoid war, but to strengthen peacey

AND
<;Z;; mot—iwst—&e prevent confrontation, bee=t® remove the

in Geneva, our agenda will

sources of tensiony WgE sHowws S cex Fo Rébuee Tye SusArciows fhurrwsr
THAT HA&ve LEO US To AcQuiae rMouNTANS OF STRATEGIC W A Pa®
--  IoEseet—topapsr—over-daEisrences,

.
I
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Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President

has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition in nuclear
arms. I have no higher priority ﬁhan to finally realize that
dream. I've said before, and will'say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later we proposed a
treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the Soviet

Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control

negotlatlons altogether. They pid THIS IN PRaTRST rsv:c.wsr
I am pleased'“ﬁowever, with the interest expressed in
reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me /e
repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States i
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. W
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between sE
us -- with no first strike capability -- and full compliance.
If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. . And the whole world would benefit if we
could both_ﬁigdﬁu-u-y-ﬁe.abandon these weapons altogether and

move to non-nuclear defensive systems which threaten no one.
R } 3 r"f Ll/,
A‘,'J Q N 5'!_&17‘ 4 L- i \""’.:
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But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer,
As I reminded the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago:
nations do not distrust each other because they are armed. They

because they distrust each other. «f¢&=i=» the use of

==
‘éﬁiﬁ%g;;force, subversion, and terror that has made the world a more

i~

1;2’/pondlng with a call to arms.

dangerous, place. -

Thve, ‘.0dzc7 there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angolagbno_paace—én Ethiopiagbaad—ae=pe§ee
?ﬁ Nicaragua. These wars have claimed hundreds of thousands of
lives and threaten to spill over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls

for ~- ceasefires, negotiations among the warring parties,

withdrawal of all foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and

econamic assistance.

ade that proposal in the hope of never again havi to

phone the paxents of American servicemen kilded in action or cut

—w“/

-

o
down in some terrdxjist atEggkw‘fﬁin the hope of never having to

face the terrible tive of submitting to blackmail or
/

e

MY LPETME , ,
Four times in t‘*s—eenggzy our soldiers have been sent

overseas to fight in foreign lands. Their remains can be found

from Flanders Fields to the islands of the Western Pacific. Not
Yovwme rew

once were these aeddsems sent abroad in the cause of conquest.

Not once did they come home claiming a single square inch of some

other country as a trophy of war.
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A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by
our enemies to remember that while we Americans 'detest war, we
love freedom -- and stand ready to sacrifice for it, as we have
done four times in my lifetime.

In advancing freedom we Americans carry a special burden. A

. . . . - . 1@? W #o .
belief in the dignity of man in the sight of God gave birth to

B _CENTURY & A HAF A€o, TN INAS Serrarsw Tull Tae s o RL
this country. It is central to our being.¥ "The mass of mankind

has not been weth born with saddles on,theirvbacks," Fhemzs

America's core. We must never deny it, nor forsake it. Should
the day come when we Americans remain silent in the face of armed
aggression, then the cause of America -- the cause of freedom --
will have been lost, and the great heart of this country will
have been broken. ‘

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as
Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace.
History has shown that democratic nations do not start wars.
ot §) .

Respout=gw®> the individual and the rule of law is as fundamental
to peace as arms control. A government which does not respect
its citizens' rights and its international commitments to protect
those rights is not likely to respect its other international
undertakings.

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of
those who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to
impose our beliefs on others. We bmd a right to expect, however,

that great states will live up to their international

obligations.
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Despite our deep and abiding differences—we—can—and must
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prevent our international'competitionAfrom spilling over into
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violence. We can find as yet undiscovered avenues where American
and Soviet citizens can cooperate, ffuitfully, for the benefit of
mankind. And this, too, is why I ém going to Geneva.

Enduring peace requires openness, honest communications, and
opportunities for our peoplés to get to know one another
directly.

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thirty years ago in
Genev§)President Eisenhower, preparing for his first meeting with
the then Soviet leader, made his Open Skies proposal and an offer
of new educational and cultural exchanges with the‘Soviet Union.
He recognized that removing the barriers between people is at the
heart of our relationship: HE SAIp:

"Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including
radio and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have
operated as causes of-mutual distrust. In America, the fervent
belief in freedom of thought, of expression, and of movement is a
vital part of our heritage."

| HAVE HoPE3 THAT we cAY

A lessen the distrust between us,

“® reduce t?gdleve%ssif §?Efecysd§22Pr1n forth a more "Open

world." 7L ke jaaeR ,J’\ou /{LL Copmne S’
ecse d A trose e, 4 X |
o~ (V,-v&-:._t-«r-( LVM‘LW; im}i‘é\ W I,q wa-&
PO Y g R (39«14"““*”5 b
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ine if gmas in Poughkeepsie could meet and visit“-s t hhk
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in Sewewddevwk, if Sergei's son or ‘daughter could 4 'sed7.

Sergei Ivano

spend a year, ©

classes at P ghkee%gle ngh, whlle»_ N
ent to school in Swerdiz K7 Soviet y

young people could learn first-hqu,whuf‘gbirit of freedom rules
e M

our land, /pat‘Qe do not wish the peoples of the Soviet Union
any harm,.--{O¢ ' would get, first-hand knowledge of
life in the U.S.S.R., BEEpTlape-ageestedappreeiation—of-our

cun , BUT NdsT lnfonrwr THEY WoULD LEARN THAT WE ARE ALt Gopr c,mc.mw
wrm NUSH I col'(ﬁ!'ﬁ/;
Imagine i people in Minneapolis co d see the Kirov Ballet

<2i5:t5 llve, while c1tlz'ns in Mk

hear 's pard? And how about Soviet children

% watchi 2
L

esame Street?
We have had educational and cultural exchanges for 25 years,

going to

Jonw nows
son or daughter

ala could see an American play or

and are now close to completing a new agreement. But I feel the
time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the way for
our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the
building of peace. “wm propose to

Mr. Gorbachev at Geneva that we exchange thousands of our
citizens from fraternal, religious, educational, and cultural

?

groups.
WHY NeT Suegesr
We—ase-going—to—suggest the exchange of thousands of

undergraduates each year, and high school students who would live
with a host family and attend schools or summer camp;? We akma Coued

look tu increase scholarship programs, improve language studies,
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develop new sister cities, establish libraries and cultural
centerg andegérease athle£ic competitions. g

People of both oyr nations love sports. If we must compete,
let it be on the fields and not the battlefields.

In science and technology we pl:;;géfle launch new joint
space flights and establish joint medical research projects. 1In
communications, we would like to see more appearances in the
other's mass media by representatives of both our countries: if
Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be
published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet
peoplés have the same right to see, hear, and read what we
Americans have to say?

fHEEEQ proposals will not bridge our dlfferences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for
peace in both countries. AFrTt AL PFOME DANT START WARS — GauT's. Do.

Let me summarize, then, the vision and hopes that we carry
with us to Geneva.

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the deep
differences between us -- between our values, our systems, our

beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to

permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict.
Wweo DaenT L&sfm&’gg’m.ce&cnu MONTAL SYSTENS BuT WY ARG ueT ouT TOCHANSGY THE I”

Pred g Wi N wr ’e

U

e go without 1llu51on, wit hope -- hope tha$ progress
QQ~~/° 5 41& S;rw“

can be made on our entire agenda.




Page 9

democratit-peoptes—do-—not go to war against—efre another—im—the
20th-centuxy. ’

suzag;,‘ﬁé believe that progress can be made in resolving
the regional conflicts burning now on three continents --
including in this hemisphere. The regional plan we enunciated at
the United Nations will be raised égain at Geneva.

Peird, We are proposing the broadest people-to-people
exchanges in the history of Amerigan-Soviet relations, exchanges
in sports and culture, iqxgéuz:£§8;1and the arts. Such exchanges

can build in our societies thousands of coalitions for

cooperation and peace. h school and college students from

Moscow and Minsk, from Tashifent\and Kiev, can visit America every

people.

their summers in Russi

citizens never heareg LEARN To KNOW THy PiEorLY o IN

Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball
rolling, they should step out of the way and let people get
together to share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other,
especially young people.

FFinacy . .
h, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that
nuclear weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the
survival of the human race, that the arms race must be stopped.

We go determined to search out, and discover, common ground --

where we can agree to begin the reduction, looking to the
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eventual elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the
Earth. i

It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce
nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war, and build a solid
foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays, musié,
television, and emssm root for teamsL OL_\.\ /K—*q (oW }Jt,

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace:

the stiigy pansion-of humap rjights for all the world's peoples,
,/-Eﬁéé Zzéfﬁuhézua 4 '
I h o . - o

~( SsSupexspeyw IS . .1 NnD N J AR et OGanidtah )

R U T WS hddvank s \in Asia, Africa, and Latin America that

carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of people-to-people

exchanges that can diminish the distrust and suspicion that
separate our two peoples. Lastly, the steady reduction of these
awesome nuclear arsenals -- until they no longer threaten the
world we inhabit. This is our agenda for Geneva; this
is our policy; this is our plan for peace.

We have cooperated in the past. In both world wars,
Americans and Russians fought on séparate fronts against a common
enemy. Near the/ﬁ&ty of Murmansk, sons of our own nation are
buried, heroes who died of wounds sustained on the treacherous
North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia the

indispensable tools of survival and victory.
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So, while it would be naive to think a single summit can
establish a permanent peace, this conference carn begin a dialogue
for peace.

My\fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that
freedom w1ll not only survive but triumph, perhaps sooner than
any of us dares to imagine. —

How could this be? Because this same 20th cenfury that gave
birth to nuclear weapons and police states, that has witnessed so
much bloodshed and suffering, is now moving inexorably toward
mankind's age-old dream‘ﬁor human dignity and self-determination.

We see the dream alibe~in Latin Ame;ica where 90 percent of
the people are now living under goverpﬁénts that are democratic
or moving in that direction -- a/gyaﬁatic reversal from a decade
ago. //b

We see the dream stirring in Asia, where Singapore, South

Korea, Taiwan, and China e vaulting ahead with stunning

success.
We see the flamg” flickering in Afghanistan and Angola where

brave people risk their lives for the same liberty we Americans

’
/
4

have always enjoyed. We see the dream still stifn}ng in the
captive nations of Central Europe. In Poland, men éqg women of
great fai?h and spirit -- the members of Solidarity, £he faithful
of the Cgéholic Church -- rise up again and again for be%ter
lives aﬁd a future of hope for their children.

 A,powerful tide is surging. And What is the driving force\
behind it?

i

!
i
{

i
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is faith -- faith in a loving God who, debpite all the

ordeals of the 20th century, has raised up the mal%gé£ believer

/
to stand taller than the most powerful state It /is faith in the

4

individual. nd it is the desire for free om-jf;freedom for

/

people to dreamk to reap the rewards ofzéhei;/Gwn unique
; ' /

abilities to excé . 7

We've seen what a restoration of fai;h and a renewed belief
in the moral worth oﬁ\an open goéiety ha&é meant to America: a
nation that has redisdovered;{;s destiﬁy, and prepared to
maintain its greatness. y

The restored vitalifyiof_thé American economy has helped
lift up the world ecoﬁomyﬁrﬁolding out to the family of nations
the vision of growth. ;fi

The rebuilding szAmerica's\military might and overseas
alliances hasjre&ihdled world respect for United States' power,
confidenceqrand/fesolve.

America foday has a foreign poliéy that not only speaks out
for human»fights, but works for them as well. 1In 5 years, not a
singlq square inch of territory has been lost to communist
'agg;éésion; and, Grenada has been liberated énd set free. It is

tﬁg'tide of freedom that hg§_gggigJ5gﬂuLJxr1ﬁ£e7~——«~*_~___,
,_—/——'—’—‘_—_“_-’——\\. - ’

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva

with confidence.

Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have giQen
us to serve this nation and the trust you have placed in us. I
know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the

heart of every American and Russian mother.

PANTE Ul
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Eleni,\a woman caught in the Greek civil war at the ghd of World

wWar 1I, other who because she smuggled her chiXdren out to

safety in Amegxica was tried, tortured and shot by a firing squad.

It is also \the story of her son, Nichdlas Gage, who grew up

to become a report with the New Yor

imes and who secretly

vowed to return to Gragce someday o take vengeance on the man

who sent his mother to her de . But at the dramatic end of the

story, Nick Gage finds he nnot extract the vengeance he has

promised himself. To.do so, . Gage writes, might have relieved

N\

the pain that had filled him for\ so many years but it would also

have broken e one bridge still donnecting him to his mother and
the part 6f him most like her. As\he tells it: "her final
cry..,/was not a curse on her killexs but an invocatiow\ff what

died for, a declaration of love: 'my children.'"

sy

T e

Z&bzg _,/How\tgif/gpy has echoed down through the centuries, a cry

for the children of the world,-for peace, for love of fellowman.

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.

When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our
nation and the world. §Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,
religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,
Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar

request.




Page 14

Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my
fellow Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance -- for
all of us -- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men

will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE GENEVA SUMMIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I will be
leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in 6 years. I know that you and
the people of the world are looking to that meeting with high
hopes, so tonight I want to éhére with you my hopes and to tell
you why I am going to Geneva.

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to
engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
for peace that endures as long as my Presidency -- and beyond.

It is to sit down across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map out,
together, a basis for peaceful discourse even though our
disagreements on fundamentals will not change.

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue: a process of
facing our differences frankly and openly and beginning to narrow
and resolve them; a process of communicating effectively so that
our actions and intentions are not misunderstood; a process of
bﬁilding bridges between us and cooperating wherever possible for
the greater good of all.

Our meeting will be a historic opportunity to set a steady,
more constructive course through the 21st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not
augur well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors =-- each in his

own way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I do not underestimate the difficulty of the task
ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the
obligation to use my years as President, and the capacities God
has given me, to try to make ours a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind ~-- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's guidance,
that I hope.to succeed.

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by
any short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage
of time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a
safer world.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation
for lasting peace.

When we speak of peace, however, we do not mean just the
absence of war. We mean the true peace that rests on the pillars
of individual freedom, human rights, national self-determination,
and respect for the rule of law. History has shown us that peace
is indivisible. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just to focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. Thus, when we meet
in Geneva, our agenda will seek:

-- not just to avoid war, but to strengthen peace;

-- not just to prevent confrontation, but to remove the
sources of tension;

-- not just to paper over differences, but to address them;
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-~ not just to talk about what our citizens want, but to
let them talk to each other.

Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President
has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition in nuclear
arms. I have no higher priority than to finally realize that
dream. I've said before, and will say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later we proposed a
treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the Soviet
Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control
negotiations altogether.

I am pleased, however, with the interest expressed in
reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me
repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between
us -- with no first strike capability =-- and full compliance.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we
could both find a way to abandon these weapons altogether and

move to non-nuclear defensive systems which threaten no one.
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But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer.
As I reminded the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago:
nations do not distrust each other because they are armed. They
are armed because they distrust each other. It is the use of
force, subversion, and terror that has made the world a more
dangerous place.

Thus, today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angola; no peace in Ethiopia; and no peace
in Nicaragua. These wars have claimed hundreds of thousands of
lives and threaten to spill over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls
for -- ceasefires, negotiations among the warring parties,
withdrawal of all foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and
economic assistance.

I made that proposal in the hope of never again having to
phone the parents of American servicemen killed in action or cut
down in some terrorist attack -- in the hope of never having to
face the terrible alternative of submitting to blackmail or
responding with a call to arms.

Four times in this century our soldiers have been sent
overseas to fight in foreign lands. Their remains can be found
from Flanders Fields to the islands of the Western Pacific. Not
once were these soldiers sent abroad in the cause of conquest.
Not once did they come home claiming a single square inch of some

other country as a trophy of war.
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A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by
our enemies to remember that while we Americans detest war, we
love freedom -- and stand ready to sacrifice for it, as we have
done four times in my lifetime.

In advancing freedom we Americans carry a special burden. A
belief in the dignity of man in the sight of God gave birth to
this country. It is central to our being. "The mass of mankind
has not been with born with saddles on their backs," Thomas
Jefferson told the world a century-and-a-half ago. Freedom is
America's core. We must never deny it, nor forsake it. Should
the day come when we Americans remain silent in the face of armed
aggression, then the cause of America -- the cause of freedom ~-
will have been lost, and the great heart of this country will
have been broken.

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as
Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace.
History has shown that democratic nations do not start wars.
Respect for the individual and the rule of law is as fundamental
to peace as arms control. A government which does not respect
its citizens' rights and its international commitments to protect
those rights is not likely to respect its other international
undertakings.

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of
those who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to
impose our beliefs on others. We had a right to expect, however,
that great states will live up to their international

obligations.
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Despite our deep and abiding differences we can and must
manage this historic conflict peacefully. We can and must
prevent our international competition from spilling over into
violence. We can find as yet undiscovered avenues where American
and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruitfully, for the benefit of
mankind. And this, too, is why I am going to Geneva.

I am prepared to enter into a quiet dialogue with Gorbachev.
We are interested in results, not rhetoric. ‘He will find me a
reasonable partner in this regard.

Enduring peace requires openness, honest communications, and
opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another
directly.

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thirty years ago in
Geneva President Eisenhower, preparing for his first meeting with
the then Soviet leader, made his Open Skies proposal and an offer
of new educational and cultural exchanges with the Soviet Union.
He recognized that removing the barriers between people is at the
heart of our relationship:

"Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including
radio and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have
operated as causes of mutual distrust. In America, the fervent

belief in freedom of thought, of expression, and of movement is a

“vital part of our heritage."

And I'm determined to try to lessen the distrust between us,
to reduce the levels of secrecy, to bring forth a more "Open

World."
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Imagine if Joe Smith in Poughkeepsie could meet and visit
Sergei Ivanov in Sverdlovsk, if Sergei's son or daughter could
spend a year, or even 3 months, living with the Smith family,
going to summer camp or classes at Poughkeepsie High, while
Smith's son or daughter went to school in Sverdlovsk? Soviet
young people could learn first-hand what spirit of freedom rules
our land, and that we do not wish the peoples of the Soviet Union
any harm. Our young people would get first-hand knowledge of
life in the U.S.S.R., and perhaps a greater appreciation of our
own.

Imagine if people in Minneapolis could see the Kirov Ballet
live, while citizens in Mkhatchkala could see an American play or
hear Duke Ellington's band? And how about Soviet children
watching Sesame Street?

We have had educational and cultural exchanges for 25 years,
and are now close to completing a new agreement. But I feel the
time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the way for
our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the
building of peace. That is why I intend to propose to
Mr. Gorbachev at Geneva that we exchange thousands of our
citizens from fraternal, religious, educational, and cultural
groups.

We are going to suggest the exchange of thousands of
undergraduates each year, and high school students who would live
with a host family and attend schools or summer camps. We also

look to increase scholarship programs, improve language studies,
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develop new sister cities, establish libraries and cultural
center, and increase athletic competitions.

People of both our nations love sports. If we must compete,
let it be on the football fields and not the battlefields.

In science and technology we propose to launch new joint
space flights and establish joint medical research projects. 1In
communications, we would like to see more appearances in the
other's maSé media by representatives of both our countries: if
Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be
published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet
peoples have the same right to see, hear, and read what we
Americans have to say?

These proposals will not bridge our differences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for
peace in both countries.

Let me summarize, then, the vision and hopes that we carry
with us to Geneva.

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the deep
differences between us -- between our values, our systems, our
beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to
permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict.

We go without illusion, but with hope -- hope that progress
can be made on our entire agenda.

Again, the elements of that agenda are these:

First, we believe the advance of human rights is the only

certain guarantee of peaceful relations between states. Free and
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democratic peoples do not go to war against one another in the
20th century.

Second, we believe that progress can be made in resolving
the regional conflicts burning now on three continents --
including in this hemisphere. The regional plan we enunciated at
the United Nations will be raised again at Geneva.

Third, we are proposing the broadest people-to-people
exchanges in the history of American-Soviet relations, exchanges
in sports and culture, in education and the arts. Such exchanges
can build in our societies thousands of coalitions for
cooperation and peace. If high school and college students from
Moscow and Minsk, from Tashkent and Kiev, can visit America every
summer, they will not go home thinking we are a militaristic
people. If thousands of American high school students can spend
their summers in Russia and Lithuania, Estonia, and the Ukraine,
they will convey a message about the American people and nation
many people Soviet citizens never hear.

Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball
rolling, they should step out of the way and let people get
together to share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other,
especially young people.

Fourth, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that
nuclear weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the
survival of the human race, that the arms race must be stopped.
We go determined to search out, and discover, common ground --

where we can agree to begin the reduction, looking to the
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eventual elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the
Earth.

It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce
nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war, and build a solid
foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays, music,
television, and even root for each other's soccer teams.

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace:
the steady expansion of human rights for all the world's peoples,
cooperation between the superpowers in bringing to resolution
those regional conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Latin America that
carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of people-to-people
exchanges that can diminish the distrust and suspicion that
separate our two peoples. Lastly, the steady reduction of these
awesome nuclear arsenals -- until they no longer threaten the
world we must both inhabit. This is our agenda for Geneva; this
is our policy; this is our plan for peace.

We have cooperated in the past. In both world wars,
Americans and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common
enemy. Near the City of Murmansk, sons of our own nation are
buried, heroces who died of wounds sustained on the treacherous
North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia the

indispensable tools of survival and victory.
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So, while it would be naive to think a single summit can
establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a dialogue
for peace.

My fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that
freedom will not only survive but triumph, perhaps sooner than
any of us dares to imagine.

How could this be? Because this same 20th century that gave
birth to nuclear weapons and police states, that has witnessed so
much bloodshed and suffering, is now moving inexorably toward
mankind's age-old dream for human dignity and self-determination.

We see the dream alive in Latin America where 90 percent of
the people are now living under governments that are democratic
or moving in that direction -- a dramatic reversal from a decade
ago.

We see the dream stirring in Asia, where Singapore, South
Korea, Taiwan, and China are vaulting ahead with stunning
success.

We see the flame flickering in Afghanistan and Angola where
brave people risk their lives for the same liberty we Americans
have always enjoyed. We see the dream still stirring in the
captive nations of Central Europe. In Poland, men and women of
great faith and spirit -- the members of Solidarity, the faithful
of the Catholic Church -- rise up again and again for better
lives and a future of hope for their children.

A powerful tide is surging. And what is the driving force

behind it?
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It is faith -- faith in a loving God who, despite all the
ordeals of the 20th century, has raised up the smallest believer
to stand taller than the most powerful state. It is faith in the
individual. And it is the desire for freedom -- freedom for
people to dream, to reap the rewards of their own unique
abilities to excel.

We've seen what a restoration of faith and a renewed belief
in the moral worth of an open society have meant to America: a
nation that has rediscovered its destiny, and prepared to
maintain its greatness.

The restored vitality of the American economy has helped
lift up the world economy, holding out to the family of nations
the vision of growth.

The rebuilding of America's military might and overseas
alliances has rekindled world respect for United States' power,
confidence, and resolve.

America today has a foreign policy that not only speaks out
for human rights, but works for them as well. 1In 5 years, not a
single square inch of territory has been lost to communist
aggression; and, Grenada has been liberated and set free. It is
the tide of freedom that has again begun to rise.

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva
with confidence.

Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given
us to serve this nation and the trust you have placed in us. I
know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the

heart of every American and Russian mother.
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Recently, we saw together a moving new film, the story of
Eleni, a woman caught in the Greek civil war at the end of World
War II, a mother who because she smuggled her children out to
safety in America was tried, tortured and shot by a firing squad.

It is also the story of her son, Nicholas Gage, who grew up
to become a reporter with the New York Times and who secretly
vowed to return to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man
who sent his mother to her death. But at the dramatic end of the
story, Nick Gage finds he cannot extract the vengeance he has
promised himself. To do so, Mr. Gage writes, might have relieved
the pain that had filled him for so many years but it would also
have broken the one bridge still connecting him to his mother and
the part of him most like her. As he tells it: "her final
Cry... was not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what
she died for, a declaration of love: 'my children.'"

How that cry has echoed down through the centuries, a cry
for the children of the world, for peace, for love of fellowman.

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.

When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our
nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,
religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,
Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar

request.
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Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my
fellow Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance -- for
all of us -- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men

will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE GENEVA SUMMIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I will be
leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in 6 years. I know that you and
the people of the world are looking to that meeting with high
hopes, so tonight I want to share with you my hopes and to tell
you why I am going to Geneva.

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to
engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
for peace that endures as long as my Presidency -- and beyond.

It is to sit down across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map out,
together, a basis for peaceful discourse even though our
disagreements on fundamentals will not change.

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue: a process of
facing our differences frankly and openly and beginning to narrow
and resolve them; a process of communicating effectively so that
our actions and intentions are not misunderstood; a process of
building bridges between us and cooperating wherever possible for
the greater good of all.

Our meeting will be a historic opportunity to set a steady,
more constructive course through the 21st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not
augur well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors -- each in his

own way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I do not underestimate the difficulty of the task
ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the
obligation to use my years as President, and the capacities God
has given me, to try to make ours a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's guidance,
that I hope to succeed.

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by
any short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage
of time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a
safer world.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation
for lasting peace.

When we speak of peace, however, we do not mean just the
absence of war. We mean the true peace that rests on the pillars
of individual freedom, human rights, national self-determination,
and respect for the rule of law. History has shown us that peace
is indivisible. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just to focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. Thus, when we meet
in Geneva, our agenda will seek:

-- not just to avoid war, but to strengthen peace;

-- not just to prevent confrontation, but to remove the
sources of tension;

-- not just to paper over differences, but to address them;
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-~ not just to talk about what our citizens want, but to
let them talk to each other.

Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President
has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition in nuclear
arms. I have no higher priority than to finally realize that
dream. I've said before, and will say again, a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers
have not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981, the United States proposed to
the Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later we proposed a
treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the Soviet
Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control
negotiations altogether.

I am pleased, however, with the interest expressed in
reducing offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me
repeat tonight what I announced last week: the United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between
us -- with no first strike capability -- and full compliance.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we
could both find a way to abandon these weapons altogether and

move to non-nuclear defensive systems which threaten no one.
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But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer.
As I reminded the editors of Pravda and Izvestia 2 weeks ago:
nations do not distrust each other because they are armed. They
are armed because they distrust each other. It is the use of
force, subversion, and terror that has made the world a more
dangerous place.

Thus, today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in
Cambodia; no peace in Angola; no peace in Ethiopia; and no peace
in Nicaragua. These wars have claimed hundreds of thousands of
lives and threaten to spill over national frontiers.

That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a
way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that calls
for -- ceasefires, negotiations among the warring parties,
withdrawal of all foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and
economic assistance.

I made that proposal in the hope of never again having to
phone the parents of American servicemen killed in action or cut
down in some terrorist attack -- in the hope of never having to
face the terrible alternative of submitting to blackmail or
responding with a call to arms.

Four times in this century our soldiers have been éent
overseas to fight in foreign lands. Their remains can be found
from Flanders Fields to the islands of the Western Pacific. Not
once were these soldiers sent abroad in the cause of conquest.
Not once did they come home claiming a single square inch of some

other country as a trophy of war.
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A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by
our enemies to remember that while we Americans detest war, we
love freedom -- and stand ready to sacrifice for it, as we have
done four times in my lifetime.

In advancing freedom we Americans carry a special burden. A
belief in the dignity of man in the sight of God gave birth to

this country. It is central to our being. "Men were not born to

wear saddles on their backs," Thomas Jefferson told the world two o

centuries ago. Freedom is America's core. We must never deny
it, nor forsake it. Should the day come when we Americans remain
silent in the face of armed aggression, then the cause of

America -- the cause of freedom ~-- will have been lost, and the
great heart of this country will have been broken.

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as
Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace.
History has shown that democratic nations do not start wars.
Respect for the individual and the rule of law is as fundamental
to peace as arms control. A government which does not respect
its citizens' rights and its international commitments to protect
those rights is not likely to respect its other international
undertakings.

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of
those who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to
impose our beliefs on others. We had a right to expect, however,
that great states will live up to their international

obligations.
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Despite our deep and abiding differences we can and must
manage this historic conflict peacefully. We can and must
prevent our international competition from spilling over into
violence. We can find as yet undiscovered avenues, where
American and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruitfully, for the
benefit of mankind. And this, too, is why I am going to Geneva.

I am prepared to enter into a quiet dialogue with Gorbachev.
We are interested in results, not rhetoric. He wiil find me a
reasonable partner in this regard.

Enduring peace requires openness, honest communications, and
opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another
directly.

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thirty years ago in
Geneva President Eisenhower, preparing for his first meeting with
the then Soviet leader, made his Open Skies proposal and an offer
of new educational and cultural exchanges with the Soviet Union.
He recognized that removing the barriers between people is at the
heart of our relationship:

"Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including
radio and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have
operated as causes of mutual distrust. In America, the fervent
belief in freedom of thought of expression, and of movement is a
vital part of our heritage."

And I'm determined to try to lessen the distrust between us,
to reduce the levels of secrecy, to bring forth a more "Open

World."
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Imagine if Joe Smith in Poughkeepsie could meet and visit
Sergei Ivanov in Sverdlovsk, if Sergei's son or daughter could
spend a year, or even 3 months, living with the Smith family,
going to summer camp or classes at Poughkeepsie High, while
Smith's son or daughter went to school in Sverdlovsk? Soviet
young people could learn first-hand what spirit of freedom rules
our land, and that we do not wish the peoples of the Soviet Union
any harm. Our young people would get first-hand knowledge of
life in the U.S.S.R., and perhaps a greater appreciation of our
own.

Imagine if people in Minneapolis could see the Kirov Ballet
live, while citizens in Mkhatchkala could see an American play or
hear Duke Ellington's band? And how about Soviet children
watching Sesame Street?

We have had educational and cultural exchanges for 25 years,
and are now close to completing a new agreement. But I feel the
time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the way for
our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the
building of peace. That is why I intend to propose to
Mr. Gorbachev at Geneva that we exchange thousands of our
citizens from fraternal, religious, educational, and cultural
groups.

We are going to suggest the exchange of thousands of
undergraduates each year, and high school students who would live
with a host family and attend schools or summer camps. We also

look to increase scholarship programs, improve language studies,
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develop new sister cities, establish libraries and cultural
center, and increase athletic competitions.

People of both our nations love sports. If we must compete,
let it be on the football fields and not the battlefields.

In science and technology we propose to launch new joint
space flights and establish joint medical research projects. 1In
communications,mwe would like to see more appearances in the
other's mass media by representatives of both our countries: if
Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be
published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet
peoples have the same right to see, hear, and read what we
Americans have to say?

These proposals will not bridge our differences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for
peace in both countries.

Let me summarize, then, the vision and hopes that we carry
with us to Geneva.

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the deep
differences between us -- between our values, our systems, our
beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to
permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict.

We go without illusion, but with hope -~ hope that progress
can be made on our entire agenda.

Again, the elements of that agenda are these:

First, we believe the advance of human rights is the only

certain guarantee of peaceful relations between states. Free and
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democratic peoples do not go to war against one another in the
20th century.

Second, we believe that progress can be made in resolving
the regional conflicts burning now on three continents --
including in this hemisphere. The regional plan we enunciated at
the United Nations will be raised again at Geneva.

Third, we are proposing the broadest people-to-people
exchanges in the history of American-Soviet relations, exchanges
in sports and culture, in education and the arts. Such exchanges
can build in our thousands of societies coalitions for
cooperation and peace. If high school and college students from
Moscow and Minsk, from Tashkent and Kiev, can visit America every
summer, they will not go home thinking we are a militaristic
people. If thousands of American high school students can spend
their summers in Russia and Lithuania, Estonia, and the Ukraine,
they will convey a message about the American people and nation
many people Soviet citizens never hear.

Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball
rolling, they should step out of the way and let people get
together to share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other,
especially young people.

Fourth, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that
nuclear weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the
survival of the human race, that the arms race must be stopped.
We go determined to search out, and discover, common ground --

where we can agree to begin the reduction, looking to the
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eventual elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the
Earth.

It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce
nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war, and build a solid
foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays, music,
television, and even root for each other's soccer teams.

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace:
the steady expansion of human rights for all the world's peoples,
cooperation between the superpowers in bringing to resolution
those regional conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Latin America that
carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of people-to-people
exchanges that can diminish the distrust and suspicion that
separate our two peoples. Lastly, the steady reduction of these
awesome nuclear arsenals -- until they no longer threaten the
world we must both inhabit. This is our agenda for Geneva; this
is our policy; this is our plan for peace.

We have cooperated in the past. In both world wars,
Americans and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common
enemy. Near the City of Murmansk, sons of our own nation are
buried, heroes who died of wounds sustained on the treacherous
North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia the

indispensable tools of survival and victory.
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So, while it would be naive to think a single summit can
establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a dialogue
for peace.

My fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that
freedom will not only survive but triumph, perhaps sooner than
any of us dares to imagine.

How could this be? Because this same 20th century that gave
birth to nuclear weapons and police states, that has witnessed so
much bloodshed and suffering, is now moving inexorably toward
mankind's age-old dream for human dignity and self-determination.

We see the dream alive in Latin America where 90 percent of
the people are now living under governments that are democratic
or moving in that direction -- a dramatic reversal from a decade
ago.

We see the dream stirring in Asia, where Singapore, South
Korea, Taiwan, and China are vaulting ahead with stunning
success.

We see the flame flickering in Afghanistan and Angola where
brave people risk their lives for the same liberty we Americans
have always enjoyed. We see the dream still stirring in the
captive nations of Central Europe. In Poland, men and women of
great faith and spirit -- the members of Solidarity, the faithful
of the Catholic Church -- rise up again and again for better
lives and a future of hope for their children.

A powerful tide is surging. And what is the driving force

behind it?
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It is faith -~ faith in a loving God who, despite all the
ordeals of the 20th century, has raised up the smallest believer
to stand taller than the most powerful state. It is faith in the
individual. And it is the desire for freedom -~ freedom for
people to dream, to reap the rewards of their own unique
abilities to excel.

We've seen what a restoration of faith and a renewed belief
in the moral worth of an open society have meant to America: a
nation that has rediscovered its destiny, and prepared to
maintain its greatness.

The restored vitality of the American economy has helped
lift up the world economy, holding out to the family of nations
the vision of growth.

The rebuilding of America's military might and overseas
alliances has rekindled world respect for United States' power,
confidence, and resolve.

America today has a foreign policy that not only speaks out
for human rights, but works for them as well. In 5 years, not a
single square inch of territory has been lost to communist
aggression; and, Grenada has been liberated and set free. It is
the tide of freedom that has again begun to rise.

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva
with confidence. |

Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given
us to serve this nation and the trust you have placed in us. I
know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the

heart of every American and Russian mother.
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Recently, we saw together a moving new film, the story of
Eleni, a woman caught in the Greek civil war at the end of World
War 1II, a mother who because she smuggled her children out to
safety in America was tried, tortured and shot by a firing squad.

It is also the story of her son, Nicholas Gage, who grew up
to become a reporter with the New York Times and who secretly
vowed to return to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man
who sent his mother to her death. But at the dramatic end of the
story, Nick Gage finds he cannot extract the vengeance he has
promised himself. To do so, Mr. Gage writes, might have relieved
the pain that had filled him for so many years but it would also
have broken the one bridge still connecting him to his mother and
the part of him most like her. As he tells it: "her final
cry... was not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what
she died for, a declaration of love: 'my children.'"

How that cry has echoed down through the centuries, a cry
for the children of the world, for peace, for love of fellowman.
Here then is what Geneva is really about: the hope of

heeding such words, spoken so often in so many different

places -- on a desert journey to a promised land, by a carpenter
beside the Sea of Galilee -- words calling all men to be brothers
and all nations to be one.

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.

When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our

nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,
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religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,
Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar
request.

Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my
fellow Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance -- for
all of us -- at.Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men

will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.




