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The President has seen

(NSC REDRAFT) NOVEMBER 14, 1985
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ADDRESS TO THE NATION 35S, 9

GENEVA SUMMIT -

MY FELLOW AMERICANS. GOOD EVENING, IN 36 HO &S,
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.

am——
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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 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 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 T GO TO GENEVA, TO BUILD A
FOUNDATION FOR LASTING PEACE.

e
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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,

—— e ———

WHEN WE MEET IN GENEVA, OUR AGENDA WILL SEEK NOT J ST
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 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.

-—
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IN 1977, AND AGAIN IN 1982, THE UNITED STATES
PROPOSED TO THE SOVIET UNION DEEP RECIPROCAL CUTS IN
STRATEGIC FORCES., THESE OFFERS WERE REJECTED,
OUT-OF—HANDZJFTN 1981, WE PROPOSED THE COMPLETE

ELIMINATION OF A WHOLE CATEGORY OF INTERMEDIATE RANGE
NUCLEAR FORCES. THREE 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
NUCLEAR 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 1
ANNOUNCED LAST WEEK: THE UNITED STATES IS PREPARED TO
REDUCE COMPARABLE NUCLEAR SYSTEMS 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,
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BUT NUCLEAR ARMS CONTROL IS NOT OF ITSELF A FINAL
ANSWER, I TOLD FOUR SOVIET POLITICAL COMMENTATORS
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.

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.
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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. 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,\bTHE MASS OF MANKIND HAS NOT BEEN BORN WITH

SADDLES ON THEIR BACKS....67 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,
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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.
N

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:

NRESTRICTIONS 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,%”

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.,
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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 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.,

| —
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WHY SHOULDN'T T 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?AIWECOULD 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. IN 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 EXPERIEN( , 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 DO NOT THREATEN THE SOVIET PEOPLE AND NEVER
WILL.

e
e

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,
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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.
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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 PEA?E;(/TT 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,
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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,

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.

T
e

—
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 DEPENDS ON YOUR ACTIONS. 1
WILL PRAY FOR GUIDANCE FOR YOU AND THE SOVIET LEADERS.

O ———



- 15 - /5._

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,

e

WHEN 1 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

7~ THE CABINET ROOM, RELIGIOUS LEADERS -- UKRAINIAN AND
GREEK ORTHODOX BISHOPS, CATHOLIC CHURCH REPRESENTATIVES
INCLUDING A LITHUANIAN BISHOP, PROTESTANT PASTORS, A
MORMON ELDER AND JEWISH RABBIS -- MADE ME A SIMILAR
REQUEST .,

N
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,

###



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

November 13, 1985
MR. PRESIDENT:

Attached is the latest draft of your
TV speech which reflects the comments
and changes you gave to Don This
morning.

With your final changes and edits,

speechwriters will prepare your backup
copy tomorrow morning.

David L. Chew
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(NSC redraft)
November 13, 1985
6:00 p.m.

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; ana 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 21lst 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,

"[Tlhe 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. In 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.] (SX\K;J

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. In 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. 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.
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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 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

geyond
for peace that endures ae<teng—es my Presidency,-- aag—beyewnd.

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.

gﬁ% meeting-;;;; 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
b1 . e
succeeded. So I-édo=rrrt underestimate the difficulty of the task

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

obligation teo—use-my—years—as—President;—and—the—capacrities—6ud
s
Iras—giver—me, to try to make ows a safer, better world. For our
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make
HEP
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's gnigzn:e,
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.

SHowp nalT .

When we speak of peace, howewvex, we &—net mean just the

absence of war. Ve—mean—=tke frue peace iWet rests on the pillars

of individual freedom, human rights, national self-determination,

and respect for the rule of law.

F—fmadseEsilile. 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. Tsms, When we meet

in Geneva, our agenda will seek:

-- not just to avoid war, but to strengthen peacep

Ald
-- mot—dust—be prevent confrontation, bee=t® remove the

sources of tensiony Wg $powes Scex Fe RUDvee Tye SusAicidws v MISTRUST
THAT HAve LEO US 7o ACQuiae I'TOeNTANS OF STAATEGIC W ¢ dPanse

14 14
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-- -Rek=just—te—tetk—about—what vur—Titizens wanty-but o
:]é—t_ a.—_@. E—a %‘ ~‘§!;|l m.

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 copplete 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 biS THIS IN PRETEST RECAUSE Wt HAD PROVIDED

QUR LTURSPUAN ALLIES W ITH NUCLEAR WEAPNS AS A COouNTER TO Soviel $3205 AIHED ArEuﬂ;m”
I am pleasedf“ﬁowever, 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
Aeﬂzzzggzngecause 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—paace—én Ethiopialbané—ao=§euee
Zﬁ.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’%Légfgzgégzy 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

Yovara Mo
once were these assidieme 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

. . . . . . ﬂg,‘- i Ha ]
belief in the dignity of man in the sight of God gave birth to

g CENTURY & A KALF ACo, TR INAS Serrurisd ToLD The w
this country. It is central to our being.N¥ "The mass of mankind

has not been wgth born with saddles on their backs," Shewmzs

;;;;S/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 lmd a right to expect, however,
that great states will live up to their international

obligations.



