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t 

(Dolan) DURc.£ 
uPY October 3, 1986 

11:30 a.m. ~ 

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 
SATURDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1986 

✓ J J ✓ vvvvvv v ✓ 
My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard tnat a 

0 '1· 11-
()ff' V. ✓ v o/-./ V v r ✓ ✓ v. ..,/ w~~, week from now i n Reykjavik, Iceland, I w 11 be meeting w1th the 

10/1. /l6 
. v ..L. v. V ✓ i/ v .J 
leader of t ~e Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

J v.' ✓ ...;, ✓ vi 
the meeting will be relatively brief, 

. \/ im v v'v V critical portance: we'll be layi ng 
✓ . 

Mr. Gor~ chev's up~ ming vit it t'-6 the 

V d' ✓, -vill our iscussions w 
V 1,,,,/" v/ 

the groundwork for 
V V C/ \.,/" 

United States and the 
V , V v V. '-""" V" V 

summit talks tnat will take place then. 

b~ o"t 

No~ a"6 Pres'!dent, f g~ a rt so~ s of br'(e';ings w~ n t ilks 
L./ V v-- ..,......- v--_.v v ,./ v v . 

like tnese are scheauled but I thought today I'd change things 
V v · -' v v v ✓ \L v ·v •,, · ,,, ~ ~ ~ 

. a~ound a br t and g1ve a briefing of my own to t nose I think are 
. v v 

equally important partJ.cipants i ~ t~ e s~ it pro~ ss -- iou t'l(e 
\/. people. 

I/ ../ v v J v v V- ,v v-- v 4./ ._j 
Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

-.Ll v • b,./e v d . -..,t vh ✓ 1 V v f v . cor'J"T. peop e cant truste with sue comp ex matters as oreign 
p1tt11~•c.E V .J. v" I/ v ' ./ 

policy. Bt'lt al'o'ng wi~ h o~r Founding Fathers, I ' ve a lways 

belie~ ed that tlle int~ tive w'I:sdom o't ttie ped'ple t'e t'ar m~ 
✓ \/ V ~ V" ............ V "'--"'" ~ \/ 

dependable o~er tne long run tnan tne temporary insights or 
v .._,,- '-"'V ~ ....,.....- V V ~ 

parochial pursuits of tne Wasnington experts. That ' s wny Ive 

vv .._,/ 1../ ✓ v v v ~ ~ ----said right from ene start tnat tne first obl igat ion o~ democratic 
v v ✓ "-""'J/" ~ ...-- "-""" \...-::· '--"'"" ~ _.....-

leaders is to keep tne people informed and s eek the i r support on 
v V 

public policy. 
t/ v ,v ../ v ~ V\/' ~ v' __.... '-"""v-\...,/ 

So today ~ want to take a few momenta to bring you up t o 
✓ v '-< ._/ v ........- v '-"' -J 

date on tne pre-summit conference in Iceland and 
V ,/ ✓ .,/ v' .._,,,,- v V 

for obr obJectives tnere. In particular, I want 

"\,/ I/ ✓ 
ask your support 
V v- V V 
to ask your help 
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.v ,J i r./ v b,../ 1 " v hv f ""' v v h.._, in remov ng a grave o stac e to our c ances or progress at t ese 

tal'k's a rid the ot'f(ers t o' fo.t1ow. I f" s aK obs'°facle ~ eated b'y' 

parti~ n di vrsions h~ e a't ho~ e, so I de> thin'k i £1 s a "proc'lem y'o'u 
v 

can 
v.::: V' J 

help me soive. 
V ✓ V 

Perhaps you remember M'r". Go~ chev an'a I f i ~ t m~t ~ y.rar 
v .J v '-"' ✓ v v.;/ ...../ ./v- ✓ 

ago in Geneva. We spent aoout 5 hours aione1 and more than 
✓ v ~ ✓ v-v..r.~ \,"""" . 1-,--- ✓ 

PllH. 15 hours together with tne rest of our delegations. Be ieve me , 
/)4CS. . ~ h4. . ___. . / ✓ v .._,, V ✓ - _.. -../ _. 

f. f~L6 we learned again tfie truth oft e statement: nations don't 
V ._,, y _... v ..., I..,"'" _.. ....,,,- ....,,-

mistrust each otner because they are armed1 they're _armed because 
✓~ _,....,.. vv-- ._r' ~......-\,.,-"'V- ✓ 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very biunt and 
✓- ~ _.. ...,..-v._.,..........-~ ....... ✓ 

candid with ~r. Gorbachev and told him tnat in our view the 
V' ...,.- ✓ V '\/\,,,"" '-""". "--""' 1,,.,--"' v-'-""' 

source of tnat mistrust was tne Soviet Union's record of seeking 
vv v. ~ v_...'-"""v 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 
v(v'V' v". ~ \;I v \..( . V ~ 

But I aiso made it clear that while the ·United 

V V: d v- f v d 'Jd '<'f d v-- . ' remains conunitte to ree om an sei - etermination 

v 
States 

£c<r a:t1 the 
natio'(s o! t fie wor'i..d, wi" a iso w'ant t 'o work with t he Soviet U~ion 

t o' pr6vent w'i.r ~n! ma'!ntain ~ ace. W_; be!'.i.eve t tfu t win goals o'f 
V V V: ......-'. V y "'4'.:. Y. .-, V" --.( wor~d peace and freedom can De furenered b~ maKing progress with 

J ✓- • - ~ ,-,, ,,./ -,..L' v V V° ~ the Soviet union in four t fiorny but closely-reiated areas: 
_,, ._,. ._,,,,,.. v-- '-" '-" ~ __.,,,,__ 

strategic arms reductions, tne resoLution of regional conflicts, 
✓ ~ '-If" • l...o""."" ..; -../ _.. V. ..,,, 

the improvement ox bilateral contacts between our naeions, and 
✓...,,,- . _.-: __. v.. 

the recognition of human rights. 
V. D" ~ .......-

And, to achieve progress 

pers"6'nal me~ ngs be~ een ~ r 

a~ l s'iid, t~ didf,el il'{usions 

oit" su"'ch ~ br'6a:d ag'e;;:da, _... l✓. we be ieve -- _..._......,..........::: 
leaders can be very useful. 

v' 
First, 

-- t ~ m'tke Sl.lre t:he So'v'°'iets avoid 

miscalcufation, t n'at tHey kn~w where ,:ie stand. And secfund, t'he 
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. J l ✓ ✓ '-"' J. ..,.. v ,_, _.. ..., v 
simp e fact is that heaas of state can frequently resolve matters 

'-' ..__.,. ✓ -- ,./ ~ far more quickly t :t(an other negotiators can. 
,./ ._/, -...,< V K -..,I V..,,r I/ '-' 

On tnis point, I like to tell a story about 

summ'it. o~ expfirts thought t 'lie scheduling o't a';;y fu~ re 

y '-/" ,_ ~ .......-- ....... - - - ..... ✓ meetings wa s a di~ficult, delicate subject best left to later in 

t he dis'6~ssions. Y°e"t as ~ wer e wat1ting together a fter one of 
V V , V J;..../ ......, .,_,, y v- v ._. ._,. -../ 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr . Goroachev how much I would like 

h '✓ ..,. v i t lie 
~ ..,, 

so , 
.... ........ ,..,,- ...... .,., v im to vis t United States. I invited him: and he said, 

V V .,_/ V ....... ....... - .....,. he tol d me how ....... -- li'(°e " I accept." And then much :tie would me to see 
v ../ '-' </ ,.,, V" -./ 

An'd f s'a°'id: - ..._;' 
the Soviet Union. So he invited me. "I accept." 
✓ '-' ' ......,..-; ....... _, i,./ ....... ~ 

And there it was. As simple as tnat. 

S~ fa~e-t6-fi'6e taf'ks car( be he'!pful. And' wh~ t ~ So~ iet 
5fil'T· ii (I;) . / ./ , / v n,JcJ wqKS ......- --- ..,/ 
.• ,1'. Forei'gn Minister me~ with me a weak a¥, I'ie carried i"' letter from 
...,., Po T • . 

to~-/~~ · ~ Gorbachev. Part M t fie letter w~ a~ invt'tation to m~ t M~ 

1,/" '-' - t:rl' -- ......-:- -- !....-" ~ Gorbacnev in a tnird country like Iceland -- for preparatory 

tai'Jcs dl1 the up6oming ~it he'fe ~ tne Uiuted States. I"' 

accep'fed. 
y' I/ II V ✓ V \./ _-✓-: ..,,,, • V ..._,,,r- V 
I want you to know tnat next week during tne talks in 
\/- rt". ~ \,.;" ,.._/ (\/" ._.____,-_v Iceland, we w 11 oe taKing tHe same baianced approach we took i n 
✓ v · v- '-""' '-" '-<" __.... ,_ ._. -~ 

Geneva. On one hand, we wiil make It clear wt seek negotiations 
✓ •••✓• v- \./'-c. ._.., ...... - ~ V"-...,/ ✓ 

and serious progress with t ne Soviets on a wiae range of issues. 

0~ t fie other, ~ w.fll mife i t clear t hat ~ wl:ll n~ sacr'if ice 

._/ "'-"""' '-""" . - _.. -- y- ~ - ""-'"' '-' our va~ues, principles, or vital interests ror tne sake or merely 

signing agi?;°ements. And that 's j ust an1:>t.her w-ay o f"' making 'It 
._... ..., '-'""' v v ~ _.. , '-<' ..- _. '-"" 'I,,;"". 

clear to t:tie Soviets we harbor no i llusions about them or their 

geopolitical int~ tions. 
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Th Js la✓st povnt ..,.. v ..,,, ..,, ~ ..... v-: ✓ is 1n is important. You see, in the past, when 
•✓. - v--- ✓ .....,,.- ......- v-v- ✓ agreements were reached with the Soviets, tnis led to much 
✓ .......::: \,,,,/' L..- '-""' V' 1--- \....--": V 

unrealistic talk about the great tnaw in Soviet-American 

relatic:;ns ~ d e'ven pri'dictions abd'llt ~ e e'ird o't tlie cold ~ r. 
v ✓ 

And tlien 

invas!on 
✓ 

·paralysis 

Thi~ 

w~ n €he S~ ets r ~ rted to fo'rm -- su'c;'h as' th1 

o'f Afgt{anistan -- t ~ re_~ l t ~ s sH'ock and policy 
v ✓ 
in Washington. 

c11Rf{,t ' s • 
, , o Pl "'or. .. c ,.,.,,IJCJJ 

If/"\£ 1/,"t/80 
pp. lo- 11 

ni'w ha" chariged. 
V v ..,/ v' ./ 

Just last month -- after a- so~ et spy 
C)f,-J ti.IA. 

'/&11' p.R a~ t Ke U ':'N . wa~ arf ested -- t he sofiets retaliated 
v V 

by taking 
,,,o. 

'>/u/,6 
C 011Cil 

V ✓ hostage an 

✓ ~ V. was au ~ct 

prepa'£ed. 

..,/ .,/ - ✓. - ✓ '\/" American journalist, Nicholas Danilo££, in Moscow. It 

o~ in'fernational outrage 1 b~t th~ time' we w~ e 

Bec~se tile und1!rstood th~ t t ire Sov'!'ets a ie re!entless 

adversai ies, they cou'"'id not sur:EYrise uS:, nd"'r could their actions 

.d . ~ 1 v 1 ~ ......, ✓ , .J ' . v.i ' ....- k v h_. "" erai our ong-term commitments or initiatives. We new w at we 

had (o d6 . 'lf6 wa'fited orniloff £Yeed, w!th ~ deals. ~ had to 

maJre c ~ ar t o th"ifui t lfe CO?UJequences o f"'t ffeir actions. 

b~ drrect, candid, a'nd for~ ful. 

✓ ......- v 
We had eo 

AKd w;; wei"e. Th'at' s w°6y Nidfu las Dariiloff is' fr~ d and b~ k 

~ t Jre United States. Lifer, wi swap~ d Zakh'axov, tn e_ sp y, l6r 
i,,.JA 1 J,I. 

pur- v v v'i d. J . d ~ "- -.,,,< ,.,,, ......:: ~ 
, 0 1~,.1, two noted Russ an issi ents, Yuri and Irina Orlov. And that's 

f'. ~ I I>(/ I. o V 

wny we' ca"n n~ gcr'fotward t'o I ~ land. B.n1.eve ~ at-"we...,.p ro"ceed 

a lo¥° th~ pa~ o~ negotiations, the~ witl b~ ot~ s d'6li 

obstac~ s. Baf l'i!'t me"""assure ya-G: as....,....e Ych ob's-ucle a ~ es, w'e:" 
wi.tf again ma ke cl~ r t 5' t lfe S~ ets olif f°ack o t"° il~ ions ab~ t 

_. ~ V _.. Vv: \...../ ~ ~~ '--"""""' 
them, and our resolve ~o ·hold tfiem accountable ~or their actions. 

Thit Is t i<e bortom li~ t ~ t l'lis brie f 'fiig: i'ii order to be' 

v - v v-\./' "-"": - ----successful in negotiations, an Ameri can President must be 
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percefved 6y t~ Sov~ ts as'-/ real~ tic a~ fi rm and, aliove a1:'i, -;--
v V. ~..,.. ~ --- '- V"" \...,,-""' • President speaking for a united people, a uni~ed country. 

I~ tf(e past, this has be'en one o'f t he Natrc;n' s n~ lest 

e9•PAllT•CAl"rS~adi ions. w(en i ~ caiii'e tcf matters o"! natrc;nal se¥urity, 
c~ (l,JJ,tA0>1, ✓ v ✓ ✓ v v .../ ✓ ,/ 
n,;,~~ypolit cs usually stopped at toe wa~er's eage, Americans st~od 

... / ✓ v ✓. v.::: b ' v , ...,..... . ./ J togetner and the fabric of ipartisan cooperation was untearable, 

th'6' boi d o!' nat'!onal u~U.y unb~ akable. 
V Y '-"""' ../ .,/ "'-"" V" '--"' _,, ,-/ ._,I 

As i mentioned when I returned last year from Geneva, rarely 
1785 v 

p,&S. have 
()UC f. 

P 1+1.6 \/ 

~v ✓ . \;I(' ✓1 , v v -/ ....; 
tue expressions or pubic and congressional support been 

gratif';ing i}(an du'!ing 'tsur necjt5£iations w'ith the S~ iets. • 1 more 

~ a-" sov today , w'Ifh i:" new rbiind or nigotiations ur!cferway, triii 

appe\tiing again Kr t ffat su~ rt. 
-......,f' '--""" ---- '--,.__....\,," I.--- ~ ~ "--""" Aria I'm asking tne Congress to be ~specially a~ert aoout 

. ·sen~ ng t he Soviets ~ message of na'a:onal u'iifty. 

F~ eximple, w~ be ieve dtfr . 5-17'2 y~ r ~ itary bu!ldup ~ 

bee n av-pri'ffclpal fa'°&or i'n° br1nging t he So~ ts ""to the 
.....-.-- --- !,..,-" -- ...... ~ -- ~ "'-"""" negotiating table. So we need continued support ~or defense 

approprra°tions. S'6" t ~ so~ legis~ tive resrrlctions passed by 
· l.....---'-' ........ _ '-""" '-""" ._,,,.. ........::- _,,. 

the House of Representatives could well jeopardize cne entire 
~ow,-J t/ ~ 
. ~ swnrrri t process b\j' res~ icting my opt ons an'ci gi ~ ng the Sotiets 

oP,.t.J>, ._,,,, ....,,.- (...,-'" ~ ~ ~ '-"'" '-"" 
\AAfH.~o.tr unilateral concessions, tne v~ victories tnat cney could not 

,h.,/J& wth Yt t ire co'nference taS'!e 
f. /11S • 

Th~ Hous'e, £of ex~ le, vot~ e6 ba~ tes~ s o'-t anti-sat';;ilite 

l,.J. p l)S '( 
✓ 

ev1(n t '!fough €Ile Soviets haefe k" sys~ m in'-'" opt.\'fation 
-.--'. 

systems, and 
10/1.ll 6 V ✓ . V V 

st'6"p us· f r'lSm r6c - -
v 

p.,, 't w do 't. They voted to p ducing a deterrent to 

mode'fn t oviet chemi cal we1lpons. Tf(e'y .......- '--"' I.- I,,,,""" ~ 
voted to slash our request 

f Or ~ e stYategic de fl!'rl s~ initiatives, i""resEYa"rch pYogram that 
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v i---:- . ~ v- 1,,....-- L.,, "-- ~ ..,...... 

underpins ou negotiating position in Geneva and our hopes for 
V"' 

a i'lfis red'ii'ctions. They vd'ted to deny furufs --- ._.,.,, strategic to move 
-

~ hi! ~ beyona t e limits o "f S'lti:T I f', a'-' tr~ ty 
........ ,.___ 

tnat couldn't De ratified 

~ V"" .....-.; an that would've exlfi.red v-- --- I✓- 'I-."' oy now if it h'aci ,__ ~ .......-". v been ra ified and that 
v ~ .._.... ~ \,,,o'-:; _....-: '<" "-' .....,. tfie Soviets have repeatedly v elated. And finally, tne House nas 

prohibYted essEi'nt.ially alr tes ing or nucfear we1i°pons. 

Sadr€ or' th~ e prdposals a"fe h6w ii"n!l.uded fn t1'ie 

Goverintlent-~e appYopriations bi':(]: t fiat ti b~ g i'ent tills 
. V" __, --- ---way -- be~ieve me, i t'" wirf tse' v toed quickly. 

V \./"' even larger ssue. Ev~ y s i'ngle ofie of t fiese l'ssues is under 

discussiOn w1th t ffe So~ ets -- I cartnot aff'6rd t ~ h~ e ~ h~ ds 

tiecl i'ti our diYc'"ussions ab out ~ em. 
✓ vv v v-- le-'.'.- .......--- ....... .......... ~ \,,;'"-: That is why we need ~o send to tne .Soviets a consistent 

. - . . ._,,-- ~ ""' -- ....,.. ...,... -.- ..i...--- .....,,, 
message of c~ear resolve and national unity. Tnese upcoming 

~ v ~\,,,.,'" v' ~ lia..d"" '-"" -"' negotia~ions are important to you, your chiLuren, to America's 

futu~ . T~ y I m ast'!ng yo'tir" sd'pport aircf t hat 'ct t h e 

congressi~ al le'aciership. Bfj>artisan co°h'peration hk°!( be'en t)(e 
-..../ o.,.- · ......., ~ . '-- L...t' 

keystone of Amer1·can foreign po'r.fcy Ynd, as I' ve s~ d, I'm 

V" .I-/ V v; "-"" _. -- '-'" '-- '-- v grateful ana deeply touched by tne support I've received in tne 
'-"' ....... '-- '-- \,,.,./ 

past from a~l of you. 

atrt rigfit ncYw t fu suppc;;t i s"' neeoed m~ e t lian ev'er. V. '-""" I hope 

you '"11 1'et the Me~ s of,_, Co~ ess kti'ow drat as~ sata at t he 

.. / '-" l.--':: '-- la/ - '-""' '-"""" -- .,_ '-" beginnlng, the people are tne experts in any democracy and you 

wi 1 ~ ld ac~ ntable t ~ se w'li'o f 'o'"r t t(e s ~ oY partfsan 
J ...,/' V. v--~- ~ ~----- ~ '.I,,,"' 

advanfage trifle with our national securi ty and tHe chances tor 
v- """ v peace and freedom. 
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The~ a'ie ho~ ful dev'elopments1 anc:r' t fiat is wey I ........ think --­we 
V , .......-- ...,_... ........ --~ . .._,,,; V _..... v '---' '-"' can view this whole swmnit process soDerly and yet with a 

reasoYa'ble dYgree o"t op imism. 
,.;...-: \,,;"' ~ ~ \-.,--' , __[l/ ~ ~ ......... ....,, 1,,,,--Thank you for your support irr tne past and as we 

......... . 
\...-

leave for 
....,,,. 

the 
~yv ✓ ✓ o,/v..,.- ./ ✓✓. 

ta~ks in Iceland I hope I can count on you again. 
........-- ~ 

Make your 

an'<! doi'r t f a{get M kd-€p 'tis ' -.../ k .._.... · :---- h..._,, views nown in Was11ngton .- ✓ in your 
V .,/ J 

prayers as we'"ll. 



. .. 

. · oocum•nt No . 
f'v),'K,Z-
- - ----- -

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: l0/2/ 86 ACTIONICONCURRENCE/COMMENTDUEIV: l0:00 a.m. l0/J/86 

SUBJECT: RADIO TALK: PRE SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

ACTION FY'/ 

VICE PRESIDENT · • ~ J 

REGAN O ;,' 

MIUER • 0MB ~ •
0 BAU , 

BARBOUR-----~•, •
0 BUCHANAN -___, 

CHEW •, ~S 

DANIELS "1 
0

• 
HENKEL , 

KING' u•/ ~ • 
KINGON ,, 

MASENG 

MILLER · ADMIN. 

POINDEXTER 

RYAN 

SPEAKES 

SPRINKEL 

SVAHN 

THOMAS 

TUTTLE 

WALLISON 

DOLAN 

REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to Tony Dolan by 

10:00 Friday morning, October 3rd. Thank you. 

RESPONSE: 

ACTION FYI 

• 
• 

• 
• 

• 
• 
• 

David L. Chew 
Staff Secretary 

Ext. 2702 



(Dolan) 
October 2, 1986 
4:30 p.m. 

I - •• ' 

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

around a ·bit and give a briefing of my own to those I think are 

equally important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up_to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland I 1 and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks and the others to follow. It's an· 

obstacle created by grasping politicians here at home, so I do 

think it's ll. -~ you can help me :id~ . 
Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone; and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed; they•r~ armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Nation and the 

recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

summit conferences are very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

On this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him; and he said, 

"I accept." And then he told me how much he would.like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept." 

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union; 

just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful; which is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

in a neutral country like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

eneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

lear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see~ in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a ~oviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff in Moscow. It 

was an act of international outrage~ but this time we were 
-. 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy 

initiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct, 

candid and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Danilo££ is freed and back 

in the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotia~ions, an American President must be 

perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a unitP.d people, a united country. --
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In the past, this has r~ C'! ~-~- b=e- n a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

irresponsible liberal core in the Congress. 

In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in the first place. 

But they are hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they hav'1 gone on to jeopardize 

l 
A,41t,,,,.,n,,,-, -'t1•A"'-'~ 

the entire summit process by paaai~£he Soviet negotiating ft•"IJ 
~ (1,,, •u,r•~ 6 '1fil!M~ 

position into American law, by giving the Soviet~he very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the strategic defense research, an initiative that helped 

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva. They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 

treaty that couldn't be ratified and that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the 

budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe me, it 

will be vetoed qu,J.ckly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious business. 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 

would be done for you by Congress' left-wing league of would-be 

Metternichs. 

.. 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cosu,eration, to let me carry out the constitutional 
A. Q'A,11'~ 

duty o;;. Rraaidet1'¢y. I 'rn asking you to tell them I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstructionism of the "Blame America Firsters" in the 

Congress. 

It won't be easy to make the diehard liberals listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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the experts: eventually they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for 

which they will be held accountable by both history and the 

American people. 
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(Dolan) 
October 3, 1986 
11:30 a.m. 

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 
SATURDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1986 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

. a~ound a bit and give a briefing of my own to those I think are 

equally important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democrat i c 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland and ask your support 

for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask your help 
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in removing a grave obstacle to our chances ·for progress at these 

talks and the others to follow. It's an obstacle created by 

partisan divisions here at home, so I do think it's a problem you 

can help me solve. 

Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone1 and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed, they're armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on othe~s. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains conunitted to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

the improvement of bilateral contacts between our nations, and 

the recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

personal meetings between our leaders can be very useful. First, 

as I said, to dispel illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid 

miscalculation, that they know where we stand. And second, the 
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simple fact is that heads of state can frequently resolve matters 

far more quickly than other negotiators can. 

On this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. Our experts thought the scheduling of any future 

meetings was a difficult, delicate subject best left to later in 

the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him: and he said, 

"I accept." And then he told me how much he would like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept." 

And there it was. As simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful. And when the Soviet 

Foreign Minister met with me a week ago, he carried a letter from 

Mr. Gorbachev. Part of the letter was an invitation to meet Mr. 

Gorbachev in a third country like Iceland -- for preparatory 

talks on the upcoming summit here in the United States. I 

accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles, or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see, in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Just last month -- after a Soviet spy 

at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff, in Moscow. It 

was an act of international outrage; but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us,_ nor could their actions 

derail our long-term commitments or initiatives. We knew what we 

had to do. We wanted Daniloff freed, with no deals. We had to 

make clear to them the consequences of their actions. We had to 

be direct, candid, and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back 

in the United States. Later, we swapped Zakharov, the spy, for 

two noted Russian dissidents, Yuri and Irina Orlov. And that's 

why we can now go forward to Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed 

along the path of negotiations, there will be other such 

obstacles. But let me assure you: as each obstacle arises, we 

will again make clear to the Soviets our lack of illusions about 

them, and our resolve to hold them accountable for their actions. 

-----7"That's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotiations, an American President must be 
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perceived by the Soviets as realistic and firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a united people, a united country. 

In the past, this has been one of the Nation's noblest 

traditions. When it came to matters of national security, 

politics usually stopped at the water's edge, Americans stood 

together and the fabric of bipartisan cooperation was untearable, 

the bond of national unity unbreakable. 

As I mentioned when I returned last year from Geneva, rarely 

have the expressions of public and congressional support been 

more gratifying than during our negotiations with the Soviets. 

And so today, with a new round of negotiations underway, I'm 

appealing again for that support. 

And I'm asking the Congress to be ~specially alert about 

sending the Soviets a message of national unity. 

For example, we believe our 5-1/2 year military buildup has 

been a principal factor in bringing the Soviets to the 

negotiating table. So we need continued support for defense 

appropriations. So too, some legisl ative restrictions passed by 
,- l.-a,...__~ th~us~Le::§:s 1:u~~~:e::.je:~~ze the NHre 

: : : =:: ~:g my o~tion~ and givin9- the Sovi ets ~ 

-- --&-~, ... ,..,..t , very 'J'l.Ctories that they could n-O""t 

win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of anti-satellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operati on and 

we don't. They ·voted to stop us from producing a deterre.gt ,t? r ( ~ L 
~l.v~·..-'\•J..--.'-t ._,t.._l -

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to ~ n our request ~. 

for the strategic defense initiatives, a research program that 
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underpins our negotiating position in Geneva and our hopes for 

strategic arms reductions. They voted to deny funds to move 

beyond the limits of SALT II, a treaty that couldn't be ratified 

and that would've expired by now if it had been ratified and that 

the Soviets have repeatedly violated. And finally, the House has 

prohibited essentially all testing of nuclear weapons. . 
- ~ r- 40tMJ,.f OA~a--t., Ulllt<t~ do..it)fli.fl'O/i"f ptrN•>t~ 

ia• a ef ~hese proposals# are now· eluded in the 
• oH,t.r 

Government-wide appro_.Priations'bill that is being sent this 
u"\u\ ~ "1t-~"~ -½~ ~ Mo11M.- ~vtn.s~ 

way --kbelieve me, it will be vetoed•IJ•islblJ. But there is an . 
Ta.,\.l11hJ .. "' 11, 7 

even larger issue. Every single one of these issuesAis under . 

message of clear resolve and national unity. 

negotiations are important to you, your children, to America's 

future. Today I'm asking your support and that of the 

congressional leadership. Bipartisan cooperation has been the 

keystone of American foreign policy and, as I've said, I'm 

grateful and deeply touched by the support I've received in the 

past from all of you. 

But right now that support is needed more than ever. Ir hope 
sl-,.J.'-\ 

<cu' 11 le-t '\he Members of Congress ~now that as I said at the 

beginning, the people are the experts in any democracy and you 

will hold accountable those who for the sake of partisan 

advantage trifle with our national security and the chances for 

peace and freedom. 
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These are hopeful developments; and th~t is why I think we 

can view this whole summit process soberly and yet with a 

reasonable degree of optimism. 

Thank you for your support in the past and as we leave for 

the talks in Iceland I hope I can count on you again. Make your 

views known in Washington and don't forget to keep us in your 

prayers as well. 
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My fellow Americans: 

(Dolan) 
October 3, 1986 
11:30 a.m. 

PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 
SATURDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1986 

I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

. a~ound a bit and give a briefing of my own to those I think are 

equally important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far ·more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

date on the ~~-~1mn1it colitEte11~ in Iceland and ask your support L----­

for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask your help 
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in removing a grave obstacle to our chances ·for progress at these 

talks and the others to follow. It's an obstacle created by 

partisan divisions here at home, so I do think it's a problem you 

can help me solve. 

Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone; and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed; they're armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on othe~s. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

E~~-~e9~ arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, a~e.,_,,.~ 
· bilateral contacts between our nationsa:,-a-ft&-

f(.f~r,4-,~ 
~fta 5&Q&!Ri~~oR Q) human rights1 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

personal meetings between our leaders can be very useful. First, 

as I said, to dispel illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid 

miscalculation, that they know where we stand. And second, the 
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simple fact is that heads of state can frequently resolve matters 

far more quickly than other negotiators can. 

~n this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. Our experts thought the scheduling of any future 

meetings was a difficult, delicate subject best left to later in 

the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him1 and he said, 

•1 accept.• And then he told me how much he would like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: •1 accept.• 

And there it was. As simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful.J And when the Soviet 
~o -~ Foreign Minister met with me -a-weei,_ ago, he carried a letter from 

/\ iJ.-c~J'~ .i..f+ W'<-
. -~• Gorbachev. Part of the letter was eri-Jwt!:ta1!ien ~ meet~ 

@!:lrhneh~ in {i third country li~ Iceland -- for preparatory 

talks on the upcoming summit here in the United States. I 

accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles, or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see, in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Just last month -- after a Soviet spy 

at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff, in Moscow. It 

was an act of international outrage, but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, ~ey cou.ld noi! surprise \IS,. nor ~ou-ld~aciaons 

deni 1 ou le11q-~&ED-commitments or :~~::~t.~:-:r,;~at we 
had to do. We wanted Danilo££ freed, W¼L A0Aa1-A We nad to 

make clear to them the consequences of their actions. We had to 

be direct, candid, and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freep{and back 

in the United States. Later, we swapped Zakharov, the spy, for 
~--,,C4vW::=;;~::;::-~.s:------------ ~µ 'N'-k 

two nn•H Russian dissidents, Yuri and Irina.,9A'lerv. And that's 
A A 

why we can now go forward to Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed 

along the path of negotiations, there will be other such 

obstacles. But let me assure you: as each obstacle arises, we 

will again make clear to the Soviets our lack of illusions about 

them, and our resolve to hold them accountable for their actions. 

That's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotiations, an .American President must be 
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perceived by the Soviets as realistic and firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a united people, a united country. 

In the past, this has been one of the Nation's noblest 

traditions. When it came to matters of national security, 

politics usually stopped at the water's edge, Americans stood 

together and the fabric of bipartisan cooperation was untearable, 

the bond of national unity unbreakable. 

As I mentioned when I returned last year from Geneva, rarely 

have the expressions of public and congressional support been 

more gratifying than during our negotiations with the Soviets. 

And so today, with a new round of negotiations underway, I'm 

appealing again for that support. 

And I'm asking the Congress to be ~specially alert about 

sending the Soviets a message of national unity. · 
l''rt/_t-e._. +- s-1r--,~ .. ~.r 

For example, we believe our 5-1/2 year~ilitar, builewp has 

been a principal factor in bringing the Soviets to the 

negotiating table. So we need continued support for defense 

appropriations. So too, some legislative restrictions passed by 

the House of Representatives could well jeopardize the entire 

summit process by restricting my options and giving the Soviets 

unilateral concessions, the very victories that they could not 

win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of anti-satellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 
er-c.Ji ~ l « 

we don't. •They ·voted to stop us from producing aAdeterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the )trategic)efense rnitiatives, a ieeea~g~ program that 

-
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underpins our negotiating position in Geneva and our hopes for 

strategic arms reductions. They voted to deny funds to move 
(Ly..J.,,_,~ 

beyond ~ limits of SALT II, a treaty that couldn't be ratified 

and that would've expired by now if it had been ratified and that 

the Soviets have repeatedly violated. And finally, the House has 

prohibited essentially~ testing of~~uclear weapons, wi,;-O,. ~ Ji} ~i 
;r~r ~": 

Some of these proposals are now included in the 

Government-wide appropriations bill that is being sent this 

way -- believe me, it will be vetoed quickly. But there is an 

even larger issue. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- I cannot afford to have my hands 

tied in our discussions about them. 

That is why we need to send to the Soviets a consistent 

message of clear resolve and national unity. These upcoming 

negotiations are important to you, your children, to America's 

future. Today I'm asking your support and that of the 

congressional leadership. Bipartisan cooperation has been the 

keystone of American foreign policy and, as I've said, I'm 

grateful and deeply touched by the support I've received in the 

past from all of you. 

But right now that support is needed more than ever. I hope 

you'll let the Members of Congress know that as I said at the 

beginning, the people are the experts in any democracy and you 

will hold accountable those who for the sake of partisan 

advantage trifle with our national security and the chances for 

peace and freedom. 
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These are hopeful developments1 and th~t is why I think we 

can view this whole summit process soberly and yet with a 

reasonable degree of optimism. 

Thank you for your support in the _past and as we leave for 

the talks in Iceland I hope I can count on you again. Make your 

views known in Washington and don't forget to keep us in your 

prayers as well. 
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(Dolan) 
October 2, 1986 
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

~round a bit and give a briefing of my ··~wn to those I think are 

equally important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 
/111N.J'r 

Now I know it's true that some here in the
4
capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland • 1 and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 

-­.. 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks and the others to follow. It's an· 

obstacle created by grasping politicians here at home, so I do 

think it's a.-~ you can help me 5!,i~ . 
Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone: and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed; they•r~ armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and- ; 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Nation and the 

recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

summit conferences are very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that· 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

on this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him: and he said, 

"I accept." And then he told me how much he would-like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept. " --

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union: 

just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful: which is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

in a neutral country like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see~ in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a Soviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

hostage an· American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff in Moscow. ~t 

was an act of international outrage; but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy 

initiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct, 

candid and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back 

in the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotia~ions, an American President must be 

perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a unitP.d people, a united country. 
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In the past, this has r-3.C•! ~- ~- h=en a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

irresponsible liberal core in the Congress. 

In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in the·first place. 

But they are hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 

the entire summit process by passing the Soviet negotiating 

position into American law, by giving the Soviets the very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the strategic defense research, an initiative that helped 

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva. They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 

treaty that couldn't be ratified and that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeate~ly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

u ~ Many ff these preposterous proposals are now included in the 
nO~,e,,~ a-f'-f.l"\~ if +hty rtmA,•,,, 

/\ budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe mi, it 

will be vetoed quickly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious b~siness. 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 

would be done for you by Congress' left-wing league of would-be 

Metternichs. 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell them I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstruct~onis~ of the "Blame America Firsters" in the 
And r~ ~)(i~t. '#It t discer11,·,:, 'btlt\oc,-,t s I"- C°'l'f ,-cu +o /,, e / p_ u.r J e .j tcJ i-1-l 

Congress. -1-fu. Sou,'t+s '-4-f~ o. f'!>:':+,·M o+ .5tr~~ ~ resoNe , 80 w~ ~~ b<. 
bf.~12. o..bl"- ~ ~fj«rl"•°K il\~ ,'"-!tru+-s o-f wo,-IJ ~o.c.,_ • 

It won't be easy to make the diehard liberals listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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the expertsr eventually they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for 

which they will be held accountable by both history and the 

American people. 

• 
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

around a bit and give a briefing of my_~wn to those I think are 

equally important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland I 1 and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

, progress at these talks and the others to follow. It's an 

~~- d b ' l't' . h h d t;I,.' lu.:.w .obstacle create y grasping poi icians ere at ome, so I o 
~~-~, a~ -- ~~ 
IV.f.A ~-think .it's 1jL · g you can help me al I • 

~, Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone1 and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed1 they•r~ armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Nation and the 

recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

summit conferences are very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

On this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

swnmit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him: and he said, 

"I accept.• And then he told me how much he would-like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept." _ 

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union: 

just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful; which is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

f7 ~ - upcoming swnmi t in the United States -- I accepted. 

~2J ~AT' 

rµJ_•,~ Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

~~; Geneva. 

~-
On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see, in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a Soviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Daniloff in Moscow. It 
.. 

was an act of international outrage; but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy 

l)A-U ~ :initiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct, 
,-. , .• ,.. . . ~ . ,,_ , .• . .,Q1 L,,.~~ . . ' . .J. ~ti.a•~. 

c:fE ~• candid and forceful. vv ~~-,I ,,,,._., ~ 

~ d.~ t,> And we "ol!'e. That's why Nicholas Danilo ff is freed and back \ . 
(!,£4( r::-~ ~ ~t•···-- /1-1« ,-ttl :), •• ., ·~ t:.I,....~, ~ JWt. 
~ in the United States.,, And that's why we can now go forward to ~ th. 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotiations, an American President must be 

perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a unitP.d people, a united country. 
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In the past, this has r~c,! ~- ~- tFen a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

core in the Congress. 

In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in t~e. first place. 

But they are hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 
. ~ .. ~-· ~ ,.,, 

the entire swmnit process by~ the S~viet negotiating J . ···t·L. 
:..,;G ~ 1(.,. 11«t••7r--

position Hl4le American law, by giving the Soviets the very 
• A 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the strategic defense research, an initiative that helped 

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva. They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 

treaty that couldn't be ratified and that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons,~ l-<.~ ... ~ "4-t ~ ,... .~ ~ - ~ 
~ .... ...t,,;_,_7" ---., le':..;. ••• ,. ..., ....... r ~ ~ .... e 4 ,C.,·•~ •• 

Many of these prepos ;rous proposa s are now included in the~ 

l.-f~"',~ budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe me, ~ 

t LJ . _.L,. . . - • • • I ., -· ~ ~ 
~--.L ~ .A,.... IIL.4, ...... """-c,,tCA. ~. 

. """-+-will be vetoed quic ly~ But there is an even larger issue: the~ 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious business. 
. .. 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 

would be done for you by Congress' left-wing league of would-be 

Metternichs. 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell them I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstructionism of the "Blame America Firsters" in the 

Congress. 

It won't be easy to make the diehard liberals listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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the experts1 eventually they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to 

which they will be held accountable by both 

American people. 

for 
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

around a bit and give a briefing of my own to those I think are 

equally important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland• -~and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks and the others to follow. It's an· 

obstacle created by grasping politicians here at home, so I do 

Q.. ~l.tWf h l :iQ~ think it' s 1jL · J you can e p me • •-•al!, e. 

Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone7 and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed1 they're armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

/ the improvement of bilateral contacts between our/ation!and the 

recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

summit conferences are very useful. First, as I said, .to dispel 

illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

on this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him~ and he said, 

"I accept." And then he told me how much he would-like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept." 

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union1 

just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful1 which is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

/ in a 11aw.e~al a a I•! a.thL Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 



Page 4 

This last point is important. You see~ in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a Soviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

✓ hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Danilofwn Moscow. It 
.. 

was an act of international outrage: but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy ­

initiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct, 

candid and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back 

in the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotia~ions, an American President must be 

perceived by the -Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a unitPd people, a united country. 
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In the past, this has r-! C'!~-~- tf:en a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together -- the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

irresponsible liberal core in the Congress. 

In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in the first place. 

But they are. hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 

the entire summit process by passing the Soviet negotiating 

position into American law, by giving the Soviets the very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 
. 1$JJJ. 

for the strategic defense research, 'air initiative that helped 

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva. They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the liJDits of SALT II, a 
t\Q5 I\C"C, ~ 

treaty that eewlan•• •~ ratified,....._that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the 

budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe me, it 

will be vetoed quickly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of. these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious business. 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your 

would be done for you by Congress' let;~~~~Aleague 

Ha Is Isa :n i. aha ~ J.JJ..JV'I¥, 

. . . 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell them I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstructionism of the "Blame America Firsters" in the 

Congress. 

It won't be easy to make the diehard liberals listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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the experts, eventually they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for 

which they will be held accountable by both history and the 

American people. 



MEMORANDUM 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 3, 1986 

DOLAN 

MASENG 

Radio Talk: Iceland Meeting 

This office has revised the President's radio address for 
October 4 and recommends the following: 

Page 4, Paragraph 2-3: References to the Danilo££ case should be 
deleted. The Administration's handling of the case has received 
very little applause, and we should not showcase it. 

Page 6: Suggest also reference Nicaragua by inserting before the 
first paragraph the following: 

In addition the House liberals are seeking to thwart the 
will of both the houses of Congress by tying up U.S. aid to 
the Nicaraguan freedom fighters. A second Cuba on the 
American mainland would be the biggest ace which Mr. 
Gorbachev could possibly bring to Iceland. 
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October 3, 1986 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY DDLAN 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND CHIEF 
SPEECH\\'RITER 

PETER J. WALLISON 
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT 

Radio Talk: Pre-Summit Meeting with General 
?e c re ta ry _G_o_r_b_a_c_h_e_\:_· _______________ _ 

Counsel's office has reviewed the above-referenced radio talk 
and has no legal objection to the President's proposed remarks. 
We have, however, marked editorial changes on pages 2, 3, 4 and , 
5 of the attached copy. Finally, we defer to William L. Ball, 
III, on the effect of the President's remarks in enhancing our 
chances of removing the Congressional restrictions on 
antisatellite testing, nuclear weapons testing, chemical weapons 
production and strategic defense research. 

cc: David L. Chew 

Attachment 



(Dolan) 
October 2, 1986 
4:30 p.m. 

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

My fellow Americans: I'm sure many of you have heard that a 

week from now in Reykjavik, Iceland, I will be meeting with the 

leader of the Soviet Union, General Secretary Gorbachev. Though 

the meeting will be relatively brief, our discussions will be of 

critical importance: we'll be laying the groundwork for 

Mr. Gorbachev's upcoming visit to the United States and the 

summit talks that will take place then. 

Now as President, I get all sorts of briefings when talks· 

like these are scheduled but I thought today I'd change things 

around a bit and give a briefing of my own to those I think are 

~qually important participants in the summit process -- you the 

people. 

Now I know it's true that some here in the capital think the 

people can't be trusted with such complex matters as foreign 

policy. But along with our Founding Fathers, I've always 

believed that the intuitive wisdom of the people is far more 

dependable over the long run than the temporary insights or 

parochial pursuits of the Washington experts. That's why I've 

said right from the start that the first obligation of democratic 

leaders is to keep the people informed and seek their support on 

public policy. 

So today I want to take a few moments to bring you up to 

date on the pre-summit conference in Iceland • J and ask your 

support for our objectives there. In particular, I want to ask 
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your help in removing a grave obstacle to our chances for 

progress at these talks and the others to.follow. It's an· 

obstacle created by grasping politicians here at home, so I do 

Q..~~ h 1 5d~ think it' s 1(L · g you can e p me ••-•••• e. 

Perhaps you remember Mr. Gorbachev and I first met a year 

ago in Geneva. We spent about 5 hours alone: and more than 

15 hours together with the rest of our delegations. Believe me, 

we learned again the truth of the statement: nations don't 

mistrust each other because they are armed1 they'r~ armed because 

they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt and 

candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told him that in our view the 

source of that mistrust was the Soviet Union's record of seeking 

to impose its ideology and rule on others. 

But I also made it clear that while the United States 

remains committed to freedom and self-determination for all the 

nations of the world, we also want to work with the Soviet Union 

to prevent war and maintain peace. We believe the twin goals of 

world peace and freedom can be furthered by making progress with 

the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas: 

strategic arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts, 

/ the improvement of bilateral contacts between our Nation!and the 

recognition of human rights. 

And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe 

summit c~nferences are very useful. First, as I said, to dispel 

illusions -- to make sure the Soviets avoid miscalculation, that 

they know where we stand. And second, the simple fact is that 
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heads of state can frequently resolve matters far more quickly 

than other negotiators can. 

on this point, I like to tell a story about the Geneva 

summit. The scheduling of any future conferences was considered 

by our experts a difficult, delicate subject best left to later 

in the discussions. Yet as we were walking together after one of 

our meetings, I mentioned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would like 

him to visit the United States. So, I invited him1 and he said, 

"I accept." And then he told me how much he would.like me to see 

the Soviet Union. So he invited me. And I said: "I accept." 

And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be in 

the United States and the one after that in the Soviet Union1 

just as simple as that. 

So face-to-face talks can be helpful; which is why when 

Mr. Gorbachev extended an invitation a few weeks ago to meet him 

( in a Re~•~al country like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the 

upcoming summit here in the United States -- I accepted. 

I want you to know that next week during the talks in 

Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in 

Geneva. On one hand, we will make it clear we seek negotiations 

and serious progress with the Soviets on a wide range of issues. 

On the other, we will make it clear that we will not sacrifice 

our values, principles or vital interests for the sake of merely 

signing agreements. And that's just another way of making it 

clear to the Soviets we harbor no illusions about them or their 

geopolitical intentions. 
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This last point is important. You see, in the past, when 

agreements were reached with the Soviets, this led to much 

unrealistic talk about the great thaw in Soviet-American 

relations and even predictions about the end of the cold war. 

And then when the Soviets reverted to form -- such as the 

invasion of Afghanistan -- the result was shock and policy 

paralysis in Washington. 

This now has changed. Earlier this month -- after a Soviet 

spy at the U.N. was arrested -- the Soviets retaliated by taking 

/ hostage an American journalist, Nicholas Danilofw,n Moscow. It 
.. 

was an act of international outrage: but this time we were 

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless 

adversaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy 

initiatives. We knew what we had do. ·we had to be direct, 

candid and forceful. 

And we were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back 

in the United States. And that's why we can now go forward to 

Iceland. Believe me, as we proceed along the path of 

negotiations there will be other such obstacles. But let me 

assure you: as each obstacle arises, we will again make clear to 

the Soviets our lack of illusions about them, and our resolve to 

hold them accountable for their actions. 

And that's the bottom line to this briefing: in order to be 

successful in negotia~ions, an American President must be 

perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a 

President speaking for a unitP.d people, a united country. 
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In the past, this has r¼C'!·.~ - b=en a problem. When it came 

to matters of national security, politics usually stopped at the 

water's edge, Americans stood together the fabric of 

bipartisan cooperation was untearable, the bond of national unity 

unbreakable. 

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan 

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely 

eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely 

irresponsible liberal core in the Congress. 

In the first place, this liberal coalition has done 

everything it could to oppose our 5-1/2 year old military 

buildup, the very buildup that has done so much to bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table in the first place. 

But they are hardly satisfied with just opposing defense 

spending. By passing the irresponsible resolutions they have in 

the House of Representatives -- they have gone on to jeopardize 

the entire summit process by passing the Soviet negotiating 

position into American law, by giving the Soviets the very 

victories that they could not win at the conference table. 

The House, for example, voted to ban tests of antisatellite 

systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and 

we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to 

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request 

for the strategic defense research, an initiative that helped 

bring the Soviets back to the bargaining table in Geneva. They 

voted to deny funds to move beyond the limits of SALT II, a 
h.Q.S t\(\#C, ~ 

treaty that aewlaft 1 • a~ ratified,.....,_that would've expired by now 
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if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly 

violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all 

testing of nuclear weapons. 

Many of these preposterous proposals are now included in the 

budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe me, it 

will be vetoed quickly. But there is an even larger issue: the 

message that is being sent to the Soviets about our lack of unity 

here at home. Every single one of these issues is under 

discussion with the Soviets -- so you can see why if you were the 

Soviet negotiator you would not get down to serious business. 

You would simply sit back and wait to see how much of your work 

would be done for you by Congress' left-wing league of would-be 

Metternichs. 

.. 

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important. I 

can't and I won't have my hands tied. Today I'm asking your help 

in calling on Speaker O'Neill and the rest of the Democratic 

leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and 

bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional 

duty of the Presidency. I'm asking you to tell them I need to 

conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and 

partisan obstructionism of the "Blame America Firsters" in the 

Congress. 

It won't be easy to make the diehard liberals listen. Many 

of them believe that the only way to score political points on 

this Administration is to manipulate the arms control issue and 

engage in scare talk about our relationship with the Soviets. 

But, as I said at the beginning, over the long run the people are 
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the experts; eventually they will see through such callous 

disregard of national security for the sake of partisan 

advantage. So, please help me remind these Members of the 

Congress who are jeopardizing our negotiations with the Soviets 

that theirs is a narrow and unworthy course to follow -- one for 

which they will be held accountable by both history and the 

American people. 


