Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This iIs a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Speechwriting, White House Office of:
Research Office, 1981-1989
Folder Title: 05/07/1988 Radio Talk: INF (Teresa/Peter)
Box: 380

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.qgov/



https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing
https://catalog.archives.gov/

' 3416
M Document No.

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: 2/5/ 9% ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUEBY: _ 00 Pm today
smecy:  FADIO TALK: INF TREATY
ACTION FY1 ACTION FYI

VICE PRESIDENT a ' HOBBS 0O 0
BAKER =) ‘ HOOLEY o o
DUBERSTEIN a J KRANOWITZ |
MILLER - OMB a a POWELL A O
BAUER O a RANGE O a
CRIBB O O RISQUE a O
CRIPPEN a, 0O RYAN o 0
CULVAHOUSE ( O SPRINKEL O m|
DAWSON () ‘S TUTTLE 0O O
DONATELLI (N o i o /
FITZWATER J o o
GRISCOM ? a O O

REMARKS: please provide comments directly to Tony Dolan by 3:00 this
afternoon, with an info copy to my office. Thanks.

~TO: TONY. DOLAN May 5, 1988

RESPONSE:  Nsc concurs with the changes indicated.

2 At

Paul Schott Stevens
cc Rhett Dawson

Rhett Dawson
Ext. 2702
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May S, 1988
10:30 a.nm.

PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: I.N.F. TREATY
SATURDAY, MAY 7, 1988

My fellow Americans: Next week the full United States
Senate will begin floor debate on the Treaty on
Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces, known as the I.N.F. Treaty.
You’ll recall that Soviet General Secretary Gorbachev and I
signed this Treaty at our Summit meeting in Washington last
December.

The Treaty represents a landmark accomplishment -- an
historic accomplishment -- because, once implemented, it will
bring about the elimination of an entire class of American and
Soviet nuclear missiles.

The ratification process began in January when I formally
submitted the I.N.F. Treaty to the Senate. This ratification
process is established in the Constitution itself, which sets
forth the duty and privilege of the Senate to give its "advice
and consent" before the Natibn can commit itself to any treaty.

3
Treaty ratification is an important part of our entire

Constitutional process. It is vital in particular to maintaining

our separation of powers. The role of the Senate, in considering

the I.N.F. Treaty, is essential.

Senior officials of the Administration have been working
closely with the Senate. Officials from our State and Defense
Departments, our Intelligence community and our Arms Control
agency have provided many hours of testimony before three

separate Senate committees, painstakingly responding to the
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detailed questions posed to them by the Senators on these

committees.
In addition, Senators have addressed to the Administration
'\unqcfZE:fters about the Treaty -- and more than 1,200 written
questions. We have provided full written responses. So you’ll
see that we have worked very hard to meet any Senate concerns
over the Treaty. And as I’ve assured the Senate, we’ll continue
to do so.

Now the ratification process is moving out of committee to
take the center of the Senate’s attention -- floor debate in the
historic Senate chamber. As this debate is about to begin,
permit me to take a moment to review with you the Treaty’s
background. The I.N.F. Treaty is the result of years of hard
work by American officials -- officials who, in representing you
in our negotiations with the Soviet Union, held fast to the key
security objectives that had been set out by the United States
and our NATO Allies. WA one
poipt,the Soviet Union actually walked away from the table -- and
stayed away from the talks for almost a year-and-a-half.

When in early 1985 the Soviets finally returned, we repeated
our call for the elimination of this entire class of U.S. and
Soviet missiles -- my "zero option" proposal, first put forward
all the way back in 1981. And in 1987, it was the Soviet Union
that finally -- after two-and-a-half more years of negotiating --
came around to the American position.

To sum up: In the I.N.F. negotiations, we held fast to what

we wanted. And we got it.




This is what comes of negotiating from strength. 1It’s the
same successful formula -- dealing from strength -- that we’re
applying to our other negotiations with the Soviet Union as well.
And I assure you: If we don’t get what we want in these other
areas -- in other words, if we do not get good treaties -- there
will be no treaties.

It’s my hope that, in recognition of the important role they
play in this process, the 100 Members of the United States Senate
will now proceed expeditiously in their debate on the I.N.F.
Treaty. It is, after all, a solid Treaty, carefully negotiated;
a Treaty that stands on its own substantive merits; a Treaty that
will enhance the security of our own country and that of our
Allies in both Europe and Asia -- the two continents now
threatened by the very Soviet missiles that will be removed once
the Treaty is implemented.

Ratification of the Treaty will enable us to get on with the
job == the job of eliminating these nuclear missiles. It will
also allow us to put into action the elaborate verification
reg;me that we achieved in the I.N.F. Treaty. This verification
regime is the most stringent in arms control history, one that
will enable us to verify effectively that the Soviets are indeed
complying with all of the Treaty'’s provisions.

I know that you, the American people, strongly support this
I.N.F. Treaty. On Capitol Hill, the House of Representatives has
already given the Treaty its endorsement -- by an overwhelming

vote of 393 to 7.
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. ‘M// Now that the Treaty is moving to floor debate in the Senate,
C

,-d'}Pies.) let the debate be vigorous and full. And let it proceed without
L) 15 Ve Comset 7to o [r(of ~
| delay. For I’m confident that the final vote will deedr\w
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v’}* this historic Treaty, permitting the Unitzd St;tes/\&_je&n the
‘o SFowecd a sufes

Soviet Union fin] tak%q an historic step A&r—uo&g peace.

Until next week, thanks for listening and God bless you.
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: I.N.F. TREATY

SATURDAY, MAY 7, 1988
My fellow Americans: Next week the full United States

Senate is expected to begin floor debate on the Treaty on
Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces, known as the I.N.F. Treaty.

You’ll recall that Soviet General Secretary Gorbachev and I

signed this Treaty at our Summit meeting in Washington last

December.
The Treaty represents a landmark accomplishment -- an
historic accomplishment -- because, once implemented, it will

bring about the elimination of an entire class of American and
Soviet nuclear missiles.

Before our Nation can commit itself to a treaty, our
Constitution provides that the Senate must give its advice and
consent. Therefore, last January I formally submitted the I.N.F.
Treaty to the Senate for its consideration. The duty of the
Senate in giving its advice and consent to treaties is vital to
maintaining our separation of powers; and the role of the Senate,
in considering the I.N.F. Treaty, is essential.

Senior officials of the Administration have been working
closely with the Senate. Officials from our State and Defense
Departments, our Intelligence community and our Arms Control
Agency have provided many hours of testimony before three
separate Senate committees, painstakingly responding to the
detailed questions posed to them by the Senators on these

committees.



In addition, Senators have addressed to the Administration
numerous letters about the Treaty -- and more than 1,200 written
questions. We have provided full written responses. So you’ll
see that we have worked very hard to meet any Senate concerns
over the Treaty. And as I’ve assured the Senate, we’ll continue
to do so.

Now that the Senate Foreign Relations Committee has approved
the I.N.F. Treaty, the entire Senate will be called on to
discharge its constitutional responsibility to provide its advice
and consent to the I.N.F. Treaty. As this debate is about to
begin in the historic Senate chamber, permit me to take a moment
to review with you the Treaty’s background. The I.N.F. Treaty is
the result of years of hard work by American officials --
officials who, in representing you in our negotiations with the
Soviet Union, held fast to the key security objectives that had
been set out by the United States and our NATO Allies. At one
point the Soviet Union actually walked away from the table -- and
stayed away from the talks for almost a year-and-a-half.

When in early 1985 the Soviets finally returned, we repeated
our call for the elimination of this entire class of U.S. and
Soviet missiles -- my "zero option" proposal, first put forward
all the way back in 1981. And in 1987, it was the Soviet Union
that finally -- after two-and-a-half more years of negotiating --
came around to the American position.

To sum up: In the I.N.F. negotiations, we held fast to what

we wanted. And we got it.



This is what comes of negotiating from strength. 1It’s the
same successful formula ~-- dealing from strength -- that we’re
applying to our other negotiations with the Soviet Union as well.
And I assure you: If we don’t get what we want in these other
areas -- in other words, if we do not get good treaties -- there
will be no treaties.

It’s my hope that, in recognition of the important role they
play in this process, the 100 Members of the United States Senate
will now proceed expeditiously in their debate on the I.N.F.
Treaty. It is, after all, a solid Treaty, carefully negotiated:
a Treaty that stands on its own substantive merits; a Treaty that
will enhance the security of our own country and that of our
European and Asia Allies now threatened by the very Soviet
missiles that will be removed once the Treaty is implemented.

Senate approval of the Treaty will enable us to get on with
the job of eliminating these nuclear missiles. It will also
allow us to put into action the elaborate verification regime
that we achieved in the I.N.F. Treaty. The most stringent in
arms control history, it will enable us to verify effectively
that the Soviets are indeed complying with all of the Treaty’s
provisions.

I know that you, the American people, strongly support this
I.N.F. Treaty and on Capitol Hill, the House of Representatives
has already given the Treaty its endorsement -- by an
overwhelming vote of 393 to 7.

Now that the Treaty is moving to floor debate in the Senate,

let the debate be vigorous and full. And let it proceed without



delay. For I’m confident that the final vote will indeed give
advice and consent to this historic Treaty, the historic step
toward a safer peace.

Until next week, thanks for listening and God bless you.
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May 5, 1988

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY R. DOLAN
DEPUTY ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND
DIRECTOR OF SPEECHWRITING

FROM: ARTHUR B. CULVAHOUSE, JR. . .
couNseL To THE PRESIDENT  Original Signed by ABC

SUBJECT: Radio Address: INF Treaty

Counsel's office has reviewed the above-referenced radio address,
and we are concerned about characterizing the Senate's advice and
consent role as part of the ratification process. The
Constitution does not refer to the "ratification" of treaties.
Rather "ratification" is used under international law to describe
the formal exchange of instruments whereby a treaty is brought
into effect. Only the President can exchange these instruments,
i.e., ratify the treaty. Therefore, we believe it is inaccurate
to state that the ratification process begins with submission of
the INF Treaty to the Senate; and that the Senate has a
constitutional role as part of the ratification process. With
these overall considerations in mind, we recommend the following
changes:

1. At page 1, paragraph 3, we recommend the following
substitution:

Before our Nation can commit itself to a treaty,
our Constitution provides that the Senate must
give its advice and consent. Therefore, last
January I formally submitted the INF Treaty to the
Senate for its consideration. The duty of the
Senate in giving its advice and consent to
treaties is vital to maintaining our separation of
powers; and the role of the Senate, in considering
the INF Treaty, is essential.

2. At page 2, paragraph 2, we recommend that the first
sentence be revised as follows:

Now that the Senate Foreign Relations Committee
has approved the INF Treaty, the entire Senate
will be called on to discharge its constitutional
responsibility to provide its advice and consent




to the INF Treaty. As this debate is about to
begin in the historic Senate chamber, permit me to
take a moment to review with you the Treaty's
background.

3 At page 3, paragraph 3, we recommend that the first
sentence be revised as follows:

Senate approval of the Treaty will enable us to
noO get on with the job -- the job of implementing the
Treaty and eliminating these nuclear missiles.

4. At page 4, we recommend that the final sentence be
revised to read as follows:

I am confident that the Senate will indeed provide

its advice and consent to this historic Treaty,
hWO permitting the United States to join the Soviet

Union in taking an historic step for world peace.

Except as noted above, we have no legal objection to the delivery

of this radio address. Thank you for bringing this matter to our
attention.

‘cc: Rhett B, Dawson
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: I.N.F. TREATY
SATURDAY, MAY 7, 1988
My fellow Americans: Next week the full United States
Senate is expected to begin floor debate on the Treaty on
Intermediate~-range Nuclear Forces, known as the I.N.F. Treaty.
You’ll recall that Soviet General Secretary Gorbachev and I

signed this Treaty at our Summit meeting in Washington last

December.
The Treaty represents a landmark accomplishment -- an
historic accomplishment -- because, once implemented, it will

bring about the elimination of an entire class of American and
Soviet nuclear missiles.

The ratification process began in January when I formally
submitted the I.N.F. Treaty to the Senate. This ratification
process is established in the Constitution itself, which sets
forth the duty and privilege of the Senate to give its "Advice
and Consent" before the Nation can commit itself to any treaty.
Treaty ratification is an important part of our entire
Constitutional process. It is vital in particular to maintaining
our separation of powers. The role of the Senate, in considering
the I.N.F. Treaty, is essential.

Senior officials of the Administration have been working
closely with the Senate. Officials from our State and Defense
Departments, our Intelligence community and our Arms Control
Agency have provided many hours of testimony before three

separate Senate committees, painstakingly responding to the



detailed questions posed to them by the Senators on these
committees.

In addition, Senators have addressed to the Administration
numerous letters about the Treaty -- and more than 1,200 written
questions. We have provided full written responses. So you’ll
see that we have worked very hard to meet any Senate concerns
over the Treaty. And as I’ve assured the Senate, we’ll continue
to do so.

Now the ratification process is moving out of committee to
take the center of the Senate’s attention -- floor debate in the
historic Senate chamber. As this debate is about to begin,
permit me to take a moment to review with you the Treaty’s
background. The I.N.F. Treaty is the result of years of hard
work by American officials -- officials who, in representing you
in our negotiations with the Soviet Union, held fast to the key
security objectives that had been set out by the United States
and our NATO Allies. At one point the Soviet Union actually
walked away from the table -- and stayed away from the talks for
almost a year-and-a-half.

When in early 1985 the Soviets finally returned, we repeated
our call for the elimination of this entire class of U.S. and
Soviet missiles -- my "zero option" proposal, first put forward
all the way back in 1981. And in 1987, it was the Soviet Union
that finally -- after two-and-a-half more years of negotiating --
came around to the American position.

To sum up: In the I.N.F. negotiations, we held fast to what

we wanted. And we got it.



This is what comes of negotiating from strength. 1It’s the
same successful formula -- dealing from strength -- that we’re
applying to our other negotiations with the Soviet Union as well.
And I assure you: If we don’t get what we want in these other
areas -- in other words, if we do not get good treaties -- there
will be no treaties.

It’s my hope that, in recognition of the important role they
play in this process, the 100 Members of the United States Senate
will now proceed expeditiously in their debate on the I.N.F.
Treaty. It is, after all, a solid Treaty, carefully negotiated:;
a Treaty that stands on its own substantive merits; a Treaty that
will enhance the security of our own country and that of our
Allies in both Europe and Asia -- the two continents now
threatened by the very Soviet missiles that will be removed once
the Treaty is implemented.

Ratification of the Treaty will enable us to get on with the
job -- the job of eliminating these nuclear missiles. It will
also allow us to put into action the elaborate verification
regime that we achieved in the I.N.F. Treaty. This verification
regime is the most stringent in arms control history, one that
will enable us to verify effectively that the Soviets are indeed
complying with all of the Treaty’s provisions.

I know that you, the American people, strongly support this
I.N.F. Treaty. On Capitol Hill, the House of Representatives has
already given the Treaty its endorsement -- by an overwhelming

vote of 393 to 7.



Now that the Treaty is moving to floor debate in the Senate,
let the debate be vigorous and full. And let it proceed without
delay. For I’m confident that the final vote will indeed give
consent to ratification of this historic Treaty, permitting the
United States and the Soviet Union to take an historic step

toward a safer peace.

Until next week, thanks for listening and God bless you.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: $/5/88 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUEBY: - 00 pm today

RADIO TALK: INF TREATY
SUBJECT:
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- REMARKS: please provide comments directly to Tony Dolan by 3:00 this .

afternoon, with an info copy to my office. Thanks.

RESPONSE: NS concurs with the changes indicated.

Paul Schott Stevens

Rhett Dawson
Ext. 2702




(NSC/Robinson edit/ARD)
May S, 1988

10:30 a.m. W 7? Z
PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: I.N.F. TREATY . _—

SATURDAY, MAY 7, 1988

My fellow Americans: Next week the full United States
Senate re ’A:x‘( loor debate on the Treaty on X
Intermediate-range Nuclear Porces,"known as the I.N.F. Treaty.

You’ll recall that Soviet General Secrotaryrcorbachev and I
signed this Treaty at our Summit meeting in Washington last
December.

The Treaty represents a landmark accomplishment -- an
historic accomplishment -- because, once implemented, it will
bring about the elimination of an entire class of American and
Soviet nuclear missiles.

The ratification process began in January when I formally
submitted the I.N.F. Treaty to the Senate. This ratification
process is established in the Constitution itself, which sets
forth the duty and privilege of the Senate to give its tgdvice )(
and'gonsent" before the Natibn can commit itself to any-;reaty. )(
Tre;;y ratification is an important part of our entire
Constitutional process. It is vital in particular to maintaining
our separation of powers. The role of the Senate, in considering

the I.N.F. Treaty, ié éésential.'

Senior officials of the Administration have been working
closely with the Senate. Officials from our State and Defense
Departments, our Intelligence community and our Arms Control
agency have provided many hours of testimony before three ‘)K

//
separate Senate committees, painstakingly responding to the




detailed questions posed to them by the Senators on these
comnittees.

In addition, Senators have addressed to the Administration

N Uptacr—

M'\lettzera about the Treaty -- and more than 1,200 written
questions. We have provided full written responses. So you’ll
see that we have worked very hard to meet any Senate concerns
over the Treaty. And as I’'ve assured the Senate, we’ll continue
to do so.

Now the ratification process is moving out of committee to
take the center of the Senate’s attention -- floor debate in the
historic Senate chamber. As this debate is about to begin,
permit me to take a moment to review with you the Treaty’s
background. The I.N.F. Treaty is the result of years of hard
work by American officials -- officials who, in representing you
in our negotiations with the Soviet Unién, held fast to the key
security objectives that had been set out by the United States
and our NATO Allies. M# one
poipt,the Soviet Union actually walked away from the table -- and
stayed away from the talks for almost a year-and-a-half.

When in early 1985 the Soviets finally returned, we repeated
our call for the elimination of this entire class of U.S. and
Soviet missiles -- my "zero option™ proposal, first put forward
all the way back in 1981. And in 1987, it was the Soviet Union
that finally -- after two-and-a-half more years of negotiating --
came around to the American position.

To sum up: In the I.N.F. negotiations, we held fast to what

we wanted. And we got it.




This is what comes of negotiating from strength. 1It’s the
same successful formula -- dealing from strength ~-- that we'’re
applying to our other negotiations with the Soviet Union as well.
And I assure you: If we don’t get what we want in these other
areas -- in other words, if we do not get good treaties -- there
_;ill be no treaties.

It’s my hope that, in recognition of the important role they
play in this process, the 100 Members of the United States Senate
will now proceed expeditiously in their debate on the I.N.F.
Treaty. It is, after all, a solid Treaty, carefully negotiated;
a Treaty that stands on its own substantive merits; a Treaty that
will enhance the security of our own country and that of our
Allies in both Europe and Asia -- the two continents now
threatened by the very Soviet missiles that will be removed once
the Treaty is implemented.

Ratification of the Treaty will enable us to get on with the
job -- the job of eliminating these nuclear missiles. It will
also allow us to put into action the elaborate verification
reg;ne that we achieved in the I.N.F. Treaty. This verification
regime is the most stringent in arms control history, one that

will enable us to verify eftectively that the SOViets are indeed

complying v1th all of the Treaty’s provisions.

I know that you, the American people, strongly support this
I.N.F. Treaty. On Capitol Hill, the House of Representatives has
already given the Treaty its endorsement -- by an overwhelming

vote of 393 to 7.
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Now that the Treaty is moving to floor debate in the Senate,

let the debate be vigorous and full. And let it proceed without
ive CH\(&J" -}0 rn.fc’ Adﬂ

delay. For I’m confident that the final vote will 15 decdl\m

this historic Treaty, permitting the United Statu/\ jtho
Fowerd a sebes

4o
Soviet Union ) takﬁtg an historic stcpAM peace.
Until next week, thanks for listening and God bless you.
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PRESIDENTIAL RADIO TALK: I.N.F. TREATY
SATURDAY, MAY 7, 1988
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fﬁ}low Americans: Next week the full United States

o
Senat’_e’l’fm begin floor ﬁte on the Treaty on )<
Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces, known as the I.N.F. Treaty.
You’ll recall that Soviet General Secrégi;; Gorbachev and I

signed this Treaty at our Summit meeting in Washington last

December.
The Treaty represents a landmark accomplishment -- an
historic accomplishment -- because, once implemented, it will

€~
bring about the elimination of an entire class of American and

Soviet nuclear missiles. %
The ratification process began in January when I formally
submitted the I.N.F. Treaty to the Senate. This ratification

process is established in the Constitution itself, which sets

—

forth the duty and privilege of the Senate to give its fgdvice )(
and gpnsent“ before the Nation can commit itself to any treaty. )(
Treaty ratification is an important part of our entire
Constitutional process. It is vital in particular to maintaining
our separation of powers. The role of the Senate, in considering
the I.N.F. Treaty, is essential.

Senior officials of the Administration have been working
closely with the Senate. Officials from our State and Defense

Departments, our Intelligence community and our Arms Control

L
_agency have provided many hours of testimony before three )K//

4 — ' . : ;
separate Senate committees, painstakingly responding to the
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detailed questions posed to them by the Senators on these

committees.

In addition, Senators have addressed to the Administration
scores of letters about the Treaty -- and more than 1,252—;ritten
questions. We have provided full written responses. So you’ll
see that we have worked very hard to meet any Senate concerns
over the Treaty. And as I’ve assured the Senate, we’ll continue
to do so. A

Now the ratification process is moving out of committee to
take the center of the Senate’s attention -- floor debate in the
historic Senate chamber. As this debate is about to begin,
permit me to take a moment to review with you the Treaty’s
background. The I.N.F. Treaty is the result of years of hard
work by American officials -- officials who, in representing you
in our negotiations with the Soviet Union, held fast to the key

security objectives that had been set out by the United States

and our NATO Allies.

gﬁlgt one
point the Soviet Union actually walked away from the tabi; -- and
stayed away from the talks for almost a year-ang:;lhalf.

When in early 19§g’:£e Soviets finally returned, we repeated
our call for the elimination of this entire class of U.S. and
Soviet missiles -- my "zero gg;;on" proposal, first put forward
all the way back in 19§ET' And in 1987, it was the Soviet Union
that finally -- after two-and-a-half more years of negotiating --
came around to the American position.

To sum up: In the I.N.F. negotiations, we held fast to what

we wanted. And we got it.




This is what comes of negotiating from strength. 1It’s the
same successful formula -- dealing from strength -- that we’re
applying to our other negotiations with the Soviet Union as well.
And I assure you: If we don’t get what we want in these other
areas -- in other words, if we do not get good treaties -- there
will be no treaties.

It’s my hope that, in recognition of the important role they
play in this process, the 100 Members of the United States Senate
will now proceed expeditiously in their debate on the I.N.F.
Treaty. It is, after all, a solid Treaty, carefully negotiated;
a Treaty that stands on its own substantive merits; a Treaty that
will enhance the security of our own country and that of our
Allies in both Europe and Asia -- the two continents now
threatened by the very Soviet missiles that will be removed once
the Treaty is implemented.

Ratification of the Treaty will enable us to get on with the
job -- the job of eliminating these nuclear missiles. It will
also allow us to put into action the elaborate verification
regime that we achieved in the I.N.F. Treaty. This verification
regime is the most stringent in arms control history, one that
will enable us to verify effectively that the Soviets are indeed
complying with all of the Treaty’s provisions.

I know that you, the American people, strongly support this
I.N.F. Treaty. On Capitol Hill, the House of Representatives has
already given the Treaty its endorsement -- by an overwhelming

171.%
vote of 393 to 7.




Now that the Treaty is moving to floor debate in the Senate,

let the debate be vigorous and full. And let . it procee
1ve

% ~|_z)delay.\ For I’'m confident that the final vote wi?l i%dee

4‘ vah hcatifes— b Hous
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Until next week, thanks for listening and God bless you.
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]-of the Treaty on Intermediate-range Nuclear
Forces, known as the INF Treaty. Youln}‘\ll recall that Soviet
General Secretary Gorbachev and I signed this Treaty at our

Summit meeting in Washington last Dc.acember]ﬁJ
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d. The Treaty Ji a landmark accomplishMuse, once —it—ie

implemented, it will bring about the elimination of an entire
Arm-z.‘e,‘-*-\-
class of ¥S and Soviet nuclear missiles.

Q nd-eonsent on the
ratification-of -the—freaty, which—is necessary-before it can-be

proeess VAl ey
implenented. The ratification effest began'\when I formally

INF L3
submitted the r‘Treaty to the Senate%Treaty ratificationJl ‘
F'v-o;f' L v Y,
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is an important part of our,Constitutional proce;—sz)o‘ﬁ"r separa- wa. M A~

Sou by Nk M‘“ca-‘wr\‘thmh_e_g ’ J
tion of powers, Ivf‘f:‘he Senat?@ae-ur essentlalc;o&e—te-play._- _
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the Senat§1n—res_conss.de.:a.t.mn—of——the-m gfflClalS from

our State and Defense Departments, our Intelligence Community and

4—1 Senior officials of my Administration haw closely w1th

our Arms Control agency have provided many hours of testimony
before three separate Senate comittees)a-nd-have- painstakingly
respond:? to the detailed questions posed to them by the Senators
on these committees.

cg In addition, Senators have gddressed to the Adminlstratlon eve-r
- bt Hoow 1280 v

1206—written—questions—aned scores of letters about thea'l‘reaty, v _
: ’ Cdtsy ML, il cee tinf
i we have provided full written responses to\f;i-—of them.V e T

have worked very hard to meet any Senate concerns over the Treaty.

contlnu/sig to do so.
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Asm debate is about to begin, m me to
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of years o ard wor y the American officia o,represent
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"you in our negotiations with the Soviet Unior)and eld fast to the

Uabed
key security objectives which had been set out by the=#$6. and our

0 steadfott cfdnepiialh (- =/
NATO AlliesYfhe Soviet Union/%;{lked away from the table

onRe—peine and stayed away from the“talks for almost a ye@r@@
[QQ

halfzr \b61 .
?’When thm returned, +meEarly 1985 we regﬁed our call

for the elimination of this entire class of (és@and Soviet

Lirgt . e
L\L'?:J {NW & m##ﬁ'éjs the

missiles -- my "zero option™ proposal o#y
- T3 /‘fjﬁiﬁ-’\
Soviet Union which finallybhafter t o-'-an@g@nalf more years of

negotiating)/came around to the American position.

To ¢ .
\/ﬂi_us. }_'n the INF negotiations, we held fast to what we wanted,
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and we got it.
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This is of negotiating from strength, amé j s the
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same successful formula at we '&‘e applying to our other )

T ant e .
negotiations with the Soviet Union as well. And if we don't get
-

——

what we want in these other areas’\in other words if we do not

-

get good treatiesé‘ there will be NO treaties.
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L5 # hope thati the 100 members of the United States Senate??in !

Gevcogniti’on“of the important role)t‘hey play in this process ,\will

now proceed expeditiously in their debate on the INF Treaty. It
e Tr
is, after all, a solid Treaty, carefully negotiated,-whieh stands

2 v
on its own substantive merits)' and—wii-oh~will enhance the security
oW
of our)country andAof our Allies in both Europe and Asia -- the

v
two continents now threatened by the'\Soviet missiles whieh will



‘s
be removed once the Treaty eemrbe implementeé%%atification of the
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Treaty will enable us to get on with the jobLaf‘§IﬁﬁIﬁE%ing these

nuclear missiles. It will also allow us to put into action the
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elaborate verification regime whielr we achieved iﬁVEﬁEi‘Tféaty,
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e most stringent in arms control history, whaeh will enable us

all of
to verify effectively that the Soviets are:iomplylng withAthe
|

Treaty's provisions.
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)Ihe American people/stﬁ:ngly support thi reatyg the House

of Representatives hasAgiven the Treaty its endorsement -- by an

overwhelming vote of
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 4, 1988
MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN
SPEECHWRITERS
FROM: RHETT DAWSON\S\
SUBJECT: Saturday Radio Address, May 7th

The topic for this week's radio address is the INF treaty. As
you know the treaty is expected to be taken up by the Senate on
Wednesday, May 1l1. The President's remarks should emphasize that
the treaty was something sought in a long process. This process
required our European allies and ourselves to make the most
determined of efforts. 1In short, the remarks should convey that
we were diligent in putting together the provisions of the
treaty. The message we convey to the Senate as to how quickly it
gives advice and consent should be a little nudge but not a push.
We should not mention that we want Senate action completed by the
time of the Moscow summit. We should express willingness to work
with the Senate to resolve any issues.

Finally, the address should avoid tying INF ratification to our
ability to achieve other arms control measures. Steve Steiner of
the NSC staff has volunteered to work with you on these remarks.
You may also want to consult with Legislative Affairs.

v
*

cc: Alan Kranowitz
Steve Steiner





