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Transcript of the President's 
Special 0 Tim New York Times 

WASHINGTON, Oct. 12—Following is 
the text of President Nixon's news con-
ference at the White House today at 
which he announced his plan to meet 
with leaders of the Soviet Union in Mos-
cow next May: 

OPENING STATEMENT 
Ladies and gentlemen, I have an an-

nouncement which is embargoed until 
12:00 noon Washington time and 7:00 
o'clock Moscow time. In order for you 
to have the chance to file before the 12 
o'clock deadline, I have asked Mn 
Kempster, who has the right to end the 
conference, to break it off at five min-
utes to 12. Between that time and the 
time that I read this announcement, of 
course, I will take questions on this 
announcement or any other subject you 
would like to have covered. 

The announcement is as follows: 
The leaders of the United States and 

the Soviet Union in their exchanges 
during the past year, have agreed that 
a meeting between them would be 
desirable once sufficient progress had 
been made in negotiations at lower 
levels. 

In light of the recent advances in 
bilateral and multilateral negotiations 
involving the two countries, it has been 
agreed that such a meeting will take 
place in Moscow in the latter part of 
May, 1972. 

President Nixon and the Soviet lead-
ers will review all major issues, with a 
view toward further improving their 
bilateral relations and enhancing the 
prospects of world peace. 

We will go to your questions. 

QUESTIONS 
1. Moscow and Peking Trips 

Q. Mr. President, what relationship 
does this have to your visit to China? 

A. The two are independent trips. We 
are going to Peking for the purpose of 
discussing matters of bilateral concern 
there and I will be going to the Soviet 
Union for the purpose of discussing 
matters that involve the United States 
and the Soviet Union. Neither trip is 
being taken for the purpose of exploit-
ing what differences may exist between 
the two nations. Neither is being taken 
at the expense of any other nation. 

The trips are being taken for the 
purpose of better relations between the 
United States and the Soviet Union and 
better relations between the United 
States and the People's Republic of 
China. And any speculation to the ef-
fect that one has been planned for the 
purpose of affecting the other would be 
entirely inaccurate. 

Q. Mr. President, why announce a 
trip of this nature so far in advance? 

A. It is vitally important, both in the 
case of this trip and the trip to the 
People's Republic of China—which, as 
you know we announced far in advance. 
The date yet to be selected. Dr. KiSsinger 
will work out that date on his trip, 
which will take place in the next two 
or three weeks—but it is vitally im-
portant that the meeting accomplish 
something. 

It is therefore important that the 
preparation for the meeting be adequate 
in every respect and in the discussion 
that I had with Mr. Gromyko when he 
was here and discussions prior to that 
time, that were had at other levels with 
regard to the setting up of this trip, it 
was felt that May of 1972 would be the 
time when progress on a number of 
fronts, in which we are presently in-
volved with the Soviet Union, would 
have reached the point that a meeting 
at the highest level could be effective. 

2. Strategic Arms Agreement 
Q. Mr. President, do you expect to 

be able to sign an agreement on stra-
tegic arms when you go to Moscow 
next May? 

A. As you will recall, we, at the 
highest level in May indicated that our 
goal would be to try to achieve an 
agreement on strategic arms this year. 
We are making progress towards that 
goal. We will continue to move toward 
achieving that goal, either at the end 
of this year or as soon thereafter as 
we possibly can. 

If the goal can be achieved before 
May of 1972, we will achieve it and 
that, incidentally, is also the view of 
:the Soviet Union. I will not speculate 
as to failing to achieve that goal. If it 
is not achieved, certainly that would 
be one of the subjects that would come 
up. 

Q. Mr. President, what would you ex-
pect other items on the agenda to be 
in addition to anything that is con-
cluded at the SALT talks? 

A. I have already indicated we will 
review all major issues. Now today 
what the issues will be is quite prema-
ture. For example, the question that has 
just been raised with regard to the 
SALT talks is one that may be behind 
us at that point. 

Both Governments are working to-
ward that end. And then the question 
would be, what do we do in arms con-
trol going beyond simply the limitation 
of strategic weapons at this point and 
the same would be true of the Mideast, 
which is a possible subject. The same 
is true in a number of other areas 
where presently the Soviet Union and 
the United States are having negotia-
tions. 

The fact that we are going to have 
a meeting in May does not mean that 
the negotiating tracks that we are en-
gaged on with the Soviet Union, in a 
number of areas, are now closed or that 
we are going to slow down. 

We are going to go forward in all the 
other areas so that in May we can deal 
with unfinished business. 
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3. Peripheral Areas on Agenda 
Q. Would this include Cuba, Mr. 

President? 
A. The question as to whether peri-

pheral areas—and I mean by "peripher-
al areas," areas that do not directly 
involve the Soviet Union and the United 
States—would be involved would de-
pend on the situation at that time. 

For example, Cuba is one possibility. 
The question of Southeast Asia is anoth-
er. As far as Southeast Asia is con-
cerned, I would emphasize there, again, 
however, that, completely without re-
gard to this meeting, and completely 
without regard to the meeting that will 
take place with the Chinese leaders at 
an earlier date, we are proceeding both-
on the negotiating track and on-the Viet 
namization track to end American in-
volvement in Vietnam. We trust that we 
will have accomplished that goal, or at 
least have made significant progress to-
ward accomplishing that goal, by the 
time this meeting takes place. 
4. Basis for New Summit Talks 

Q. Can you tell us the mechanics, 
sir? How did the meeting come about? 
Did their Ambassador come here? Was 
it hot-lined, and can you tell us, sir, 
when the ball started rolling toward this 
meeting? 

A. The ball started rolling toward 
this meeting, I think, in my first press 
conference when, you recall, the inevit-
able question came up, "Are we going 
to have a summit with the Soviet 
Union?" 

I pointed out then I did not believe a 
summit would serve a useful purpose 
unless something was to come out of it. 
I do not believe in having summit meet-
ings simply for the purpose of having a 
meeting. I think that tends to create 
euphoria. It raises high hopes that are 
then dashed, as was the case with Glass-
boro. We are not making that mistake. 

Both in our meeting with the Chinese 
which is being very carefully planned, 
as evidenced by Dr. Kissinger's trip to 
help prepare the final agenda and ar-
rangements, in our meeting with the 
Soviet Union we have agreed to a sum-
mit meeting only on the basis that we 

I should also point out the very signi-
ficant areas in which we have made 
progress in Soviet-American relations, 
both on our part and their part. We have 
felt unless we were able to make prog-
ress in this era of negotiations rather 
than confrontation and other areas, that 
a meeting at the summit might be sim-
ply an impasse; but when we look back 
over the record of the last 2% years, 
significant progress has been made. 

We have had a treaty with regard to 
the seabeds. We have had one with re-
gard to biological weapons. We have 
had an agreement coming out of the 
SALT talks with regard to the hot line' 
and accidental war and, of course, most 
important of all—and I think this is the 
item that, for both us and for them,, led 
us to conclude that now was the time 
for a summit meeting—we have had an agreement on Berlin. The Berlin nego-
tiations, of course, are not completely 
wrapped up; but on the part of the 
Soviet Union and the United States and, 
of course, the other two powers in-
volved, this agreement had historic sig-
nificance. 

In view of the progress that we have 
made, Mr. Gromyko, speaking for his 
Government, and I, speaking for ours, 
agreed on the occasion of his visit that 
this was the time for a summit meeting. 

5. Timing of Peking Meeting 
Q. Mr. President, this then was the 

reason you announced you would go to 
Peking before May? You had this May 
date in mind at that time. 

A. No, Mr. Theis, when we announced 
that we would be going to Peking, we 
did not have an understanding with the 
Soviet Union that we were going to 
have a visit to the Soviet Union. How-
ever, I should point out that as far as 
the announcement with regard to the 
Soviet summit is concerned, that the 

. Government of the People's Republic of 
China was informed that this announce-
ment would be made today, and is 
aware of the date of the Soviet visit 

would have an agenda in which there 
was a possibility of making significant 
progress, and also on which items would 
be on the agenda on which progress 
could best be made, and in some in-
stances might only be made by decisions 
at the highest level. 

Now, I stated that or at least made 
that point, in several press conferences, 
including my first one. In the spring of 
last year there was some discussion with 
the Soviet Union at lower levels with 
regard to the possibility of a summit. 
There was further discussion of the 
possibility of a summit when I met with 
Mr. Gromyko in the fall of last year 
when he was here with the United Na- 
tions. 

Those discussions nave continued on 
and off, not at my level, but on other 
levels, until Mr. Gromyko arrived for 
his visit with me on this occasion. On 
this occasion he brought a formal in-
vitation. 

Let me say on the Soviet side that 
they agreed basically with my principle, 
which is also theirs, that a summit meet-
ing should be held only when both sides 
are prepared to discuss matters of sub-
stance, and it is because both of us have 
been waiting for the time that we felt 
there were matters on which major 
progress could be made that the summit 
meeting is being held at this time, rather 
than at an earlier time. 



that I had mentioned, the latter part 
of May. 

I should also point out that the Gov-
ernment in Peking is aware of the fact 
that we will be working toward agree-
ment on a date with them, which will 
be prior to the meeting with the Soviet 
leaders. 

6. Soviet Leaders to Be Met 
Q. Mr. President, with which Soviet leaders do you expect to have your most significant talks, Kosygin, Brezh-nev, or Podgorny, or alI three of them 

or two of them? 
A. Generally speaking, in the Soviet system, the talks that take place will, of course, cover all three, but the chair-man, in this case Mr. Brezhnev, is the man with whom I would expect to have very significant talks. I would expect certainly to have significant talks also with Kosygin and perhaps Mr. Podgorny. But in the Soviet system, as I pointed out—and the same is also true of the People's Republic system—in any Com-munist system, the Chairman of the Communist party is the man who is the major center of power. 
Q. Mr. President, at the time the Red China trip was announced, I believe we 

were told it was going-  to be before May first because you didn't want to get it involved in domestic political pol- itics. I wonder how this differs, since this is after May 1, as far as domestic political politics is concerned? 
A.. We have this just as close to May 1 as we possibly could. This was the best date that the Soviet Union and we could agree upon, and it will come, as I said, in the latter part of May. 
We both deliberately agreed that it should not come—which' would gener- ally have been their first choice, be- cause June or July is a better time to go to Moscow than May, I understand —we agreed for the reasons that we have mentioned, that it should be in May. 

7. U.S. Involvement in. Vietnam 
Q. Mr. President, you said that it is your goal to end the American involve-ment in South Vietnam or at least make significant progress toward that by the time you meet in Moscow. Is it your 

goal that you can end at least the American ground combat involvement by that time? 
A. I will have another announcement 

on Vietnam in November. That an-nouncement will speak to that question and other announcements after that will also speak to that question. 
I will not speculate further on that. The American presence in Vietnam, both in terms of our residual forces, the ground combat forces to which you re-fer, and the use of our air power, will be maintained to meet the objectives that I have often times spelled out, in-cluding among others, the return of our P.O.W.'s, and the ability of the South Vietnamese to take over the responsi-bility themselves. But I would strongly urge the members of the press not to speculate as to what I am going to say in November. 

8. Labor and Tripartite Board 
Q. Mr. President, a question on Phase Two, sir. Are you prepared to give the tripartite board complete autonomy in order to gain labor's cooperation? 
A. A meeting is taking place at this moment, and perhaps may be nearing conclusion, in which the A.F.L.-C.I.O. Council is discussing their participation in the tripartite board, and the question is to the extent of their cooperation with our efforts to control inflation. 

I believe, first, that Secretary Con-
nally answered your question, and that 
is our position, in his press conference. 
As far as any further discussion with 
regard to the role that labor will play, and the relationship of the board to the 
Cost of Living Council, I think it would 
be well to wait until their meeting has been concluded. 

If they make a statement today, I will issue a statement from here comment-ing upon that specific matter, if it is raised. 

9. Informing Allies of Visits 
Q. Could you tell us what consulta-tions were had with the NATO allies or Japan on the two visits? A. All were informed. 

10. Supreme Court Nominations 
Q. Mr. President, can you tell us when you may make a nomination or nominations for the Supreme Court and 

is Senator Byrd of West Virginia on the list of those you are considering? A. He is definitely on the list and I will make the nominations next week, both. Q. Both? A. Both. 
11. Possibility of Woman Justice 

Q. Sir, you are going to have a woman on there, aren't you? (laughter) A. I would simply add that I don't rule out Senator Byrd, and I certainly don't rule out a woman for considera-
tion. 

Incidentally, the speculation with re-gard to the Court, I know, is naturally a subject of very great interest, but I can assure you that the dope stories that a man is certain to get it and then a dope story this morning, he is out of running, both are wrong. 
Senator Byrd, as a result of several of his colleagues recommending him, is 

one that is being considered. And I will also say in answer to Miss McLendon's question that at least two women are under consideration at this time. 
12. Talks With Mao and Chou 
Q. Mr. President, to clarify your ex-pectation on the Moscow visit, it would be equally your expectation to have sig-nificant talks with Chairman Mao in Peking rather than meetings with Chou En-tai or ceremonial meetings with the Chairman? 
A. The question as to what kind of 

meetings will take place in Peking will be worked out by Dr. Kissinger when he is there. There will, of course, be meet-ings with Chou En-lai. I would assume there would be meetings with the Chair-
man. However, in each system, the So-viet system and the Chinese system, the question as to which individual should cover which subject varies and, of course, I will be prepared to meet with whatever leader in the Soviet Union or whatever leader in the People's Repub-
lic of China has the responsibility for the particular subjects we have in mind. 

For example, take the Soviet. It may well be that Chairman Brezhnev may have the responsibility in certain polit-
ical or foreign policy areas. It might be that Prime Minister Kosygin would have responsibility in trade areas. I am not trying to say what they have decided, but we are prepared, and both Govern-ments know we are prepared, for me to meet with the Head of Government or the Chairman of the party, or any other that they designate who has responsi-
bility. 

I should also point out that the Secre-
tary of State will accompany me to both 
Moscow and Peking. Dr. Kissinger will 
accompany me and it will be a small working group, and meetings will take 
place not only between the President 
and various leaders on their side, but between the Secretary of State and the people designated by them on their side. We expect to have a very busy, work-ing visit, not a ceremonial visit. Cere-mony, I should indicate, will be at an absolute minimum in both the Soviet Union and in the People's Republic. 

I emphasize again, the purpose of both visits is not simply cosmetics. We are not taring  a trip for the sake of taking a trip. The purpose of these visits is at the very highest level to attempt to make progress in negotiating in areas where there are very significant differ-
ences. Differences between us and the People's Republic. Differences between us and the Soviet Union. 

I should emphasize, too, that in point-, ing out the progress we have made with the Soviet Union, that Mr. Gromyko and I agreed that we still have very great differences. We do not expect all those differences to be resolved, but there is one thing in which we agree at this 
point and that is that the interest of neither country would be served by war. 

If there is another world war, if there is a war between the superpowers, there will be no winners. There will be only losers. 
I think we can both agree that neither major power can get a decisive advan-tage over the other, an advantage which would enable it to launch a pre-emptive strike which might enable it to engage in international blackmail. 
It is because we have reached the point that the competition in terms of escalating arms race cannot gain an advantage, and both of us emphasize this in our meeting, it is for that rea-son that now the time has come to negotiate our differences, negotiate with regard to our differences, recognizing that they are still very deep, recogniz- 

ing, however, that there is no alterna-tive to negotiation at this point. 
13. Textile Talks With ,Japan 
Q. Mr. President, are we going to have textile agreements this week in advance of the October 15th deadline which, reportedly, the Administration has set down for mandatory quotas? 
A. At the present time very intensive talks are going on with the Japanese on the textile question. We are hopeful that those talks will produce a mutual agreement. In the event there is not a mutual agreement, and in the event that by October 15th there is either not an agreement or a process under way which points to the negotiating of an agreement, then the United States will move unilaterally. 

14. European Security Conference 
Q. In connection with the agenda for the Moscow talks, what is the position of the United States at present on the question of a European security con-ference, and specifically, is it the U.S. position that we will not agree to a European security conference until there is a final agreement on Berlin and first-stage agreement on SALT? 

A. The European security conference is a matter that has been very widely discussed between our two governments. As a matter of fact, it was one of the suggestions for a discussion, I think it is proper to reveal, when I met with Mr. Gromyko. I note the press has so.  speculated, and the press, in this case, is correct. 



With regard to the European security conference, you are correct in saying that, until the Berlin matter is wrapped up, the discussions with regard to the possibility of a European security con-ference would not serve a useful pur-pose. After it is wrapped up, then we shall go forward with preliminary dis-cussions to see whether or not a Euro-pean security conference could serve a useful purpose. 
Both governments agree, with regard to the European security conference,. that it, like a summit conference, should not be held until there are areas where there can be substantial chances for agreement. The Secretary of State will have the primary responsibility, after the Berlin settlement is totally wrapped up, to explore with our allies, as the Soviet Union will be exploring with theirs, whether or not•.the European se-curity conference should be held, and if it should be held, when it should be held. 

I should also point out, because it does raise the other questions, I men-tioned in answer to an earlier question, , that our allies had been informed and , that Japan had been informed. Prior to the visit to the Soviet Union, there will, of course, be extensive consultation with our allies on matters which affect them. For example, mutual balanced force reduction, the European security conference, matters of this sort, if they are to come up at a summit conference, will, of course, be discussed with our allies, just as we expect the Soviet Un-ion to discuss it with their allies. 
15. Elections in South Vietnam 
Q. Now that the South Vietnamese election returns are official, will you be sending your congratulations to the winner, and do you have any comments on those elections? 
A. On September 16th I indicated my view about the elections, and I stand by that view. I believe, as the Secretary of State pointed out in his television ap-pearance Sunday, that we have to keep this matter in perspective. We would have preferred, just as we would prefer in all countries of the world, a contested election somewhat along the lines that would meet our standard. 
On the other hand, the situation in South Vietnam has been that they have made great progress toward represent-ative government there. There has been a very lively opposition in both the National Assembly and in the Senate. As far as President Thieu is con-cerned, he is aware of my statement of September 16th, and I will be sending a representative of course, to his inaugu-ration. Let me say in that respect that if the United States followed the prac-tice of not sending representatives to inaugurations unless the President or the Prime Minister was there as a re-sult of a contested election, we would only have one-third as many delegations to send, and we wouldn't want to do that. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 


