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(GRISCOM/DOLAN) 12/10/87 

PRESIDENT'S BACKUP COPY: 

ADDRESS TO THE NATION 
FOLLOWING SUMMIT WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 10, 1987 

GOOD EVENING. AS I AM SPEAKING TO YOU NOW, 

GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV IS LEAVIJ':· Y••1itt:....- ✓ 

DEPARTURE MARKS THE END OF 3 HIST11-L.-.-U. 

IS 

WASHINGTON IN WHICH MR. GORBACHEV AND I CONTINUED TO 

BUILD A FOUNDATION FOR BETTER RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR 

GOVERNMENTS AND OUR PEOPLES. 
C 

____,,/----- DURING THESE 3 DAYS WE TOOK A STEP -- ONLY A FIRST ~"7----=- STEP, BUT STILL A CRITICAL ONE -- TOWARDS BUILDING A 

MORE DURABLE PEACE: INDEED, A STEP THAT MAY BE THE MOST 

IMPORTANT TAKEN SINCE WORLD WAR II TO SLOW DOWN THE 

ARMS BUILD-UP. 

I AM REFERRING TO THE TREATY THAT WE SIGNED 

TUESDAY AFTERNOON IN THE EAST ROOM OF THE WHITE HOUSE. 

I BELIEVE THIS TREATY REPRESENTS A LANDMARK IN POST-WAR 

HISTORY BECAUSE IT IS NOT JUST AN ARMS CONTROL BUT AN 

ARMS REDUCTION AGREEMENT. UNLIKE TREATIES OF THE PAST, 

THIS AGREEMENT DOES NOT SIMPLY ESTABLISH CEILINGS FOR 

NEW WEAPONS; IT ACTUALLY REDUCES THE NUMBER OF SUCH 

WEAPONS. IN FACT, IT ALTOGETHER ABOLISHES AN ENTIRE 

CLASS OF U.S. AND SOVIET NUCLEAR MISSILES. 
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THE VERIFICATION MEASURES IN THIS TREATY ARE ALSO 

SOMETHING NEW, WITH FAR-REACHING IMPLICATIONS. ON-SITE 

INSPECTIONS AND SHORT-NOTICE INSPECTIONS WILL BE 

PERMITTED WITHIN THE SOVIET UNION. AGAIN, THIS IS A 

FIRST-TIME EVENT, A BREAKTHROUGH. 

THAT IS WHY I BELIEVE THIS TREATY WILL NOT ONLY 

LESSEN THE THREAT OF WAR BUT CAN ALSO SPEED ALONG A 

PROCESS THAT MAY SOMEDAY REMOVE THAT THREAT ENTIRELY. 

INDEED, THIS TREATY -- AND ALL THAT WE HAVE ACHIEVED 

DURING THIS SUMMIT -- SIGNALS A BROADER UNDERSTANDING 

BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE SOVIET UNION. IT IS 

AN UNDERSTANDING THAT WILL HELP KEEP THE PEACE AS WE 

WORK TOWARDS THE ULTIMATE GOAL OF OUR FOREIGN POLICY: 

A WORLD WHERE THE PEOPLE OF EVERY LAND CAN DECIDE FOR 

THEMSELVES THEIR FORM OF GOVERNMENT AND WAY OF LIFE. 

YET AS IMPORTANT AS THE I.N.F. TREATY IS, THERE IS 

A FURTHER AND EVEN MORE CRUCIAL POINT ABOUT THE LAST 

3 DAYS AND THE ENTIRE SUMMIT PROCESS: SOVIET-AMERICAN 

RELATIONS ARE NO LONGER FOCUSED ONLY ON ARMS CONTROL 

ISSUES; THEY NOW COVER A FAR BROADER AGENDA, ONE THAT 

HAS -- AT ITS ROOT -- REALISM AND CANDOR. 



- l -

LET ME EXPLAIN THIS WITH A SAYING I HAVE OFTEN 

REPEATED: NATIONS DO NOT DISTRUST EACH OTHER BECAUSE 

THEY ARE ARMED, THEY ARE ARMED BECAUSE THEY DISTRUST 

EACH OTHER. AND JUST AS REAL PEACE MEANS THE PRESENCE 

OF FREEDOM AND JUSTICE, AS WELL AS THE ABSENCE OF WAR, 

SO TOO, SUMMITS MUST BE DISCUSSIONS NOT JUST ABOUT ARMS 

BUT ABOUT THE FUNDAMENTAL DIFFERENCES THAT CAUSE 

NATIONS TO BE ARMED. 

DEALING THEN WITH THE DEEPER SOURCES OF CONFLICT 

BETWEEN NATIONS AND SYSTEMS OF GOVERNMENT IS A 

PRACTICAL AND MORAL IMPERATIVE. THAT IS WHY IT WAS 
~ 

VITAL TO ESTABLISH A BROADER SUMMIT AGENDA, ONE THAT 

DEALT NOT ONLY WITH ARMS REDUCTIONS BUT ALSO 

PEOPLE-TO-PEOPLE CONTACTS BETWEEN OUR NATIONS AND -

MOST IMPORTANT -- THE ISSUES OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND 

REGIONAL CONFLICTS. 

THIS IS THE SUMMIT AGENDA WE HAVE ADOPTED. BY 

DOING SO, WE HAVE DEALT NOT JUST WITH ARMS CONTROL 

ISSUES BUT ALSO WITH FUNDAMENTAL PROBLEMS SUCH AS 

SOVIET EXPANSIONISM AND HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS, AS 

WELL AS OUR OWN MORAL OPPOSITION TO THE IDEOLOGY THAT 
JUSTIFIES SUCH PRACTICES. IN THIS WAY, WE HAVE PUT 

SOVIET-AMERICAN RELATIONS ON A FAR MORE CANDID, AND FAR 

MORE REALISTIC FOOTING. 
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IT ALSO MEANS THAT WHILE THERE IS MOVEMENT -

INDEED, DRAMATIC MOVEMENT -- IN THE ARMS REDUCTION 

AREA, MUCH REMAINS TO BE DONE IN THAT AREA AS WELL AS 

IN THESE OTHER CRITICAL AREAS I HAVE MENTIONED, 

ESPECIALLY -- AND THIS GOES WITHOUT SAYING -- IN 

ADVANCING OUR GOAL OF A WORLD OPEN TO THE EXPANSION OF 

HUMAN FREEDOM AND THE GROWTH OF DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT. 

SO, MUCH WORK LIES AHEAD. LET ME EXPLAIN: 

ON THE MATTER OF REGIONAL CONFLICTS, I SPOKE 

CANDIDLY WITH MR. GORBACHEV ON THE ISSUES OF 

·~FGHANISTAN, IRAN-IRAQ, CAMBODIA, ANGOLA, AND 

NICARAGUA. I CONTINUE TO HAVE HIGH HOPES -- AND HE 

ASSURED ME THAT HE DID TOO -- THAT WE CAN HAVE REAL 

COOPERATION IN RESOLVING REGIONAL CONFLICTS ON TERMS 

THAT PROMOTE PEACE AND FREEDOM. THIS IS ESSENTIAL TO A 

LASTING IMPROVEMENT IN OUR RELATIONS. 

-- SO TOO, ON HUMAN RIGHTS, THERE WAS SOME VERY 

LIMITED MOVEMENT: RESOLUTION OF A NUMBER OF INDIVIDUAL 

CASES, IN WHICH PRISONERS WILL BE RELEASED OR EXIT 

VISAS GRANTED. THERE WERE ASSURANCES OF FUTURE, MORE 

SUBSTANTIAL MOVEMENT, WHICH WE HOPE TO SEE BECOME A 

REALITY. 
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AND FINALLY WITH REGARD TO THE LAST ITEM ON 

OUR AGENDA -- SCIENTIFIC, EDUCATIONAL, CULTURAL, AND 

ECONOMIC EXCHANGES -- WE AGREED TO EXPAND COOPERATION 

IN WAYS THAT WILL BREAK DOWN SOME OF THE ARTIFICIAL 

BARRIERS BETWEEN OUR NATIONS. FOR EXAMPLE, AGREEMENT 

WAS REACHED TO EXPAND AND IMPROVE CIVIL AIR SERVICE 

BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. 

BUT LET ME POINT OUT HERE THAT WHILE MUCH WORK IS 

AHEAD OF US, THE PROGRESS WE HAVE MADE, ESPECIALLY IN 

ARMS REDUCTION, DOES REFLECT A BETTER UNDERSTANDING 

BETWEEN OURSELVES AND THE SOVIETS. 

IT ALSO REFLECTS SOMETHING DEEPER. YOU SEE, SINCE 

MY FIRST MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV IN 

1985, I HAVE ALWAYS REGARDED YOU, THE AMERICAN PEOPLE, 

AS FULL PARTICIPANTS IN OUR DISCUSSIONS. THOUGH IT MAY 

SURPRISE MR. GORBACHEV TO DISCOVER THAT ALL THIS TIME 

THERE HAS BEEN A THIRD PARTY IN THE ROOM WITH US, I DO 

FIRMLY BELIEVE THE PRINCIPAL CREDIT FOR THE PATIENCE 

AND PERSISTENCE THAT BROUGHT SUCCESS THIS YEAR BELONGS 

TO YOU, THE AMERICAN PEOPLE. 
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YOUR SUPPORT OVER THESE LAST 7 YEARS HAS LAID THE 

BASIS FOR THESE NEGOTIATIONS; YOUR SUPPORT MADE IT 

POSSIBLE FOR US TO REBUILD OUR MILITARY STRENGTH, TO 

LIBERATE GRENADA, TO STRIKE HARD AGAINST TERRORISM IN 

LIBYA, AND MORE RECENTLY, TO PROTECT OUR STRATEGIC 

INTERESTS AND BOLSTER OUR FRIENDS IN THE PERSIAN GULF. 

YOUR SUPPORT MADE POSSIBLE OUR POLICY OF HELPING 

FREEDOM FIGHTERS LIKE THOSE IN AFGHANISTAN, NICARAGUA, 

ANGOLA, CAMBODIA, AND OTHER PLACES AROUND THE GLOBE. 

AND WHEN LAST YEAR AT REYKJAVIK, I REFUSED SOVIET 

DEMANDS THAT WE TRADE AWAY S.D.I. -- OUR STRATEGIC 

DEFENSE INITIATIVE THAT COULD ERECT A SPACE SHIELD 

AGAINST BALLISTIC MISSILES -- YOUR OVERWHELMING SUPPORT 

MADE IT CLEAR TO THE SOVIET LEADERS THAT THE AMERICAN 

PEOPLE PREFER NO DEAL TO A BAD DEAL, AND WILL BACK 

THEIR PRESIDENT ON MATTERS OF NATIONAL SECURITY. 

IN SHORT, YOUR SUPPORT FOR OUR FOREIGN POLICY 

GOALS -- BUILDING A SAFER PEACE AS WE ADVANCE THE CAUSE 

OF WORLD FREEDOM -- HAS HELPED BRING THE SOVIETS TO THE 

BARGAINING TABLE. IT MAKES IT POSSIBLE NOW TO HOPE FOR 

A REAL, FUNDAMENTAL IMPROVEMENT IN OUR RELATIONS. 
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YOU KNOW, THE QUESTION HAS OFTEN BEEN ASKED 

WHETHER DEMOCRATIC LEADERS WHO ARE ACCOUNTABLE TO THEIR 

PEOPLE AREN'T AT A GRAVE DISADVANTAGE IN NEGOTIATING 

WITH LEADERS OF TOTALITARIAN STATES WHO BEAR NO SUCH 

BURDEN. BELIEVE ME, I THINK I CAN ANSWER THAT 

QUESTION, I CAN SPEAK FROM PERSONAL EXPERIENCE. OVER 

THE LONG RUN, NO LEADER AT THE BARGAINING TABLE CAN 

ENJOY ANY GREATER ADVANTAGE THAN THE KNOWLEDGE THAT HE 

HAS BEHIND HIM A PEOPLE WHO ARE STRONG AND FREE -- AND 

ALERT; AND RESOLVED TO REMAIN THAT WAY. PEOPLE LIKE 

YOU. 

AND IT IS THIS KIND OF INFORMED AND ENLIGHTENE~ 

SUPPORT, THIS HIDDEN STRENGTH OF DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT, 

THAT ENABLED US TO DO WHAT WE DID THIS WEEK AT THE 

WASHINGTON SUMMIT. 

NOW THAT THE TREATY HAS BEEN SIGNED, IT WILL BE 

SUBMITTED TO THE SENATE FOR THE NEXT STEP, THE 

RATIFICATION PROCESS. I WILL MEET WITH THE LEADERSHIP 

OF CONGRESS HERE TOMORROW MORNING, AND I AM CONFIDENT 

THAT THE SENATE WILL NOW ACT IN AN EXPEDITIOUS WAY TO 

FULFILL ITS DUTY UNDER OUR CONSTITUTION. 
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TO THIS END, LET ME EXPLAIN THE BACKGROUND. IN 

THE MID AND LATE 197O's, THE SOVIETS BEGAN TO DEPLOY 

HUNDREDS OF NEW, MOBILE INTERMEDIATE-RANGE MISSILES, 

CAPABLE OF DESTROYING MAJOR CITIES AND MILITARY 

INSTALLATIONS IN EUROPE AND ASIA. THIS ACTION WAS AN 

UNPROVOKED, NEW DIMENSION OF THE THREAT AGAINST OUR 

FRIENDS AND ALLIES ON BOTH CONTINENTS, A NEW THREAT TO 

WHICH THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONS HAD NO COMPARABLE COUNTER. 

DESPITE INTENSE PRESSURE FROM THE SOVIETS, NATO 

PROCEEDED WITH WHAT WE CALLED A "TWO-TRACK POLICY." 

FIRST, WE WOULD DEPLOY A LIMITED NUMBER OF OUR OWN 

I.N.F. MISSILES AS A DETERRENT BUT:· AT THE SAME TIME, 

PUSH HARD IN NEGOTIATIONS TO DO AWAY WITH THIS ENTIRELY 

NEW NUCLEAR THREAT. AND WE SET OUT TO DO THIS WITH A 

FORMULA I FIRST PUT FORWARD IN 1981 -- IT WAS CALLED 

THE ZERO-OPTION; IT MEANT THE COMPLETE ELIMINATION OF 

THESE MISSILES ON BOTH SIDES. 

AT FIRST, MANY CALLED THIS A MERE PROPAGANDA PLOY, 

SOME EVEN HERE IN THIS COUNTRY. BUT WE WERE 

PERSISTENT, OUR ALLIES STEADFAST, AND EVENTUALLY THE 

SOVIETS RETURNED TO THE BARGAINING TABLE. THE RESULT 

IS OUR I.N.F. TREATY. 
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AS YOU SEE FROM THE MAP ON THE SCREEN NOW, THE 

SOVIET MISSILES, WHICH WILL BE REMOVED AND ELIMINATED 

UNDER THE TREATY, HAVE BEEN A MAJOR THREAT TO THE 

SECURITY OF OUR FRIENDS AND ALLIES ON TWO CONTINENTS, 

EUROPE AND ASIA. UNDER THE TERMS OF THIS TREATY, WE 

WILL BE ELIMINATING 400 DEPLOYED WARHEADS WHILE THE 

SOVIET UNION ELIMINATES 1,600, OR FOUR TIMES AS MANY. 

NOW LET ME ALSO POINT OUT THAT THIS DOES NOT, 

HOWEVER, LEAVE NATO UNPROTECTED. IN FACT, WE WILL 

MAINTAIN A SUBSTANTIAL DETERRENT FORCE ON THE GROUND, 

IN THE AIR, AND AT SEA. OUR COMMITMENT TO NATO's 

STRATEGY OF BEING~ABLE TO RESPOND AS NECESSARY TO ANY 

FORM OF AGGRESSION REMAINS STEADFAST. 

AND WITH REGARD TO VERIFICATION, AS I HAVE 

MENTIONED, WE HAVE THE BREAKTHROUGHS OF ON-SITE 

INSPECTIONS AND SHORT-NOTICE INSPECTIONS NOT ONLY AT 

POTENTIAL MISSILE DEPLOYMENT SITES BUT AT THE FACILITY 

WHERE THE SOVIET SS-20 MISSILES AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

HAVE BEEN ASSEMBLED. WE HAVE A VERIFICATION PROCEDURE 

THAT ASSURES EACH SIDE THAT THE MISSILES OF THE OTHER 

SIDE HAVE BEEN DESTROYED AND THAT NEW ONES AREN'T 

BUILT. 
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HERE, THEN, IS A TREATY THAT SHOWS HOW PERSISTENCE 

AND CONSISTENCY EVENTUALLY CAN PAY OFF IN ARMS 

NEGOTIATIONS. AND LET ME ASSURE YOU TOO THAT THIS 

TREATY HAS BEEN ACCOMPLISHED WITH UNPRECEDENTED 

CONSULTATION WITH OUR ALLIES AND FRIENDS. I HAVE 

SPOKEN PERSONALLY WITH THE LEADERS OF THE MAJOR 

DEMOCRACIES, AS HAS SECRETARY SHULTZ AND OUR DIPLOMATS. 

THIS TREATY HAS FULL ALLIED SUPPORT. 

BUT IF PERSISTENCE IS PAYING OFF IN OUR ARMS 

REDUCTIONS EFFORTS, THE QUESTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND 

REGIONAL CONFLICTS ARE STILL PROBLEMS IN OUR RELATIONS . 
.. ,I 

BUT I AM PLEASED THAT SOME PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE IN 

THESE AREAS ALSO. 

NOW IN ADDITION TO THESE CANDID EXCHANGES ON OUR 

4-PART AGENDA, MR. GORBACHEV AND I DID DO SOME 

IMPORTANT PLANNING FOR A MOSCOW SUMMIT NEXT YEAR. WE 

AGREED THAT WE MUST REDOUBLE OUR EFFORTS TO REACH 

AGREEMENTS ON REDUCING THE LEVELS OF U.S. AND SOVIET 

LONG-RANGE OR STRATEGIC NUCLEAR ARMS AS I HAVE PROPOSED 

IN THE "START" NEGOTIATIONS. HE AND I MADE REAL 

PROGRESS TOWARD OUR GOAL FIRST AGREED TO AT GENEVA -
TO ACHIEVE DEEP, SO-PERCENT CUTS IN OUR ARSENALS OF 

THOSE POWERFUL WEAPONS. WE AGREED THAT WE SHOULD BUILD 

ON OUR EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE AGREEMENT ON A "START" TREATY 

AT THE EARLIEST POSSIBLE DATE; AND WE HAVE INSTRUCTED 

OUR DELEGATIONS IN GENEVA ACCORDINGLY. 
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NOW, I BELIEVE DEEP REDUCTION IN THESE OFFENSIVE 

WEAPONS -- ALONG WITH THE DEVELOPMENT OF S.D.I. -

WOULD DO MUCH TO MAKE THE WORLD SAFER. FOR THAT 

REASON, I MADE IT CLEAR THAT OUR S.D.I. PROGRAM WILL 

CONTINUE, AND THAT WHEN WE HAVE A DEFENSE READY TO 

DEPLOY -- WE WILL DO SO. 

ABOUT THE FUTURE, MR. GORBACHEV AND I ALSO AGREED 

THAT, AS NUCLEAR WEAPONS ARE REDUCED, IT BECOMES ALL 

THE MORE IMPORTANT TO REDRESS THE DISPARITIES IN 

CONVENTIONAL AND CHEMICAL WEAPONS, WHERE THE SOVIETS 

NOW ENJOY SIGNIFICANT ADVANTAGES OVER THE UNITED STATES 

AND OUR ALLIES. 

I THINK THEN FROM ALL OF THIS YOU CAN SEE NOT ONLY 

THE DIRECTION OF SOVIET-AMERICAN RELATIONS BUT THE 

LARGER FRAMEWORK OF AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY. AS I TOLD 

THE BRITISH PARLIAMENT IN 1982, WE SEEK TO RID THE 

WORLD OF THE TWO GREAT NIGHTMARES OF THE POST-WAR ERA: 

THE THREAT OF NUCLEAR WAR AND THE THREAT OF 

TOTALITARIANISM. 

THAT IS WHY, BY PURSUING S.D.I., WHICH IS A 

DEFENSE AGAINST OFFENSIVE MISSILES, AND BY GOING FOR 

ARMS REDUCTION RATHER THAN JUST ARMS CONTROL, WE ARE 

MOVING AWAY FROM THE SO-CALLED POLICY OF MUTUAL ASSURED 

DESTRUCTION BY WHICH NATIONS HOLD EACH OTHER HOSTAGE TO 

NUCLEAR TERROR AND DESTRUCTION. 
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SO TOO, WE ARE SAYING THAT THE POST-WAR POLICY OF 

CONTAINMENT IS NO LONGER ENOUGH, THAT THE GOAL OF 

AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY IS BOTH WORLD PEACE AND WORLD 

FREEDOM -- THAT AS A PEOPLE WE HOPE AND WILL WORK FOR A 

DAY WHEN ALL OF GOD's CHILDREN WILL ENJOY THE HUMAN 

DIGNITY THAT THEIR CREATOR INTENDED. I BELIEVE WE 

GAINED SOME GROUND WITH REGARD TO THAT CAUSE IN THESE 

LAST FEW DAYS. 

SINCE MY FIRST DAYS IN OFFICE, I HAVE ARGUED THAT 

THE FUTURE BELONGS NOT TO REPRESSIVE OR TOTALITARIAN 

WAYS OF LIFE BUT TO THE CAUSE OF FREEDOM -- FREEDOM OF 

THE MARKETPLACE, FREEDOM TO SPEAK, ASSEMBLE, AND VOTE. 

AND WHEN WE SEE THE PROGRESS OF DEMOCRACY IN THESE LAST 

YEARS -- FROM LATIN AMERICA TO ASIA -- WE MUST BE 

OPTIMISTIC ABOUT THE FUTURE OF OUR CHILDREN. 

WHEN WE WERE TOGETHER IN ICELAND, MR. GORBACHEV 

TOLD ME THAT THIS SORT OF TALK IS SOMETIMES VIEWED IN 

THE SOVIET UNION AS A THREAT. I TOLD HIM THEN AND I 

HAVE SAID SINCE THEN THAT THIS IS NO THREAT AT ALL BUT 

ONLY A DREAM, THE AMERICAN DREAM. 
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AND IT IS A DREAM THAT HAS MEANT SO MUCH TO SO 

MANY -- A DREAM THAT STILL SHINES OUT TO THE WORLD. 

YOU KNOW A COUPLE OF YEARS AGO, NANCY AND I WERE DEEPLY 

MOVED BY A STORY TOLD BY FORMER NEW YORK TIMES REPORTER 

AND GREEK IMMIGRANT, NICHOLAS GAGE. IT IS THE STORY OF 

ELENI, HIS MOTHER, A WOMAN CAUGHT IN ONE OF THE 

TERRIBLE STRUGGLES OF THE POST-WAR ERA: THE GREEK 

CIVIL WAR AT THE END OF WORLD WAR II, A MOTHER WHO WAS 

TRIED AND EXECUTED BECAUSE SHE SMUGGLED HER CHILDREN 

OUT TO SAFETY IN AMERICA. 

IT IS ALSO THE STORY OF HOW HER SON SECRETLY VOWED 

TO RETURN TO GREECE SOMEDAY TO TAKE VENGEANCE ON THE•. 

MAN WHO HAD SENT HIS MOTHER TO HER DEATH. BUT AT THE 

END OF THE STORY NICHOLAS GAGE FINDS HE CANNOT EXTRACT 

THE VENGEANCE HE PROMISED HIMSELF. MR. GAGE WRITES IT 

WOULD HAVE RELIEVED THE PAIN THAT HAD FILLED HIM FOR SO 

MANY YEARS, BUT IT WOULD ALSO HAVE BROKEN THE ONE 

BRIDGE STILL CONNECTING HIM TO HIS MOTHER, THAT PART OF 

HIM MOST LIKE HER. AS HE TELLS IT: "AND HER FINAL 

CRY ... WAS NOT A CURSE ON HER KILLERS BUT AN INVOCATION 

OF WHAT SHE DIED FOR, A DECLARATION OF LOVE." THESE 

SIMPLE LAST WORDS OF MR. GAGE's MOTHER, OF ELENI, WERE: 

"MY CHILDREN." 

HOW THAT CRY ECHOES DOWN THROUGH THE CENTURIES, A 

CRY FOR ALL CHILDREN OF THE WORLD, A CRY FOR PEACE, FOR 

A WORLD OF LOVE AND UNDERSTANDING. 
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AND IT IS THE HOPE OF HEEDING SUCH WORDS -- THE 

CALL FOR FREEDOM AND PEACE SPOKEN BY A CHOSEN PEOPLE IN 

A PROMISED LAND, THE CALL SPOKEN BY THE NAZARENE 

CARPENTER STANDING AT THE SEA OF GALILEE, THE CARPENTER 

WHOSE BIRTH INTO THE POVERTY OF A STABLE WE 

CELEBRATE -- IT IS THESE WORDS THAT WE REMEMBER AS THE 

HOLIDAY SEASON APPROACHES AND WE REFLECT ON THE EVENTS 

OF THIS WEEK HERE IN WASHINGTON. 

SO, LET US REMEMBER THE CHILDREN, AND THE FUTURE 

WE WANT FOR THEM. AND LET US NEVER FORGET THAT THIS 

PROMISE OF PEACE AND FREEDOM -- THE GIFT THAT IS OURS 

AS AMERICANS -- THE GIFT THAT WE SEEK TO SHARE WITH ALL 

THE WORLD -- DEPENDS FOR ITS STRENGTH ON THE SPIRITUAL 

SOURCE FROM WHICH IT COMES. 

SO DURING THIS HOLY SEASON, LET US ALSO REFLECT 

THAT IN THE PRAYERS OF SIMPLE PEOPLE THERE IS MORE 

POWER AND MIGHT THAN THAT POSSESSED BY ALL THE GREAT 

STATESMEN OR ARMIES OF THE EARTH. LET US THEN THANK 

GOD FOR ALL HIS BLESSINGS TO THIS NATION AND ASK HIM 

FOR HIS HELP AND GUIDANCE; SO THAT WE MIGHT CONTINUE 

THE WORK OF PEACE AND FOSTER THE HOPE OF A WORLD WHERE 

HUMAN FREEDOM IS ENSHRINED. 
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TO SUM UP THEN: THIS SUMMIT WAS A CLEAR SUCCESS; 

WE MADE PROGRESS ON EACH ITEM IN OUR FOUR-PART AGENDA. 

MR. GORBACHEV AND I HAVE AGREED TO MEET IN SEVERAL 

MONTHS IN MOSCOW TO CONTINUE WHAT WE HAVE ACHIEVED 

DURING THESE PAST 3 DAYS. I BELIEVE THERE IS REASON 

FOR BOTH HOPE AND OPTIMISM. 

# ' # 
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION: SUMMIT 

(Griscom/Dolan) 
December 10, 1987 
10:00 a.m. 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER- iO ,--. 1987 
• I l,. • • -

Good evening. As I am speaking to you now, General 

Secretary Gorbachev is leaving American airspace on his return 

trip to the Soviet Union. His departure marks the end of 

3 historic days here in Washington -- in which Secretary 
JOv.Jkl-"" 

Gorbachev and I put in place a foundation for better relations 
A 

between our governments and our peoples. 
~v 

During these 3 days we took A ~tep -- -ettt'lf-Et-T.J:-P'!~~5Q;r--r,.....1.-

caf'l:ould point oat, :1911~ e4!ill a e•i•ieal oae -- towards uilding a 
~ ul-t, t { I, f ~ ~ ',-. ""11- ~ ,, J'~,(,A '1 I,., ,r,,e., •. 

more durable peace; indeed, a step ~fta~ mal ee tae most importaRt 
pf, t..t1•ln-jc "'-"'"''~l't~ i~-h- ~+.J. "-,H---h.. ~,II~ Ml/" ,f ~r . . 

taken sindl "-World Wa1. !I to slow ctbwtrtbe a-.& raoa. 

I am referring to the ~ treaty that we signed Tuesday 

afternoon in the East Room of the White House. I believe this 

treaty represents a landmark in post-war history because it is 

not just an arms control but an arms reduction agreement. Unlike 

treaties of.the ·past, this agreement does not simply establish 

'°'ow"i\l\ ---- ~ceilings for 
~--;Jl(i..c.< . . 

· - 1 weapons In ----
new weapons; it actually reduces the number of such 

• \.- -t •I•~ tl•r.r •I v.r owl f,.,.,.... 
fact, it altogether abolishes intermediat~missiles~ 

/\ 1-i: It ""'• 
~ i:'d!.ope ana @Isewhe1c. .".nEi se, fer :ehe first time, 

l,I{,- Q .-+ 
eliminat!ng an entire cras-s ot,.naeiee.• weepens. 

The verifi~ation measures in this treaty are also something 
~·'l\. ~'r-Y"f-1.fk,".:, ,'~l,'-Ul+.-J, 

~~1 new, on-site inspections and short-notice inspection will be 
/'c ,. ,.J i,,.,,l ...,. JI Nt k ~ II +<-,.""' rf .-« I ,-.I, \l .,_ 1' 'f.J f'4 C~ ""'- u.,k_ oh-,., 1.l 

permitted within the Soviet Union; Again, this is a first-time\t_~f.\7. 

" event, a breakthrough. 
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That is why I believe this treaty will not only lessen the 

threat of nuclear war but can also speed along a process that may 

someday- ,remove that threat ··entirely. Indeed, this treaty -- and 

all that we have achieved during this summit -- signals a broader 
~1/..i ~y it'-ll6''1-e 

l:tftaa ding between the United states and the soviet Union. It 
1A ti. t~ll'!l v< 

is ~R u11daa:atadi.Rj that will help keep the peace as we work 

towards the ultimate goal of our foreign policy: a world where 

the people of every land can decide for themselves their form of 

government and way of life., i ~ ti IN'f'Vlt/ ~ ll=l -,L. hc.tduv-- .y-,e...e.,f--. 

Yet as important as the I.N.F. treaty is, there is a further 

and even more crucial point about the last 3 dais: 
J.l .,_,,,f ✓,w.py ""'4.J,--rf 4 

Soviet-American relations"'~e no 1012!•• llaaea s-••••ly oi, arms 
. . ~ CN'ev-- 'rt<~' O\,\.,.._ kl•'s ,r.( 
control issues~ they •aae fte•.,., •~ a far broader .-aia, one :et\a• 

I' 

-di.as - at its roe• D realism and candor. 

Let me explain this with a saying I have often repeated: 

Nations do not distrust each other because they are armed, they 

are armed because they distrust each other. And just as real 

peace means the presence of freedom and justice, as well as the 

absence of war, so too, summits must be discussions not just 

about arms but about the fundamental differences that cause 

nations to be armed. 

Dealing then with the deeper sources of conflict between 

nations and systems of government is a practical and moral 

imperative. That is why it was vital to establish a broader 

~--~~ Summit agenda, one that dealt not only with arms ~eR~Eel but 
ilfo 

~-i-s&ues &uon a& Qilate1:al]J people-to-people contacts between 
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our nations and -- most important ---~he-issues of human rights 

and regional conflicts. 
~ • b;,-','-'-j ~ 1 --r ~ '-ti ~ 4W ./-, t tlll J c, t1> , t), rJw d t:r ,11...r .,.,.,,.. .r 

4'1H!I 41. tlvl 19ttmm~a~e6'da we ha.-.e aaeJl~e.r. By doia,g: ao, we "" 
1i- c, ~ ~ l;l,"C..1/ ;.,u/ -~I t t ,~r ~ I- ~ ~ - a/- IL ~ rl b:!A-:~;/'j';J/t~r~it~~ C:QAt-~ .....,,..,,. i. .. t more i: .. na..,en-.al 

:::::

8 a:,.::r•:w:
0

::::1":~tn:::u:::~":n::e½ati011~, 
}.usti:Cies b&ch Qf!'.ellq In taiit& uay, we have put 

Soviet-American relations on a far more candid, far more 

realistic, far sounder footing. 

It also means that while there is movement -- indeed, 

dramatic movement -- in~ arms reductio17€1.c)la. much remains to 
.fl,...f-....... , •$ ~,, .s,). 

be done in~these other critical areas I have mentioned, 

especially -- and this goes without saying -- in advancing our 

goal of a world open to the expansion of human freedom and the 

growth of democratic government: 

~UL Whi'!ij :kash II\ 11 c J 1 n i&bU, 
r-

1 am ~leases ~a Peper~ ~e 

•yett the eit1nifieaf\ae pt ogt ess we have made isR taaca Hraa. il'l 

with 

-- ert the • accaz: saf ;s:agioRal eonflict:9ff I spoke candidly 
_ · - -rlOFAAI e,,.(u rA-r, ~r,:,Li-dt 

Mr. Gorbachev on
11

the burning issue of Afghanistan. The 

Soviet invasion and occupation of that sovereign nation, an act 

condemned overwhelmingly by every session of the United Nations 

General Assembly, is a matter of utmost concern to the United 
l4il~ "'"· ~\,.. ~" arJ~ ~ d lt,-r /..LJ;..-< -It, "'41t.fv,.'- hi.th., , 

States. I eaR tell yew. 1=ha4! thE !evicts mas~ set an exact date ~~ 
~"'-~ ~(,J\J'Vl\A.nl wnW ~,, ~ ~kr/, ok. ft... M11-7~ · 

~e segin •. 1ithdrawing its __ _troaps and an eJEae~ powiea of ~hne when ~! 
~v, ,ll..... ~ Y:1n;,...l'JJ,1 t-t: ~ ./o ~W{-f ,h,.. t,ttr,,/v,,,r -t\J'T"'-

th; s will i&a s;e• pla4i s !ihi ic ecse~ towarcl-•. 
-It .fJ-,o-·,/ ~ ~ I"'- ~ IA /,,vu. t'k,I k,/- r-✓o I ..,,,~;-._. ,"'- 12... UN ~r~ , 4, 
~u7 h...,,.;.. ~cJ~~ p~f'f>4- l\.-11\,4 +it r~ ~~ ~v-. 



American people, as full participants in our discussions. Though 

it may surprise Mr. Gorbachev to discover that all this time 

there has been a third party in the room with us, I do firmly 

believe the principal credit for the patience and persistence 

that brought success this year belongs to you, the American 

people. 

Your support over these last 7 years has laid the basis for 

these negotiations, your support made it possible for us to 

rebuild our military strength; to liberate Grenada, tcf"rc.r~ 
against terrorism in Libya, and more recently, to protect our 

•wl '.1,+t.- ,,,,.;,t.~wtr . 
strategic interests/\in the Persian Gulf. Your support made . 

possible our policy of providing aid to freedom fighters like 
Aw.I~, urtt ~~, 

those in Afghanistan, Nicara~a,~and other places around the 

globe. And when last year at Reykjavik, I refused Soviet demands 

that we trade away S.D.I. -- our Strategic Defense Initiative 
IMf~ J~~ jlv-l IIJ 4 hi,~ .-./1,~ft'& 

that {fe\ilali er:oct a •~ace shieJ f, -against t,.cumiiig) missiles -- your 
~ ~ 

overwhelming support made it clear to the Soviet leaders that the 

American people prefer no deal to a bad deal and will back their 
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President on matters of national security. In short,~our 
1,v;ll<"J c; .r~~-

support for our foreign policy goals -- £he ~resena~ien e,I peace 

as we advance the cause of world freedom -- a~i helped bring the 
1-.f.- VM/G,$ 1:f ~ .f. L.w_~ t; 

Soviets to the bargaining tabl~fta - •e possible t:tM • w-.e Cf 
v-u_l, ~~I l~V'fN'r~l4,,f- i~ avr rtlA~ ✓-
:s)ue enmm1t. · "f 

You know, the question has often been asked whether 

democratic leaders who are accountable to their people aren't at 

a grave disadvantage in negotiating with leaders&,~ ~etali~a~iaH 

9ta~a~who bear no such burden. Believe me, I think I can answer 

that question, I can speak from personal experience. Over the 

long run, no leader at the bargaining table can enjoy any greater 

advantage than the knowledge he has b7hind him a people who are 

strong and free -- and alert: and resolved to remain that way. 

People like you. 

And it is this kind of informed and enlightened support, 

this hidden strength of democratic government that enabled us to 

do what we did this week at the Washington summit. 

And that's why tonight~ am again asking your support. In a 

very short time, the treaty I signed with Mr. Gorbachev will go 

to the United States Senate for ratification. And I am asking 

you tonight to tell your Senators this treaty has your full 

support. 

To this end, let me explain the background. In the mid and 

. ~~~ 
late 1970's, the Soviets began to deploy hundreds of newJ. A 

-Y1vtc ~ ~-114. < -W"'Y ~ .ff' -~ '>,, c.,,. Mt. ~ e/lP..,.7i ~ 
intermediate missiles, mea~gf tAam mogiJe. that were,b~geted oP--

~11Y ~ ,v.1_ ~.~. y,.,e,J ,.,,_ UVIJvN°'L,u/ 
11<:!ities and _military installa_tions ,t Europe~ ~his action""gra aly J 

~ \,.., I, ~t1t.J"c·11-< rl t_ -1\!~ I '#t'IJ ... N'y 'h~r # ,/I, ~r Ho ~~ CJ,t,f; N wt-;r J ef 
Ypset ehe balance of power in l!.u1ope, they 1ep1e3entes a tota1J y 
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new iwsl e_. threat~o Eurepe afta uapgl /;,, which the democratic 

nations had 
C#u~-

no comparable --•s•••ent. 
A 

Despite intense pressure from the Soviets, NATO proceeded 

with what we called a "two-track policy." First, we would 
1hwi.4d"vv,~ •I I.Nr 

deploy Jf>Ur own iftec1111ediaff,...missiles as a deterrent but at the 

same time, push hard in negotiations to do away with this 

entirely new~rij ~,~J!~~eeei Auel ear ,uiicialitL~ And we 
S' ~-#- CV 4,-, (). ~ J'tl II I 4 

{propo&ee to do this with~-.gmetA~ng> I first proposed in 1981 -- it -
was called the zero-option; it meant the complete elimination of 

'bt:msJia•I)\ missiles on both sides. 
~ ... , 

At first, 9ile se..-i. • se called this 

some even here in this country~a,•aea. 
. 

and eventually the Soviets returned to 

result is our I.N.F. treaty. 

a mere propaganda ploy,~ 
avr1II~ Jt-f.,d~sf, 

But we were persistent 
. ~A 

the bargaining table. The 

As you see from the map on the screen now, the Soviet 

missiles which will be removed and eliminated under the treaty 

have been a major threat to the security of our friends and 

allies on two continents, Europe and Asia. Under the terms of 
1\a,,,\-

this treaty, we will be eliminating,.400 deployed warheads while 
Jfl'#A. 

the Soviet Union eliminates 1,600 or 4 times more. 
A ) 

Now let me also point out that this does not, however, leave 
~ At/r.t.~ \"-'/t.eA, ~- ~(h~ ~s ~'~'"'r •'h 

Hf£•• ~}lt n'1±8ar dgtgggjffl,1:. In fact,.J'!!~.-ll4S thCdl!lf!llfteiS . 

f,/Y)ft-k:h--./ n-r11-,f-- U..ffl~,.....,,~,.\'"t~if" ..... ~ ~ -~w tJrf~-:st, •tut FMui. 

'

1 ef eert.hl:efield n'tlel~:r:: weapon& :in EYI"~ .,_ , "· ,. ------
It 11~.J 1v-c: ~~-i~"'t, ~,~ """"' Ylu.t'L4~ ar-f(\ t-tkT ~ c., ~ • 11 --,, 

And with regard to verification, as I have mentioned, we ' 

have the breakthroughs of on-site inspections and short-notice 

inspections not only at potential missit~r~~but at the 
# Ct Ii' 1 J evt-« rT - "'u> "--'vt' ~"" I' .J,:/,w I,( 4J. 

f8g._tgr~~~ where the~missiles and their comp~~ents)lre !•oducea~- . 
<9~ """"''~\,4,~ J. /tl-To's s~ )-; rl ~'~ ,-,k f. f'.I,.,,._, I.I' ~c.J'J:t,,"J +o 

( ~ -4-- ~ , I a,,re r ,.~ ~ .--.. , ;_., ~,.{.j-1 ~ 
'----- -· -- -
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We have a verification procedure that assures each side that the 
~ ~t- )\l'-"" ~.S Grt-lil ~ ~_,i/.f-

missiles of the other side have been destroyedJC • 

Here}then
1

is a treaty that shows how persistence and 

consistency eventually can pay off in arms negotiations. And let 

me assure you too that this treaty has been accomplished with 
fltliMt~.r. 

unprecedented consultation with our alliesA I have spoken 

personally with the leaders of the major ~L1•~ democracies as 
~\I'( ~tt-t l\-"'1/,* 11""'~~ dit:::;::. r. . 
~ Secretary Shultz and our H~T diplome:tic pet sum.cl. This 

I 1/1,<-e,/ 
treaty has -'hei~ full,_ support. 

But if persistence is paying off in our arms reductions 

efforts :f:'t'f.c ':'f su~!~,-r!J.s~ :i? yg:~cZtf:-:u~~p~~ !; !~~ ,·✓ 
~"~"' 'v-,'-fkt,, ,~.r-,,·1 1V111t~ • .., .-~~ ~,,,.-,..1. ~I ;,,.~.,.,,.,,...,._ ,~ 
aaJtiRIJ p•6,1:1e33 iPl 'ehe awaa& ai •a1Ji.•1u1:l eePlfi io'ea end h11•an 
~ l.'H!-lt 'tltnvld 1tN ''- t kW~ ~Jf fa '1. l+J-t.V'IJ ~uJ,'-JkS/, ;I. 

""rl.lJft t!I. 

Now I have already mentioned that Mr. Gorbachev and I have 

discussed the importance of Soviet troop withdrawals from 

Afghanistan. Once again, let me only state that progress on this 

front is vital to the improvement of Soviet-American relations. 

In addition to Afghanistan, I can also report to you tonight that 
~ U"''"t \,,, _;· t , -"1. . .:.,· .... ,A . . .... 1r~'I 

_pfspokeAw•thr - Cs••••he¥
1
about Soviet ill•el!'(,,entigA in other 

critical regionsm sti:ateyic chok:epuiuea. In Angola, where 
~'-4---u~~ ,wt lJ,t:rn> . 

Soviet a,t,acd 10,ooel\of Castro's Cuban mercenaries sustain ~a-

·unpepttla1!.: §,1 tr t1e±iJ:. Communist regime; in Cambodia where armed 
~; 'J oreue--"...,,. c-ul CAt1v-,I • 

resistance continues to~ozth "'1Lii&hi s 1'rueal fulea, and, most of 

all, here in our own hemisphere, in the Central American nation 

of Nicaragua. 

On this point, I must candidly report to you some 

disappointing news: our efforts to get the Soviets to remove 
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. ~\K. L---
their military personnel from Nicaragua~ nof:successful. Nor 

~~,-c 
were our efforts to stop the flow of Soviet...w.ms and military . .,~.,. 
aid -- now totaling over $1 billion -- to the Communist 

""' 
Sandinista regime in Nicaragua. At this critical time in Central 

America, this lack of movement was discouraging to me and to all 

who support the cause of democracy for all Central Americans . 

So tonight, I must tell you of my firm resolve to stand by 

those brave Nicaraguans fighting for freedom. I will urge 

Congress in the strongest terms to continue aid to the freedom 

fighters which expires just before Christmas. If Congress 

LJ..._d,a.-t-'tr will not support this reques) ~ci j oi~ t,dtti :me .ill eenliiaAf3' 0 

\TS.;..,~ Mreng si53na J both tQ Han?'3'\iil a11a Uesee.,I), then our country will 
ft~fAt 1·· ·.- ., ···•·•· ·-·--.. .. ·-· . --- •---- &,t~t'\/j 4-~ ll'(i,.,,Al h ,MJ.rc,w 6~crtA--,h_ "-rrv · be making a serious mistake ~at gouJ d ex:t"i ngpj sh the fl.aae ef 
~ _ --,./ vr,1,-1-,, b,?, _bf-'1l-t , ~ 'If ,.,,,.rl-~ • fr r t"'f! r o.v-rv-f i,.. t,.,rrv~ ,1 ~ j v-i ,__ •f-,. I;~ 

~t wl7 \ ,.. {L~f ,-r ~., ._, ~~.1,r::1 ~~ ~ tc,·,.r i K 11- l,1/tt+ #6,., 
~'t~ ~ ' Now in addi tic>n to (!akiftg :the pt egreee, ehara I haYe allieatig) ~"'-
,\,- ""'~ \' ~,~ c.-..t, .. , t. V..t liu ~,I r. .£,~::;~~~••R••~on our 4-part aienda, Mr. Gorbachev and I did do some 

J'~ important planning for~Moscow summit next year. We agreed 

~-·--, 
',J( \..v-4 
,L""" ~ 

ti.J~ ....... ¥(.A 

that we must redouble our efforts to reach agreements on reducing 
tY r+.t•I •~, ".1 ,. " ~.,. 11.s z 

the levels of U.S. and Soviet long-range nuclear ueapens 110w 

~\I( f Vll'-#.ruf ,; It lk_ 
\iRaer1~99uea••r» in the START negotiations. Ce11eral Sce2eea.y 

Cewaa lrto and I reaffirmed this week our commitment -- made at 

Reykjavik -- to achieve deep, 50 percent cuts in our arsenals of 

those fif;::-!:ing weapons. We agreed that we should build on our 

efforts to achieve agreement on a START treaty at the earliest 

possible date; and we have instructed our delegations in Geneva 

accordingly. 
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Now, I believe deep reductions in these offensive weapons -
~-+(# "''V-4, 411._,.~~ ., .. .t,~ 

along with the development ofAS.O.I. -- would do much to make the 
~yf.l,~ . 

world •••• frem nucleaz wa• s• fikial:e I "as r,ieascd l!hc o•nriat& 
" 

dwe,pcd thciz insi:tt?enee t!kat we dl5dhddh S.D.I. hs::s: •• e, I 

~"", ~~ . . . ~ remain concerned over~ efforts to limit our vital esearc 
r ~ "A II · 
-> D ~ . -~ -·-

in Qia areal I reiterated the point that providing-1· strategic 

defens~ra aaieY is too important to restrict the promise it 
~ rt'"""~ }..y, ..._ ~ ~\.H. ~ ~ • ., oYl """"'"' 

holds for the future. ~ k ,.,,.,_ -fi"N, u 4- ~I &.-,""-, iul ~,1u, 

About the future, Mr. Gorbachev and I -also agreed that as 

nuclear weapons are reducedrit becomes all the more important to 
.,q..-e;-r _ &.. dt,s('Arf f,'y...s _ · . . -. 

~ddilre:!s ot.M:e,l'. arms eont:rel 1ss\Ses 111cl ach1~ conventional and 
- ~\--< 

chemical weapons, -ea,aR& ifl whie.!!>the Soviets now enjoy 
- IM. fh 1/f ,-., r. 

significant advantages over the United State~~ 

I think then from all of this you can see not only the 

direction of Soviet-American relations but the larger framework 
~v'"'t4t"' 

of Ml9' foreign policy. As I told the British Parliament in 198 1, 

we seek to rid the world 1of the two great nightmares of the 
'• 

post-war era: the threat of nuclear war and the threat of 
"\NT'"""!I -totalitarianism. That is why by•awild~ ... s.o.I., which is a 

_defense against offensive missiles/and by going for arms 

reduction rather than just arms control. we are moving away from 
lt., tA,ct. . 

the so-called policy of Mutual Assured Destruction uba5a nations 

hold each other hostage to nuclear terror and destruction. So 

too, we are saying that the post-war policy of containment is no 

longer enough, that the goal of American foreign .policy is both , ·~..,. 
F5~e peace and world freedom .-- that as a people we hope and 

will work for a day when all of God's children will enjoy the 
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human dignity that their creator intended, a dignity best assured 

on this Earth by free and democratic government, ,J '"..,_.,. -r-,-,'1h. 
I have heard some say that this is a philosophy of 

"rollback" of communism. But this is .the wrong description 

because it concedes the idea that~rection of history has been 
.A 

towards totalitarianism. Since my first days in office, I have 

argued that the future belongs not to repressive or totalitarian 

ways of life but to the cause of freedom -- freedom of the 

marketplace, freedom to speak, assemble, and vote. And when we 
U,~""4 

see the progress of democracy in these last years -- from Ce"~~al 

America to Asia -- we must be optimistic about the future of our 

children. . . 
When we were together in Iceland, Mr. Gorbachev told me that 

this sort of talk is sometimes viewed in the Soviet Union as a 

threat. I have said since then that this is no threat at all but 

only a dream, the American dream. 

And it is a dream that has meant so much to so many -- a 

dream that still shines out to the world. You know a few years 

ago, Nancy and I were deeply moved by a story told by former 

New York Times reporter and Greek immigrant, Nicholas Gage. It 

is the story of Eleni, his mother, a woman caught in one of the 

terrible struggles of the post-war era: the Greek civil war at 
C \.'1 c,....,. .-riu J 

the end of World War II, a mother who was tried and executed 
"' 

because she smuggled her children out to safety in America. 

It is also the story of how her son secretly vowed to return 

to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man who had sent his 

mother to her death. But at the end of the story Nicholas Gage 

-
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finds he cannot extract the vengeance he promised himself. 

Mr. Gage writes it would have relieved the pain that had filled 

him for so many years but it would also have broken the one 

bridge still connecting him to his mother, that part of him most 

like he✓ As he tells it: "the final cry of my mother .... was 

not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what she died 

for, a declaration of love." These simple last words of 

Mr. Gage's mother, of Eleni, were: "My children." 

How that cry echoes down through the centuries, a cry for 

all children of the world, a cry for peace, for a world of love 

and understanding. 

And it is the hope of heeding such words -- the call. for 

. '"' freedom and peace spoken by a chosen ·people&n a desert journey 

t~a promised land, the call spoken by the Nazarene carpenter 

standing at the Sea of Galilee -- it is these words that we 

remember as the holiday season approaches and we reflect on the 

events of this week here in Washington. 

So, let us remember the children, and the future we want for 

them. And let us never forget that this promise of peace and 

freedom the gift that is ours as Americans the gift that we 

seek to share with the entire word -- depends for its strength on 

the spiritual source from which it came. 

So during this holy season, let us also recall that in the 

prayers of simple people there is more power and might than that 

of all the great statesmen or armies of the Earth. Let us then 

thank God for all his blessings to this Nation and ask him for 

his help and guidance; so that we might continue the work of 



. ! 

-
(Griacom/Dolan) 
December 9, 1987 
9:00 p.m. 

PREfiDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION: SUMMIT 
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 10, 1987 

Good evening. As I am speaking to you now, General 

Secretary Gorbachev is leaving American airspace on his return 

trip to the Soviet Union. His departure marks the end of 

-- -3 historic days here in Washington, in which Secretary 

Gorbachev and I put in place a foundation for better relations 

between our governments and our peoples. 

During these 3 days we took a step -- only a first step, I 

should point out, but still a critical one -- towards building a 

more durable peace; indeed, a step that may be the most important 

taken since Woild War II to slow down the arms race. 

I am referring to the arms treaty that we signed Tuesday 

afternoon in the East Room of the White House. I believe this 

treaty represents a landmark in post-war history because it is 

not just an arms control but an arms reduction agreement. Unlike 

treaties of the past, this agreement does not simply establish 

ceilings for new weapons; it actually reduces the number of such 

weapons. In fact, it altogether abolishes intermediate missiles 

in Europe and elsewhere. And so, for the first time, we are 

eliminating an entire class of nuclear weapons. 

The verification measures in this treaty are also something 

new. On-site inspections and short-notice inspection will be 

permitted within the Soviet Union. Again, this is a first-time 

event, a breakthrough. 
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That is why I believe this treaty will not only lessen the 

threat of nuclear war but can also speed along a process that may 

someday remove that threat entirely. Indeed, this treaty -- and . ~ 
all that we have achieved'-it"{;.'2p'!ll~ ::Ca,ul __ signals a broader 

understanding between the United States and the Soviet Union. It 

is an understanding that will help keep the peace as we work 

towards the ultimate goal of our foreign policy: a world where 

the people of every land can decide for themselves their form of 

government and way of life. 

Yet as important as the I.N.F. treaty is, there is a further 

and even more crucial point about the last 3 days: 

Soviet-American relations are no longer based strictly on arms 

control issues, they rest now on a far broader basis, one that 

has -- at its root -- realism and candor. 

Let me explain this with a saying I have often repeated: 

Nations do not distrust each other because they are armed, they 

are armed because they distrust each other. And just as real 

peace means the presence of freedom and justice, as well as the 

absence of war, so too, summits must be discussions not just 

about arms but about the fundamental differences that cause 

nations to be armed. 

Dealing then with the deeper sources of conflict between 

nations and systems of government is a practical and moral 

imperative. That is why it was vital to establish a broader 

Summit agenda, one that dealt not only with arms control but 

other issues such as bilateral, people-to-people contacts between 
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our nations and -- most important -- the issues of human rights 

and regional conflicts. 

This is the summit agenda we have adopted. By doing so, we 

have dealt not just with arms control issues but more fundamental 

problems such as Soviet expansionism and human rights violations, 

as well as our own moral opposition to the ideology that 

justifies such practices. In this way, we have put 

Soviet-American relations on a far more candid, far more 

realistic, far sounder footing. 

It also means that while there is movement -- indeed, 

dramatic movement -- in the arms reduction area, much remains to 

be done in these other critical areas I have mentioned, 

especially -- and this goes without saying -- in advancing our 

goal of a world open to the expansion of human freedom and the 

growth of democratic government. 

But while much work lies ahead, I am pleased to report to 

you the significant progress we have made in these area in 

addition to arms control. 

-- On the matter of regional conflicts, I spoke candidly 

with Mr. Gorbachev on the burning issue of Afghanistan. The 

~• soviet invasion and occupation of 

~~ 
that sovereign nation, an act 

~ condemned overwhelmingly by every 

, General Assembly, is a matter of utmost concern to the United 

session of the United Nations 

~-,&,~ states. I can tell 
~~-

iieeJsachc, coufirmcel CO Me Litat 

(j) human rights, we continued the 
,;,, '6,f-, kP' 

ier summits. (insert) _1 -'-~ L 
. t ~II A,.~c.T a111t e,.. TD 

flee ~""'~+s rn11sC • ~ S aA'IO .,, ~~ts..c:f , 
,,Ci;.-- wi-1-kdr._~~ '~ -l~•f ~·11 k Clt1 /~-ltJ. 

e1 ~ _ ~ ..f, i ,_,. c- ,,.,J. .,,. +lo l ,,.,. ,11-. O"I"" 

- . - ;... ~~lll.wl;A/. -,..,.,.,.J 

-- So too on 

progress made at 
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-- And finally with regard to the last item on our agenda 
issv ~s .) 

bilateral\•• psepln ,n t JJ ) y -- we signed several 

important agreements that will increase such contacts between our 

nations. es I 1 I l ,~ i-l,,.. ~ ,,,_~ ~) 

As I say the progress we made on this broad front reflects a 

better basis for understanding between ourselves and the soviets. 

But it also reflects something deeper as well. You see, since 

the summit process began in 1985, I have always regarded you, the 

American people, as full participants in our discussions. Though 

it may surprise Mr. Gorbachev to discover that all this time 

there has been a third party in the room with us, I do firmly 

believe the principal credit for the patience and persistence 

that brought success this year belongs to you, the American .... 

people. 

Q.-~--r.,a./ Your support over these last 7 years has laid the basis for 

these negotiations, your support made it possible for us to 

rebuild our military strength; to liberate Grenada, to move 

against terrorism in Libya, and more recently, to protect our 

strategic interests in the Persian Gulf. Your support made 

possible our policy of providing aid to freedom fighters like 

those in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, and other places around the 

globe. And when last year at Reykjavik, I refused Soviet demands 

that we trade away S.D.I. -- our Strategic Defense Initiative 

that would erect a space shield against incoming missiles -- your 

overwhelming support made it clear to the Soviet leaders that the 

American people prefer no deal to a bad deal and will back their 

President on matters of national security. In short, your 
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support for our foreign policy goals pensa • hrnnlJib at»angth M JI 
we ado&Hce en@ 63611 6£ 00110 tteedua have helped bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table and made possible the success of 

this summit. 

You know, the question has often been asked whether 

democratic leaders who are accountable to their people aren't at 

a grave disadvantage in negotiating with leaders of totalitarian 

states who bear no such burden. Believe me, I think I can answer 

that question, I can speak from personal experience. Over the 

long run, no leader at the bargaining table can enjoy any greater 

advantage than the knowledge he has behind him a people who are 

strong and free -- and alert; and resolved to remain that way. 

People like you. 

And it is this kind of informed and enlightened support, 

this hidden strength of democratic government that enabled us to 

do what we did this week at the Washington summit. 

And that's why tonight I am again asking your support. In a 

very short time, the treaty I signed with Mr. Gorbachev will go 

to the United States Senate for ratification. And I am asking 

you tonight to tell your Senators this treaty has your full 

support. 

To this end, let me explain the background. In the mid and 

late 1970's, the Soviets began to deploy hundreds of new 

intermediate missiles, most of them mobile, that were targeted on 

cities and military installations in Europe. This action gravely 

upset the balance of power in Europe; they represented a totally 
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new nuclear threat to Europe and Japan for which the democratic 

nations had no comparable deterrent. 

Despite intense pressure from the Soviets, NATO proceeded 

with what we called a "two-track policy." First, we would 

deploy our own intermediate missiles as a deterrent but at the 

same time, push hard in negotiations to do away with this 

entirely new and unprecedented nuclear escalation. And we 

proposed to do this with something I first proposed in 1981 -- it 

was called the zero-option; it meant the complete elimination of 

intermediate missiles on both sides. 

At first, the Soviets called this a mere propaganda ploy and 

some even here in this country agreed. But we were persistent 

and eventually the Soviets.~eturned to the bargaining table. The 

result is our I.N.F. treaty. 

As you see from the map on the screen now, the Soviet 

missiles which will be removed and eliminated under the treaty 

have been a major threat to the security of our friends and 

allies on two continents, Europe and Asia. Under the terms of 

this treaty, we . will be eliminating 400 deployed warheads while 

the Soviet Union eliminates 1,600 or 4 times more. 

Now let me also point out that this does not, however, leave 

NATO without nuclear deterrent. In fact, we still have thousands 

of battlefield nuclear weapons in Europe. 

And with regard to verification, as I have mentioned, we 

have the breakthroughs of on-site inspections and short-notice 

inspections not only at potential missile sites but at the 

factories where the missiles and their components are produced. 
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<:!M J it all] we have a verification procedure that assures 

each side that the missiles of the other side have been 

art 

wil 

ssiles eastward, J"'ere 

of Siber· 

Here then 
~ .... .,~ ..... 

•n• • t • azl.'C:?'!:aaaoh f • 2 peace; one that 

shows how persistence and consistency eventually can pay off in 

arms negotiations. And let me assure you too that this treaty 

has been accomplished with unprecedented consultation with our 
. 

allies. ~ have spoken personally with the leaders of the major 

European democracies as has Secretary Shultz and our NATO and 

diplomatic personnel. This treaty has their full support. 

But if persistence is paying off in our arms reductions 

efforts let me also say that with your continued support we are 

making progress in the areas of regional conflicts and human 

rights. 

Now I have already mentioned that Mr. Gorbachev and I have 

discussed the importance of Soviet troop withdrawals from 

Afghanistan. once again, let me only state that progress on this 

front is vital to the improvement of Soviet-American relations. 

In addition to Afghanistan, I can also report to you tonight that 

I spoke with Mr. Gorbachev about Soviet intervention in other 

critical regions or strategic chokepoints. In Angola, where 

Soviet aid and 40,000 of Castro's Cuban mercenaries sustain an 
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unpopular and tottering Communist regime; in Cambodia where armed 

resistance continues to North Vietnam's brutal rule; and, most of 

all, here in our own hemisphere, in the Central American nation 

of Nicaragua. 

On this point of you may not be aware that the Soviet 

has poured 

Communist 

than $1 

h the help of 

its own 

Rica. 

Now e often said 

bas 

with. then 

against the 

bargaining ta le but, unde terms 

enact 

Thanks to these and the 

the Central American nations in olved in 

ilitary aid to prop 

With this aid 

e that oppresses 

ighboring 

waged a 

come 

Costa 

only 

a few 

and 

fight 

the 

eace plan worked out 

democratic reforms. 
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On this point, I must candidly report to you some disappointing news: 

our efforts to get the Soviets to remove their military personnel from 

Nicaragua were not successful. Nor were our efforts to stop the flow of 

Soviet anns and military aid -- now totaling over $1 billion -- to the 

Corrmunist Sandinista regime in Nicaragua. At this critical time in Central 

America, this lack of movement was discouraging to me and to all who support 

the cause of democracy for all Central Americans. 

So tonight, I must tell you of my finn resolve to stand by those brave 

Nicaraguans fighting for freedom. I will urge Congress in the strongest terms 

to continue aid to the freedom fighters -- which expires just before Christmas. 

If Congress will not support this request and join with me in sending a 

strong signal both the Managua and Moscow, then our country will be making 

a serious mistake that could extinguish the flame of freedom in Nicaragua -

not just now but for generations to come. 
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Now in addition to making the progress, that I have already 

outlined on our 4-part agenda, Mr. Gorbachev and I did do some 
_. ~ \ "&'It 'tC•.r/' 

important planning for the 111111••- Moscow summit~ We agreed 

that we must redouble our efforts to reach agreements on reducing 

the levels of U.S. and Soviet long-range nuclear weapons now 

under discussion in the START negotiations. General Secretary 

Gorbachev and I reaffirmed this week our commitment -- made at 

Reykjavik -- to 

those frightening weapons. We agreed 

\\ 
our efforts to achieve agreement on a START treaty ay iihc Lime of 
a.t •~ ••rlult ,-«~1•1e c,Jc.; / 

\aa Hea••1J PUDSi.a rand we have instructed o-y_r 

Geneva accordingly. 

Now, I believe deep reductions in these offensive weapons -

along with the development of s.o.r. -- would do much to make the 
So ~h % w--, C''"'-' world safe from nuclear war. W.ieh :ie whf I am •1.•n 9:Zalii ~ 

It report t • l •11 5Ae the Soviets Ila, e new dropped their insistence 1 \) ...___ I . • I ~ . I ,, • C t , . s's C a I C ' • ~'?!I,, •. -~ " 
that we abandon s. D. I· • I•ll•••• Yr Carbacbar: kas a •• ittcd tl1at 

---4 % rcikratcd Ht& 7'!Mt ti.al 'l!t!ie--iiilll~••--N"...,~,...w.,._,...,..,.'""'· p .. ,,.,,.,, . .., .. st,--.HSie,, ~tlfltS.-uc. 

nuclear 

address 

ia '-• ,•.,.,•~ •11T rcsf•lc.t .,..c ,., .. ;,, ib ,..,. Ar Hat /.., 
e, Mr. Gorbachev and I also agreed that as 

are reduced; it becomes all the more important to 

arms control issues including conventional and 

weapons, weapons in which the Soviets now enjoy 

over the United States. 

I think then from all of this you can see not only the 

direction of Soviet-American relations but the larger framework 
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of our foreign policy. As I told the British Parliament in 1981, 

we seek to rid the world of the two great nightmares of the 

post-war era: the threat of nuclear war and the threat of 

totalitarianism. That is why by building S.D.I., which is a 

defense against offensive missiles and by going for arms 

reduction rather than just arms control, we are moving away from 

the so-called Mn 8 ps?iev, tho policy of Mutual Assured 

Destruction where nations hold each other hostage to nuclear 

terror and destruction. So too, we are saying that the post-war 

policy of containment is no longer enough, that the goal of 

American foreign policy is both world peace and world freedom 

that as a people we hope and will work for a day when all of 

God's children will enjoy upe huinan dignity that their creator 

intended, a dignity best assured on this Earth by free and 

democratic government. 

I have heard some say that this is a philosophy of 

"rollback" of communism. But this is the wrong description 

because it concedes the idea that direction of history has been 

towards totalitarianism. Since my first days in office, I have 

argued that the future belongs not to repressive or totalitarian 

ways of life but to the cause of freedom -- freedom of the 

marketplace, freedom to speak, assemble, and vote. And when we 

see the progress of democracy in these last years -- from Central 

America to Asia -- we must be optimistic about the future of our 

children. 

When we were together in Iceland, Mr. Gorbachev told me that 

this sort of talk is sometimes viewed in the soviet Union as a 
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threat. I have said since then that this is no threat at all but 

only a dream, the American dream. 

And it is a dream that has meant so much to so many -- a 

dream that still shines out to the world. You know a few years 

ago, Nancy and I were deeply moved by a story told by former 

New York Times reporter and Greek immigrant, Nicholas Gage. It 

is the story of Eleni, his mother, a woman caught in one of the 

terrible struggles of the post-war era: the Greek civil war at 

the end of World War II, a mother who was tried and executed 

because she smuggled her children out to safety in America. 

It is also the story of how her son secretly vowed to return 

to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man who had sent his 

mother td-her death. But at the end of the story Nicholas Gage 

finds he cannot extract the vengeance he promised himself. 

Mr. Gage writes it would have relieved the pain that had filled 

him for so many years but it would also have broken the one 

bridge still connecting him to his mother, that part of him most 

like here. As he tells it: "the final cry of my mother .•.. was 

not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what she died 

for, a declaration of love." These simple last words of 

Mr. Gage's mother, of Eleni, were: "My children." 

How that cry echoes down through the centuries, a cry for 

all children of the world, a cry for peace, for a world of love 

and understanding. 

And it is the hope of heeding such words -- the call for 

freedom and peace spoken by a chosen people on a desert journey 

to a promised land, the call spoken by the Nazarene carpenter 
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standing at the Sea of Galilee -- it is these words that we 

remember as the holiday season approaches and we reflect on the 

events of this week here in Washington. 

So, let us remember the children, and the future we want for 

them. And let us never forget that this promise of peace and 

freedom the gift that is ours as Americans the gift that we 

seek to share with the entire word -- depends for its strength on 

the spiritual source from which it came. 

So during this holy season, let us also recall that in the 

prayers of simple people there is more power and might than that 

of all the great statesmen or armies of the Earth. Let us then 

thank God for all his blessings to this Nation and ask him for 

his help and guidance; so that we might continue the work of 

peace and foster the hope of a world where human freedom is 

enshrined. 
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peace and foster the hope of a world where human freedom is 

enshrined. 
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 10, 1987 

Good evening. As I am speaking to you now, General 

Secretary Gorbachev is leaving American airspace on his return 

trip to the soviet Union. His departure marks the end of 

3 historic days here in Washington -- in which Secretary 

Gorbachev and I put in place a foundation for better relations 

between our governments and our peoples. 

During these 3 days we took a step -- only a first step, I 

should point out, but still a critical one -- towards building a 

more durable peace; indeed, a step that may be the most important 
• 

taken since World ~ar II to slow down the arms race. 

I am referring to the arms treaty that we signed Tuesday 

afternoon in the East Room of the White House. I believe this 

treaty represents a landmark in post-war history because it is 

not just an arms control but an arms reduction agreement. Unlike 

treaties of the past, this agreement does not simply establish 

ceilings for new weapons; it actually reduces the number of such 

weapons. In fact, it altogether abolishes intermediate missiles 

in Europe and elsewhere. And so, for the first time, we are 

eliminating an ~ntire class of nuclear weapons. 

The verification measures in this treaty are also something 

new. On-site inspections and short-notice inspection will be 

permitted within the Soviet Union. Again, this is a first-time 

event, a breakthrough. 



- 2 -

That is why I believe this treaty will not only lessen the 

threat of nuclear war but can also speed along a process that may 

someday remove that threat entirely. Indeed, this treaty -- and 

all that we have achieved during this summit -- signals a broader 

understanding between the United States and the Soviet Union. It 

is an understanding that will help keep the peace as we work 

towards the ultimate goal of our foreign policy: a world where 

the people of every land can decide for themselves their form of 

government and way of life. 

Yet as important as the I.N.F. treaty is, there is a further 

and even more crucial point about the last 3 days: 

Soviet-American relations are no longer based strictly on arms 

cdntrol issues, they rest now on a far broader basis, one that 

has -- at its root -- realism and candor. 

Let me explain this with a saying I have often repeated: 

Nations do not distrust each other because they are armed, they 

are armed because they distrust each other. And just as real 

peace means the presence of freedom and justice, as well as the 

absence of war, so too, summits must be discussions not just 

about arms but about the fundamental differences that cause 

nations to be armed. 

Dealing then with the deeper sources of conflict between 

nations and systems of government is a practical and moral 

imperative. That is why it was vital to establish a broader 

Summit agenda, one that dealt not only with arms control but 

other issues such as bilateral, people-to-people contacts between 
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our nations and -- most important -- the issues of human rights 

and regional conflicts. 

This is the summit agenda we have adopted. By doing so, we 

have dealt not just with arms control issues but more fundamental 

problems such as Soviet expansionism and human rights violations, 

as well as our own moral opposition to the ideology that 

justifies such practices. In this way, we have put 

soviet-American relations on a far more candid, far more 

realistic, far sounder footing. 

It also means that while there is movement -- indeed, 

dramatic movement -- in the arms reduction area, much remains to 

be done in these other critical areas I have mentioned, 

especially -- and this goes without saying -- in advancing our 

goal of a world open to the expansion of human freedom and the 

growth of democratic government. 

But while much work lies ahead, I am pleased to report to 

you the si;g ·c· ~t progress we have made in these area in 

addition to arms control. 

-- on the matter of regional conflicts, I spoke candidly 

with Mr. Gorbachev on the burning issue of Afghanistan. The 

Soviet invasion and occupation of that sovereign nation, an act 

condemned overwn~lmingly by every session of the United Nations 

General Assembly, is a matter of utmost concern to the United 

States. I can tell you that the soviets must set an exact date 

to begin withdrawing its troops and an exact period of time when 

this will be completed. This is essential toward ... 
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-- So too on the issue of human rights, we continued the 

progress made at earlier summits. (insert) 

-- And finally with regard to the last item on our agenda -

bilateral issues -- we signed several important agreements that 

will increase such contacts between our nations. (example) 

As I say the progress we made on this brbad front reflects a 

better basis for understanding between ourselves and the Soviets. 

But it also reflects something deeper as well. You see, since 

the summit process began in 1985, I have always regarded you, the 

American people, as full participants in our discussions. Though 

it may surprise Mr. Gorbachev to discover that all this time 

there has been a third party in the room with us, I do firmly 

believe the principal credit for the patience and persistence 

that brought success this year belongs to you, the American 

people. 

Your support over these last 7 years has laid the basis for 

these negotiations, your support made it possible for us to 

rebuild our military strength; to liberate Grenada, to move 

against terrorism in Libya, and more recently, to protect our 

strategic interests in the Persian Gulf. Your support made 

possible our policy of providing aid to freedom fighters like 

those in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, and other places around the 

globe. And when last year at Reykjavik, I refused Soviet demands 

that we trade away s.o.I. -- our strategic Defense Initiative 

that would erect a space shield against incoming missiles -- your 

overwhelming support made it clear to the soviet leaders that the 

American people prefer no deal to a bad deal and will back their 
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President on matters of national security. In short, your 

support for our foreign policy goals -- the preservation of peace 

as we advance the cause of world freedom have helped bring the 

Soviets to the bargaining table and made possible the success of 

this summit. 

You know, the question has often been asked whether 

democratic leaders who are accountable to their people aren't at 

a grave disadvantage in negotiating with leaders of totalitarian 

states who bear no such burden. Believe me, I think I can answer 

that question, I can speak from personal experience. Over the 

long run, no leader at the bargaining table can enjoy any greater 

advantage than the knowledge he has behind him a people who are ·. 
strong and free -- and alert; and resolved to remain•.that way. 

People like you. 

And it is this kind of informed and enlightened support, 

this hidden strength of democratic government that enabled us to 

do what we did this week at the Washington summit. 

and,. :that' s --.wh.¥-- tonight I am a,gai11 a&Jring-you,p- stt~t 

In the mid and 

late 1970's, the Soviets began to deploy hundreds of new 

intermediate missiles, most of them mobile, that were targeted on 

cities and military installations in Europe. This action gravely 

upset the balance of power in Europe; they represented a totally 
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new nuclear threat to Europe and Japan for which the democratic 

nations had no comparable deterrent. 

Despite intense pressure from the Soviets, NATO proceeded 

with what we called a "two-track policy." First, we would 

deploy our own intermediate missiles as a deterrent but at the 

same time, push hard in negotiations to do away with this 

entirely new and unprecedented nuclear escalation. And we 

proposed to do this with something I first proposed in 1981 -- it 

was called the zero-option; it meant the complete elimination of 

intermediate missiles on both sides. 

At first, the Soviets called this a mere propaganda ploy and 

some even here in this country agr~ed. But we were persistent 
~ 

and eventually the Soviets returned to the bargaining table. The 

result is our I.N.F. treaty. 

As you see from the map on the screen now, the Soviet 

missiles which will be removed and eliminated under the treaty 

have been a major threat to the security of our friends and 

allies on two continents, Europe and Asia. Under the terms of 

this treaty, we will be eliminating 400 deployed warheads while 

the soviet Union eliminates 1,600 or 4 times more. 

Now let me also point out that this does not, however, leave 

NATO without nuclear deterrent. In fact, we still have thousands 

of battlefield nuclear weapons in Europe. 

And with regard to verification, as I have mentioned, we 

have the breakthroughs of on-site inspections and short-notice 

inspections not only at potential missile sites but at the 

factories where the missiles and their components are produced. 
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We have a verification procedure that assures each side that the 

missiles of the other side have been destroyed. 

Here then is a treaty that shows how persistence and 

consistency eventually can pay off in arms negotiations. And let 

me assure you too that this treaty has been accomplished with 

unprecedented consultation with our allies. I have spoken 

personally with the leaders of the major European democracies as 

has Secretary Shultz and our NATO and diplomatic personnel. This 

treaty has their full support. 

But if persistence is paying off in our arms reductions 

efforts let me also say that with your continued support we are 

making progress in.~he areas ~f regional conflicts and human 

rights. 

Now I have already mentioned that Mr. Gorbachev and I have 

discussed the importance of Soviet troop withdrawals from 

Afghanistan. Once again, let me only state that progress on this 

front is vital to the improvement of soviet-American relations. 

In addition to Afghanistan, I can also report to you tonight that 

I spoke with Mr. Gorbachev about Soviet intervention in other 

critical regions or strategic chokepoints. In Angola, where 

Soviet aid and 40,000 of Castro's Cuban mercenaries sustain an 

unpopular and tottering Communist regime; in Cambodia where armed 

resistance continues to North Vietnam's brutal rule; and, most of 

all, here in our own hemisphere, in the Central American nation 

of Nicaragua. 

on this point, I must candidly report to you some 

disappointing news: our efforts to get the Soviets to remove 
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their military personnel from Nicaragua were not successful. Nor 

. were our efforts to stop the flow of Soviet arms and military 

aid -- now totaling over $1 billion -- to the Communist 

Sandinista regime in Nicaragua. At this critical time in Central 

America, this lack of movement was discouraging to me and to all 

who support the cause of democracy for all central Americans. 

So tonight, I must tell you of my firm resolve to stand by 

those brave Nicaraguans fighting for freedom. I will urge 

congress in the strongest terms to continue aid to the freedom 

fighters which expires just before Christmas. If Congress 

will not support this request and join with me in sending a 

s!rong signal both to Managua and Moscow, then our country will 
;; 

be making a serious mistake that could extinguish the flame of 

freedom in Nicaragua 

Now in addition to 

not just now but for generations to come. 
_,_µ_ l~ r rav-L-

mak1n9 tAa progress, tha• • have alEeaa, 

outlined on our 4-part agenda, Mr. Gorbachev and I did do some 

important planning for the Moscow summit next year. We agreed 

that we must redouble our efforts to reach agreements on reducing 

the levels of U.S. and Soviet long-range nuclear weapons now 

under discussion in the START negotiations. General Secretary 

Gorbachev and I reaffirmed this week our commitment -- made at 

Reykjavik -- to··achieve deep, 50 percent cuts in our arsenals of 

those frightening weapons. We agreed that we should build on our 

efforts to achieve agreement on a START treaty at the earliest 

possible date; and we have instructed our delegations in Geneva 

accordingly. 
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Now, I believe deep reductions in these offensive weapons -

along with the development of S.O.I. -- would do much to make the 
-tr-{ -t >-teo-:-r of 

world safe from~nuclear war. So while I was pleased the Soviets 

dropped their insistence that we abandon s.o.I. -- however -- I 

remain concerned over their efforts to limit our vital research 

in this area. I reiterated the point that providing a strategic 

defensive shield is too important to restrict the promise it 

holds for the future. 

About the future, Mr. Gorbachev and I also agreed that as 

nuclear weapons are reduced; it becomes all the more important to 

address other arms control issues including conventional and 

chemical weapons, weapons in which the Soviets now enjoy 

significant advantages over the United States. 

I think then from all of this you can see not only the 

direction of Soviet-American relations but the larger framework 

of our foreign policy. As I told the British Parliament in 1981, 

we seek to rid the world of the two great nightmares of the 

post-war era: the threat of nuclear war and the threat of 

totalitarianism. That is why by building S.D.I., which is a 

defense against offensive missiles and by going for arms 

reduction rather than just arms control, we are moving away from 

the so-called policy of Mutual Assured Destruction where nations 

hold each other hostage to nuclear terror and destruction. So 

too, we are saying that the post-war policy of containment is no 

longer enough, that the goal of American foreign policy is both 

world peace and world freedom -- that as a people we hope and 

will work for a day when all of God's children will enjoy the 
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human dignity that their creator intended, a dignity best assured 

on this Earth by free and democratic government. 

I have heard some say that this is a philosophy of 

"rollback" of communism. But this is the wrong description 

because it concedes the idea that direction of history has been 

towards totalitarianism. Since my first days in office, I have 

argued that the future belongs not to repressive or totalitarian 

ways of life but to the cause of freedom -- freedom of the 

marketplace, freedom to speak, assemble, and vote. And when we 

see the progress of democracy in these last years -- from Central 

America to Asia -- we must be optimistic about the future of our 

children. 

When we were together in Iceland, Mr. Gorbachev told me that 

this sort of talk is sometimes viewed in the Soviet Union as a 

threat. I have said since then that this is no threat at all but 

only a dream, the American dream. 

And it is a dream that has meant so much to so many -- a 

dream that still shines out to the world. You know a few years 

ago, Nancy and I were deeply moved by a story told by former 

New York Times reporter and Greek immigrant, Nicholas Gage. It 

is the story of Eleni, his mother, a woman caught in one of the 

terrible struggles of the post-war era: the Greek civil war at 

the end of World War II, a mother who was tried and executed 

because she smuggled her children out to safety in America. 

It is also the story of how her son secretly vowed to return 

to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man who had sent his 

mother to her death. But at the end of the story Nicholas Gage 
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finds he cannot extract the vengeance he promised himself. 

Mr. Gage writes it would have relieved the pain that had filled 

him for so many years but it would also have broken the one 

bridge still connecting him to his mother, that part of him most 

like here. As he tells it: "the final cry of my mother .... was 

not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what she died 

for, a declaration of love." These simple last words of 

Mr. Gage's mother, of Eleni, were: "My children." 

How that cry echoes down through the centuries, a cry for 

all children of the world, a cry for peace, for a world of love 

and understanding. 

And it is the hope of heeding such words -- the call for 
• 

• 
freedom and peace spoken by a chosen people on a desert journey 

to a promised land, the call spoken by the Nazarene carpenter 

standing at the Sea of Galilee -- it is these words that we 

remember as the holiday season approaches and we reflect on the 

events of this week here in Washington. 

So, let us remember the children, and the future we want for 

them. And let us never forget that this promise of peace and 

freedom the gift that is ours as Americans the gift that we 

seek to share with the entire word -- depends for its strength on 

the spiritual source from which it came. 

So during this hoiy season, let us also recall that in the 

prayers of simple people there is more power and might than that 

of all the great statesmen or armies of the Earth. Let us then 

thank God for all his blessings to this Nation and ask him for 

his help and guidance; so that we might continue the work of 
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peace and foster the hope of a world where human freedom is 

enshrined. 



• 

INSERT ON RATIFICATION 

Now that the treaty has been signed, it will be submitted to the 

Senate for the next step, the ratification process. I will meet 

with the Leadership of the Congress here tomorrow morning, and I 

am confident that the Senate will now act in an expeditious way 

to fulfill its duty under our Constitution. 
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION: 

(Griscom/Dolan) 
December 10, 1987 
10:00 a.m. 

SUMMIT I 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 10, 1987 

Good evening. As I am speaking to you now, General 

secretary Gorbachev is leaving American airspace on his return 

trip to the soviet Union. His departure marks the end of 

3 historic days here in Washington -- in which Secretary 

Gorbachev and I put in place a foundation for better relations 

between our governments and our peoples. 

During these 3 days we took a step -- only a first step, I 

should point out, but still a critical one -- towards building a 

more durable peace~ indeed, a step that may be the most important 

taken since World War II to slow down the arms race. 

I am referring to the arms treaty that we signed Tuesday 

afternoon in the East Room of the White House. I believe this 

treaty represents a landmark in post-war history because it is 

not just an arms control but an arms reduction agreement. Unlike 

treaties of the past, this agreement does not simply establish 

ceilings for new weapons; it actually reduces the number of such 

weapons. In fact, it altogether abolishes intermediate missiles 

in Europe and elsewhere. And so, for the first time, we are 

eliminating an entire class of nuclear weapons. 

The verification measures in this treaty are also something 

new. on-site inspections and short-notice inspection will be 

permitted within the Soviet Union. Again, this is a first-time 

event, a breakthrough. 
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That is why I believe this treaty will not only lessen the 

threat of nuclear war but can also speed along a process that may 

someday remove that threat entirely. Indeed, this treaty -- and 

all that we have achieved during this summit -- signals a broader 

understanding between the United States and the Soviet Union. It 

is an understanding that will help keep the peace as we work 

towards the ultimate goal of our foreign policy: a world where 

the people of every land can decide for themselves their form of 

government and way of life. 

Yet as important as the I.N.F. treaty is, there is a further 

and even more crucial point about the last 3 days: 

soviet-Alilerican relations are no longer based strictly on arms 

• 
control issues, they rest now on a far broader basis, one that· 

has -- at its root -- realism and candor. 

Let me explain this with a saying I have often repeated: 

Nations do not distrust each other because they are armed, they 

are armed because they distrust each other. And just as real 

peace means the presence of freedom and justice, as well as the 

absence of war, so too, summits must be discussions not just 

about arms but about the fundamental differences that cause 

nations to be armed. 

Dealing then with the deeper sources of conflict between 

nations and systems of government is a practical and moral 

imperative. That is why it was vital to establish a broader 

Summit agenda, one that dealt not only with arms control but 

other issues such as bilateral, people-to-people contacts between 
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our nations and -- most important -- the issues of human rights 

and regional conflicts. 

This is the summit agenda we have adopted. By doing so, we 

have dealt not just with arms control issues but more fundamental 

problems such as Soviet expansionism and human rights violations, 

as well as our own moral opposition to the ideology that 

justifies such practices. In this way, we have put 

soviet-American relations on a far more candid, far more 

realistic, far sounder footing. 

It also means that while there is movement -- indeed, 

dramatic movement -- in the arms reduction area, much remains to 

be done in these other critical areas I have mentioned, 
~ 

especially -- and this goes without saying-~ in advancing our 

goal of a world open to the expansion of human freedom and the 

growth of democratic government. 

But while much work lies ahead, I am pleased to report to 

you the significant progress we have made in these area in 

addition to arms control. 

-- On the matter of regional conflicts, I spoke candidly 

with Mr. Gorbachev on the burning issue of Afghanistan. The 

Soviet invasion and occupation of that sovereign nation, an act 

condemned overwhelmingly by every session of the United Nations 

General Assembly, is a matter of utmost concern to the United 

States. I can tell you that the Soviets must set an exact date 

to begin withdrawing its troops and an exact period of time when 

this will be completed. This is essential(;)\ 3 
o ' · C rs I f :a 
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-- So too on the issue of human rights, we continued the 

progress made at earlier summits. (insert) {NSC tor:±,) 
-- And finally with regard to the last item on our agenda 

bilateral issues -- we signed several important agreements that . 

will increase such contacts between our nations. (example)~JJS~y 

As I say the progress we made on this brbad front reflects a 

better basis for understanding between ourselves and the Soviets. 

But it also reflects something deeper as well. You see, since 

the summit process began in 1985, I have always regarded you, the 

American people, as full participants in our discussions. Though 

it may surprise Mr. Gorbachev to discover that all this time 

there has been a third party in the room with us, I do firmly 

believe the principal credit for the patience and persistence 

that brought success this year belongs to you, the American 

people. 

Your support over these last 7 years has laid the basis for 

these negotiations, your support made it possible for us to 

rebuild our military strength; to liberate Grenada, to move 

against terrorism in Libya, and more recently, to protect our 

strategic interests in the Persian Gulf. Your support made 

possible our policy of providing aid to freedom fighters like 

those in Afghanistan, Nicaragua, and other places around the 

globe. And when last year at Reykjavik, I refused Soviet demands 

that we trade away S.D.I. -- our Strategic Defense Initiative 

that would erect a space shield against incoming missiles -- your 

overwhelming support made it clear to the soviet leaders that the 

American people prefer no deal to a bad deal and will back their 
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President on matters of national security. In short, your 

support for our foreign policy goals -- the preservation of peace 

as we advance the cause of world freedom have helped bring the 

soviets to the bargaining table and made possible the success of 

this summit. 

You know, the question has often been asked whether 

democratic leaders who are accountable to their people aren't at 

a grave disadvantage in negotiating with leaders of totalitarian 

states who bear no such burden. Believe me, I think I can answer 

that question, I can speak from personal experience. Over the 

long run, no leader at the bargaining table can enjoy any greater 

advantage than the knowledge he has behind him a people who are .. 
strong and free -- and alert; and resolved to remain that way. 

People like you. 

And it is this kind of informed and enlightened support, 

this hidden strength of democratic government that enabled us to 

do what we did this week at the Washington summit. 

And that's why tonight I am again asking your support. In a 

very short time, the treaty I signed with Mr. Gorbachev will go 

to the United States Senate for ratification. And I am asking 

you tonight to tell your Senators this treaty has your full 

support. 

To this end, let me explain the background. In the mid and 

late 1970's, the Soviets began to deploy hundreds of new 

intermediate missiles, most of them mobile, that were targeted on 

cities and military installations in Europe. This action gravely 

upset the balance of power in Europe; they represented a totally 
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new nuclear threat to Europe and Japan for which the democratic 

nations had no comparable deterrent. 

Despite intense pressure from the Soviets, NATO proceeded 

with what we called a "two-track policy." First, we would 

deploy our own intermediate missiles as a deterrent but at the 

same time, push hard in negotiations to do away with this 

entirely new and unprecedented nuclear escalation. And we 

proposed to do this with something I first proposed in 1981 -- it 

was called the zero-option; it meant the complete elimination of 

intermediate missiles on both sides. 

At first, the Soviets called this a mere propaganda ploy and 

f, some even here in this country agr~ed. But we were persistent 

and eventually the Soviets returned to the bargaining table. The 

result is our I.N.F. treaty. 

As you see from the map on the screen now, the Soviet 

missiles which will be removed and eliminated under the treaty 

have been a major threat to the security of our friends and 

allies on two continents, Europe and Asia. Under the terms of 

this treaty, we will be eliminating 400 deployed warheads while 

the Soviet Union eliminates 1,600 or 4 times more. 

Now let me also point out that this does not, however, leave 

NATO without nuclear deterrent. In fact, we still have thousands 

of battlefield nuclear weapons in Europe. 

And with regard to verification, as I have mentioned, we 

have the breakthroughs of on-site inspections and short-notice 

inspections not only at potential missile sites but at the 

factories where the missiles and their components are produced. 
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We have a verification procedure that assures each side that the 

missiles of the other side have been destroyed. 

Here then is a treaty that shows how persistence and 

consistency eventually can pay off in arms negotiations. And let 

me assure you too that this treaty has been accomplished with 

unprecedented consultation with our allies. I have spoken 

personally with the leaders of the major European democracies as 

has Secretary Shultz and our NATO and diplomatic personnel. This 

treaty has their full support. 

But if persistence is paying off in our arms reductions 

efforts let me also say that with your continued support we are 

making progress in.~he areas of regional conflicts and human 

rights. 

Now I have already mentioned that Mr. Gorbachev and I have 

discussed the importance of Soviet troop withdrawals from 

Afghanistan. Once again, let me only state that progress on this 

front is vital to the improvement of Soviet-American relations. 

In addition to Afghanistan, I can also report to you tonight that 

I spoke with Mr. Gorbachev about Soviet intervention in other 

critical regions or strategic chokepoints. In Angola, where 

Soviet aid and 40,000 of Castro's Cuban mercenaries sustain an 

unpopular and tottering Communist regime: in Cambodia where armed 

resistance continues to North Vietnam's brutal rule: and, most of 

all, here in our own hemisphere, in the Central American nation 

of Nicaragua. 

on this point, I must candidly report to you some 

disappointing news: our efforts to get the Soviets to remove 
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their military personnel from Nicaragua were not successful. Nor 

were our efforts to stop the flow of Soviet arms and military 

aid -- now totaling over $1 billion -- to the Communist 

Sandinista regime in Nicaragua. At this critical time in Central 

America, this lack of movement was discouraging to me and to all 

who support the cause of democracy for all Central Americans. 

So tonight, I must tell you of my firm resolve to stand by 

those brave Nicaraguans fighting for freedom. I will urge 

Congress in the strongest terms to continue aid to the freedom 

fighters which expires just before Christmas. If Congress 

will not support this request and join with me in sending a 

s~rong signal both to Managua and Moscow, then our country will 

be making a serious mistake that could extinguish the flame of 
~. 

freedom in Nicaragua not just now but for generations to come. 

Now in addition to making the progress, that I have already 

outlined on our 4-part agenda, Mr. Gorbachev and I did do some 

important planning for the Moscow summit next year. We agreed 

that we must redouble our efforts to reach agreements on reducing 

the levels of U.S. and Soviet long-range nuclear weapons now 

under discussion in the START negotiations. General Secretary 

Gorbachev and I reaffirmed this week our commitment -- made at 

Reykjavik -- to achieve deep, 50 percent cuts in our arsenals of 

those frightening weapons. We agreed that we should build on our 

efforts to achieve agreement on a START treaty at the earliest 

possible date; and we have instructed our delegations in Geneva 

accordingly. 
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Now, I believe deep reductions in these offensive weapons -

along with the development of S.D.I. -- would do much to make the 

world safe from nuclear war. So while I was pleased the Soviets 

dropped their insistence that we abandon S.D.I. -- however -- I. 
\ f-t!S Tl>'lO\ J 

remain concerned over their efforts to limit our vital& 22222 Ill > J 

in this area. I reiterated the point that providing a strategic 

defensive shield is too important to restrict the promise it 

holds for the future. 

About the future, Mr. Gorbachev and I also agreed that as 

nuclear weapons are reduced; it becomes all the more important to 

address other arms control issues including conventional and 

chemical weapons, weapons in which the Soviets now enjoy 

significant advantages over the United states. 

I think then from all of this you can see not only the 

direction of Soviet-American relations but the larger framework 

of our foreign policy. As I told the British Parliament in 1981, 

we seek to rid the world of the two great nightmares of the 

post-war era: the threat of nuclear war and the threat of 

totalitarianism. That is why by building S.D.I., which is a 

defense against offensive missiles and by going for arms 

reduction rather than just arms control, we are moving away from 

the so-called policy of Mutual Assured Destruction where nations 

hold each other hostage to nuclear terror and destruction. So 

too, we are saying that the post-war policy of containment is no 

longer enough, that the goal of American foreign policy is both 

world peace and world freedom -- that as a people we hope and 

will work for a day when all of God's children will enjoy the 
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human dignity that their creator intended, a dignity best assured 

on this Earth by free and democratic government. 

I have heard some say that this is a philosophy of 

"rollback" of communism. But this is the wrong description 

because it concedes the idea that direction of history has been 

towards totalitarianism. Since my first days in office, I have 

argued that the future belongs not to repressive or totalitarian 

ways of life but to the cause of freedom -- freedom of the 

marketplace, freedom to speak, assemble, and vote. And when we 

see the progress of democracy in these last years -- from Central 

America to Asia -- we must be optimistic about the future of our 

children. 

When we were together in Iceland, Mr. Gorbachev told me that 

this sort of talk is sometimes viewed in the Soviet Union as a 

threat. I have said since then that this is no threat at all but 

only a dream, the American dream. 

And it is a dream that has meant so much to so many -- a 

dream that still shines out to the world. You know a few years 

ago, Nancy and I were deeply moved by a story told by former 

New York Times reporter and Greek immigrant, Nicholas Gage. It 

is the story of Eleni, his mother, a woman caught in one of the 

terrible struggles of the post-war era: the Greek civil war at 

the end of World War II, a mother who was tried and executed 

because she smuggled her children out to safety in America. 

It is also the story of how her son secretly vowed to return 

to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man who had sent his 

mother to her death. But at the end of the story Nicholas Gage 

. . 
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finds he cannot extract the vengeance he promised himself. 

Mr. Gage writes it would have relieved the pain that had filled 

him for so many years but it would also have broken the one 

bridge still connecting him to his mother, that part of him most 

like here. As he tells it: "the final cry of my mother .... was 

not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what she died 

for, a declaration of love." These simple last words of 

Mr. Gage's mother, of Eleni, were: "My children." 

How that cry echoes down through the centuries, a cry for 

all children of the world, a cry for peace, for a world of love 

and understanding. 

And it is the hope of heeding such words -- the call for 
". 

freedom and peace spoken by a chosen people on a desert journey 

to a promised land, the call spoken by the Nazarene carpenter 

standing at the Sea of Galilee -- it is these words that we 

remember as the holiday season approaches and we reflect on the 

events of this week here in Washington. 

So, let us remember the children, and the future we want for 

them. And let us never forget that this promise of peace and 

freedom the gift that is ours as Americans the gift that we 

seek to share with the entire word -- depends for its strength on 

the spiritual source from which it came. 

So during this holy season, let us also recall that in the 

prayers of simple people there is more power and might than that 

of all the great statesmen or armies of the Earth. Let us then 

thank God for all his blessings to this Nation and ask him for 

his help and guidance; so that we might continue the work of 
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peace and foster the hope of a world where human freedom is 

enshrined. 




