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M\Kb » (Dolan)
October 3, 1986
11:30 a.m. 5§

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

v J/ v o/ v v VS v
PR My fellow Americans: 1I'm sure mé/ny of you have heard tﬁ/at a
¢r.ll-

(4 v
“’::’/’z’gg;vegk ffom now in Reyijavik , Iceland, I will \b/e meéing with th‘é

"lead\ér of tHe Soviet Un\{on, Ger‘éral Secr..'/étary Gorlfa_achev. ThS{Jgh
thg meé'{:ing wi\.{l ge rela\{ively bri‘éf, ou\f discugs/ions ;{ll be o‘f/
crit%al impor\t/ance: we'ﬁ b\{e la‘y/ing th'e/ groﬁ{dwork fa{

Mr."/. GorWachev's up%ming fri‘s,/it t\{) the Unitt:/ed Stka/tes aéé tkh/é
sunu\ﬁit ta\iks that will ta‘fk/e él\&e t\h/en.

No% ag Presl’dent, ¥ gé{: al‘i soLx'/t:s o"f/ brﬁings wl‘fe/n t;fks
ll%e thése a¥e scheduled but I thought to:i/ay I'a cha"n/ge thi?rﬁ;s'

. a_ro\\fndva bﬁ: ang gf\lte avbri}/fing o\f/ n‘1§ own t6 those 1']:/1:1}511: E;e
equg{ly imf:értant par'éi.cipants i% t‘ﬁe sun{nit pro"c/ess - %u tﬁe
peo;\ﬁe. |

Ngw f/kn%w i{'s tf\jxe thé/t soLn{e he"r/e in tttfé catp/ital tﬁi/nk tt‘i/e

COMST. peop\/le c{n't l;é tf/usted wit\:{l sugh co\I{plex mat%;{ers as for.%ign
PR‘M‘wpoli\c/y. BUt al\o/ng wi“{h odr Four‘ging F:thers, I'\{e afw/ays
belie%ed that the inth{tive wisdom of the peé‘fle {s far m?)ﬁe
depend\a/ble o\ér tl“ié 1053 run than the tenr\Tp/orary inB/ights \gr
paroch/ial p\ésuits of/ the Wa‘sh\ﬁgton exp‘grts. Tha\t/'s wﬂy I"(re
sa\:{d ri{;ht f?om tHe start that the first obll'g/ation of demgratic
leadés i"g téf ke‘e/p tﬁg pec‘:?le ingrmed a:'\{i seek their suﬁﬁart 5n/
pubffc po\]/.icy. |

So to‘éay t want to tfa/ke a few morﬁxts tg brﬁg ygx u‘f tLo/

T v

v v ~ v, v
date on the p‘r/e-sununit conference in Iceland and ask your support

4 v o v
for o(r obﬁéctives there. In particular, I want to a\s/k yo{r help
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ixlremg;ing S/gréée obE%acle to 65: chzhces_fa} prsgress at/tﬁgée
taff; and the oﬁﬁérs to follow. It4s an obstacle Eéeated b§/
parti%n divisions héte at ho\fle, so T 46 think if's a‘/prob/lem y\o/u
céﬁ héip ﬁé'soICE.

Perﬁéﬁs ygh reméﬁber Mﬁi Gofsgéhev and T fifg£ mzi ;—yégr
ajs if Geneva. We sﬁént about g'hghrs dIgne; aﬁé more th%g
fg hSGrs todéther wiéh the rest of our delé&étions. Believe ﬁé,
dé learned aéain the trﬁéh of the sE;;ement: nations dgg't
mistrzgt each other béE;use thé& are arﬁgd; thz}'re afmed because
th;; mfgirust eSEh ozaer. dg this péiht, f’wéé véfy bIlunt 56&
candid with Mr. Gorbachev and told ﬁim that in our view the
éoufee 6f that miStrust was the SSViet d;ion's éggord o?rségiing
fg iﬁﬁbse its i&gglogy aﬁé rﬁie on otﬁérs.

But I also made it cléar that wﬁilébtﬁé'UnTEed Ségies
remains coﬁﬁitted to freedom and séff-deég;mination £6r ail the
natiaﬁ; of the woffd, wé/afgo want to work with the So&fgt Uglon
t5’pf€§ent war ang mdfhtain~32ace. W; beXieve the twin g5&1s 5%
world pggée aﬁa freedom can be furthered b¥ making prsaress G{th
the Soviet Union ih four thérny but cig;ely-réf;ted areas:
strafzaic arms reduéfions, tﬁg‘resdIﬁtion of/reEIbnal caﬁ;licts,
tﬁg imﬁfg;ement of bilateral contacts between our nafions, aﬁé
tﬁé/reéganition\gi human riEhts.

Aﬁﬁ, to achieve prsg;ess on siéh i bréad agenda, o balleve
perééhal meéfings between our leaders c;; be véfy uéE?ul. Fi;gt,
as T said, t¥ dispel ilTusions -- t5 mike sure the Soviets avoid

miscalcilation, tHat tHey knSw whére We sfand. And second, the
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i ~/ " 7
simple fact i% that heiés of state can freEﬁently resolve matters

fé? more qutékly than other nedgkiators\zén.

of tiis point, I 1like ¥o tell a story about the Geneva
sumﬁi£. 05; expégts thoﬁaht the schéﬁuling of 559 fdfare
meetings was a difficult, delicate subject best left to later in
tﬁg diééﬁssions. Y&t as wé were waIﬁing together aFter one of
odf mezginqs, f/menﬁiéned to Mr. Gorbachev how much I would Iike
him to visit the United States. §b, I invited him; and he §§id,
“f’acéépt.‘ And then he told me how much he would like me o see
the Soviet Union. S0 he invited me. AfA ¥ said: "I accept."
And there Tt was. As sifiple s that.
| s¥ fafe-t6-face talks ciﬁlbéfhéTEful. And whén thie Soviet

N4 » 3 TWO w&EKS -
ST é§>Forei6n niniater wi€ with da a—week ags, Ke carried ¥ letfer from
o357 . :

wash.
/UQGﬁ - Mr. Gorbachev. Part 8T the letter was an invitation to meet Mr.
Gorbadhev ifi a third codﬁfry 11ke Iagiand -- for prEaratory
talks on the up€oming summit hefe in the United States. I
acceﬁf;d.

¥ want ybéu Qg know tHat next week diring the tiiks in
Icelakd, we will be taKing theé safme balanced approach we took i;i
Geneva. On ohe hand, we will make Yt cTear we seek néEgtiations
ané‘sefious prdE}ess wieﬂ the SS?lets onh a wide r&ﬁée o?/issues.
on the other, we will mike it clear that we will not sacrifice
our values, priﬁgiples, SE’viE;l interests for the sake 6f’mé§ély
signing agreements. And that's just andther way of making Yt

cizér tg'tﬁé Soviets wgrha§50r no illusions about tﬁEh offtﬂzir

{ -
geopolitical intentions.
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Thfé la§£ poiﬁt igtimsbrtant. YSG s;e, {ﬁ the p&i%, wﬁgn
agreements were réached with fﬁe Sosiets, this lTed £S mﬁgh
unrealiE@ic talk aSSGt tké g?éat thaw fﬁ SSViet-AE;rican
relati;ns Sgd even prﬁictions absut ¥he end of the cold ;;r.
And tﬁgn wﬁgn the SSVIets réﬁérted to fS;m - sdgh a§/tﬁ;/ CARTER 'S .
" oMPIr. .. c nAre&D

invasfon df/Afdﬁ;nistan -- the resSult was shock and pgiicy TimE 1/14/80

v v v PP 1o—11
paralysis in Washington.

Thfg ﬁ&& héé’chéﬁ;ed. Jugé las%'moﬁéh - afE;r £’Sonét é;&
a¥ tﬁé U:ﬁ. wa;’arzésted -~ the SoGgets retﬁiiated 5; t;king
hostéée an Amé?ican jou;;alist, NI;holas Ddﬁiloff, iK’Mosé;w. 3?:
was aff adt of infernational olitrage; but this time we were |

prepdfed. Beciuse We und€rstood that the Soviets are relentless

J 2 "
adversaries, thé§ coﬁf& not surﬁfise u§1‘n6% cotild their actions

\/. Al ~ \/. P » i v
derail our ldﬁé-term commitments or lnlfiatlves. We knew what we

had to d6. WE wafted Daniloff freed, with fic déals. We had to
make cléar to thém tHe cofiSequences of tiiéir actions. We had to -
bg’dféect, caﬁéid, and fofE;ful.
A¥d we were. TNat's ﬁﬁ& Nicholas Diﬁiloff is freed and back
fg tﬁg Uﬁf;ed Stsfes. Lééer, wé/swaﬁgéd Zakhzgov, Eﬁé_éﬁi, fgi
twélnoiéd Rugéian diééidents, Yu?i and Ifina Oribv. And thif's
why w& cafi ndw gd” forward to Ifeéland. Believe me, ad we proceed
along th¥ patﬁ’6f'n5§6tiations, the¥e will b& other such

obstacﬁs. BUE l{t me/asﬂre y?:f: as‘/ea{h obstacle airiées, w‘é/

thgﬁ, dﬁg odf'ré§6lve €0 h61ld them accountable fEE €E€ir actions.
(v (Vg o
Th!é's tﬁ; bottom line to this brieffﬁg: in order to be

v ~ v g v
successful in negotiations, an American President must be
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—

Cd —
perceived S; tﬁg SovIé£s aé/reaiigtic and firm and, above éfi, a

(g
President spe\a/king for a unfgd peB;le, a united cohftry.
(g ~ ~ (g
In the past, this has béen one of the Nation's noblest

BiPARTIEA mSﬁadi ions. When i¥ came t6 matters of national security,

AGH, v v
i,ﬁf::;::polit\ﬁ:s usually stopped it the wat‘ér's e‘a/ge, Amei'{;:ans st\{od

togetﬁér aﬁé tgé fabfic of bipaff&san cooﬁgiation wég un€€;¥able,
thé bond of national unity unbfeakable.
A meﬁ{ioned wﬁ;n I\/re%rned la",/st ye:r from GenE/va, r:rely
Aé%i haVe the exﬁfessions of’puﬁiic aﬁé conéféssional sﬁgbort b;;n
gn“ibmofé gratif?ing than du¥ing bur nedotiations with the Ssgiets.
And so”today, with a n&w round 6Ff n&gotiations uiiderway, I'm
appexling again for that support.
Aﬁa'I'ErhskIﬁa tﬁE'Consfgés tﬁlbz'qgﬁééially alert about
" sending the Soviets 3’mes§§ge of national ﬁﬁf@y.

Féf'exkﬁile, we believe éﬁf‘s-f75 QEZ: ﬁIlitary bﬁfi&up HEEI
been a principal factor in bringing the Soviets fo the
negottating table. S6 wé need contifued support £or defense
appropfigiions. 96/t55: soﬁéflegiéfgfive restrictions Eghsed bi’
the& House of igbrésentatives Sould well jedsgrdize‘fﬁe enEE}e

Tl sumﬂfz praé;ss Ey/reﬁf}icting ﬁf—optrghs aﬁﬁ/giﬁfhg the Soviets
\Naﬂmﬁur'unilate;;l CSEE;ssions, tﬁé‘vgfi Victories that Eﬁéy could kgt
tafdé it 3E the cofference tabfe.
Tﬁé Hougé, fdé exaﬁgle, votgé ﬁé ban tests of anti—saégiiite
W.PosST systéﬁs, evén tﬁbugh the Soviets have 3’sys€€h iﬁ'opéfétion and
P AY wé/doﬁ<t. Thé§'v6€ed t6 stép Us from préducing a deterrent to
mode¥n Soviet cheﬁf&al wéigons. Tﬁgy voted t6 slash our reaﬁest

for the strategic def&nse inifiatives, & reséarch program that
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underpi;s ou¥ negotiating posftion ifi Genéva and our hopes for

stratéaic atms redictions. They voted t6 deriy fqﬁﬁé £5 move
Np— beyond the limits of SALT IY, a tr&aty tHat couldn't be ratified
T;F7§§; and that would've expired by now if It had béen rafified and that
p-A the Soviets have réﬁéatedly vidlated. And fiﬁﬁily, the House F;s
prohibited ess&ntially all tesfing of nuclear weapons.

Somé of these proposals dfe how included ih the
Goveriment-wide appfSEriatioﬁs biTl that {s being Sent tHis
way -- beifeve me, if will bé vetoed quickly. But there 18 an
evéﬁ lgfaer\Igsue. EGéiy siﬁ&le ofie of these issues fg'dﬁaer_‘
discussion with tHe Soviets -- I caifiot aff6rd to have My hands
tied if olir di¥cussions about them.

THat i8 why wé néed £o sénd to the SovViets a consistent

‘héssigg 6% clear rasolve and national ufiity. These upcoming
negotiations afE'impafzght ﬁﬁ’y&ﬁ, your chitdren, éEVAdE;ica's
future. Today I'm asking yoﬁf-sﬁﬁﬁort and that 6f the
congressfﬁgﬁl 1é;E;rship. Bfﬁartisan codperation hi&§ beén QHé
keysﬁbﬁé ofciﬁertéan féfgign paIny‘aﬁd, as 1've s¥id, I{h
graté?ﬁl and’aéébly touched S§’t36 suiﬁbrt\f“ve received in tiie
pa;:‘f;bm‘xil 3?‘§6ﬁ.

But right ndw that support is neéded more than ever. I hope
you'{1 1et the Members of/COREEess know that as I“satd at the
beginﬁfgé, the pedple afﬁ'ﬁﬁé experts if afy demdcracy and you
wiii #51a acEg;ntable those who for the sdke of parfisan

advanféée trifle with our national security &nd tHe chafices for

(9%
peace aﬁﬁ‘f¥g§dom.
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Thégg a¥e hopeful deGEispments; and that Is why I think we
cah view this whole sufmit process soberly and yet with a
reasonable dEﬁ}ee o?'opffhism.

Thank you foryEGi‘Eﬁbport i thé past and is we fEhvev%of
the taiks in Icsiand f/ho;; f/ciﬁ count on ysa adﬁin. ﬁ;ie iéur
views known fﬁ'WasﬁI;;ton and don't fafaet ¥6 keép \Us fﬁly5ﬁ;

prafé}s ég/wéfi.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: __ 10/2/86  ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENTDUESY: 10:00 a.m. 10/3/86

SUBJECT: RADIO TALK: PRE_SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV

—— -

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI

VICE PRESIDENT 0 MILLER - ADMIN. O, O
REGAN O J POINDEXTER J
MILLER - OMB J O  RYAN O o
BALL J 0  SPEAKES o J
BARBOUR 0O, O  SPRINKEL o o
sucumm——y 0, SVAHN “ a
CHEW 0 %s THOMAS J O
DANIELS J 0  TUTTLE O, O
HENKEL J O  WALLISON J a
KING d, O DOLAN - / !
KINGON a g g 5
MASENG J a g a ‘!

REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to Tony Dolan by
10:00 Friday morning, October 3rd. Thank you.

RESPONSE:

David L. Chew
Staff Secretary
Ext. 2702
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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 s and ask your

support for our objectives there. 1In particular, I want to ask

i




Page 2

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'sa - you can help me %

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 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 iﬁ.
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 yoﬁ to know that next week during the talks in
Iceland, we will be taking the same balanced approach we took in

Feneva. 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 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

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 negotiations, an American President must be

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

President speaking for a united people, a united country.
-
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In the past, this has race’ v keen 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;, g::(ne on to jeopardize

Ml P,fh 4 o'/'é*
the entire summit process by e Sovget negotiating ;clﬁalﬂv

N\ Comgaors il
position into American law, by giving the Soviét3Vvthe very

victories that they could not win at the conference table.

p—

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 qujickly. 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 coqQperation, to let me carry out the constitutional
duty eaad . 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.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

paTe: 10/3/86 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: ASAP

SUBJECT: REVISED RADIO TALK: PRE-SUMMIT MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY

GORBACHEV

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI
VICE PRESIDENT 0 MILLER - ADMIN. O O
REGAN O © POINDEXTER @ O
MILLER - OMB 2 O  RYAN o o
BALL o O  SPEAKES o &
BARBOUR O O  SPRINKEL o O
BUCHANAN @ O  SVAHN « O
CHEW _—————?{s ' THOMAS m/ O
DANIELS / O  TUTTLE o o
HENKEL & O WALLISON m/ a
KING g ad L. o &
KINGON & O o ad
MASENG & O o O

- IR P}ease give your comments directly to Tony Dolan
with an info copy to my office ASAP. Thanks.
RESPONSE:

(o] Hogan, PBod]

David L. Chew
Staff Secretary
Ext. 2702
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'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
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 peéple 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 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 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 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.

_;?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 especially 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 legislative restrictions passed by

c\amita

the House of Representatives could well jeopardize the eatire-
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The House, for example, voted to ban tests of anti-satellite
systems, even though the Soviets have a system in operation and
we don't. They voted to stop us from producing a deterrent to f‘
Lot iq ahiu g
modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to glasﬁfgﬁr 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.
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even larger issue. Every single one of these issues,is under

discussion with the Soviets =-- I cannot afford to have my hands,
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That is why we need to send to the Soviets a consistent (onj. Wwlatthy
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message of clear resolve and national unity. These upcoming 4+ 1(‘,,0.{.'.},.5

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 afeded more than ever. /A hope

5
(xgnL;é—éet he Members of Congress know that as I said at the

N
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 that 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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.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
~around a bit and give a briefing of\my own to those I think are
eéually 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

wh .
date on the g\fe—g’ﬁmrt—cmrfw 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. 1It'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 delegatiods. 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 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 énd freedom can be furthered by making progress with
the Soviet Union in four thorny but closely-related areas:

} ie arms reductions, the resolution of regional conflicts,
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And, to achieve progress on such a broad agenda, we believe
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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.

[Ep 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 helpfuli} And when the Soviet

0
Foreign Minister met with me*ra’— weels"c ago, he carried a letter from

A
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Mr. Gorbachev. Part of the letter was Mmeet@

M iné 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
signihg 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

R,

prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless

Sj”| adversaries,[Ehey_coulé—net~sarpr£se-usT—nor—eould—thei:—ac%ions
Yt deral_ou-r—-long_mm—comrt:nents—or—rnrtiat1ve ; e knew what we
'ml, had to do. We wanted Daniloff freed e 34 W::ha,ci to

WJ# ﬁtake 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 freﬁﬁfand back

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

two nozggngissxan dissidents, Yu;%kangwéztﬁ;pet%av 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.
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 mentioqed 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 especially alert about

' sending the Soviets a message of national unity.

vigrom 19 Speengfien p—ab}/:m:
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For example, we believe our 5-1/2 Year
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
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we don't. ' They voted to stop us from producing aﬁdeterrent to

modern Soviet chemical weapons. They voted to slash our request
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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 ggg?q?mits of SALT II, a treaty that couldn't be ratified " e

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 é-lSLtesting off‘guclear weapons, WACTh e PH veey
Some of these proposals are now included in the dhi

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 6f partisan
advantage trifle with our national security and the chances for

peace and freedom.
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These are hopeful developments; and that 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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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"qwn to those I think are
équally important participants in the summit process -- you the
people.

Now I know it's true that some here in thé@gggital 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 -wjmla. 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'sw you can help me &%

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'r2 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
Qorld 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."'i
And there it was: an agreement that the next summit would be iﬁ.
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
gpcoming 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. 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. ﬁe 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 negotiations, an American President must be
perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a

President speaking for a united people, a united country. .
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In the past, this has race’' teen 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

-



Page 6

if it had been ratified and that the Soviets have repeatedly
violated. And finally, the House has prohibited essentially all
testing of nuclear weapons.
HooSLNersion ezy\"\c:i these preposterous proposals are now inCIudeﬁtlpx}emi?:,
A budget resolution that is being sent this way -- believe mé, 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 obstructi onxs of the "Blame America Firsters” in the
ﬂnJIh% in lscermv Bemocmfs In Corgress 40 hely us deas wivh
Congress. ¥he Sswet ‘b a posihor o Si'rer\@% resove , so Bre may be
vedler oLHL to V\(JOJ‘M"'C indhe indecests of wierld peace -
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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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 talksb
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 v 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

b | + .obstacle created by pollt:.c:.ans here at home, so I do

a Y
Atr y«_&m think it's : you can help me u;‘j—un

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

1

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'r2 armed because
they mistrust each other. On this point, I was very blunt andA
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. 7

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 sumﬁit would be iﬁ.
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 acountry like Iceland -- for preparatory talks on the

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

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

v

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. 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 |

¢) E5finitiatives. We knew what we had do. We had to be direct,
o724

s « candid and forceful. W"WMWM, wrtle 30 .
Amrd—we—were. That's why Nicholas Daniloff is freed and back th‘

Can e Hitic wt gurappad Dosbosrs, thanpy, gow b
. 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 negotiations, an American President must be
perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a

President speaking for a united people, a united country.
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In the past, this has rarce’y keen 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
unbre#kable.

But in recent years the willingness to put aside partisan

difference for the sake of national security has been gravely

llﬁf“ ) eroded -- eroded by a highly ideological and entirely

v irresponsible )liberal core in the Congress. -
wlat—

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

. . e
the entire summit process by the Soviet negotiating ”
position inée American law, by giving‘the Sovzetgﬂthe 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

testinq of nuclear weapons,ﬁc M 4/7."4.-«,
éerous p Z

Many of these prepos roposals are now included in the }4451

budget resolution that is be1ng sent this way -- believe me, lf“::tgu;
1 MM%M ind

will be vetoed quicKly, But there is an even larger issue: the _..Tu,
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




Page 7

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, -- owe for
which they will be held accountable by both history’and the

American people.
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General Secretary Gorbachev

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 several pages, to
which we call your attention.

cc: David L. Chew
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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 State8 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 -#fmma 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. 1It's an
obstacle created by grasping politicians here at home, so I do
think it'sw you can help me agj—v;é

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'r2 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/ﬂ;tion: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-iﬁ.
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 reutral-oefhwe-dilte 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
agreemehts 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:}n Moscow. It

e

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

President speaking for a united people, a united country.
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In the past, this has race v teen 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 oppo#e our 5-1/2 year old military
buildup, the very buildup that has doqe so much to bring the
Soviets to the bargaining table in the ﬁirst 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, %ﬁg%%itiative 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

nas never bean
treaty that eou&én*ﬁ-be—ratLfied,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 proﬁibited 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.

‘e

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

would be done for you by Congress' keitfwiag.league &ﬂ
g " b #

The upcoming negotiations with the Soviets are important.

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

M*ﬂiwd leadership to return to the spirit of national unity and
ﬁyﬂ'hs bipartisan cooperation, to let me carry out the constitutional
‘vp duty of the Presidency. 1I'm asking you to tell them I need to

ﬁb conduct American foreign policy without the meddlesome cries and
uwyﬂﬂﬁa. partisan obstructionism of the "Blame America Firsters" in the

MMM Congress.

\)'//WN 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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MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN

FROM: ‘)g\vARI MASENG
\

SUBJECT: 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 Daniloff 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 Nlcaragua by inserting before the
flrst 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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MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY DQLAN
SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND CHIEF
SPEECHWRITER

FROM: PETER J. WALLISON
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Radio Taik: Fre-Summit Meeting with General
Secretary Gorbachev

Coursel's office has reviewed the abcve-referenced radio talk
ané has noc legal objection to the President's proposed remarks.
We have, hcwsver, marked editorial changes on pages 2, 3, 4 and,
5 of the attached copy. Finally, we defer tc William L. Ball,
111, 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
productior. and strategic deferse research.

cc: David L. Chew

Attachment
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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 uﬁcoming 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
9Qually important participants in the éummit 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 -wimma. and ask your

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




Page 2

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'sa’ - you can help me !ﬂ%

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'r2 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
té impose its ideology and rule on others.

But I also made it clear that while the United States
femains 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.

Oon 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-iﬂ.
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 newerai-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;;n Moscow. It

e

was an act of international outrage; but this time we were
prepared. Because we understood that the Soviets are relentless
advérsaries, they could not surprise us nor derail our policy
iniﬁiatives. We knew what we had do. 'ﬁe 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*tions, an American President must be
perceived by the Soviets as realistic, firm and, above all, a

President speaking for a united people, a united country.
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In the past, this has rac«'y teen a problem. When it came
to mattérs 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 ﬁirst place.

But they are hardly satisfied witﬁ 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

has never bean
treaty that eouéén*s—be—ratifiedfand-that would've expired by now
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if it had been ratified &nd 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.




