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November 13, 1985
2:00 p.m.

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 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 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 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 threaten no one.

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 mutual terror in which both our nations have
been confined since the advent of the atomic age.

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

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
arm themselves because they distrust each other. The use of
force, subversion, and terror/géﬁ& 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 -- ceasefires, 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

e

_;E;Pacific. Not

from Flanders Fielqﬂ'to the islands of the/hl,
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.

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. It is central to our being. A
century-and-a-half ago, Thomas Jefferson told the world, "The X
mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on their backég"
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.

J 4 L

WRights of 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

A
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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. 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." 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. ‘Eﬁlgko}

¥

Imagine if people in Minneapolis could see th-»i;,lu, -T il
live, while citizens in Mkhateliata could see an American play or

At Beach Eez?
hear/ Count Basie'S’band# And how about Soviet children watching
Sesame Street® B

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 thousands of our citizens from fraternal,
religious, educational, and cultural groups?

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 competitions.

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
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:regional 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 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. 1In both world wars,
Americans and Russians foug?ﬁ_on separate fronts against a common
enemy. Near thiiﬁaty oﬁ/Mﬁrmansk 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 inl
Louisiana recently. She wrote, Mr. President, How could anyone
be more blessed than I? These children you see enclosed in this
envelope are mine, grénted 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
(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 declaration of love. I
could only think, 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: GENEVA SUMMIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. Good evening. 1In 48 hours, I will be

leaving to meet ﬁ;: Gofgachev, the leaﬁg; of/;he SS;iet Uﬁgon.
It will be the first suifiit betwéen an Ad‘glcan Pfeéfaent ég; a
Soviet Genefgl Sec?gfary iﬂ/;ofé than siﬁfyé:rs; So, I thought
it my duty toﬁi;ht 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. It is to sit
down across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map, together, a common
causeway over the no-man's land of suspicion and mistrust and
hostility that separates our societies and nations.

I do not -- and you should not, my fellow Americans --
over-estimate the prospects for a great success at the Geneva
summit. The hisggry of American-Soviet relations does not argue
well for euphoria. Eigﬁ; of/hf/;redgé;sso;s -- each in his own )
way and in his own time ~-- sOuﬁﬁt féfacﬁf:;e a moré stible aka
peaqefGI relzgionship with the SdViet union. Nodéffﬁily
succ;:;ed. I do not under-estimate the difficulty of the task.
But that sad and tragic record does not relieve me of the
obligation to use the year's_ allotted by my countrymen, and the
powers and capacities God has given me, to try to make ours a
safer and more secure wofld. For ourselves, our children, our

grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make that effort.
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For, 9‘/ ? @1 cheég;ted l@ons, @e C@G@‘ et M;Z?){Aﬂ

u,an Letrue
e/mmandment: pedce is God's will./ Adacor B ,éf.uu«/
M,, ) o/a 9-?
You know, in my lonq lifetime, which exceeds that of alm
all of you listening out there, we Americans have created a
miracle on this continent. We have built as great and mighty and
rich and flourishing a nation as the world has ever seen. And we
take pride in what we have built.
Yet, much of what it has taken us all most of a lifetime. to

NS

build could be/ sha( ered and des{royed in half an hd/ ur :I.n/ a

e b b B ek

nuclea‘{' excha‘@e with the Soviet Union. The danger of atk ot ______J
s o e Tubhe Fapers

(thermonuc(ar) wir and thew a!J\Pre!fdent Hhe Fzm/w/'
Kennedy p{\ it,@a me&tel# swol‘g o%amovies éﬁ%ﬁg o‘/\vew Zs"”
f U: lAgwmﬁfgm‘i'ﬁe awful reality of these weapons is a kind of /W:?'
terrible crescendo to the steady, dehumanizing progress of
warfare in this eentury.
To a few people here in this office, I recently recaﬁed a %J
hotly deBated isdue i my €ollege yeirs. Soffie of us stfenuously .
argiied that ifi the advent of another wo7ld war nd civiiized

pergon, and certainly fio Américan, would ever obéy an orXder t6

bdmb civii/ian ta{gets. Humanity, we were certain, would never

B i e 15 APt
TJadthbunet/ ~ come to that. We‘fl, World War II angd 3 civﬁian

594 v’ e r ol
.‘.2 casuaﬁies later we were all sadly, trag'fcally wiBer. Today, we

v 77 v
have no such illusions. W& know if Wotld War IIT ever bresks HVEC
out, ;ivilian casualties could reach _ of the

population.

To occupy this office is to live with that reality every
day. When'e<rer I travel I am foligwed by a milﬁary aide who
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v v v v v e v
carries a small black attache céfé - 'tﬁg/f06€gall' is its
v’

nickname. It is a grim reminder of the narrow line our world
walks every day. It contains the codés necgasary for reegliation
to a nuctear attack on-the Unfi;d Staﬁgg. And I am sure a ydung
Rusiigg’offféer walks n&t t& ME. Gérbachev -- with the s&me
assignment.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. For peace,‘ In the hope
of never having to face the awful option of gucleaflretaliation.
In the hope of never having again to spe&ﬁ/fdyghe pa?gnts o;//
wiéég/of Americkn servicemen kifled iX sotfe military engdﬁgment
or terrorist aéﬁgék - Efrf/dfé‘ag/;he tiﬁ;,of GrJQZAa aﬂﬁ/at the

time of Bei%G;.

The fuii’ gehda (t:gfhe summit hkﬁ\nS@ bééw sét down by
Secre€:>§\§h51§>\gﬁd Foxeign Mj;:ster sh&;varnaéze.ﬁ\\

We hope to make at least some progress with the Soviet
leadership, on the fo&;'froﬁi; of 05; agrééa-upon agggaa: Fféﬁt,
_reduding the danger of nudlear confrontation and the stockpiles
6f nuclear weapons. Second, resdIving those reginal cofiflicts
{n AsTa, Africa and Cenfral America that carry the seeds of a
wider war. Thiéé; ina&ég;ating an unprééédented series of
people-to-pe5;1e exchahges. Fouffg, I intend to‘eﬁﬁgge ¥ir.
Gorbachev directly oﬁ/fhe'quéifion of soviet violations of hiiman
rigﬁf@ guariﬁ%eed i the HéTsinki Kéégrds -— those fundamental,
God-given rights without which the prospects for peace are always
fenuous at best.

Even as we talk about peace, we must remember its

indispensable elements. If peace were meréI} the aﬁg;nce 52/
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milié;ry cdnflict,_ghen thefe hi@ beéﬁrpedée between the United
Statés and the Séviet UnI3n>é§;’tne seven deE;éesAgf%eur cdffmon
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Bht that, as we know, is neither an accurate nor full
accounting of our relationship.

For our part, we Americans believe that true peace must rest
upon the pillars of individual gneedom, human rights and national
self-determination. Free and denbcratic peoples do not go to war

against one another in the twentieth century. Peace also depends

upon a respect for the rule of law and the sanctity of contract.

ak
SpusE? Now-Cam - StYions that ha%e broﬁkn- ng<£reix§ afé6§\angiher -=- whether on 303?
Sawes Wth A= 4 O K""’"QL
w/fﬂ/,ﬁ “‘/’l‘;ﬁ/nuclear V;ms or chem:[cal wé{ ons or humfan riogts -- should expect ,53 jo
34, ), 11€5 -
»pfjkbhéh' to be treated with skepticism when the ‘insist that a Kew

h 122 disarmaﬁgnt agreement rem¥ins the sifm of their inéginational

ZA%QQ;L,/ ambitf/ns. Great powers thatvggaé wars ofyimgj 2 al aggression

L E T
gié:iiiimuu/against defenseless nei/hbors to their south @re n t pérsuaSive

7 waawywhen they profess their intentions are only benign and peaceful

i,
U@ww’iiirdw/toward better-armed neighbors to the West.
2 prars

1,91.7'&(

ok 2r %y
szz/zafz;“ special burden. A belief in the dignity and worth of every

[/

ehz? indiv1dual in the sight of God gave birth to Eﬁ; unsry It 1s
wfote:

In forthrightly opposing such actions we Americans carry a

central our being. As Thomas Jeffegson
' bm- o Loughwi\),
born ee—weer saddles ok’ theﬁ backs"'; Freedom is Ameérica's core.’’ V-
Yo 264,571
24) -
We must never deny nor forsake it. Should the day ever come whenﬁ:;¢3
o2 sa0mn
we remain silent in the face of aggression then the cause oft?ckfgvﬂjufz_
L7 Jél/vpf/;
America -- the cause of freedom -- has been lost, and the greatﬁuwﬂ

M AY
heart of this country will have been broken. 1967 a 54’2J
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‘This, then, is the second reason I go to Geneva. For
freedom. To speak for the right of every people and every nation
to choose their own future, for the right of human beings
everywhere to determine their own destiny, to live in the dignity
God intended for‘each of his children.

Not only is this affirmation of freedom our responsibility
as Americans, it is essential for success in Geneva. If history
has shown there ;s any key to dealing successfully with the
Soviets it is this: The Soviets must realize that we harbor no
illusions about their ultimate goals and intentions. The Soviet

mind is not the mirror image of the American or the Western mind.

(e
The Sovig/; have a very different view of the world. The// ”W§Q1k~

ok y
:'Sujy‘— tm‘;\’believe a great struggle is una/er;;y and tn{/ peace ca{ only be X

NEC xS
/

el =y
attained with the fifial trium umph of communist power. They believe
vl v T
the maFch of hisfery is emsedied ifi the Soviet state. s6, t6
thém, the contf;;ed exisfence of the dfeat democracies i seen &s
an obsta€le t& the ultimate triumph of hisfory affd that state.
So I must also be blunt tonight. I go to Geneva for peace

and freedom, but without illusions. The fact of this summit

—_——

conference does not mean the Soviets have forsaken their ;>5b¢/%w
Fins. vt oo U
long-term goals. President Eisenhower's soﬁger wa¥fiing Tapr 17,1 90Dy pr AS

e d@ , W ptwcl) Radrs
farewell a ss unfortunately still rings true: j!éffééé Q  Te/ssion ‘;iﬁ
> e, e Aresw P
hostiie idégiogy - gloggi fﬁ’scope, athefgiic i;(cggfacter,

> X
ruthlé%% i;\pdfgbseband insf&ishs in method."

I do not mean, however, to sound unduly peSSlmiStiC. While

it would be foolhardy to think onesznmét—cunference can //JET

,M,_tmé
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establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a
permanent dialogue for peace. _ .
My fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that

peace and freedom will not only survive but triumph, and perhaps

sooner than any of us dare to imagine. 7 J:,;j,i‘f,.,r

Ul blhpense S
e/ & ”‘Zf How could this be? Becau ﬂ?e this same 20% ce')<tury that gavér.. . ’}m
0 5, P1O O 4,,«. 30
7 J.m‘!..ml biréh t%‘ nucle')a<r weapons and "totalitarian regimes, that wi'égessed’m‘g{;,
:uf.‘ f

wbdnctdﬂ"/"’ ,gy_g
wn, a “’) ‘80’ much bloods‘)(ed and" s V.?fering, is now moving inexorably toward

'w/é dnankind's age-old dream for self-determination and human dignity. ,7;5

z;m
“@*“’Gﬁw We see the dream alive in Lat’g\ América where “}2!
M?lu i\ /VSC & )]
'AA\‘S percext othhe peo{le are now liv:.ng under gov%?nments that a
dexﬁd/ratic == a dramatic reverfal from a decade ago\. \ Y3
; Baas.
m‘w We see the dream stirring in As'%a where economies iff \’%‘ﬁ,
u
% % Singap6><e Sou%h Ko'%ga, 'l‘a:\.AQ n and CH%S'A& are vaultiAS ahead with jlf:;ﬁ
NM Tx /?t//lF <

e ) stunning succvtss.
. 1S 7L

- / Supph SIJ 4
Vbstemc e e We see the flame rising in places like Afghanistan and _‘_‘téi

T leod STo755

e Nfb‘// Angola where brave pebple risk their Iives f&T the liberties we

P
ii‘;::;ﬂ‘r}ﬁhave enjoyed since birth. We even see the dream flickering in
° m’af

/-/4 the captive nations of Eastern Euﬁpe. In Pola)‘d, méA- and-women facleW
W

g pyr Lo Wl Uy
¢9 b’vk of great faith and spirit -- the members of Sd’f&darity, the ”';/;fég;‘?

090.- ,;s;:?/f’/ )f ithful of the Cathdlic Chﬁi\ch -- rise ub\to struggle agV\in a‘ﬁ ) gu
oFf 2 wﬁﬁu
f357 557 4 aef‘ in for be{‘\r lives and a future of hope for their children. /;’T;%/:fﬂq,y

A powerful tide is surging, moving the world toward more
open and democratic societies. And what is the driving force
behind it? |

It is faith -- faith in a lovinngod who, despite all the

trials of the 20th century, has raised up the smallest believers
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to stand taller than the most powerful state. And it is freedom
-- freedom for people to dream, to take great risks to reap the
rewards of their initiative and unique abilities to excel.

We've seen what restoration of those values, and our renewed
belief in the moral worth of our open society have meant to

America: A Nation rediscovering its destiny, poised for

greatness. £lp )jg2 %
W P N, 10/85" -
The heifth and vigor of>ghe American economy -- with,9 Yﬁ%qm
, — 510
Osed | millfgh new jobs - K;; hef%;% ffgz)ﬁgitheig:;;h giég& holdingi‘ o
&aw/q/f {71#’ /fX{

Pue Hoo & out to the family of nations the vision of growth .
z5 )9 *f Q}:‘f'm o984
m w5 1 @ The re-buii/ ding &% América's military might has rekindled 2 o724

/jhe world's respect for American power, confidence_ and resolve.
% And, now, a new idea filled with promise that may prove —
WS o )
vital to peace. As most of you know, the United\States wid the 5;_—-- ;“) !
o<
Soviet Union have f)i' decades us)% mad)'ive nnc‘i(ear arsenals \t{:f ﬁ" Ad/x

év' )
hold each otﬁer hoktage in a kind of mutual terror -- each s e4—7#*1
threatéﬁing massive reialiation g>\inst tﬁﬁ‘otﬁif. ’L_/ —
, \,[ ) f’ VERD

Stue St It's called gv%al ‘gs‘)s?ured g€struction; M-KSp or MAD as the repeh.

156/0
arns congxol expefts call i‘fk As most of you know, the Unfteda —

States is now detérmined td le});d mankind oiE o this prison 8¢
terrgf, to resdarch add tegt(: a ne\f syé'ic:em -- a ngﬁ-nuclear o
defexfge that could prox‘r)%e a su%ival sl'ff\e1d agai%st incoming -
miss les, th‘xt wo)\ld dest% weapons not pe%\].e- th‘)':t wo/\gld b
protect o( e pla')Et fr)h nucfear weapons launéhed bf\d‘)ssign
6)& by mistake.

America today has a foreign policy that not only speaks out NSC

for peace and freedom, but vigorously works for them as well. 1In
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these pa:; ff@e years, not ofie squgre 1néi of resi esggfe hég
bee; lost tg/com;pniSt agyression; and, GreﬁEd: has Eeen
liberated <M9 7

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva
with confidence. We know that the differences between the United
States and the SovietvUnion are deep and abiding. But we share a
common interest in dealing with those differences peacefully.

Ensuring a safer future requires that we address every

AcDA ¢
g <

Qenes Loocte/Mod Sinfe the dawn of the muclesy a95$;eve£§;American Pre£1dentég
Mm&wwmgg{

YrLITENSS hﬁé sought éo/llmit the buf*d-up fxlnuéf<ar ar§§§ We have gonelu$¢m¢1‘

Tk, P iterris P
@gﬁﬁ?fy #%: the extra mile, but our offers have not always been welcome. e
!’_’w_f[é”' b/ o] . v

v’ v .
y$1 LA ;?””) : In 1977, the United States proposed reciprocal deep cuts in

fiz t@/ /MAJ
,aaé,\
tlegr,,

threat to peace and every disruption of peace.

wodirsi. trate ic forces but these were 1mmed atel ejected Moscow.
%ﬁ ”f jﬁk ? 14’7”4'(4'23/ Z ; Y”; R ’)UZI’V’

#*mu LA o 4}! &7
dbm# 19&}, Admlnlstratlon roposed.deep reductians tf&te\\
34&23‘1'

an, forces. Agaln, the Soviet leadership rejected7%ﬂat proposaL%
[~ |
fﬂf sy Then, in 1983, the So¥iet Uni3n unilaterally wilked out of the |

e \?1 - 4 A/ ) PR
M negotiations.
e v NS¢
I am pleased with the 1nterest expressed bf/fhe néw Sov1et‘§$uuvr

éo qc\&
leadef/hip if reducing offensivé,weapons. Let me repeat tonlgh

what i/announc:m #aé’t week: Th/Uh/:.ted States is pre‘§ared tfo _
reduce offen51veAw apons B/ ovET 56/percent, provided b&th sides [
make comparable and” ver'ifiable redfictions resurﬂng in eq'fivalenf>
stren&gi with nd fi¥st strike capability.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. And ultimately the whole world would

benefit if we could mutually find a way to abandon offensive
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weapons in exchange for survival shields that would render

nuclear weapons forever obsolete. )
g v
But nuclear arms control is only a partial answer: Since 2

L 'Y
Wworfd waf Tf, 25/;ilf/en geoﬁie Have dfed 1K redfonal wirs; ndt 4
——WW “Try ——
single ] perlshed;tZUmbnucf/er atfack. The Soviét ud€ of fofce

i

6 )53 2oSP

zsn%w/x!

Ycn miN

ﬂ;{}?’/?ys'
QU"‘S 6 /'/f

QDt@mmeﬂ/
Feembly;
/dh ?LM’ NJ

ynY

f B———-
directly anﬁ/through ifs proxies has made the world a dangerous
plaée for free menl

Look where the Sonets are/pusﬁfng t6 conéSiidate and efﬁend
and what do we see? That there is no peace fﬁfhfﬁﬂenistan; there
is no peace in Camﬁgef:?wﬁgufeace iﬁ/Anggla; no peace iﬁ//
Ethiogia, and no peace in Niéz;agua. TheSe wats hive cfgimed
hundrads ¢f thofieands of 1i¥es ani threkfen to spifl acfoss
natidnal frsgeiers.

That is why we hive prdﬁxhed a way éé‘éié th€;e conglicts, a¢
regidﬁ&l peate pl&ﬁ‘thif’cdiké for -- ceaéé%ires, negééKhtions |
am&%% the warrIﬁg paréizs, withdr%Wal of forefyn troops,
democfi%ic recoﬁgiliation aﬂéveconﬁaic assfﬁ%ence.

The Soviet Union faces an historic crossroads in Geneva: to

show the world by its deeds; to help us stop the killing; to make

a lasting contribution to U.S.~- Soviet relations.

This would be a true Geneva breakthrough. But we can do
more, and I'm determined to try. I intend to offer the Soviets a
comprehensive proposal to reduce secrecy, lessen distrust and
bring forth a more "Open World."

v v w s o v (e —

I will propose to Mr. Gorbachev that we exchange thousands

./ I/ ’ w J .
of our citizens from différent fraternal, refigious, educational

and cultural grgﬁps.
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These people-to-pééble contacts c&n d6 mich £g'b£ihg our
natiJQQ togézher. We are going to suggest the'exéﬁinge of ot
least 5,66;’under§iaduates esch yedr fof tWo semesters of stidy,
and a yoﬁiﬂ exéﬁanqe invofclng &t léast 57630 seésgdary school
studénts who would liVe with a h&st fdmily ard atténd schools of
summer cdﬁbs. We also look to increase scholéf;hip pr6§£ams,
imprgge ianéﬁage sEGaies, devefbp neﬁ/;isfér ci%;Arefitionships,
establfgh culéﬁ;al cenﬁgfs and libraries and incr@ase athletic
and spon;ng coﬁS;titions.

In sciehce and technology v sfek t6/1naﬁ;;rate mofg/jgint
space flifhts and establTsh joint medical research projects and
instifutes in each of our co;;tries. In communfbations, we would
like to see mofé/appedfances by/represghtatives 63 both 6;;

couiteien iIf the dther's nine méﬁia.

FIRAL

If Soviet spoﬁgsmen and confrentators are ffee fsfapﬁéar dn
AmeriSan tele¥ision, and to be pubTished anﬂ/reﬁé/routinely in
the American préss, are not Amé?ican offI;ials entitled ﬁg,df
lég;t soffie access to the Sdviet press?

While these proposals wiil not bridge our differences,
people-to-pégéle codf;ct cdﬁ/buiid constituencies #or péace in
bSth our countries.

The conversations Mr. Gorbachev and I will have can help
allay the suspicions that now exist. You can be sure I will
reaffirm in Geneva what the Soviet leadership already knows: the

United States is not an aggressor; we will never strike first

against a foreign adversary. A% Pfime Mlnlster ulroney &€

Can%aa p&x'i€§recenéfy when €°%é_the-%:jzzg;fffgzzéz?z;jéékﬂ
WZ‘* %—
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ifperialist Nztiom—- and I'm using the Prime Miﬁfﬁter's words ==—"

"what thé(he}iryaé;ii] dg\ydx mekn '1m§§§1&113€ ni@ibq@ﬂ‘p We
ha#g aﬁfidﬁb-mifzjbofaer wizh thgégaﬁa'fg;:lgﬁ‘yéﬁis tﬁ?%e Hasn't

bebh £SH5E £1¥ed 1R adger.”

A great danger in the past has been the failure by our
adversaries to remember that while the American people love
peace, we love freedom more -- and always stand ready to

AR

sacrifice for it. The only way major war can ever break out

between our two countries is through this sort of miscalculation.___ .
o Corstt VAR
By the way, d@f’fifﬁi meetiﬁi witf:bd>thihe anniversary oF the éagﬁakwg'
W o o/
addgésa aEXgéttysﬁgrg, whé%é Mf?‘nfﬁébln remfkaed eﬁé w8§id tﬁi%fgﬁ?ﬁaf

' Lk e
ﬁovem%mnt %he feople )ﬁ the #ﬁplﬁ *@ the people sHayl ’/F@,, P
[ ) =

noBpesii Frob the Sarth." R ki

Both Naﬁ6§ aﬂ&/f/;;e proud and grateful for the chance you
have given us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed
in us. And I know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as
it is in the heart of every American mother.

Recently, w& sa@ todether a movikalnéa/ff//,Athe sfory of
Elégl, a wom;; cauéﬂ% iﬁ/:ﬁe Grggi cf;1l wE;’aE/tﬁérdﬁd Jf world
WiT ffj'a mother wﬁs/bec:GQe she smugaied Ker chifdren out o
satéty i% America wa¥ trfed, torfured and shot by a £ifing squad.

It is alﬁg’the st&f; of hér 35;, Nicﬂzigs GaSé, who gr&w ﬁi
tK/beéshe a repd?%er with the Néf/iofi Tiﬁgs ad who séé;etly
vodéa tK/refG}n t6/arezée soﬁéday tgrtéf; vé;;eance 5; tﬁ; ﬁgn
who sefit hi'’S mother t6 hér death. Blit af the dramatic end of the
stof;, Nick Gié; finds hg’canﬁst ext?gg; the nggéance ﬁglhéi/

/
promikéa himself. T6 d6 sb, Mff Gaqg/writég, migﬂ% have refieved
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the pain th§t had fifled hift f6r s many years bfit i€ would also
haV;’broKén the one bridge still conhecting him £o his motfier and
the phirt Bf hifi most fike Wér. As he tells it: "h&r f£ifal cry...
wks ndt a“curbe on hér kilTers but an invdcation of what she dI;;
fgg, ildectg;ation JE‘ISGe: 'm;/chiiafen."

How that cry has echoed down through the centuries, a cry
for the children of the world, for peace, for love of felloyﬁan.
Here then \is what Geneva\is really about; the hop& of
heeding such words, spoken so ten in many different piaces -
E; AN . fid, by a carpenfer beside tke

Ses of Galilee -- word;’cﬁlfing ail men to be brothers and all
nat{ons t& bé ofie. .

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 T
£i¥st accepted the nomination of my pirty for the pr¥sidency ‘T
asked the AmeFican peofle td jotn with e in prayer fér dur
Nation ahd £6r thd wofld. I deeply believe there is far more
power in the simple brayers of people like yourselves than in the
hands of all the great statesmen or armies of the world.

And so, Thanksgi#ihg appfg;ches and I ask e;éh of you to
join me again in thanking God for all his blessings to this

Nation and ask Him to guide us in Geneva. Let us work and pray

that the cause of peace and freedom will be advanced and all of

humanity served.

Thank you, God bless you and good night.

\
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: TO THE NATION -- GENEVA SUMMIT

v v, v
My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I will be
v il v .
leaving for Geﬁgﬁa to meet with Mr. Gorbachev, the leader of the
e
Soviet Union. Before departing I felt it my duty to report

directly to you on this meeting and its significance.

-
Now, I don't think it's any mystery why most of us regard

) wll ou?
summit conferences as a good idea. The danger of thermonuclear

war and the havoc it would wreak are, as Pred@%ént Ke 631' ?
é%? ::#é:: SWS%é dg?;amdégas éﬁﬁgﬁiﬁg é@éa éil 6§2é§? The

awful reality of these weapons is a kind of terrible crescendo to
the steady, dehumanizing progress of modern warfare in this
century. To a few people here in this office, I recently

v ' v
recalled a hotly deﬁgted iééue in m§/oﬁﬁ/collé§e years -- which
v - -
by the way also took place in this century. Some of us

’ ./ / v (/
strenﬂéﬁsly éf;ued tﬁé; in the advent of/anoﬁﬁer wofid war no
...‘/ /’- A b v % )
civilized perégn, certainly nS/AmeE;can, would eVer obey af ofdar

v
tﬁ/attgék puref§/civ{iian targets. Humanity, we were certain,

would never come to that. Well, wOrld War II ané/ﬁi milllon NSE

.V =
civilian cégug;ties later we were all sadly, traglcally wiser.

At least today we can say we have fewer illusions: we know if

I v
World War III ever breaks out the destruction woﬁid Sg so

v g v . W v "
devastating civilian casualties could reach 96/percent of the

population.

To occupy this office is to live with that reality every

v / v v I - " l/ o o
day. Whenever I travel f am followed by a military aide who
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e o v v
cart{es a small bla&k attaéh€ case -- "the fostball® is its
v
nickname. It is a grim reminder of the narrow line our world

v v v
walks every day it contains the codes necggsary for refgliation

€g ﬁ/nuclggr atfgck of the U£;£ed ézgtes.

And this office provides another sobering perspective on our
world. The 25(mili;on Tives légt sinegfthe eid of/w6§1d War I%/ N SC
iﬁ/conGg;tional wéf; are stark evidence that a nuclear conflict
is far from the only danger we face. 1In recéht yé;;s, Amegzéa
has had her share of falfgn §6ns; Koréél Vfé%nam, otﬁgr miff%ary
engageﬁénts incl&ging tef;;rist afgécks hdgé bégh pg;t 3f—this
ter¥ible cost. And many tin'gs &€ this de‘/sk T have hid o
dischéfée the mo%g dif%géult du€§’f/ﬁ§§;} €3'£;y and ffﬁd words
o%’coﬁf;rt £S5 gr;g;ing mothg;s ahd fathers. I don't have to
tell you how regularly I fail at that; because there are no such
words. Earlier thfé yégf when f/vi§§ted those pldéés iK'EﬁEBpezgzZ;;BM“”
that hi4d séen so much sufféring duffﬁg World wir 1T, a voice
could be heard there, a voice from our century and from every
century, the same voice I have heard in such sorrow here in this
room, the voice of humanity crying out in anguish fqr peace --
for an end to war.

This is why I go to Geheva. For peace. And in hope -- the
hope of never having to face that awful option of nuclear
retaliation of never adﬁin having to spe&fferQVthfg/off{Ee to

5 vl v v v A
grief-stricken loved ones. We go to Geneva seekiﬁg t5/w5;k with

v~ v o -
the Soviet Union to reduce ard eventually elimf;;te the danger of
/ } ’

N . L - — v
nuclear destruction, to resolve regfanal conff;cts that can 1éad

v ; v L L e
to wider war, to enhance respect for human rights, &nd to expand
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the peééé prdééss B§/invofging mgge diré&tly thé/citigéns of béZh
our nations. And on this last point I will mention in a few
moments the specifics of a new plan I have in mind.

But there is another reason we go to Geneva. Like the
threat of nuclear war, it has to do with a danger unigque to this
century. Part of our heritage as Americans is our Foﬁgding

e e i . L — —
Fathers' wafggng about history's most terrible but, somehow most
easfiy for§6;£en le@ggh; that the abuse of/éovefggent ﬁ%@ér
poses the most seribus and endufing thréat £6 the fre®dom of maf

k e L

In our era, with the development of science ané/iechnology

ahétthe rise of modéfh idggiogy, we have seen a quaﬁgﬁm légi in
&

the naﬁﬁ}e of this daﬁger and the birth of the graGgét threat to

v v ’ —
freedom ever Eﬁg;n -- the twentieth century pofE;e state, the
v \
totalitarian regime.
Now I don't think I have to elaborate on the human suffering

d v v e v
caused by such regimes. The concentration camps or the forced

faﬁ{ﬁes, the massaéggs, the puf&és. The advent of totalitarian
ideology -- an ideology that justifies any affront to the
individual done in the name of the state -- has accompanied the
worst assaults in history on the human spirit. On this point, my
own views have been plainly stated. Only;gé a fé wedks ago at
‘./ (el v A A gaZ g T

the United Nations, I spoke of some specific instances: the

v v - J
inva%on ofl/ Afghanistan that has cogt betwWeen 75{,000 dna of{ LOS

e pe”
milYion 11525 and nedarly six million refiigees, the infg;vention

v i ——
fh the Afrifan natfons of Angola and Ethibﬁi&, the attempts to
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gl v B s
establish a totalitarian state in Nlcéfgéua. This tragic,

unhappy list goes on.

In forthrightly opposing such actions we Americans bear a
grave responsibility and carry a special burden. A belief in the
dignity and worth of every individual in the sight of God gave
birth to this country. It is central to our being. "Out wﬂgle &ngv
experiﬁént i§/ba§ga of the caﬁgéity df the pégble fgg’ N
self-g&gernment," safﬁ’Jgﬁ;s Miégson. And Thofias Jefg;rson
added; "Men wefé n5€ bo;; t6/wéﬁ} sa&ﬁles oﬁ/thef;/baéig," and:
"TﬁglGoé/whg/gé;; Us life, gave dg/lfS;rty 5§'J£11," This is our
past, it is a part of us, we must never deny nor forsake it.

Should the day ever come when the leaders of this Nation remain
silent in the face of foreign aggression or stop speaking out
about the repression of human rights then truly the cause of

America -- the cause of freedom -- has been lost, and the great

P

7
heart of this country has been broken. We Americans can never Xv’m%f

rest as a people nor say our work as a Nation is done until each $“?iwa1

man, woman and child on earth knows the blessings of libertg.wwpwgﬁbb‘v
And this is the second feason I go to Geneva. For fr;édom.

To speak for the right of every people and every nation to choose

their own future for the right of human beings everywhére to

determine their own destiny, to live in the dignity God intended

for each of his children.
But let me stress here that not only is this candor and

realism on behalf of freedom is our responsibility as Americans,

it is essential for success in Geneva. Because if history has

shown there is any key to dealing successfully with the Soviets




Page 5

it is this: the Soviets must realize that their counterparts
take them seriously and that we harbor no illusions about their
ultimate goals and intentions. The Soviet mind is not the mirror
image of the American or the Western mind. The Soviets have a
very different view of the world. They believe a great struggle
is already underway in the world and true peace can only be
attained with the triumph of communist power. The Soviets
sincerely believe the march of history is embodied in the Soviet
state. So, to them, the mere.existence of the democracies is
seen as an obstacle to the ultimate triumph of history and that
state. From the Soviet perspective, even if the democracies do
nothing overt against their interests, just our survival, our
continued resistance, is considered by them an act of aggression.

And that is why the Soviets tend to misinterpret
well-intentioned public statements obscuring the nature of this
struggle or minimizing the crucial moral distinction between
totalitarianism and democracy. That is why sudden shifts in our
realistic views about the Soviets tend to disrupt the negotiating
process. In the past, when such shifts or statements have been
made, the Soviets either regarded them as a ruse and reacted with
distrust, or looked on them as hopeleésly naive and attempted to
exploit the illusions on which they rested. In both cases, the
peace process and the business of serious negotiations have

suffered.

So I must be blunt with you tonight I go to Geneva for peace
and for freedom, but I also go without illusions. The fact of

this summit conference does not mean the Soviets have forsaken
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their long-term goals and objectives. President Eisenhower's
somber warning in his farewell address unfortunately remain true:
"we face a hostile ideology -- global in scope, atheistic in
character, ruthless in purpose and insidious in method."

I do not mention all this, however, to sound unduly
pessimistic or to paint a heedlessly discouraging picture. To
the contrary, my mood about this meeting is one of cautious
optimism. While it would be foolhardy to thinkiéne summit
conference can establish a permanent peace, this conference can,
I believe, help begin a permanent process toward peace.

But that is why realism is essential. For only by leaving
our illusions behind and dealing realistically with the Soviets
do we have any chance for true progress in Geneva.

Winston Churchill once said after a long experience of .
L

negotiating with the Soviets, "The Soviets will try every door in
the home, enter all rooms which are not locked and when they come
to a house that is barred, if they are unsuccessful in breaking
through it, they will withdraw and invite you to dine genially
that same evening."

Our goals next week in Geneva then must be peace and
freedom -- and an end to illusions. But if nuclear war is an
impossible option and so too is a world under totalitarian rule,
how are we to steer between them? And what course are we to
chart and what cause is their for hope?

My fellow Americans, I believe there is great cause for
hope -- hope that peace and freedom will not only survive but

triumph, and perhaps sooner than any of us have dared to imagine.
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I also think it possible that history will record a great paradox
about our century: that while it gave birth to the awful menaces
of nuclear weapons and totalitarian regimes and saw so much
bloodshed and suffering it was also the century that in its
closing decades fostered the greatest movement in human memory
towards free institutions and democratic self-rule, the greatest
flowering of mankind's age old aspiration for freedom and human
dignity.

Consider, for a moment, that at the start of the twentieth
century there were only a handful of democracies in the entire
world while today there are more than 50, with one-third of the
world's population living in freedom. Here in our own hemisphere
more than 90 percent of the people in Latin America are now
living under governments that are either democratic or headed in
that direction, a dramatic reversal from only a few years ago.

Even the communist world is far from immune to this
worldwide movement. In an astonishing turnaround China has
adopted sweeping economic reforms. Eastern European nations are
seeking higher standards of living through free-market
techniques. Although Polish Solidarity has been momentarily
suépressed we know the hunger of the Polish people for freedom
can never be completely stilled.

So, even in the communist world, we see the great longing
for personal freedom and democratic self-rule, the rising
realization that economic progress is directly tied to the
operation of a free market, surfacing again and again. In one

sense Karl Marx was right when he predicted: the demand for
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economic well-being would bring the masses into conflict with the
old political order. Only he was wrong about where this conflict
would occur. It is the democracies that are vibrant and

growing -- bringing to their people higher standards of living
even as freedom grows while the communist world has economies
that stagnate, technology that lags and people who are restless
and unhappy with their lives.

In the Soviet Union too, economic difficulties have led to
reappraisal and reexamination. Mr. Gorbachev himself has spoken
to this issue and I intend to engage him further on this matter
when we meet. Without being overly optimistic we should
recognize that it has happened before in history: a small ruling
elite -- when it meets firm resistance to foreign adventurism =--
begins to ponder how to lend more legitimacy to itself by
allowing people a greater voice in their own destiny.

Now, don't get me wrong; I hardly think we've reached this
situation, not by a long shot. But, there is an historic trend
toward more openness and democracy in the world and even in
communist countries the momentum is building. What's the driving
force behind it?

To begin with, the health and vigor of the American
economy -- with 9 million new jobs -- has led to a reinvigoration
of the world economy, and a new appreciation for the pragmatics
of freedom.

Second, the restoration of America's military might has
brought a new appreciation by the rest of the world for American

power, confidence and resolve.
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Third, this item I am about to discuss is actually related
to our defense buildup but because I believe it is so vital to
the peace process I wanted to treat it separately. As most of
you know, the United States and the Soviet Union have for many
years used massive nuclear arsenals to hold each other hostage in
a kind of mutual nuclear terror -- one side threatening massive
retaliation against the other. This has been known as mutual
assured destruction; M-A-D or MAD as the arms control experts
call it. I think you will agree there has never been a more apt
acronym. As most of you know, the United States is now embarked
on research and development of a new strategic defense system =--
an intricate but workable series of non-nuclear defenses that
could provide a survival shield in outer space against incoming
nuclear missiles.

Now we have embarked on this program for a single reason:
to end the madness of M.A.D., the insanity of mutual nuclear
terror. Think what the advent of this new space shield -- a
defensive system that would kill weapons not people =-- could mean
to our lives and the lives of our children. For the first time
the great dread of the postwar period would be lifted because we
would have some means as a people to protect ourselves from a
nuclear attack launched either by design or by mistake.

Fourth, we must continue with a foreign policy that offers a
wide range of peace initiatives even as it speaks out vigorously
for freedom. Yes, we have been candid about the difference
between the Soviets and ourselves and we have been willing to use

our military power when our vital interests were threatened. And
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I think we can be pleased with the results: for the first time
in many years not a single square inch of real estate has been
lost to communist aggression, in fact, Grenada has been rescued
from such a fate an@,in at least four other countrieé?;reedom
fighters are now opposing the rule of totalitarian leaders. But
in addition to these firm foreign policy steps, we have also set
in motion a wide series of diplomatic initiatives, perhaps the
greatest number of such proposals in our history. They cover a
range of areas: strategic nuclear weapons, intermediate nuclear
weapons, chemical weapons, mutual troop reductions in Europe.
The list goes on.

It is in this last area, the business of negotiation between
the Soviet Union and the United States that this Geneva meeting
takes on special importance. Too often in the past, the whole
burden of Soviet and American relations has rested on one or two
arms talks or even arms proposals. But while arms control is
essential it can not be the only area of discussion, if this
summit is to move the peace process substantially forward.

After careful consultation with our allies, Secretary Shultz
flew to Moscow last week and established with the Soviets a
four-fold agenda. So, we will be discussing in Geneva arms
control, but also human rights; bilateral matters such as trade,
scientific and cultural exchanges, but also regional conflicts
such as those in Afghanistan, Angola, Cambodia, Ethiopia and
Nicaragua.

I think this will be a breakthrough. And I am determined to

continue in this direction in Geneva by offering the Soviets a
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series of proposals that make up in their entirety a unique and
even revolutionary approach. They are proposals for a more "Open
World" that will invite the Soviet Union to participate more
fully in the effort to reduce secrecy and distrust between
nations.

First, in my United Nations speech of last year I mentioned
a proposal for a series of "Umbrella talks" between the Soviets
and ourselves. I will once again offer this proposal, suggesting
not only regular summit meetings of the two heads of government
but meetings at the cabinet and ministerial levels as well.

Second, in the area of arms control I intend to discuss our
proposal for equitable and verifiable cuts of 50 percent in each
side's strategic nuclear weapons and I intend to formally take up
the issue of our strategic defense initiative. But rather than
bargaining away this essential system or spending our time in
Geneva bickering over who is building what and which side is
destabilizing the other; I will discuss extending to the Soviets
an invitation to share in the fruits of our research for
deployment of this space shield.

Third, I will be proposing a wide series of people-to-people
exchanges. Unlike the exchanges of the past, however, which were
limited to a tiny number on both sides, I will be suggesting to
Mr. Gorbachev that we exchange on a yearly basis thousands of our
citizens from different community, fraternal and cultural groups;
students, religious organizations and so forth.

These people-to-people exchanges can do much to bring the

people of both our nations together. In this area we are going
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to suggest for example the exchange of at least 5,000
undergraduates each year for two semesters of study, and youth
exchange involving at least 5,000 secondary school age youngsters
who would live with a host family and attend schools or summer
camps. We also look to increase scholarship programs, to improve
language studies, to develop and expand sister city
relationships, to establish cultural centers and libraries and to
increase bi-national athletic exchanges and spo}fing
competitions.

In the areas of science, space and technology we would also
seek to inaugurate more joint space flights and establish joint
medical research projects and institutes in each of our
countries. In the communications area we would like to see more
extensive contact including more appearances by representatives
of both our countries in the other's mass media. 1I've noted that
Mr. Gorbachev has shown a lively appreciation for America's free
press tradition; I can assure you I will be preaching the virtue
of Soviet movement in this direction and will ask again, as I did
several years ago in a speech to the British Parliament, for an
opportunity to address the Soviet people.

Now I do not think these proposals by themselves will end
our differences; but I do believe people-to-people contact can
build constituencies for peace and freedom in both our nations.

To summarize then; I will be going to Geneva for peace and
for freedom; without illusions; to put forward a whole series of
"Open World" proposals that can lead to less distrust in the

international climate.
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The conversations Mr. Gorbachev and I will have together can
help alleviate whatever suspicions and misunderstandings now
exist between our two sides. You can be sure the Soviet Union
knows the United States is not an aggressor and will never strike
first against a foreign adversary. As Prime Minister Mulroney of
Canada put it recently when he was told the United States was an
imperialist Nation -- and I'm gsing the Prime Minister's words --
"What the hell do you mean 'imperialist nation?'. We have a
4,000 mile border with them and for 172 years there hasn't been a
shot fired in anger."

A great danger in the past has been the failure by our
adversaries to remember that while the American people 1love
peace, we love freedom too and always stand ready to sacrifice
for it. I want Mr. Gorbachev to know that the only way war can
ever break out between our two countries is through this sort of
miscalculation. By the way, my first meeting with Mr. Gorbachev
will be on the anniversary of the Gettysburg address. You may be
certain, he will be reminded that the American people are as
determined as ever that "government by the people for the people
and of the people shall not perish from the earth."

| My fellow Americans, I hope you will permit me to say
tonight that while this summit conference marks the culmination
of much of our effort in the foreign policy area it is also, in
another way, a milestone in a personal journey. That gquotation
from James Madison I mentioned earlier was from a speech that

marked my entry into political life, more than two decades ago.
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It was a time when many of us anticipated the troubles and
difficulties of the years ahead and wondered if America would
meet that challenge. She has, of course; and, as I said during
the campaign last year, this is not the work of any one man or
party. The accomplishment is yours; the credit belongs to you
the American people.

Both Nancy and I are proud and grateful for the chance you
have given us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed
in us. And I think you can understand why on the eve of our
departure for Geneva my thoughts turn not only to you but to her
as well: not just for all the support and love she has given me
over the years but also because I know how deep the hope of peace
is in her heart, as it is in the heart of every American mother.

Recently, Nancy and I 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 the
Greek communists.

It is also the story of her son, Nicholas Gage, who grew up
to become an investigative reporter with the New York Times and
who secretly vowed to return to Greece someday to take vengeance
on the man who had 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,
would 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.
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As he tells it: "her final cry, before the bullets of the firing
squad tore into her, 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 -- in 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 for the presidency 1
asked the American people to join with me in prayer for our
Nation and for the world. I want to remind you again that in the
simple prayers of people like yourselves there is far more power
than in the hands of all the great statesmen or armies of the
world.

And so, as Thanksgiving approaches, I want to ask each of
you to join me again in thanking God for all his blessings to
this Nation and ask him to help and guide us as we meet next week
in Geneva; let us work and pray that the cause of peace and
freedom will be served and all of humanity ennobled.

God bless you and good night.
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Liberty

_ LIBERTY, Personal.—See PErsoNAL
LIBERTY.

4697. LIBERTY, Preservation of.—We
do then most solemnly, before God and the
world declare that, regardless of every con-
sequence, ‘at the risk of every distress, the
arms we have been compelled to assume we
will use with the perseverance, exerting to
their utmost energies all those powers which
our Creator hath given us, to preserve that
liberty which He committed to us in sacred
deposit and to protect from every hostile hand
our lives and our properties—DECLARATION
ox TAKING UP ARMS. FORD ED, i, 474. (July
1775.)

4698. —— ——. 1 am convinced that, on
the good sense of the people, we may rely
with the most security’ for the preservation
of a due degree of liberty.—To JAMES MaD-
1soN. FoRrp ED., iv, 480. (P., 1787.)

4699. —— ——. The people are the only
sure reliance for the preservation of our lib-
erty—To JAMEs MADISoN. ii, 332. (1787.)

4700. —— ——. The preservation of the
holy fire is confided to us by the world. and
the sparks which will emanate from it will
ever serve to rekindle it in other quarters
of the globe, Numinibus sccundis.—To REev.
Mr. KNox. v, 503. (M, 1810.)

4701. LIBERTY, Preparation for.—A
full measure of liberty is not now perhaps
to be expected by your nation, nor am I con-
fident they are prepared to preserve it. More
than a generation will be requisite, under the
administration of reasonable laws favoring
the progress of krnowledge in the general mass
of the people, and their habituation to an
independent security of person and property,
before they will be capable of estimating the
value of freedom, and the necessity of a
sacred adherence to the principles on which
it rests for preservation. Instead of that lib-
erty which takes root and growth in the
progress of reason, if recovered by mere
force or accident, it becomes, with an unpre-
pared people, a tyranny still, of the many, the
few, or the one—To MargQulis LAFAYETTE.
vi, 421. Forop ED,, ix, 505.(M., Feb. 1815.)

4702. LIBERTY, The Press and.—Our
liberty cannot be guarded but by the freedom
of the press, nor that be limited without
danger of losing it.—To Joun Jay. Forbp ED,
iv, 186. (P., 1786.) See Press and NEws-
PAPERS.

4703. LIBERTY, Progress of.—] cor-
dially wish well to the progress of liberty in
all nations, and would forever give it the
weight of our countenance—To T. Lomax.
iv, 301. Forp ED,, vii, 374. (M., March 1799.)

4704. LIBERTY, Resistance and.—
What country can preserve its liberties if its
rulers are not warned from time to time that
the people preserve the spirit of resistance ?—
To 5v S. SmiTe. ii, 318. Forp ED, iv, 467.
(P., 1787.) See REBELLION.

4705. LIBERTY, Restricted.—I had
hoped that Geneva was familiarized to such a

cegree of liberty, that they might without
dignculty or danger fill up the measure to its
maximum,; a term, which, though in the in-
sulated man, bounded only by his natural
powers, must, in society, be so far restricted
as to protect himself against the evil passions
of his associates, and consequently, them
against him.—To M. D'IverNo1s. iv, 114.
Forp Eb,, vii, 4. (M., Feb. 1795.)

4706. LIBERTY, Royalty and.—The
public liberty may be more certainly secured
by abolishing an office [royalty] which all ex-
peérience hath shown to be inveterately in-
imical thereto.—Prorosep VA. CONSTITUTION,
Forp Ep, ii, 12. (June 1776.)

4707, — ——, It is impossible for you
to conceive what is passing in our conclave,
and it is evident that one or two at least,
under pretence of avoiding war on the one
side, have no great antipathy to run foul of
it on the other, and to make a part in the
confederacy of princes against human liberty.
—To JaMEes MapjsoNn. iii, 563. Forp Ep., Vi,
261. (Pa., May 1793.)

. 4708. — — I am not for * * *
joining in the confederacy of kings to war
against the principles of liberty.—To ELBRIDGE
GERrY. iv, 268, Fomro Ep., vii, 328. (Pa,
1799.)

4709. LIBERTY, Sacred.—~For promoting
the public happiness, those persons whom na-
ture has endowed with genius and virtue
should be rendered by liberal education
worthy to receive, and able to guard the
sacred deposit of the rights and liberties of
their fellow citizens; and théy should be
called to that charge without regard to
wealth, birth, or other accidental condition or

circumstance—~DiIFFusioN oF KNOWLEDGE
BiLr. Forp Ep,, ii, 221, (1779.)
4710, — —— The most sacred cause

that ever man was cngaged in.*—QOPINION ON
THE “ LITTLE SARAR ", ix, 155. FoRrDp ED,, vi,
344. (1793.)

4711. LIBERTY, Safeguards of.—I dis-
approved from the first moment [in the new
Constitution] the want of a bill of rights, to
guard liberty against the legislative as well
as the executive branches of the government.
—To F. HopkiNsoN. ii, 586. Forp ED., v,
76. (P., March 1789.)

4712. — ——, To insure the safety of
the public liberty, its depository should be
subject to be changed with the greatest ease
possible, and without suspending or disturb-
ing for a moment the movements of the
machine of govemment—To M. Desturr
TracY. -v, 569. Forp.ep., ix, 308. (M.,
1811.)

4713. LIBERTY, Science and virtue.—
Liberty is the great parent of science and of
virtue; and a nation will be great in both
in proportion as it is free—To Dr. WILLARD.
iii, 17. (P., 1789.)

* Jefferson was referring to the first French Re-
puﬁ'lic.—Em‘l’OR. .
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4714. —— ——, The general spread of the
light of science has already laid open to every
view the palpable truth, that the mass of man-
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4715. LIBERTY, Sea of.—The boisterous
sea of liberty is never without a wave—To
Ricuarp RusH. vii, 182. (M., 1820.)

4716. LIBERTY, Security for.—We
agree particularly in the necessity of some
* ® * better security for civil liberty.—To
Joun Tavror. iv, 259. ForD ED., vii, 309.
(M., 1798.)

4717. —— ——. Since, by the choice of
my constituents, I have entered on a second
term of administration, I embrace the oppor-
tunity to give this public assurance, * * *
that I wiﬁ zealously cooperate with you in
every measure which may tend to secure the
liberty, property, and personal safety of our
fellow citizens, and to consolidate the repub-
lican forms and principles of our government.
—FirTH ANNUAL MESsSAGe. viii, 53. Fomrp
ED,, viii, 396. (Dec. 1805.)

4718. LIBERTY, Subversion of.—The
moderation and virtue of a single character
have probably prevented this Revolution from
being closed, as most others have been, by |
a subversion of that liberty it was intended
to establish—To GENERAL WASHINGTON. i,
33s. Forb kb, iii, 467. (A, 1784.)

4719. LIBERTY, Universal—The ball
of liberty is now so well in motion that it
will roll round the globe.—To TenNcu Coxe,
Forp ED., vii, 22. (M, 1795.)

4720. —— ——, 1 sincerely pray that all
the members of the human family may, in
the time prescribed by the Father of us all,
find themselves securely established in the
enjoyment of * * * liberty—REPLY TO AbD-
press. viii, 119, (1807.)

4721. — ——. That we should wishto
see the people of other countries free, is as
natural, and at least as justifiable, as that one
king should wish to see the kings of other
countries maintained in their despotism.—To
Forp ED, x, gO.

ALBERT GALLATIN. vii, 78.
(M., 1817.)

4722. LIBERTY vs. WEALTH.—What
a cruel reflection that a rich country cannot
long be a free one.—TRAVELS IN FRANCE. ix,
319. (1787.)

4723. LIBRARY, Circulating.—Nothing
would do more extensive good at small ex-
pense than the establishment of a small circu-
lating library in every county.—To JorN
WycHE. v, 448 (M., 1809.)
Founding.—There

shall be paid out of the treasury [of Virginia]
every year the sum of two thousand pounds,
to be laid out in such baoks and maps as may

which library shall be established at the town
of Richmond.—PusLic LiBrary BiL. Forp
ED,, ii, 236. (1799.)
4725. LIBRARY, Free.—No person shall
remove any book or map out of the library;
* * * but the same fmay] be made use-
ful by indulging the researches of the learned
and curious, within the said library, with-
out fee or reward—PusLic Lierary BiLL.
Forp En,, ii, 236. (1799.)
4726. LIBRARY, Jefferson’s.~—You
know mt collection, its condition and extent.
I have been fifty years making it, and have
spared no pains, opportunity or expense, to
make it what it is. While residing in Paris,
I devoted every afternoon I was disengaged.
for a summer or two, in examining all the
principal book stores, turning over every book
with my own hand, -and putting by everything
which related to America, and indeed whatever
was rare and valuable in every science. Be-
sides this, T had standing orders during the
whole time [ was in Europe, on its principal
book-marts, particularly Amsterdam, Frankfort.
Madrid and London, for such works relating to
America as could not be found in Paris. So
that in that department particularly, such a col-
lection was made as probably can never again
be effected, because it is hardly probable that
the same opportunities, the same time, industry,
perseverance and expense, with some knowledge
of the bibliography of the subject, would again
happen to be in concurrence. During the same
eriod, and after my return to America, [ was
ed to procure, also, whatever related to the
duties of those in the high concerns of the na-
tion. So that the collection, which I suppose
is of between nine and ten thousand volumes,
while it includes what is chiefly valuable in
science and literature generally, extends more
particularly to whatever belongs to the Ameri-
can Statesman. In the diplomatic and parlia-
mentary branches, it is particularly full—To
. H. Swmriru. vi, 383. Forp EbD., ix, 486.
(M., Sep. 1814.)
4727. LIBRARY, Sale to Congress.—It
is long since I have been sensible it ought not
to continue private property, and had provided
that at my death, Congress should have the
refusal of it at their own price. But the loss
they have now incurred, makes the present the
proper moment for their accommodation, with-
out regard to the small remnant of time and
the barren use of my enjoying it. I ask of your
friendship, therefore, to make for me the tender
of it to the Library Committee of Congress, not
knowing myself of whom the Committee con-
sists. early the whole are well bound, abun-
dance of them elegantly, and of the choicest
editions existing. They may be valued by
persons named by themselves, and the payment
made convenient to the public. * * * T do
not know that it contains any branch of science
which Congress wquld wish to exclude from
their collection; there is, in fact, no subject to
which 2 member of Congress may not have oc-
casion to refer. But such a wish would not
correspond with my views of preventing its dis-
memberment. My desire is either to place it
in their _hands entire, or to preserve it so
here*—To S. H. SMitH. vi, 384. Forp ED.,
ix, 486. (M., Sep. 1814.) See 1133.

4728. — The arrangement [of the
library at Monticello] is as follows: 1. Ancient

* Jefferson's library was purchased by the United
States Government for the use of Congress. The

be proper to be preserved in a public library;

price paid was $a3,950,—EDITOR,
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attainable a comprehensive and effective system of inspection and
disarmament, because what I propose, I assure you, would be but
a beginning.

Now from my statements I believe you will anticipate my sug-
gestion. It is that we instruct our representatives in the Subcom-
mittee on Disarmament in discharge of their mandate from the
United Nations to give priority effort to the study of inspection and
reporting. Such a study could well include a step by step testing
of inspection and reporting methods.

The United States is ready to proceed in the study and testing
of a reliable system of inspections and reporting, and when that
system is proved, then to reduce armaments with all others to the
extent that the system will provide assured results.

The successful working out of such a system would do much to
develop the mutual confidence which will open wide the avenues
of progress for all our peoples.

The quest for peace is the statesman’s most exacting duty.
Security of the nation entrusted to his care is his greatest responsi-
bility. Practical progress to lasting peace is his fondest hope.
Yet in pursuit of his hope he must not betray the trust placed in
him as guardian of the people’s security. A sound peace—with
security, justice, wellbeing, and freedom for the people of the

world—can be achieved, but only by patiently and thoughtfully
following a hard and sure and tested road.
NoTe: The President’s opening cil of Ministers, U.S.S.R., who served

words “Mr. Chairman” referred to  as chairman at this meeting.
Nikolai Bulganin, Chairman, Coun-

167 { Statement on East-West Contacts
Delivered at the Geneva Conference.

July 22, 1955

ACCORDING to the adopted agenda. today we meet to discuss
methods of normalizing and increasing the contacts between our

e 710
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nations in many fields. I am heartened by the deep interest in
this question, which interest implies a common purpose to under-
stand each other better. Unfortunately there exist unnecessary
restrictions on the flow between us of ideas, of things and of
people.

Like other questions we have considered during the past four
days, this one cannot be considered independently or in isolation.
All are related by their direct importance to the general objective
of lessening world fears and tensions.

To help achieve the goal of peace based on justice and right
and mutual understanding, there are certain concrete steps that
could be taken:

(1) To lower the barriers which now impede the interchange
of information and ideas between our peoples.

(2) To lower the barriers which now impede the opportunities
of people to travel anywhere in the world for peaceful, friendly
purposes, so that all will have a chance to know each other face-
to-face.

(3) To create conditions which will encourage nations to in-
crease the exchange of peaceful goods throughout the world.

Success in these endeavors should improve the conditions of
life for all our citizens and elsewhere in the world. By helping
eliminate poverty and ignorance, we can take another step in
progress toward peace.

Restrictions on communications of all kinds, including radio
and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, have oper-
ated 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. Yet during these past ten years even we
have felt compelled, in the protection of our own interests, to
place some restrictions upon the movement of persons and
communications across our national frontiers.

This conference has the opportunity, I believe, to initiate con-
crete steps to permit the, breaking down of both mild and severe
barriers to mutual understanding and trust.

717

8 Bl (W M AN HEER AT AEEE T NI VIEETE Y R0 WRee
i

wtd 14

v ora wd VEEFNRGEL M) B\ SNEN LB



q 168 Public Papers of the Presidents

up of an adequate collection method for the convenience of those

who wish to make contributions on an installment basis.

It is my hope that all employees will give generously—not be-
cause they must, but because they may—keeping in mind the wide
variety and large number of organizations they will be supporting
through their gifts to this single appeal.

DwicHT D. EiISENHOWER

NoTE: This memorandum was released at Geneva.

169 { Letter to Prime Minister Maung Nu
Concerning the Gift of the Burmese People.

July 22, 1955

Dear Mr. Prime Minister:

I know that you will be personally interested in the arrange-
ments I have made for the use of the generous gift from the people
and Government of the Union of Burma which you entrusted to
me during your recent visit.

As you requested, the money will be used for the benefit of the
children of those members of the United States armed forces who
lost their lives or were incapacitated in the Burma campaign. To
that end, I have directed that the fund be assigned in three equal
portions to the American Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars,
and AMVETS. Each of these three prominent veterans organi-
zations has been carrying on worthy programs of assistance to the
children of veterans of the armed services of the United States.
Each of them, under the terms of its charter, will be able to
establish a separate fund to achieve the purpose you indicated.
The gift of the Union of Burma will thus strengthen and help to
perpetuate the beneficial activities of those organizations.

I wish again to express my appreciation and that of the people
of the United States for this heart-warming expression of the close
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