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November 15, 1974

I hope that you will extend my appreciation and my 

congratulations to the participants in the Hawaii County Committee 

Democratic Party Appreciation Rally. The opportunity to share 

the ticket with the other outstanding Democratic candidates in 

Hawaii County and to receive the enthusiastic support from the 

people of that County shall be long remembered with fondness and 

appreciation.



Hilo. HawaiiDEMOCRATIC PARTY OF HAWAII

HAWAII COUNTY COMMITTEE

Robert M. Yamada, Chairmar 
19774 Campaign Committee 
Hawaii County Committee 
Democratic Party

November 4, 1974

TO CANDIDATES IN THE 1974 PRIMARY AND GENERAL ELECTIONS:

The Hawaii County Committee Democratic Party is planning an

"Appreciation Rally” to be held on Tuesday. November at

Wailoa -State Park from 5:00 to 7:00 P.M., to express their grati- 

tude to the people for their support of the Democratic Party. 

This function will be free to the public. Beer and pupus will 

be served, and a big-name entertainer is being lined up. More 

details on this will be available later on, so save the date!



18 October 1974

I regret that I can not personally be with the Hilo 
Contractors' Association on this occasion and share in 
a more intimate way my thoughts and hopes for the future. 
I am aware that our No. 1 problem — the current stag- 
flation which besets so many with unusual problems 
presents particular difficulties for those engaged in 
construction activities. Securing our economic future 
from the ravages of runaway inflation and assuring 
employment for those willing and able to work is our 
number one concern in the Congress. We will be going 
back into a special post-election session to consider 
and act on the necessary legislation to attack the root 
causes of inflation and to ameliorate the impact on those 
who are bearing the brunt of our economic woes. I pledge 
my continued best effort in that struggle.

May I take this occasion to extend to all of you my warm 
aloha and my appreciation for your past support.

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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Contractor's Association and share in a more- intimate way
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which besets so many with unusual problems presents particular 
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July 18, 1974

Dear Mr. Koga:

I deeply regret that prior commitments prevent 

me from joining you and your many friends tonight. 

However, may I take this means to extend to you my 

warm congratulations upon your selection as a 

recipient for the Sixth Class Order of the Rising Sun 

from the Emperor of Japan.

Your active participation in numerous community 

activities and your positive involvement in improving 

U. S. -Japan relationship are most worthy of this 

special recognition by the Emperor of Japan.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



Torao Matsumoto, President 
Wahiawa/Waialua/Haleiwa Kumamoto

Ken Jin Kai

Sincerely,

July 8, 1974

The Honorable and Mrs. Daniel K. Inouye
United States Senate
442 Richard Russell Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator and Mrs. Inouyes

On behalf of the members of the Haleiwa Jodo Mission 
and the Wahiawa/Waialua/Haleiwa Kumamoto Ken Jin Kai, we 
would like to invite you to a testimonial dinner in honor 
of Mr. Norio Koga.

Mr. Koga has been selected as a recipient of the Sixth 
Class Order of the Rising Sun from the Emperor of Japan in 
recognition of his meritorious service as a religious leader, 
educator and leader in Japanese-American relations.

 We hope you will be able to join us in honoring Mr. Koga
on July 18, 1974 at Dot’s Inn in Wahiawa. We will have 
cocktails at 6:00 p.m. and dinner will follow at 6:30 p.m. 
We look forward to seeing you.



June 28, 1974

Dear Ben:

May I take this means to join with your many

friends tonight in this high and appropriate tribute 

to your efforts and accomplishments toward assuring 

for the people of our State the just and equal application 

of our laws.

I wish to convey to you my best wishes for your 

judicial tasks ahead. I am certain that you will continue 

your efforts to preserve that which is good and right 

for our people.

I pray that this evening is a most memorable one.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



Dear Mr. Holt:

I wish to convey to the members of the Hawaii Government 

Employee’s Association on the occasion of their 40th Annual 

Convention my heartiest congratulations. As a public official, I 

also want to convey my respects and my gratitude for the responsible 

way in which the Hawaii Government Employee's Association under 

their outstanding leadership has represented governmental employees 

over the years. You have won many great victories not only for 

yourselves but for the people of Hawaii.

May I take this opportunity to wish you well and to extend my 

congratulations.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

Mr. Charles Holt, President 
Hawaii Government Employee’s 

Association
Kenodall Building. Suite 601 

880 Mililani Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96817

June 21st, 1974

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510



ARTHUR JAMES BALFOUR
THE FOURTH OF JULY

ON THIS ANNIVERSARY IN EVERY PART OF THE WORLD, AMERICAN CITIZENS

MEET TOGETHER AND RENEW, AS IT WERE, THEIR VOWS OF DEVOTION TO THE 

GREAT IDEALS WHICH HAVE ANIMATED THEM. ALL THE WORLD ADMIRES, AND 

ALL THE WORLD SYMPATHIZES WITH THE VAST WORK OF THE GREAT AMERICAN 

REPUBLIC. ALL THE WORLD LOOKS BACK UPON THE ONE HUNDRED NINETY-EIGHT 

YEARS WHICH HAVE ELAPSED SINCE THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE AND SEES 

IN THAT ONE HUNDRED NINETY-EIGHT YEARS AN EXPANSION IN THE WAY OF 

POPULATION, IN THE WAY OF WEALTH AND OF POWER, MATERIAL AND SPIRITUAL, 

WHICH IS UNEXAMPLED IN THAT PERIOD, AND, AS FAR AS I KNOW, IN THE 

HISTORY OF THE WORLD.

DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER
INAUGURAL ADDRESS

IN THE SWIFT RUSH OF GREAT EVENTS, WE FIND OURSELVES GROPING TO KNOW

THE FULL SENSE AND MEANING OF THE TIMES IN WHICH WE LIVE. IN OUR QUEST 

OF UNDERSTANDING, WE BESEECH GOD'S GUIDANCE. WE SUMMON ALL OUR KNOWLEDGE 

OF THE PAST AND WE SCAN ALL SIGNS OF THE FUTURE. WE BRING ALL OUR WIT 

AND WILL TO MEET THE QUESTION: HOW FAR HAVE WE COME IN MAN'S LONG 

PILGRIMAGE FROM DARKNESS TOWARD LIGHT? ARE WE NEARING THE LIGHT - A 

DAY OF FREEDOM AND OF PEACE FOR ALL MANKIND? OR ARE THE SHADOWS OF 

ANOTHER NIGHT CLOSING IN UPON US?
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ABRAHAM LINCOLN
SECOND INAUGURAL ADDRESS

WITH MALICE TOWARD NONE, WITH CHARITY FOR ALL, WITH FIRMNESS IN THE

RIGHT AS GOD GIVES US TO SEE THE RIGHT, LET US FINISH THE WORK WE ARE

IN, TO BIND UP THE NATIONS WOUNDS, TO CARE FOR HIM WHO SHALL HAVE 

BORNE THE BATTLE, AND FOR HIS WIDOW AND HIS ORPHANS, TO DO ALL WHICH 

MAY ACHIEVE AND CHERISH A JUST AND A LASTING PEACE AMONG OURSELVES 

AND WITH ALL NATIONS.

WOODROW WILSON
PEACE WITHOUT VICTORY

I AM PROPOSING GOVERNMENT BY THE CONSENT OF THE GOVERNED; THAT FREEDOM 

OF THE SEAS WHICH IN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE AFTER CONFERENCE REPRE- 

SENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES HAVE URGED WITH THE ELOQUENCE OF THOSE 

WHO ARE THE CONVINCED DISCIPLES OF LIBERTY; AND THAT MODERATION OF 

ARMAMENTS WHICH MAKES OF ARMIES AND NAVIES A POWER FOR ORDER MERELY, 

NOT AN INSTRUMENT OF AGGRESSION OR OF SELFISH VIOLENCE. THESE ARE 

AMERICAN PRINCIPLES, AMERICAN POLICIES. WE CAN STAND FOR NO OTHERS. 

AND THEY ARE ALSO THE PRINCIPLES AND POLICIES OF FORWARD-LOOKING MEN 

AND WOMEN EVERYWHERE, OF EVERY MODERN NATION, OF EVERY ENLIGHTENED 

COMMUNITY. THEY ARE THE PRINCIPLES OF MANKIND, AND MUST PREVAIL...
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ADLAI EWING STEVENSON
ACCEPTANCE OF NOMINATION

let's TELL THEM THAT THE VICTORY TO BE WON IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, 

THIS PORTAL TO THE GOLDEN AGE, MOCKS THE PRETENSIONS OF INDIVIDUAL 

ACUMEN AND INGENUITY. FOR IT IS A CITADEL GUARDED BY THICK WALLS OF 

IGNORANCE AND IMPRECATIONS OR EVEN THE GENERALS' BATON. THEY ARE, 

MY FRIENDS, WALLS THAT MUST BE DIRECTLY STORMED BY THE HOSTS OF COUR- 

AGE, MORTALITY, AND OF VISION, STANDING SHOULDER TO SHOULDER, UNAFRAID 

OF UGLY TRUTH, CONTEMPTUOUS OF LIES, HALF-TRUTHS, AND DEMAGOGUERY.

JOHN F. KENNEDY
MASSACHUSETTS LEGISLATURE

TODAY, THE EYES OF ALL PEOPLE ARE TRULY UPON US, AND OUR GOVERNMENT, IN 

EVERY BRANCH, AT EVERY LEVEL, NATIONAL, STATE AND LOCAL, MUST BE AS A 

CITY UPON A HILL, CONSTRUCTED AND INHABITED BY MEN AWARE OF THEIR GRAVE 

TRUST AND THEIR GREAT RESPONSIBILITIES.

...HISTORY WILL NOT JUDGE OUR ENDEAVORS, AND A GOVERNMENT CANNOT BE 

SELECTED, MERELY ON THE BASIS OF COLOR OR CREED OR EVEN PARTY AFFILIA- 

TION. NEITHER WILL COMPETENCE AND LOYALTY AND STATURE, WHILE ESSENTIAL 

TO THE UTMOST, SUFFICE IN TIMES SUCH AS THESE.

FOR OF THOSE TO WHOM MUCH IS GIVEN, MUCH IS REQUIRED, AND WHEN AT SOME 

FUTURE DATE THE HIGH COURT OF HISTORY SITS IN JUDGMENT ON EACH OF US, 

RECORDING WHETHER IN OUR BRIEF SPAN OF SERVICE WE FULFILLED OUR RE- 

SPONSIBILITIES TO THE STATE, OUR SUCCESS OR FAILURE, IN WHATEVER OFFICE 

WE HOLD, WILL BE MEASURED BY THE ANSWERS TO FOUR QUESTIONS;

FIRST, WERE WE TRULY MEN OF COURAGE, WITH THE COURAGE TO STAND UP TO 

ONE'S ENEMIES, AND THE COURAGE TO STAND UP, WHEN NECESSARY, TO ONE'S 



ASSOCIATES, THE COURAGE TO RESIST PUBLIC PRESSURE AS WELL AS PRIVATE 

GREED?

SECOND, WERE WE TRULY MEN OF JUDGMENT , WITH PERCEPTIVE JUDGMENT OF THE 

FUTURE AS WELL AS THE PAST, OF OUR OWN MISTAKES AS WELL AS THE MISTAKES 

OF OTHERS, WITH ENOUGH WISDOM TO KNOW WHAT WE DID NOT KNOW, AND ENOUGH / 

CANDOR TO ADMIT IT?

THIRD, WERE WE TRULY MEN OF INTEGRITY, MEN WHO NEVER RAN OUT ON EITHER

THE PRINCIPLES IN WHICH WE BELIEVED OR THE PEOPLE WHO BELIEVED IN US,

MEN WHOM NEITHER FINANCIAL GAIN NOR POLITICAL AMBITION COULD EVER DIVERT 

FROM THE FULFILLMENT OF OUR SACRED TRUST?

FINALLY, WERE WE TRULY MEN OF DEDICATION, WITH AN HONOR MORTGAGED TO

NO SINGLE INDIVIDUAL OR GROUP, AND COMPROMISED BY NO PRIVATE OBLIGATION

OR AIM, BUT DEVOTED SOLELY TO SERVING THE PUBLIC GOOD AND THE NATIONAL 

INTEREST?
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21 June 1974

TO: CHAIRMAN
APPRECIATION DINNER FOR FRANCIS HATANAKA

I wish to join with all of you at the appreciation dinner 
to honor Mr. Francis Hatanaka.

I have had the good fortune of knowing the Hatanaka family 
from Maui for many years. It therefore gives me greater 
pleasure to extend to Francis my personal congratulations 
on his steady progress through the executive offices of the 
Department of Education.

I am confident that his administrative abilities and 
dedication to the principles of pragmatic education will 
be evidenced in his new position.

Please extend to Francis my sincerest best wishes for 
continued success.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



DANIEL K. INOUYE 
HAWAII

STATE OFFICE:
Capital Investment Bldg.
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

MORIO OMORIUnited States Senate executive ASSISTANT

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510



June 23, 1974

Dear Herbert:

May I take this means to convey to you my 

congratulations and best wishes on today's opening 

of your headquarters. I hope that these festivi- 

ties will be most enjoyable.

Warmest aloha.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



July 11, 1974

Dear Friends:

I am pleased and most proud to welcome you 

to this 55th annual convention of the American Legion, 

Department of Hawaii.

May I take this means to convey to each of you 

my warmest aloha and my best wishes for a most 

successful and memorable convention.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE 
United States Senator



message to Club 100's 32nd anniversary and state convention 
banquet in Hilo.

June 8, 1974

My Fellow Veterans:

It is with the deepest regret that I am unable 

to join you personally tonight. However, may I take 

this means to extend to each of you my warm aloha.

As veterans who went to combat in defense of 

our great nation, we share bonds of friendship and 

comradeship of which we are very proud.

And as veterans who wish to see our country 

remain a strong and vital democracy, we share a grave 

and special bond of responsibility to remain active, 

informed, and concerned citizens.

I urge you tonight to seek new programs and 

renewed commitment toward these goals. I am confident 

that—once again—our veterans will not fail this nation

I pray that this evening is a most enjoyable 

one for all.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



June 9, 1974

Dear Herbert:

I regret that previous commitments prevent 

me from joining you, your family, and your many 

friends tonight. However, permit me to take 

this means to convey to you my warm aloha and 

best wishes for a most enjoyable and memorable 

evening.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator 
Un



May 25, 1974

Dear Friends:

May I take this means to extend my Aloha to 

each of you and my warm congratulations and gratitude 

to your colleagues who retire this year.

I also would like to take this opportunity to 

convey to the members and officers of the Oahu Education 

Association my best wishes for a most active and 

productive year.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



news from
Senator DANIEL K. INOUYE
topic:

Speech before the National Association of Credit Managers

date: May 17, 1974

release date: 9:00 A.M., Monday, May 20, 1974

Today we face a crisis in government. It is a crisis relating 
not only to the present occupant of the White House, but to the 
whole concept of the separation and balance of powers which forms 
the basic constitutional framework upon which our nation is founded. 
No concept is more basic to our democracy--to our system of govern- 
ment .

Our nation's Founding Fathers were most fearsome of any grant 
of great authority to government. They had lived with the concept 
of the "divine right of kings", and they were very anxious to 
protect the citizenry and their newly achieved freedom from an 
abusive or dictatorial government.

Out of their concern they devised a complicated system of sepa- 
ration and balance of powers. The legislative, the executive, 
and the judicial branches were, respectively, to make the laws, 
to execute the laws and to judge the fidelity of their execution.

Yet, each of these agencies of government was subject to restric- 
tions and limits on their power secured by powers granted to the 
other two branches.

The legislative was given the power of confirmation of top execu- 
tive and judicial appointments, as well as the ultimate power 
of impeachment. The executive had the power of recommend legis- 
lation, and had a limited veto power as well as the authority 
to appoint judges to the Federal court. The judiciary was em- 
powered to determine the constitutionality of executive and 
legislative actions.

As an editorial in the September 4, 1868, edition of the BALTI- 
MORE STAR so aptly stated--and it remains true to this day—
"In his frozen realms, the Czar of all the Russians is unques- 
tioned in authority. We Americans, however, keep two strong 
reins on our supreme executive; Congress is one rein and the 
Supreme Court the other. Let one slip and the wagon of State 
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veers dangerously. Let both reins slip and, with the bit in 
its foaming mouth, the executive becomes a runaway terror, tram- 
pling underfoot every right we hold dear quite like the most 
autocratic of Czars."

During the almost two hundred years of out nation's history, 
the executive has grown in power and influence out of proportion 
to and at the expense of the other two branches. This is not 
a new phenomenon. It is one with roots deep in our nation's 
history.

Emergency powers, unconstitutionally seized by President Lincoln 
in a supreme effort to preserve the Union and free the slaves, 
have, during more recent administrations, been assumed by the 
executive unto itself for less noble and justifiable purposes.

Each crisis--real or imagined--has spawned a new demand for 
executive authority. All too frequently, the legislature has 
been a willing handmaiden in that transfer of authority to the 
hands of the strong executive.

"The President is at liberty, both in law and conscience, to 
be as big a man as he can...His is the vital place of action 
in the system, whether he accepts it as such or not." So spoke 
Woodrow Wilson almost a decade before he assumed that office. 
His failing health, as well as his sense of history, kept his 
Presidency within constitutional bounds.

Not so with Franklin Delano Roosevelt, who two decades later, 
with our nation in the throes of the darkest depression, sought 
to impose federal authority and governmental restriction upon 
one facet after another of our nation's economic life, only to 
be frustrated by a recalcitrant Supreme Court which had the audacity, 
as well as the constitutionally sound judgement, to declare a 
number of these actions unconstitutional. This marks the beginning 
of our modern executive "power grab." President Roosevelt sought 
legitimacy in an ill-conceived effort to pack the Court--a further 
grasp for extra-constitutional power. With coming of World War II, 
he proceeded to intern American citizens in violation of the law 
and the most basic precepts of our Constitution on the basis of 
their country of origin or the ancestry of their parents.

President Truman would hardly confuse his station with that of 
a king or potentate, but even that dedicated advocate of the 
simple truth and the common man was found guilty of an unconsti- 
tutional seizure of the railroads during time of labor strife. 
In addition, he sent hundreds of thousands of American men to 
Korea without a clear Congressional mandate. More than 33,000 
died in defense of a United Nations-voted "police action."

President Eisenhower sent American troops to Lebanon without Con- 
gressional approval.
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The continued cold war tensions and the insecurity which followed 
the loss of our nuclear monopoly moved President Kennedy to imple- 
ment the plans of his predecessor in the ill-considered, ill-fated 
and unconstitutional Bay of Pigs invasion by a foreign power. 
That same disregard for the need for a constitutional and legis- 
latively mandated intervention in the affairs of foreign powers— 
especially those threatened with Communist takeover--encouraged 
him to send Americans into the military and political quagmire 
of Vietnam.

With the advice of the "Best and the Brightest," President Lyndon 
Johnson expanded the commitment of American men to more than half 
a million at one point, under the aegis of that semblance of legis- 
lative authority known as the "Gulf of Tonkin Resolution." Some 
50,000 did not return alive.

History generally has been generous with those national leaders 
who, in time of crisis, used strong if questionable powers to 
meet any threat to our nation from without or within. It is, 
therefore, perhaps understandable that Richard M. Nixon, our 
nation's 38th President, sought, from the beginning, to expand 
presidential authority.

Forebodingly, he acquired the essential ingredient of despotic 
power when he more than doubled the White House staff members. 
The White House staff grew from 220 to 510 between fiscal 1969 
and 1973.

In addition, the National Security Council almost tripled in size 
during those years. The Domestic Council, nonexistent under Presi- 
dent Johnson, grew to 75 employees in 1973 and Special Assistants 
to the White House grew from zero to 38 employees during those 
same four years.

None of these highly-placed employees, who assumed life-and-death 
power over the programs enacted by the Congress and authority 
over the regularly-selected career civil servants and duly-appointed 
cabinet and deputy and assistant secretaries, was subject to 
confirmation by the Senate.

The expenditures of the Executive Office of the President, exclu-  
sive of the Office of Economic Opportunity, increased 500 percent 
during those four years. We must remember that this occurred 
at the very time that the President engaged in an unprecedented 
and unconstitutional impoundment of funds for duly-authorized 
government programs funds for which had been duly appropriated 
by the Congress.

The atom bomb, the recurring crisis of the Cold War, and the threat 
of nuclear annihilation without warning, have caused most Americans 
to accept without question the need for extraordinary powers within 
the office of the Chief Executive.
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And so the Executive Office evolved into an institution which 
I do not believe our Founding Fathers envisioned. Arthur 
Schlesinger, Jr., has aptly described this new institution 
of the 20th Century as the "Imperial Presidency." Although 
this institution has been long in development, very few voices 
were raised against it. With the publicity of Watergate, 
Americans now have the opportunity to take some action. The 
time is ripe for such action. If the evolution of executive 
dominance is permitted to progress unchecked, the result may be 
a benevolent dictatorship-dressed with democratic frills such as 
elections. Please note that elections are held in the Soviet 
Union, Greece, Korea, Formosa, etc.

We have sought to limit the authority of the Chief Executive 
through enactment of the Budget Reform Act and we have sought 
to establish in the Congress the capability for over-all budget 
review. We remain pitifully weak, however, as Congress continues 
to operate with 19th-Century habits and technology that are at 
least a quarter of a century behind the times—while the executive 
has a battery of experts and a battery of computers at its instant 
call.

As a member of the Appropriations Committee, I chair the Foreign 
Operations Subcommittee, supervising an annual budget of some 
$7 billion. For that purpose, I have the services of a single 
staff man, who serves as my sole investigator to oversee those 
worldwide expenditures. Likewise, the minority also has one man.

To oversee appropriations for the Department of Defense, the 
Senate Appropriations Committee has some seven staff members 
trying to scrutinize an $87 billion appropriation.

Sitting opposite from us at any Appropriations Committee hearing 
is a. battery of experts armed with the latest in sophisticated 
computer capability. It is an unequal contest at best. Meantime, 
the Senate has but one computer. It is, of course, used to 
compute the Senate payroll and to maintain the Senators' mailing 
lists.

This is a problem which the Congress has recognized and tried 
to do something about.

Our major effort was the recently-enacted War Powers Act, which 
was passed despite a Presidential veto. While I voted in favor 
of that Act it is my belief that it did not solve our basic 
problem. In granting the President the power to intervene with 
American troops for 60 days--which can then be extended for 
another 30 upon his certification of danger to our troops should 
they seek to withdraw--we have given Congressional approval to 
a presidential authority exceeding by far that envisioned by 
our Founding Fathers.
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We may have started a movement this year, spurred by the growing 
realization of the needs to redress the imbalance of power between 
the executive and legislative branches. But it is, at best, 
an unequal battle. I frankly do not believe that the Congress, 
as presently constituted, even with the spur of Watergate, will 
be able to achieve the necessary goal.

As we approach the 200th anniversary of our birth as a free 
nation, it is certainly an appropriate time to reflect, in depth, 
on the works of Jefferson, Madison, Adams, Franklin, and others. 
It may be time to consider once again going to the people. It 
may be time to reconvene a constitutional convention in order 
to consider again the proper allocation of powers to the govern- 
ment. Our freedom and our nation's future may depend on it.



Speech before the National Association of Credit Managers

May 17, 1974

9:00 A.M., Monday, May 20, 1974

Today we face a crisis in government. It is a crisis relating 
not only to the present occupant of the White House, but to the 
whole concept of the separation and balance of powers which forms 
the basic constitutional framework upon which our nation is founded. 
No concept is more basic to our democracy--to our system of govern- 
ment .

Our nation's Founding Fathers were most fearsome of any grant 
of great authority to government. They had lived with the concept 
of the "divine right of kings", and they were very anxious to 
protect the citizenry and their newly achieved freedom from an 
abusive or dictatorial government.

Out of their concern they devised a complicated system of sepa- 
ration and balance of powers. The legislative, the executive, 
and the judicial branches were, respectively, to make the laws, 
to execute the laws and to judge the fidelity of their execution.

Yet, each of these agencies of government was subject to restric- 
tions and limits on their power secured by powers granted to the 
other two branches.

The legislative was given the power of confirmation of top execu- 
tive and judicial appointments, as well as the ultimate power 
of impeachment. The executive had the power of recommend legis- 
lation, and had a limited veto power as well as the authority 
to appoint judges to the Federal court. The judiciary was em- 
powered to determine the constitutionality of executive and 
legislative actions.

As an editorial in the September 4, 1868, edition of the BALTI- 
MORE STAR so aptly stated--and it remains true to this day-- 
"In his frozen realms, the Czar of all the Russians is unques- 
tioned in authority. We Americans, however, keep two strong 
reins on our supreme executive; Congress is one rein and the 
Supreme Court the other. Let one slip and the wagon of State
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veers dangerously. Let both reins slip and, with the bit in 
its foaming mouth, the executive becomes a runaway terror, tram- 
pling underfoot every right we hold dear quite like the most 
autocratic of Czars."

During the almost two hundred years of our nation's history, 
the executive has grown in power and influence out of proportion 
to and at the expense of the other two branches. This is not 
a new phenomenon. It is one with roots deep in our nation's 
history.

Emergency powers, unconstitutionally seized by President Lincoln 
in a supreme effort to preserve the Union and free the slaves, 
have, during more recent administrations, been assumed by the 
executive unto itself for less noble and justifiable purposes.

Each crisis--real or imagined--has spawned a new demand for 
executive authority. All too frequently, the legislature has 
been a willing handmaiden in that transfer of authority to the 
hands of the strong executive.

"The President is at liberty, both in law and conscience, to 
be as big a man as he can...His is the vital place of action 
in the system, whether he accepts it as such or not." So spoke 
Woodrow Wilson almost a decade before he assumed that office. 
His failing health, as well as his sense of history, kept his 
Presidency within constitutional bounds.

Not so with Franklin Delano Roosevelt, who two decades later, 
with our nation in the throes of the darkest depression, sought 
to impose federal authority and governmental restriction upon 
one facet after another of our nation's economic life, only to 
be frustrated by a recalcitrant Supreme Court which had the audacity, 
as well as the constitutionally sound judgement, to declare a 
number of these actions unconstitutional. This marks the beginning 
of our modern executive "power grab." President Roosevelt sought 
legitimacy in an ill-conceived effort to pack the Court--a further 
grasp for extra-constitutional power. With coming of World War II, 
he proceeded to intern American citizens in violation of the law 
and the most basic precepts of our Constitution on the basis of 
their country of origin or the ancestry of their parents.

President Truman would hardly confuse his station with that of 
a king or potentate, but even that dedicated advocate of the 
simple truth and the common man was found guilty of an unconsti- 
tutional seizure of the railroads during time of labor strife. 
In addition, he sent hundreds of thousands of American men to 
Korea without a clear Congressional mandate. More than 33,000 
died in defense of a United Nations-voted "police action."

President Eisenhower sent American troops to Lebanon without Con- 
gressional approval.
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The continued cold war tensions and the insecurity which followed 
the loss of our nuclear monopoly moved President Kennedy to imple- 
ment the plans of his predecessor in the ill-considered, ill-fated 
and unconstitutional Bay of Pigs invasion by a foreign power. 
That same disregard for the need for a constitutional and legis- 
latively mandated intervention in the affairs of foreign powers— 
especially those threatened with Communist takeover--encouraged 
him to send Americans into the military and political quagmire 
of Vietnam.

With the advice of the "Best and the Brightest," President Lyndon 
Johnson expanded the commitment of American men to more than half 
a million at one point, under the aegis of that semblance of legis- 
lative authority known as the "Gulf of Tonkin Resolution." Some 
50,000 did not return alive.

History generally has been generous with those national leaders 
who, in time of crisis, used strong if questionable powers to 
meet any threat to our nation from without or within. It is, 
therefore, perhaps understandable that Richard M. Nixon, our 
nation's 38th President, sought, from the beginning, to expand 
presidential authority.

Forebodingly, he acquired the essential ingredient of despotic 
power when he more than doubled the White House staff members. 
The White House staff grew from 220 to 510 between fiscal 1969 
and 197 3.

In addition, the National Security Council almost tripled in size 
during those years. The Domestic Council, nonexistent under Presi- 
dent Johnson, grew to 75 employees in 1973 and Special Assistants 
to the White House grew from zero to 38 employees during those 
same four years.

None of these highly-placed employees, who assumed life-and-death 
power over the programs enacted by the Congress and authority 
over the regularly-selected career civil servants and duly-appointed 
cabinet and deputy and assistant secretaries, was subject to 
confirmation by the Senate.

The expenditures of the Executive Office of the President, exclu- 
sive of the Office of Economic Opportunity, increased 500 percent 
during those four years. We must remember that this occurred 
at the very time that the President engaged in an unprecedented 
and unconstitutional impoundment of funds for duly-authorized 
government programs funds for which had been duly appropriated 
by the Congress.

The atom bomb, the recurring crisis of the Cold War, and the threat 
of nuclear annihilation without warning, have caused most Americans 
to accept without question the need for extraordinary powers within 
the office of the Chief Executive.
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And so the Executive Office evolved into an institution which
I do not believe our Founding Fathers envisioned. Arthur 
Schlesinger, Jr., has aptly described this new institution 
of the 20th Century as the "Imperial Presidency." Although 
this institution has been long in development, very few voices 
were raised against it. With the publicity of Watergate, 
Americans now have the opportunity to take some action. The 
time is ripe for such action. If the evolution of executive 
dominance is permitted to progress unchecked, the result may be 
a benevolent dictatorship—dressed with democratic frills such as 
elections. Please note that elections are held in the Soviet 
Union, Greece, Korea, Formosa, etc.

We have sought to limit the authority of the Chief Executive 
through enactment of the Budget Reform Act and we have sought 
to establish in the Congress the capability for over-all budget 
review. We remain pitifully weak, however, as Congress continues 
to operate with 19th-Century habits and technology that are at 
least a quarter of a century behind the times—while the executive 
has a battery of experts and a battery of computers at its instant 
call.

As a member of the Appropriations Committee, I chair the Foreign 
Operations Subcommittee, supervising an annual budget of some 
$7 billion. For that purpose, I have the services of a single 
staff man, who serves as my sole investigator to oversee those 
worldwide expenditures. Likewise, the minority also has one man.

To oversee appropriations for the Department of Defense, the 
Senate Appropriations Committee has some seven staff members 
trying to scrutinize an $87 billion appropriation.

Sitting opposite from us at any Appropriations Committee hearing 
is a battery of experts armed with the latest in sophisticated 
computer capability. It is an unequal contest at best. Meantime, 
the Senate has but one computer. It is, of course, used to 
compute the Senate payroll and to maintain the Senators' mailing 
lists.

This is a problem which the Congress has recognized and tried 
to do something about.

Our major effort was the recently-enacted War Powers Act, which 
was passed despite a Presidential veto. While I voted in favor 
of that Act it is my belief that it did not solve our basic 
problem. In granting the President the power to intervene with 
American troops for 60 days—which can then be extended for 
another 30 upon his certification of danger to our troops should 
they seek to withdraw—we have given Congressional approval to 
a presidential authority exceeding by far that envisioned by 
our Founding Fathers.
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We may have started a movement this year, spurred by the growing 
realization of the needs to redress the imbalance of power between 
the executive and legislative branches. But it is, at best, 
an unequal battle. I frankly do not believe that the Congress, 
as presently constituted, even with the spur of Watergate, will 
be able to achieve the necessary goal.

As we approach the 200th anniversary of our birth as a free 
nation, it is certainly an appropriate time to reflect, in depth, 
on the works of Jefferson, Madison, Adams, Franklin, and others. 
It may be time to consider once again going to the people. It 
may be time to reconvene a constitutional convention in order 
to consider again the proper allocation of powers to the govern- 
ment. Our freedom and our nation's future may depend on it.



NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CREDIT MANAGERS

Today we face a crisis in government. It is a crisis relating not only 

to the present occupant of the White House, but to the whole concept of the 

Separation and balance of powers which forms the basic constitutional 

framework upon which our nation is founded. No concept is more basic 

to our democracy-- to our system of government.

Our nation’s Founding Fathers were most fearsome of any grant of 

great authority to government. They had lived with the concept of the 

"divine right of kings”, and they were very anxious to protect the citizenry 

and their newly achieved freedom from an abusive or dictatorial governrnent.

Out of their concern they devised a complicated system of separation 

and balance of powers. The legislative, the executive, and the judicial 

branches were, respectively, to make the laws, to execute the laws and to 

judge the fidelity of their execution,

Yet, each of these agencies of government was subject to restriction?

and limits on their power secured by powers granted to the other two branches.

The legislative was given the power of confirmation of top executive and 
as well as the ultimate power of impeachment, 

judicial apointments.  The executive had the power to recommend

legislation and a limited veto power as well as the authority to appoint judges 

to the Federal court.  The judiciary was empowered to determine the 
constitutionality of executive and xxxx actions.
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STAR so aptly stated and remains true to this day---" In his frozen

realms, the Czar of all the Russians is unquestioned in authority. We

Americans, however, keep two strong reins on our supreme executive:

Congress is our rein and the Supreme Court the other. Let one slip and the

wagon of State veers dangerously. Let both reins slip and, with the bit 

in its foaming mouth, the executive becomes a runaway terror, trampling 

underfoot every right we hold dear quite like the most autocratic of 

Czars."

 During the almost two hundred years of our nation's history the

executive has grown in power and influence out of proportion to and at the 

expense of the other two branches.  This is not a new phenomenon.  It is 

our with most deep in our nation’s history,



Emergency powers, unconstitutionally seized by residents, Lincoln in a 

supreme effort to preserve the Union and fre the slaves, have, during 

more recent administrations, been assumed by the executive unto itself 

for less noble and justifiable purposes.

Each crisis real or imagined has spawned a new demand for executive

authority. All too frequently, the legislature has been a willing handmaiden 

in that transfer of authority to the hands of the strong executive,

"The President is at liberty, both in law and conscience, to

be as big a man as he can. ..His is the vital place of action in the system, 

whether he accepts it as such or not. ” So spoke Woodrow Wilson almost 

a decade before assumed that office. His failing health, as well as his

sense of history kept his presidency within constitutional bounds.

Not so with Franklin Delano Roosevelt, who two decades later, with 

our nation In the throes of the darkest depression, sought to impose federal 

authority and governmental restriction upon one facet after another of dur 

nation’s economic life, only to be frustrated by a recalcitrant Supreme Court 

which had the audacity as well as the constitutionally sound judgment to 

declare a number of these actions unconstitutional.  This marks the beginning of
 =i

executive "power grab. ” Prudent Roosevelt sought legitimacy in an ill-
— -

conceived effort to pack the Court further grasp for extra-constitutional 

power. With the coming of World War II, he proceeded to intern American 

citizens in violation of the law and the most basic precepts of our 

Constitution on the basis of their country of origin or the ancestry of 

their parents.



President Truman would hardly confuse his station with that of king

or potentate but even that dedicated advocate of the simple truth and the 

common man was found guilty of an unconstitutional seizure of the railroads

time of labor strife. Additionally he sent hundreds of thousands of

American men to Korea.  More than 33,000

died in defense of a United Nations-voted "police action’

President Eisenhower sent- American troops to Lebanon without

Congressional approval

The continued cold war  and the insecurity which followed the 

loss of our nuclear monopoly moved President Kennedy to implement the 

plans of his predecessor in the ill-considered, ill-fated and unconstitutional

Bay of Pigs invasion a foreign power. Thai same disregard for the need 

for a constitutional and legislatively mandated intervention in the affairs 

of foreign powers-especially those threatened with Communist takeover-- 

encouraged him to send Americana into the military and political quagmire 

of Vietnam.

With the advice of the "Best and the Brightest" President Lyndon

Johnson expanded the commitment of American men to more than half a 

million at one point under the acgis of that semblance of legislative authority
50,000  

known as the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution. Some fifty thousand did not

return alive, -

History has generally been generous with those national leaders who,

in time of crisis, used strong if questionable powers to meet any threat to
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our nation from without or within. It is, therefore, perhaps 
understandable that Richard Nixon, our nation's 38th
President, sought, from the beginning, to expand presidential 
authority.
with new shakos for the White

rebodingly, he xxx acquired the essential ingredient 
of despotic power when he more than doubled the White House 
staff members. The White House staff grew from 220 to 510 between 
fiscal 1969 and 1973.

In addition, the National Security Council almost tripled in 
size during those years. The Domestic Council, nonexistent under 
President Johnson, grew to 75 employees in 1973 and Special 
Assistant to the White House grew from zero to 38 employees during 

those same four years.
None of these highly-placed employees, who assumed life-and-death 

power over the programs enacted by the Congress and authority over 

the regularly-selected career civil servants and duly-appointed 
cabinet and deputy and assistant secretaries, was subject to 
confirmation by the Senate.

The expenditures of the Executive Office of the President, ex- 
clusive of the Office of Economic Opportunity, increased 500 
percent during those four years. We must remember that this occurred 
at the very time that the President engaged in an unprecedented and 
unconstitutional impoundment of funds for duly-authorized government 
programs funds for which had been duly appropriated by the Congress.
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The atom bomb, the recurring crisis of the Cold War, and the 

threat of nuclear annihilation without warning, have caused most 

Americans to accept without question the need for extraordinary 

powers within the office of the Chief Executive.

And so the Executive office evolved into an institution which

I do not believe our Founding Fathers envisioned. Athur 

Schlesinger, Jr., has aptly described this new institution of the 

20th century as the "Imperial Presidency." Although this insti- 

tution has been long in development, very few voices were raised 

against it. With the publicity of Watergate, Americans now have 

the opportunity to take some action. The time is ripe for such 

action. If the evolution of executive dominance is permitted to 

progress unchecked, the result may be a benevolent dictatorship-- 

dressed with democratic frills such as elections. Please note 

that elections are held in the Soviet Union, Greece, Korea, Formosa, 

etc.

We have sought to limit the authority of the Chief Executive through 

enactment of the Budget Reform Act and we have fought to establish 

in the Congress the capability for over-all budget review. We 

remain pitifully weak, however, as Congress continues to operate 

with 19th-century habits and technology that are at least a quarter 

of a century behind the times--while the executive has a battery 

of experts and a battery of computers at its instant call.

As a member of the Appropriations Committee, I chair the Foreign 

Operations Subcommittee, supervising an annual budget of some $7 

billion. For that purpose, I have the services of a single staff man, who 
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serves as my sole investigator to oversee those worldwide ex- 

penditures. Likewise, the minority also has one -man.

To oversee appropriations for the Department of Defense, the 

Senate Appropriations Committee has some seven staff members trying 

to scrutinize an $87 billion appropriation.

Sitting opposite from us at any Appropriations Committee hearing 

is a battery of experts armed with the latest in sophisticated 

computer capability. It is an unequal contest at best. Meantime, 

the Senate has but one computer. It is, of course, used to compute 

the Senate payroll and to maintain the Senators' mailing lists.

This is a problem which the Congress has recognized and tried 

to do something about.

Our major effort was the recently-enacted War Powers Act, 

which was passed despite a Presidential veto. While I voted in 

favor of that Act it is my belief that it did not solve our basic 

problem. In granting the President the power to intervene with 

American troops for 60 days--which can then be extended for another 

30 upon his certification of danger to our troops should they seek 

to withdraw--we have given Congressional approval to a presidential 

authority exceeding by far that envisioned by our Founding Fathers.
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We may have started a movement this year, spurred by the growing 
realization of the needs to redress the imbalance of power 
between the executive and legislative branches. But it is, at 
best, an unequal battle. I frankly do not believe that the 
Congress, as presently constituted, even with the spur of 
Watergate, will be able to achieve the necessary goal

As we approach the two hundredth anniversary of our birth as 
a free nation, it is certainly an appropriate time to reflect, 
in depth, on the works of Jefferson, Madison, Adams, Franklin, 
and others. It may be time to consider once again going to the 
people. It may be time to reconvene a constitutional convention 
in order to consider again the proper allocation of powers to 
the government. Our freedom and our nation's future may depend 
on it.



NATIONAL ASSOCIATION of CREDIT MANAGERS

Today we face a crisis in government. It is a crisis relating act only 

to the present occupant of the White House, but to the whole concept of the 

separation and balance of powers which forms the basic constitutional 

frame work upon which our nation is founded. No concept is more basic 

to our democracy—to our system of government.

Our nation’s Founding Fathers were most fearsome of any grant nt 

great authority to government.  They had lived with the concept of the 

"divine right of kings", and they were very anxious to protect the citizenry 

and their newly achieved freedom from an abusive or dictatorial government.

Out of their concern they devised a complicated system of separation 

and balance of powers. The legislative, the executive and the judicial 

branches were, respectively to make the laws, to execute the laws and to 

judge the fidelity of their execution.

Yet, each of these agencies of government was subject to restrictions

and limits on their power secured by powers granted to the other two branches.

The legislative was given the power of confirmation of top executive and 
as well as the ultimate power of impeachment.

judicial appointments.  The executive had the power to recommend

legislation and a limited veto power as well as the authority to appoint judges

to the Federal court. The judiciary was empowered to determine the 
constitutionality of executive and xxxxx actions.



As editors in the September 4, 1868, edition of the BALTIMORE

STAR go aptly stated and it remains true to this day.--"   In his frozen

realms, the Czar of all the Russians is unquestioned in authority. We 

Americans, however, keep two strong reins on our supreme executive;

Congress is one rein and the Supreme Court the other. Let one slip and the 

wagon of State veers dangerously. Let both reins slip and, with the hit 

in its foaming mouth, the executive becomes a runaway terror, trampling 

underfoot every right we hold dear quite like the most autocratic of 

Czars." 

During the almost two hundred years of our nation’s history, the 

executive has grown in power and influence out of proportion to and at the 

expense of the other two branches. This is not a new phenomenon. It is 

one with roots deep in our nation’s history.



President Truman would hardly confuse his station with that of king A
or potentate, but even that dedicated advocate of the simple truth and the 

common man was found guilty of an unconstitutional seizure of the railroads 
during 
is time of labor strife. In addition, he sent hundreds of thousands of
men 

American to Korea. More than _

died in defense of a United Nations-voted "police action" as his Administration

 President Eisenhower sent American troops to Lebanon without

Congressional approval

The continued cold war tensions and the insecurity which followed the 

loss of our nuclear monopoly moved President Kennedy to implement the 

plans of his predecessor in the ill-considered, ill-fated and unconstitutional 

Bay of Pigs invasion by a foreign power. That same disregard for the need 

for a constitutional and legislatively mandated intervention in the affairs 

of foreign powers--especially those threatened with Communist takeover-- 

encouraged him to send Americans into the military and political quagmire 

of Vietnam.

With the advice of the "Best and the Brightest", President Lyndon 

Johnson expanded the commitment of Americas boys men, to more than half a 

million at one point under the acgis of that semblance of legislative authority

known as the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution. Some fifty thousand did not 

return alive. 

History-has-generally^ been generous with those national leaders who, 

in time of crisis, used strong if questionable powers to meet any threat to
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our nation from without or within. It is, therefore, perhaps 
understandable that Richard Nixon, our nation's 38th
President, sought, from the beginning, to expand presidential 
authority. We adopted the more visible trappings of royalty along

with new shakos—for the White House guards and ever moresumptuous private vacation retreats at public expense in the
Miami or California sun. Fo

rebodingly, he xxx acquired the essential ingredient
of despotic power when he more than doubled the White House
staff members. The White House staff grew from 220 to 510 between 
fiscal 1969 and 1973.

In addition, the National Security Council almost tripled in 
size during those years. The Domestic Council, nonexistent under 
President Johnson, grew to 75 employees in 1973 and Special 
Assistants to the White House grew from zero to 38 employees during 

those same four years.
None of these highly-placed employees, who assumed life-and-death 

power over the programs enacted by the Congress and authority over 

the regularly-selected career civil servants and duly-appointed 
cabinet and deputy and assistant secretaries, was subject to 
confirmation by the Senate.

The expenditures of the Executive Office of the President, ex- 
clusive of the Office of Economic Opportunity, increased 500 
percent during those four years. We must remember that this occurred 
at the very time that the President engaged in an unprecedented and 
unconstitutional impoundment of funds for duly-authorized government 
programs funds for which had been duly appropriated by the Congress.
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The atom bomb, the recurring crisis of the Cold War, and the 
threat of nuclear annihilation without warning, have caused most 
Americans to accept without question the need for extraordinary 
powers within the office of the Chief Executive.

And so the Executive office evolved into an institution which
I do not believe our Founding Fathers envisioned. Arthur
Schlesinger, Jr., has aptly described this new institution of the
20th century as the "Imperial Presidency." Although this insti- 
tution has been long in development, very few voices were raised 
against it. With the publicity of Watergate, Americans now have 
the opportunity to take some action. The time is ripe for such 
action. If the evolution of executive dominance is permitted to 
progress unchecked, the result may be a benevolent dictatorship-- 
dressed with democratic frills such as elections. Please note 
that elections are held in the Soviet Union, Greece, Korea, Formosa, 
etc.

We have sought to limit the authority of the Chief Executive through 
enactment of the Budget Reform Act and we have fought to establish 
in the Congress the capability for over-all budget review. We 
remain pitifully weak, however, as Congress continues to operate 
with 19th-century habits and technology that are at least a quarter 
of a century behind the times--while the executive has a battery 
of experts and a battery of computers at its instant call.

As a member of the Appropriations Committee, I chair the Foreign 
Operations Subcommittee, supervising an annual budget of some $7 
billion. For that purpose, I have the services of a single staff man, wh
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serves as my sole investigator to oversee those worldwide ex-

penditures. Likewise, the minority also has one -man.

To oversee appropriations for the Department of Defense, the 

Senate Appropriations Committee has some seven staff members trying 

to scrutinize an $87 billion appropriation.

Sitting opposite from us at any Appropriations Committee hearing 

is a battery of experts armed with the latest in sophisticated 

computer capability. It is an unequal contest at best. Meantime, 

the Senate has but one computer. It is, of course, used to compute 

the Senate payroll and to maintain the Senators' mailing lists.

This is a problem which the Congress has recognized and tried 

to do something about.

Our major effort was the recently-enacted War Powers Act, 

which was passed despite a Presidential veto. While I voted in 

favor of that Act it is my belief that it did not solve our basic 

problem. In granting the President the power to intervene with 

American troops for 60 days--which can then be extended for another 

30 upon his certification of danger to our troops should they seek 

to withdraw--we have given Congressional approval to a presidential 

authority exceeding by far that envisioned by our Founding Fathers.
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We may have started a movement this year, spurred by the growing 

realization of the needs to redress the imbalance of power 
between the executive and legislative branches. But it is, at 
best, an unequal battle. I frankly do not believe that the 
Congress, as presently constituted, even with the spur of 
Watergate, will be able to achieve the necessary goal

As we approach the two hundredth anniversary of our birth as 
a free nation, it is certainly an appropriate time to reflect, 
in depth, on the works of Jefferson, Madison, Adams, Franklin, 
and others. It may be time to consider once again going to the 
people. It may be time to reconvene a constitutional convention 
in order to consider again the proper allocation of powers to 
the government. Our freedom and our nation's future may depend 
on it.
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I would like to add my words of warm welcome to those offered to you this morn- 

ing. I am quite pleased to see such a responsive turnout and I would at the outset like to 

congratulate you for availing yourselves of this chance to acquaint yourselves with busi- 

ness opportunities in the Pacific. I am especially grateful to Lt. Gov. Ariyoshi,

Dr. Shelley Mark, and Dr. Kwan Lie for their excellent conference preparation and to the 

distinguished speakers from Washington, who came so far in their effort to be of service 

to the business community of Hawaii.

Over the years that I have represented Hawaii in Washington, I have become 

aware of the myriad of programs and large-scale trade and export assistance offered 

at many levels of the federal government. My past work on the Armed Services Com- 

mittee and my present position as Chairman of the Foreign Operations Subcommittee of 

the Appropriations Committee and Chairman of the Foreign Commerce and Tourism 

Subcommittee of the Commerce Committee has given me direct experience with many 

of these programs.
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I have come to the unfortunate conclusion that most federal agencies are not as efficient 

as they could be in going out and selling their services. Admittedly, these federal agen- 

cies have 50 states to deal with. They can be responsive to requests, but initiating and 

following through on state-by-state programs are more difficult. Also, it is often diffi- 

cult to introduce these programs to distant or less-informed areas. It is for this very 

reason that I have taken this opportunity to help initiate and cosponsor this seminar.

For many Hawaiians, Washington seems very distant indeed; for those serving in 

Washington, Hawaii is generally held to be that dream spot that they hope to visit some- 

day. But Hawaiian tax dollars support these federal programs and all necessary efforts 

should be expended on both sides to insure their application here and elsewhere. This 

conference serves as an overview to the broad array of these services--for some of you, 

it is a review and a time for updating your knowledge. For others, it is a time to learn 

to make use of new tools and concepts.

1973 was a mixed year. The U.S. enjoyed a $1. 7 billion trade surplus which 

stood in sharp contrast to the bleak years of 1971 and 1972. There was renewed confi- 

dence in the dollar and more stable international money markets. However, new and 

apparently permanent problems arose. New resources scarcities --some artificial, 

some real--began to influence not only Hawaii and the U. S. , but all of the world.

The Arab petroleum producer s'embargo has had not only a resource and dollar 

impact, but a far-reaching psychological influence as well. Large price increases, 

growing unemployment, national economic slowdowns, and heightened inflation took
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effect throughout the world in recent months. The interdependence of all nations in the 

world--the poor as well as the rich--became clearer. The world's economy and trading 

patterns have shifted--a new era of international economic and trade phase may be be- 

ginning. New and innovative solutions are called for.

The two greatest problems that have appeared are vital to the well-being and 

economic strength of every state and country: food and raw materials --primarily petro- 

leum.

Natural shortages due to increased population, bad weather, and rising production 

prices resulted in a shortfall in the world's food supply. A policy of political and eco- 

nomic blackmail produced a temporary shortage and a permanent doubling of prices of 

petroleum. These problems have led almost all countries to seriously reappraise their 

needs and their trading methods for meeting these needs. If nations now become short- 

sighted and resort to trade restrictions or trade war, the slowdown expected in 1974 will 

be accentuated.

Economic contraction in the past has led to greater control and regulation of 

trade, and this has raised trade barriers all over the world. As each nation sought to 

gain the advantage over its neighbor, as is presently happening with reference to oil in 

the world, everyone ended up the loser. Over the last 6-8 months, nations seem to have 

grown short-sighted and defensive. What is needed is exactly the opposite--clear-headed, 

long-term planning and cooperation which will insure open, fair trade, monetary and 

investment policies.
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The coming year will not see world trade rise 15% over the previous year as oc- 

curred in 1973. The full economic boom experienced by the industrialized nations ap- 

parently will now be purposely slowed down--the cap is going to be put on. Consumer 

prices are rising; unemployment may remain at a high level for sometime to come.

All economies, whether small or large, will have to adapt or adjust. The eco- 

nomy of Hawaii and other states and nations throughout the Pacific Basin will face new 

shortages and increased transportation, raw-and finished-material costs. How well we 

can plan for this change may well affect our economic well-being for the next decade or 

more.

One key influence on all Pacific markets will be Japan. Hawaii and the U. S. have 

continually experienced huge trade deficits with Japan, but this trend was slowed by the 

recent devaluations. While I do not expect this deficit to disappear, I do hope that it can 

be offset somewhat by increasing Hawaii's exports to Japan.

In recent days, the issue of foreign investment in Hawaii has been the focal point 

of discussions. In Hawaii, this outside investment, which is mainly Japanese, has a 

high visibility due to its concentration in the hotel and related visitor industries. Else- 

where in the U.S. , foreign investment is also a key issue. Germans, Canadians, British 

and now the Arabs are rapidly increasing their purchases and constructing factories 

throughout the United States.

However, very little has been said about our Hawaiian investment and trade ac- 

tivities abroad. As this issue is as vital to any discussion of the economic well-being 

of Hawaii, it must be carefully studied and weighed. This is the role that this conference 
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was designed to fill. Each year Hawaii's balance of payments deficit grows, and unless 

this disproportionate ratio is at least partially offset, our state economy may well become 

dangerously imbalanced. This need not occur.

Hawaii has much it can offer the world. Not only do we have manufactured and 

agricultural products which are price and quality competitive, but our professional serv- 

ices in water management, tourism, fisheries, and other areas have much they can teach 

others.

Only a few of our larger companies and consortiums engage in active trading and 

exporting abroad. Hawaiians do own hotels in Hong Kong and have invested in businesses 

in Taiwan and Japan. We have entered into excellent agreements in Indonesia, and Hawai- 

ian businesses have long and good business standing in the Philippines.

With high unemployment in the islands and inflation, an ever-increasing burden, 

Hawaii needs to expand her economic horizon in search of short-term relief and long- 

term balance. At present, the basic state economy is concentrated into three or four 

major areas. The greater the diversification of an economy, the sounder it will be.

I am the last person to suggest that Hawaii transform itself into a heavily indus- 

trialized society. This not only would not make economic sense, but with the ever-present 

secondary effects of industrialization, it would run contrary to our shared goals of keeping 

our islands clean and beautiful. But I would suggest that there is a case for an increase 

in the present level of exporting from Hawaii. There is much that we can offer other na- 

tions and, by using our imaginations, new products and services can be found and marketed.



-6 -

This seminar today represents a broad-ranged presentation of the services and 

professional programs that already exist to aid Hawaii business abroad. You may already 

be familiar with these programs and this information. Nonetheless, some of it is new 

and is being presented here for the first time. An example of this is the new opportunity 

for Hawaiians to compete for Asian Development Bank soft-loan procurement--for the 

first time this lucrative billion dollar market should not be ignored.

It is my hope that today's discussion and information exchange will clearly point 

out to you that there are golden business opportunities for Hawaiians across the oceans. 

With two recent devaluations and relative greater inflation in other Pacific areas, Ha- 

waiian goods and services have never been as competitive as today. In addition, it should 

be noted that the State is doing everything possible to be helpful in assisting exporters 

through a variety of means. At the federal level, there is a broad spectrum of informa- 

tion and assistance available for those who will avail themselves of it.

The remaining element in the trade equation is you. By using these services and 

careful market research, you and the state economy stand to be the winners. Our basic 

economy is strong; our financial institutions respected and supportive; and our goods and 

services desired by others. Our commerce deals not only with our local community, 

but also the other 49 states. Beyond the U.S., potential trade opportunities are limited 

only by your imagination and drive. While the opportunities abroad are not unlimited, 

their potential for the Hawaiian has scarcely been imagined. No new worlds are needed. 

Hawaiian businesses must press harder to enlarge and meet existing markets, as well as 

locate new ones in order to create a more advantageous trading pattern.
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This morning you have heard from the Overseas Private Investment Corporation 

as to what can be done to invest abroad. The Department of Defense discussed the local 

defense procurement market for Hawaiians, and the Treasury Department highlighted 

business opportunities with the international banks. This afternoon the Commerce De- 

partment will look hard at your opportunities to export in the Pacific Basin and elsewhere, 

and the Ex-Im Bank will point out their financial support programs. The State of Hawaii 

will show you how to tie these federal and state services together in a useful and effective 

package.

I hope you find these presentations useful. If you have questions or wish to meet 

further on any topic with any of the speakers, you only have to contact them, the HISA 

staff, or let me know and such an appointment will be quickly arranged. I would also 

urge you to attend the special Ex-Im conference to be held here on May 24. At that time, 

the Ex-Im Bank and various State agencies and associations will explore financing of ex- 

ports in great detail. It should be a very useful conference.

Hawaii is not an industrial state and in many ways this is fitting and good. But by 

more fully applying our existing potential, our overseas trade can be multiplied to every- 

one's benefit.

If this conference excites just five of you enough to begin overseas investment and 

exporting, I would consider it a success. But it is my hope that there would be many 

more than just five.



Finally, I would like to stress that small and medium size businesses can and 

must successfully enter the international marketplace. Take a good hard look at what is 

going on there and contact the State and federal agencies which have programs in the area 

that interests you. If you have the vision, ambition, and skill, there are new frontiers 

to cross and money to be made. I wish you all success.
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news from

topic: FEDERAL OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY GRANT 
TO HONOLULU COMMUNITY ACTION PROGRAM

date: THURSDAY, MAY 9, 1974

release date: IMMEDIATE

• •
WASHINGTON-----The Federal office of Economic Opportunity

today announced approval of a $22,000 grant to the Honolulu

Community Action program, the office of U.S. Sen. Daniel K

Inouye said

The three-month grant, retroactive to April 1, 1974,

will fund costs to continue the administration of and services

provided by its programs. Director is Royce Higa

—30—
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Senator DANIEL K. INOUYE
topic: 

date:

PUBLIC APPEARANCE SCHEDULE OF SENATOR
DANIEL K. INOUYE FROM MAY 10 THROUGH MAY 20, 1974

MAY 8, 1974

release date: IMMEDIATE

WASHINGTON -- U.S. Senator Daniel K. Inouye will be in Hawaii on 

Friday, May 10, through Monday, May 20, to confer with constituents and to 

deliver a series of speeches to various groups.

His public appearance schedule is:

FRIDAY, MAY 10: Senator Inouye will arrive in Honolulu via United Air

Lines #97; ETA is 3:50 p.m.

SATURDAY, MAY 11: He will address the 6th annual U.S. Travel Conference 

of Discover America Travel Organizations at 9 p.m. at the Sheraton-Waikiki 

Hotel.

MONDAY, MAY 13: During the morning and afternoon, he will keep 

constituent appointments. At noon, Senator Inouye will attend the Annual Police 

Luncheon hosted by The 200 Club in the Kauai Room of the Sheraton-Waikiki Hotel.

TUESDAY, MAY 14: The Senator will address the Conference on Pacific- 

Asia Business Opportunities for Hawaii's Businessmen at 12:30 p.m. at the 

Pacific Ballroom, Ilikai Hotel.

WEDNESDAY, MAY 15: He is scheduled to address a dinner meeting of the 

National Secretaries Association, Hawaii Chapter, at 7 p.m. in the Robert Louis

Stevenson Room, Princess Kaiulani Hotel.

news from
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THURSDAY, MAY 16: Senator Inouye will speak before the Professional 

Air Traffic Controllers Organization at 7 p. m. in Coral Ballrooms 1 and 2, 

Hilton Hawaiian Village Hotel.

FRIDAY, MAY 17: At 11:15 a. m. , he is scheduled to speak to 7th grade 

students at the Washington Intermediate School Convention in the Coral Ballroom, 

Hilton Hawaiian Village Hotel. At noon, he will attend the Honolulu Pacific 

Federal Executive Board Annual Awards of Employees of the Year Luncheon, 

also to be held in the Coral Ballroom.

SATURDAY, MAY 18: Senator Inouye will address the State Democratic

Convention at 9:30 a. m. in the Pacific Ballroom, Rikai Hotel.

SUNDAY, MAY 19: The Senator will deliver the keynote speech during 

commencement services for Leeward Community College at 2 p. m. (At release 

time, location remained uncertain.)

MONDAY, MAY 20: Following a 9 a.m. address before the National 

Association of Credit Management at the Coral Ballroom, Hilton Hawaiian Village 

Hotel, Senator Inouye will depart from Honolulu to return to Washington, D. C. , 

via Pan American Airways #842, scheduled to leave at 12:45 p. m.

--30--



news from
Senator DANIEL K. INOUYE
topic: Speech to 6th annual U.S. Travel Conference of Discover

America Travel Organizations at the Sheraton-Waikiki

date:

release date: 9:00 p.m., May 11, 1974

As is so often the case in the history of nations, it often takes a 
crisis or a threat of disaster before action, long overdue, is taken 
to preserve a natural resource or to realize a national potential.

If ever there was a natural resource or a national potential that has 
been neglected, overlooked, and otherwise ignored, it is tourism.

And so, when our nation faced an energy crisis, none of us here should 
have been surprised that the energy needs of an industry which generates 
$61 billion in expenditures annually, and is our second largest in retail 
expenditures, were considered as being of a low priority. Tourism was 
officially described as"non-essential".

Nor should anyone here be surprised that during the four-month period, 
November 15, 1973, to March 15, 1974--because the energy crisis caused 
a reduction in the number of automobile tourists--an estimated 
$716, 800, 000 in tourism expenditures was not realized, 179, 000 jobs 
were placed in jeopardy, and 90, 000 people were dropped from payrolls.

I might add, these figures do not include losses of employment in air 
transport and other inter-city passenger services segments of the industry.

Your own organization has estimated that had the Sunday ban on gasoline 
continued, had the actual shortages due to reduced allocation of fuel for 
automobile use continued, and had the fear and uncertainty concerning the 
availability of fuel and services along the highways continued, a loss of 
expenditures by tourists in excess of $2.8 billion would have occurred, and 
the employment of 716, 000 people would have been affected.



A little more than a month ago, therefore, my Subcommittee held 
extensive hearings on a Resolution (S.Res. 281) intended to emphasize 
the importance of tourism to our nation's economy and to the quality 
of our life, and the consequent necessity that the industry receive an 
adequate supply of energy.

Fifty Senators co-sponsored that Resolution, and more than
forty witnesses testified at the Committee hearings on it.

The Resolution was reported by the Commerce Committee, and has 
been adopted by the Senate.

More recently, representatives of the industry appeared before my 
Subcommittee as we considered S. 2536, legislation which would have 
Congress establish a national policy on tourism and create a National 
Tourism Administration to implement it.

Following the testimony of government witnesses during hearings on 
S.Res. 281, I felt cautiously optimistic that, as a government, we were 
beginning to appreciate the national significance and importance of the 
industry.

I was, therefore, very much disappointed in the position taken by the 
agencies and departments of government on S. 2536.

In voicing opposition to the creation of the National Tourism Administration, 
representatives of the Departments of Commerce and Interior and the 
White House recommended, as an alternative, the creation of an Inter- 
agency Coordinating Committee made up of representatives from 19 
different departments. I have been in Washington, D. C. , for nearly 15 
years, and during those years, I have seen Inter-agency Committees 
come and go. At the present time, we have literally hundreds in existence, 
and many are non-functioning. I would have been less disappointed if 
the Administration had simply opposed the creation of the National Tourism 
Administration and instead, had suggested beefing up the present United 
States Travel Service.
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In essence, their position was "business as usual" as far as government 
support of tourism. Among other things, of course, this means a mere 
$11. 5 million for the United States Travel Service to promote the USA 
abroad, and no money for domestic promotion.

However, as I said at the conclusion of those hearings, I do not 
discourage easily. I have directed the Committee staff to work with 
representatives of DATO in an attempt to develop a government policy 
on tourism which has more imagination than "business as usual".

I have dwelled on history a little longer than usual because the govern- 
ment's policy of "business as usual" is partially responsible for another 
crisis which confronts the industry and our nation. We must act 
expeditiously if we are to avoid it.

Most objective observers would, I think, agree that our national efforts 
to organize and create an exciting, memorable Bicentennial have not 
generated sufficient enthusiasm.

The American Revolution Bicentennial Commission, the agency created 
to implement the basic plan for a nationwide Bicentennial, has been 
replaced by the American Revolution Bicentennial Administration.

With less than two years remaining before our 200th birthday, the 
Bicentennial Administration has yet to solve on a nationwide basis such 
problems as the handling of large numbers of visitors, travel facilities, 
accommodations, and the special problems of foreign visitors involving 
language barriers.

And, of course, the uncertainty of the energy situation further exacerbates 
matters.

This is the situation at the national level. Many authorities say we have 
already exhausted the lead time necessary to solve these problems.

At the grass-roots level--State and community--progress is uneven.

-3-
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One of the major themes for our national celebration is "Heritage '76". 
This theme is intended to focus on the panorama of our nation's history 
as it has unfolded over the past two hundred years.

Developed properly, it is an excellent way, in my judgment, to explain 
what America is, and who Americans are.

Such explanation, I might add, would not solely be for the benefit of our 
foreign visitors. Americans are a heterogenous people, with diverse 
ethnic and regional backgrounds.

We need to explain ourselves to one another as well.

What better way to begin than by acquainting people with our forefathers, 
our institutions of government, and our sites of historical significance! 
In a word--our history.

To be sure, our story is told well in many history books, and on television 
programs such as the magnificent "America" series.

Yet, who here would not agree that a trip to Philadelphia to see the 
Liberty Bell, or a visit to Washington to read the original Declaration 
of Independence, adds a dimension to the understanding of our history 
which cannot be conveyed by history books or television.

Unless greater effort is made to introduce and familiarize visitors-- 
whether from abroad or fellow citizens --with the many regions and 
diversified cultures which make up America, our Bicentennial cele- 
bration will not fully realize its potential for explaining America and its 
people--Who we are, and What we are.

May I suggest a special role for DATO. As you encourage visitors and 
tourists to discover America during the Bicentennial, you should emphasize 
the things and places which will help discover the people of America.

From this standpoint, every one of our fifty States is unique. Each has 
something special to offer in terms of its heritage.

Especially for our Bicentennial celebration Florida should mean more 
than Miami Beach; California more than Disneyland; and Nevada more than 
Las Vegas.



At the Subcommittee's most recent hearings two weeks ago, the 
director of the United States Travel Service informed me that no funds 
had been allocated to USTS for the promotion of domestic tourism.

Because I am firmly committed to what I am asking of you, I requested 
him to meet with DATO and develop a program and budget for a domestic 
tourism program for the USTS. When this is done--and hopefully, it 
will be done soon--I said I would introduce the necessary legislation 
to authorize the appropriation of funds for the program.

All of us here appreciate that we are once again forced to make a 
belated start if we are to succeed in our Bicentennial effort.

But as I said at the outset, so often a threat of disaster is necessary 
before we take appropriate action to realize a national potential.

Again, I wish to thank the membership of DATO for honoring me this 
evening. As a government, I believe we are on the threshold of fully 
understanding the importance of tourism. I believe that we will begin 
to act accordingly.

If so, success will in large measure be due to dedicated men and women 
such as yourselves. Insofar as it is in my power to do so, I assure you 
that your diligence and unceasing efforts will not have been wasted. 
Please continue your good work.
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news from
Senator DANIEL K. INOUYE
topic: Speech to the Professional Air Traffic Controllers

date:
Organization, Coral Ballrooms 1 and 2, Hilton Hawaiian Village Hotel

release date: 7 p.m., Thursday, May 16, 1974

The year 1973 will mark an historic watershed in American business 
history. In that year, foreign direct and portfolio investment in the United 
States reached new and unprecedented highs. Such well-known U.S. firms as 
Signal, Ronson, Texas gulf, and Airco were aggressively sought by foreign- 
based firms. The Department of Commerce estimated that foreign direct in- 
vestment (25% or more ownership of voting stock) exceeded $2 billion. This 
figure, considered far too low by some individuals, may actually have exceeded 
$3 billion. It has been estimated that the inflow of foreign portfolio investment 
(less than 25% ownership of outstanding voting stock) was well over $4 billion.

These figures, though impressive, would have had relatively little 
political significance, had it not been for the fact that for the first time, large 
segments of the American public became alarmed about the magnitude of this 
investment. This development thus became transferred to the arena of public 
debate and, in some areas, became a major political issue.

Foreign direct and portfolio investment is a legitimate subject for public 
discussion. Other countries have gone through a similar period of intense 
public interest in foreign investment in their countries. Canada recently pro- 
mulgated regulations which will restrict foreign direct investment in that country. 
Many other nations had earlier enacted laws which subject direct investment by 
foreigners to government scrutiny and approval. It is clear from a broad per- 
spective that the United States is merely treading the path that other nations, 
smaller and less well-developed economically, had earlier forged.

Official American policy is to grant foreign investors "national treatment, " 
that is, to provide neither incentives nor barriers to investment. In this respect, 
the United States differs from many other nations which actively discourage
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foreign investment or provide substantial incentives for new industrial plants 
and facilities. This profusion of investment policies has led the United States 
to seek multilateral guidelines on foreign direct investment through the 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development. The lack of agree- 
ment suggests that an international consensus on this issue may be far in the 
future.

The current U. S. posture has been challenged by some public spokesmen, 
politicians, and academicians. Although I agree generally with the official 
U. S. policy, I believe that the issues raised by large amounts of foreign direct 
investment are significant and troubling in their implications. This applies not 
only to the United States but also to every nation in which there has been sub- 
stantial foreign direct investment.

There are currently pending before the Congress several bills which would 
restrict foreign direct investment activities in the United States. They are all 
House bills, but the motiviations prompting their introduction would, I am certain, 
also accurately reflect the sentiments of some Senators. Representative John 
Dent has introduced H. R. 8951, which would restrict ownership of stock in U. S. 
corporations; Representative Wright Patman, Chairman of the House Committee 
on Banking and Currency, has introduced H. R. 11440, to restrict foreign branch 
banking activities in the United States; and Representative John Moss has 
introduced H. R. 12040, to restrict foreign ownership in defense and energy- 
related industries.

Opposition to official policy has centered on the potential for adverse 
effects from foreign direct investment rather than on any known damage to the 
American economy. There is understandable concern about foreign control of 
American energy and food resources and of companies engaged in defense work. 
Still others worry that foreign management and control may cause labor difficulties, 
be less considerate of environmental concerns, or generally pursue policies 
inimical to American interests.

As I stated earlier, I believe that such fears are exaggerated in view of 
the best available information. For example, the roughly $45 billion portfolio 
investment compares to an estimated market value of U. S. securities of one 
trillion, five hundred billion dollars. The estimated $2 billion direct investment 
flow compares to the approximately $200 billion total investment last year. By 
any measure, foreign direct and portfolio investment constitute small fractions 
of total annual investment made in the United States. Furthermore, there is no 
significant industry dominated by non-U. S. interests.



Critics of foreign direct investment in the United States sometimes 
fail to realize that the U. S. will be the ultimate loser if the nations of the 
world embark on a restrictive course. Compared to the $16. 5 billion invested 
here, the United States has approximately $100 billion invested abroad. Much 
of this total is in extractive industries crucial to the welfare of the American 
economy. We can hardly expect foreign nations to welcome American investment 
if we are not equally hospitable.

Our international economic policy has traditionally been to favor unimpeded 
capital flow and the most efficient use of international capital. Controls on the 
inflow of capital could have a disruptive effect on the world monetary and 
financial markets without a clear need for such action. This will be particularly 
important because there is a need to provide investment outlets for petrodollars 
and to provide a mechanism for such reserves to assist less developed nations.

Preliminary evidence indicates that the overall impact of foreign direct 
investment on the U.S. has been positive. It is precisely for this reason, of 
course, that many state development officials are eagerly seeking foreign direct 
investment. Besides increasing employment opportunities, foreign investment 
can increase the tax base and stimulate the local economy.

Finally, there is no evidence that current controls are inadequate and fail 
to protect our national interest although they may not be adequate at some future 
time. Most American restrictions are accepted international exceptions to the 
policy of "national treatment. " Aliens are barred from engaging in coastal or 
inland shipping, domestic aviation and radio communications, production and use 
of atomic energy, production of hydroelectric power, and exploitation of mineral 
resources on Federal lands. There are further restrictions on their involvement 
in classified and sensitive military activities. In addition, some states restrict 
foreign ownership of land, primarily agricultural and mining, and investment 
in banking and insurance.

Historically, foreign direct investment in the U.S. is an old phenomenon. 
Foreign capital helped to develop such crucial industries as the railroads. Some 
foreign brand names, such as Nestle, Shell, Lever Brothers, and Phillips, are 
so well established that many Americans believe them to be American companies. 
Sharply increased foreign direct investment in the U. S. has been with us for 
several years. European direct investment in the U.S. since 1966 has actually 
increased faster on a percentage basis than American direct investment in
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Europe, although in absolute terms American investment is much larger. Total 
long-term European investment in the U.S. - direct plus portfolio - is larger 
than comparable U. S. investment in Europe and has been so for several years. 
In 1972 total long-term European investment in the U. S. was roughly $43. 3 billion 
versus a comparable $36. 6 billion. The impact on the U. S. economy of this fact 
has not been visibly adverse.

The preponderance of evidence supports our present policy. There are some 
inequities to be resolved, for in some cases, foreign corporations are more 
favorably treated than American firms. Furthermore, the U. S. Government has 
frankly been unduly lax in collecting accurate information on foreign investment in 
the U. S. , and the figures published by the Departments of Commerce and Treasury 
probably underestimate the true totals. Nevertheless, even a relatively large 
disparity in the foreign direct and portfolio investment totals would still leave the 
aggregate sums quite small.

I do not wish to imply that this policy will remain correct indefinitely. Foreign 
direct investment in the United States appears to be a permanent feature, and it may 
be that this growth will be so rapid as to call into question the adequacy of our 
current policy. However, at the present time, there appears to be no need for 
hasty restrictions. Rather, I believe that we need more accurate information and 
an analysis of effects of foreign investment. To this end, I introduced a bill, S. 2840, 
to authorize a two-and-a-half-year study of foreign direct and portfolio investment 
in the United States. The bill was reported out of the Committee on Commerce and 
I expect it to be considered by the full Senate in the near future. Armed with the 
data from this study--which I hope would be begun as soon as possible--I think 
we shall be in a far better position to make decisions in this area.

With the world economy in its most precarious state since the 1930's, it is 
imperative that the United States reaffirm its commitment to a free international 
trade and monetary policy. A contrary policy will have adverse implications far 
beyond our own borders.



May 10, 1974

Dear Friends:

I regret very much that Senate responsibilities deny 
me the opportunity of joining you to honor Charlie 
Campbell, a worthy and distinguished citizen. His 
every moment in Hawaii has been dedicated to the 
youth of our State. There are numerous youth-oriented 
projects which bear the Campbell imprint.

I join all of you in saluting Charlie Campbell for his 
many years of dedicated service.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE



May 9, 1974

Dear Friends:

The man you honor this evening is truly an extraordinary 
person--a soldier-patriot, an educator, a foreign policy 
specialist, and a politician.

I cannot believe that Terry plans to retire. I suspect 
that this will be the beginning of other new and exciting 
activities for him.

Hawaii and the nation owe much to Terry Ihara. He has 
spent most of his life serving others. I am certain that 
he will continue in this endeavor.

I wish Terry and his lovely Kuulei a happy and memorable 
evening.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



Message from senator to t  Ihara:  FOR TONIGHT

Dear Friends: The man 
you honor this evening 

is truly an extraordinary 
person--a soldier-patriot, an educator, a foreign policy specialist. 
and a politician.

I cannot believe that Terry plans to retire.  I suspect
that this will be the beginning of other new and exciting activities
for him.

Hawaii and the nation owe much to Terry Ihara.  He has spent 
most of his life serving others.  I am certain that he will 
continue in this endeavor.

I wish Terry and his lovely Kuulei a happy and memorable 
evening.

DANIEL K. INOUYE

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
message for Charles M. Campbell (May 10 vanda room, ala moana hotel)

Dear Friends:
I regret very much that senate responsibilities deny me the 

opportunity of joining you to honor Charlie Campbell, a worthy and
distinguished citizen.  His every moment in Hawaii has been dedi- 

cated to the youth of our state.  There are numerous youth-oriented
projects which bear the Campbell imprint.

I join all of you in saluting charlie Campbell for his many 
years of dedicated service.

DANIEL K. INOUYE



8 May 1974

Dear Friends:

I regret that because of Senate responsibilities I will 
not be able to join the many friends and admirers of 
Timmy Hirata and Albert Miyasato at tonight's special 
testimonial dinner.

However, I wish to take this means to convey to Timmy 
and Albert my warm Aloha and best wishes for a most success- 
ful and meaningful service to the State Department of 
Education. It is most assuring to know that the education 
of Hawaii's children will be in the good hands of Timmy 
Hirata and Albert Miyasato.

I am certain this evening will be a most enjoyable and 
memorable one.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



 responsibilities I will not be able to
join the many friends and admirers of Timmy Hirata and Albert Miyasato 
at tonight's special testimonial dinner.

However, I with to take this means to convey to Timmy and Albert my warm 
Aloha and best wishes for a most successful and meaningful service 
to the State Department of Education. It is most assuring to know that the 
education of Hawaii’s children will be in the good hands of Timmy Hirais, 
and Albert Miyasato.

I am certain this evening will be a most enjoyable and memorable one.

Aloha,



DANIEL K. INOUYE 
HAWAII

United States Senate
washington, d.c. 20510

April 26, 1974

Mr. Leslie T. Nakamura
Secretary
1399th Veterans Club
P.O.. Box 362
Honolulu, Hawaii 96809

Dear Mr. Nakamura;

I am in receipt of your letter of March 29 1974. I am most 
pleased to enclose a congratulatory message for publication 
In the 1399th Veterans Club’s 30th Anniversary Reunion 
Booklet.

May I also take this means to extend to you my best wishes 
for a most memorable reunion celebration.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:amb



United States Senate
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

 1974

Dear Friends;

I am most pleased to welcome each of you to this 

distinguished 30th anniversary reunion of the 1399th Veterans 

Club.

As veterans, we have much to celebrate during these 

gatherings. We share a Special bond of friendship-- 

frequently born during times of war--which the years cannot 

weaken. We share a proud historical and patriotic tradition. 

We share a special stake in and responsibility toward remaining 

concerned and active citizens who continue to participate In 

the activities and the issues within. Our communities, I am 

certain that, during these times of crises and challenge. We 

veterans--once again--will not fall our great nation.

Please accept my beat wishes for a most successful

and memorable reunion.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



-1-0 MESSAGES

April 29, 1974 *

Dear Friends:

Although regretfully I cannot be with you today, I 

would like to take this means to extend to each of you my 

warm aloha. May I also convey to each of the sight out-

standing senior citizens my congratulations on this most 

distinguished and deserved tribute.

At this time when our nation is confronted by many 

vital issues which will affect generations to come, I urge 

each of you to become involved in community issues and 

activities.  I have long believed that our Older Americans 

represent one of our society's unused resources of valuable 

talent, experience, and energy.  If these 

were not put to use, all of us 

would be the losers.Please accept my best wishes for a truly memorable 

luncheon and a most successful Older Americans Month. 

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



April 1, 1974

Mr. George Red Morris
Vice President
Hawaii Association of Realtors
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Red:

Although regretfully I cannot join you and your many 
friends tonight, I wish to take this means to convey 
my warm Aloha and my Mahalo Nui Loa to you for your 
many years of dedicated service with the Honolulu 
Board of Realtors.

I hope that this evening is a most memorable and enjoy- 
able one.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



1 April 1974

Honorable Dennis O'Connor
c/o Pagoda Restaurant
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Dennis:

I regret that Senate responsibilities prevent me from 

joining you and your many friends tonight.

However, may I take this means to convey to you my 

best wishes for a most memorable and enjoyable evening.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



april 1

DENNIS O'CONNOR FUNDRAISER

Dear Dennis:

I regret that Senate responsibilities prevent 

me from joining you and your many friends tonight.

However, may I take this means to convey to

you my best wishes for a most memorable and enjoyable 

evening.

dki etc.

TESTIMONIAL FOR GEORGE RED MORRIS

VICE PRESIDENT FOR THE HAWAII ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS

April 1, 1974

Dear Red:

Although regretfully I cannot Join you and your

many friends tonight, I wish to take this means to

convey my warm Aloha and my Mahalo Nui Loa xxx to 

you for your many years of dedicated service with 

the Honolulu Board of Realtors.

I hope that this evening is a most memorable

and enjoyable one,

dkietc.

telecopy typed and signed to hono. office today Friday mar29



3 April 1974

Dear Norman;

Regretfully, Senate responsibilities prevent me from 
joining your family and your many friends at tonight’s 
special birthday festivities for you. However, may I 
take this means to convey my personal best wishes that 
your 60th birthday will be a memorable milestone in your 
life.

I hone that this evening will be a most enjoyable one 
and will presage many more decades of success and happiness 
for you and yours.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



28 March 1974

Honorable Peter Iha
c/o Oceania Restaurant
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Peter:

I regret that Senate responsibilities prevent 

me from joining you and your many friends tonight.

However, may I take this means to convey to you 

my best wishes for a most memorable and enjoyable 

evening.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



19 March 1974

Honorable David C. McClung
Senate President
State Legislature
Room 003, Capitol Bldg.
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Dave:

Maggie and I wish to express our heartfelt sympathy to 
you and yours on the passing of your beloved mother, 
Mrs. Daisy McClung.

I appreciated most deeply your presence and words of 
sympathy at my late father's funeral a few weeks ago. 
Having experienced this traumatic experience just recently, 
I can sincerely understand your sense of great loss. I 
can also feel the same regret that parents to whom we owe 
so much must eventually leave our side. We can, however, 
find consolation in our continued efforts to make our 
society much more worthwhile for those whose lives we 
touch. I am certain your mother found pride and joy in 
your many accomplishments.

Please accept our heartfelt sympathy and please call on me 
if I can personally be of any service to you.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



March 19, 1974

Dear Friends:

Although regretfully I cannot be with you today, 

I would like to take this means to convey to each of 

you my warmest aloha and congratulations on this 

celebration of Kuakini Day Care Center's third anni- 

versary. Please accept my best wishes for a most 

enjoyable afternoon.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



2 March 1974

Dear Friends:

I wish to join the Hawaii 200 Congress II and the Friends 
of the Library of Hawaii in their continued efforts to 
prepare for the commemoration of Hawaii of our Nation's 
birth.

I am confident that the time and effort being expended by 
all of you now gathered here will aid our 50th State in 
making the coming Bicentennial a memorable occasion for 
our community.

The 200 year history of the United States of America will 
demonstrate that ours is a system of government which can 
endure armed conflicts, economic setbacks and the lapses in 
quality of leadership. This is a testament to the strength, 
faith and understanding of the people of our fifty states.

Please accept my sincerest best wishes and my pledge of 
support for a worthy and outstanding Bicentennial celebration 
in our Aloha State.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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Senate

February, 1974

When the first Japanese immigrants arrived to work

in Hawaii’s canefields, many could not help but feel overwhelmed 

at the strangeness of these mountains mid-Pacific islands. 

The society into which these immigrants were placed--with.

its new language social customs, and economic system—was 

equally as unfamiliar as the tropical environment. Because- 

much about their new home seemed strange, for many, 

the first years were difficult ones.

in those early days, one major factor binding the

modest community with a cohesive ideality was the religion 

which the immigrants had brought from Japan. For these 

newcomers--most of whom were religion was

a source of comfort and of guidance, The most active sect 

was Shin Buddhism, founded nearly 800 years ago by the 

great Shinran Shonin.

--more--



This year, Hawaii joins the many Buddhists of this 

world to celebrating the 800th birthday of this great teacher. 

With this celebration, we also shall observe the 85th 

anniversary of the founding of the Honpa Hongwanji Mission 

of Hawaii and give appreciative recognition to the many 

contributions made by this mission.

--2--

--30--



IN A FEW MONTHS, WE WILL OBSERVE OUR 

198TH BIRTHDAY, AND SADLY WE FIND OUR 

COUNTRY ANGERED BY FRUSTRATIONS AND SAD- 

DENED BY WATERGATE. WE FIND LEGIONS OF 

CITIZENS--SENATORS, CONGRESSMEN, PROFESSORS, 

STUDENTS AND OTHERS--BITTERLY CRITICIZING 

THEIR GOVERNMENT FOR THE POVERTY, INFLA- 

TION AND VIOLENCE THEY FIND IN OUR LAND. 

WE FIND A PROMISING YOUNG LADY, THE 

VALEDICTORIAN OF ONE OF OUR FOREMOST 

COLLEGES, CRYING "I WON’T BE A MOTHER 

BECAUSE I REFUSE TO RAISE A CHILD IN 

THIS WORLD".

THE VOICE OF



2

THE VOICE OF FRUSTRATION AND DIS1L- 

LUSICNMENT IS LOUD, URGENT AND WIDESPREAD. 

I, TOO, HAVE ADDED MY VOICE TO THIS 

NATIONAL DISILLUSIONMENT. DURING THE 

PAST YEAR IN SPEECHES DELIVERED IN MY 

STATE, I HAVE DISCUSSED THE TRAGEDY OF 

WATERGATE. I HAVE TALKED OF THE DANGEROUS 

USE OF DRUGS 3Y OUR YOUNG PEOPLE. I 

HAVE COMMENTED ON THE UNREST OF OUR 

YOUTH AND PLEADED FOR A NEW UNDERSTANDING 

TO BRIDGE THE GAP BETWEEN GENERATIONS.

I HAVE URGED THAT WE SEARCH OUR MINDS

AND CONSCIENCES FOR NEW GOALS

TO ENGAGE THE



3

TO ENGAGE THE YOUNG--GOALS BEYOND JUST 

MAKING A LIVING AND ACCUMULATING MATERIAL 

GOODS. I HAVE ADDED MY VOICE AGAINST
THE POCKETS OF HUNGER, POVERTY, PREJUDICE,  

AND BIGOTRY WHICH STILL FLOURISH IN OUR 

LAND.

' HOWEVER, I DO NOT WISH TO BE MISUNDER- 

STOOD. WHILE IT IS TRUE THAT WE HAVE MUCH 

TO BE CRITICAL OF, I DO NOT WISH TO JOIN 

THOSE WHO SPEAK OF ONLY DOOM AND DISASTER. 

SO, ON THE EVE OF OUR 1SGTH BIRTHDAY, LET 

ME TRY TO BALANCE THE BOOKS A LITTLE, 

BECAUSE EVEN WITH ALL ITS ILLS AND SHORT- 

COMINGS, THIS IS MY COUNTRY. AND MY 

COUNTRY IS A GOOD AND GREAT ONE.

I AM PROUD
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I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHICH 

FREELY GIVES US THE OPPORTUNITY TO SPEAK 

OUT AND CRITICIZE THE GOVERNMENT. THE 

AUTHOR OF OUR DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, 

THOMAS JEFFERSON ONCE SAID:

"THE SPIRIT OF RESISTENCE TO GOVERN- 

MENT IS SO VALUABLE ON CERTAIN OCCASIONS 

THAT I WISH IT TO BE ALWAYS KEPT ALIVE. 

IT WILL OFTEN BE EXERCISED WHEN WRONG, 

BUT BETTER SO THAN NOT TO BE EXERCISED 

AT ALL."

I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHICH 

ALLOWS US TO ADVOCATE CHANGE--CHANGE 

WHICH AT TIMES MAY APPEAR TO BE RADICAL . 

OR EVEN REVOLUTIONARY.

I AM PROUD
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I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHICH 

DOES NOT BURN BOOKS, BUT, INSTEAD PER- 

MITS US TO READ ALL BOOKS, EVEN IF THE 

PROSE BE UGLY, VILE, AND PROFANE.

I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND IN WHICH, 

FOR THE FIRST TIME IN HISTORY, OVER ONE- 

HALF OF OUR YOUNG PEOPLE ARE GOING ON 

TO HIGHER EDUCATION.

I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHICH

IS TRYING NOT TO FORSAKE ITS ELDER CITI- 

ZENS AND PROVIDES THEM WITH MEDICAL AND 

HOSPITAL CARE IN THEIR AUTUMN YEARS.

I AM PROUD
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I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHICH

IS TRYING ITS 3EST TO ERADICATE FROM

ITS MIDST POVERTY AND HUNGER AND THE 

AGE-OLD CURSE GF BIGOTRY AND DISCRIMI- 

NATION. THE PACE NAY BE SLOW--BUT WE 

ARE STEPPING FORWARD TO OUR GOALS.

I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHERE 

THE PEOPLE ARE FREE TO ELECT REPRESENTA- 

TIVES TO SERVE THEM IN THEIR COUNCILS 

OF GOVERNMENT.

I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHERE 

EVERY PERSON, INCLUDING THE CRIMINAL, 

HAS HIS RIGHTS PROTECTED IN THE COURTS-- 

WHERE THE PHRASE "DUE PROCESS OF LAW" 

IS A MEANINGFUL AND LIVING PHRASE.

I AM PROUD TO LIVE
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I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHERE 

ONE MAY PRAY AS HE CHOOSES TO HIS GOD OR 

GODS, OR NOT WORSHIP AT ALL.

I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHERE

THE PROMISE OF SUCCESS AND ADVANCEMENTTHE PROMISE OF SUCCESS AND 

ADVANCEMENT
IS REAL.

I AM PROUD TO LIVE IN A LAND WHICH 

HAS PRODUCED MEN LIKE THOMAS JEFFERSON, 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN, OLIVER WENDELL HOLMES, 

JOHN F. KENNEDY AND MARTIN LUTHER KING.

OURS IS NOT A SICK NATION. IT IS

AN AGGRESSIVE NATION CONFRONTING ITS 

PROBLEMS--STRIVING TO ERADICATE THE 

POCKETS OF POVERTY WHICH DOT OUR COUNTRY- 

SIDE, STRIVING TO DESTROY THE REMNANTS OF

RACISM WHICH POLLUTE
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' RACISM WHICH POLLUTE OUR SOCIETY, 

STRIVING TO RECTIFY THE INEQUITIES IN 

THE SYSTEM.

YES, ON THIS-EVE OF OUR 198TH BIRTH- 

DAY, THERE ARE MANY THINGS FOR WHICH WE 

CAN BE THANKFUL. BUT, WE MUST ALWAYS 

REMEMBER THAT MANY OF THE GOOD THINGS 

WHICH WE TAKE FOR GRANTED TODAY HAVE 

TAKEN MANY, MANY YEARS AND DECADES OF

EVOLUTION AND REVOLUTION WITH THEIR 

ATTENDANT FRUSTRATIONS BEFORE REACHING 

THEIR PRESENT STATE.

AMERICA IS A GOOD LAND. IT SHOULD 

NOT BE DESTROYED, IT SHOULD RATHER BE 

ASSISTED.



March 2, 1974

Dear Nelson:

I regret I cannot be with your many friends 

this evening to honor you at your special testi- 

monial dinner.

However, I wish to echo their sentiments in 

commending you for your many years of distinguished 

service in Hawaii's judiciary and legislature.

I am certain that this evening will be a most 

happy one.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



February 26, 1974

Dear Chinn:

I deeply regret that Senate responsibilities 

prevent me from personally joining you, your family, 

and your many friends on this very special occasion.

However, may I take this means to convey to you 

my best wishes that this be your happiest of birthdays, 

and that the years ahead will hold greater joy and 

fulfilment.

I pray that this evening is a most enjoyable 

and successful one.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



chinn ho 71st birthday

February 26, 1974

Dear Chinn:

I deeply regret that Senate responsibilities 

prevent me from joining you, your family, and your 

many friends on this very special occasion.

However, may I take this means to convey to 

you my best wishes that this is a happiest of 

birthdays, and that the years ahead will hold

and fulfilment.

I pray that this evening is a most enjoyable and

successful one.

dki etc,





Kauai 442nd Veterans Club

Ninth Annual Kauai 442nd Invitational Golf Tournament

February 17, 1974

Dear Friends:

I deeply regret that Senate responsibilities 

prevent me from joining you personally at your 

award banquet.

However, may I take this means to convey to you

my aloha. Please accept my best wishes for a xxxx truly 

successful Ninth Annual Golf Tournament and in a most

enjoyable and memorable banquet.



Senator Daniel K. Inouye 
Room 442
Old Senate Building 
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Inouye:

The Ninth Annual Kauai 442nd Invitational Golf Tournament will 
be held at the Wailua Golf Course, Lihue, Kauai, on the dates of 
February 16, 17, and 18, 1974.

The Award Banquet is to be held at the Convention Hall on 
February 17, and we shall be pleased to have you join us as our guest 
at the banquet.

Very truly yours,

KAUAI 442ND INVITATIONAL GOLF TOURNAMENT

Mervyn E. Masumura
Secretary

GO FOR BROKE



Senator Daniel K. Inouye
Room 442
Old Senate Building 
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Inouye:

The Ninth Annual Kauai 442nd Invitational Golf Tournament will 
be held at the Wailua Golf Course, Lihue, Kauai, on the dates of 
February 16, 17, and 18, 1974.

The Award Banquet is to be held at the Convention Hall on 
February 17, and we shall be pleased to have you join us as our guest 
at the banquet.

Very truly yours,

KAUAI 442ND INVITATIONAL GOLF TOURNAMENT

Mervyn E. Masumura
Secretary

GO FOR BROKE
LIHUE. KAUAI. HAWAII

January 18., 1974



6 February 1974

Mr. Ray Maitland, Deputy Chief
30 Gorce Rd. E
Victoria, B.C., Canada

Dear Ray:

I have sent the enclosed message on behalf of U.S. Senator 
Dan Inouye to Staff Sgt. A. Stewart. I hope your boys of 
the VCPAA will have a nice time in toasting and roasting 
you on Ray Maitland Night.

Regarding your stock certificate, I would suggest that you 
send the stock certificate back to me personally and I will 
make sure that the proper stock certificate will be issued.

Please extend my and Rachel’s best to Babe, Phyllis, Ro and 
the rest of our Canadian friends. Be sure also to say hello 
to Tommy Louie, although I heard yesterday that he was 
planning to come to Hawaii in a few days.

My personal congratulations for Ray Maitland night.

Aloha,

MORIO OMORI

MO:eyh
Enclosure



6 February 1974

Staff Sgt. A. Stewart 
Victoria Citv Police Athletic Ass‘n.
62 5 Fisgard Street 
Victoria, B.C. , Canada

Dear Staff Sgt. Stewart:

I regret being unable to join you in honoring my Canadian 
friend, Ray Maitland, for his athletic and other community 
leadership and participation.

I note that Ray Maitland Night is a stag affair. I fervently 
hope that the he-man athletes of The Victoria City Police 
Athletic Association and their honored guests will not have a 
Watergate hearing upon their, I assume, belated return home 
tonight. I am sure my friend Ray has a night pass at least 
until 10:36 p.m. , so dense do me a favor, and steer him 
home before curfew. He will need all the help he can get 
after tonight's memorable toast and barbecue roast from his 
friends.

I wish to express to our friendly neighbors across the 
border and the Pacific Ocean, my sincerest aloha and mahalo. 
We in the Aloha State enjoy our Canadian visitors to cur 
shores, just as we enjoved the visit to Hawaii of Ray, his 
charming wife and friends a couple of years ago. Please 
enjoy yourselves and drink a rousing toast to Ray for me 
and his Hawaiian friends.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K.INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh
bcc:Deputy Chief Ray Maitland



January 11, 1974; for immediate release.
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TOURISM

I wish to thank you for the opportunity to visit Mississippi, however 
brief my Stay must necessarily be. I am also grateful for the opportunity to 
speak to you on tourism, and the potential I believe it holds for our country.

In my judgment, it is particularly appropriate at this time to review 
the history of our efforts to promote tourism, and to once again assess what 
the industry can and does mean to the economy of the United States, because 
the industry is facing a grave threat.

As the fuel crisis intensifies, the government has begun to allocate 
priorities for use of that precious commodity

Quite candidly, it does not appear that tourism is considered, a very 
high priority item.

In my opinion, this is just another instance of what happens because the 
Congress and the Administration are generally unaware of the significance of 
tourism as an industry. The government fails to appreciate tourism’s role in 
our economic life, and as a consequence, the industry suffers.

This lack of perception, I think, may be illustrated by comparing our 
official attitude regarding tourism with our recent experiences in the textile 
industry.

Competition from abroad--France and especially Japan—was resulting 
in an adverse imbalance between imports and exports of textiles, in the amount 
of $750 million. This, of course, caused great consternation in the govern- 
ment, and the industry. And it should have. After all, $750 million is a lot of 
money.

Still, we annually have an adverse imbalance in our tourism industry 
of $3 billion, and not an eyebrow is raised.

Or consider yet another example.

A few years ago, the Senate Public Works Committee- approved nearly 
$1 million to halt the erosion of beaches in my own State of Hawaii. Preservation 
of our beaches is, of course, a necessity for our tourism industry.



is any event, before the Public Works Committee could take the
action it did, the law required the Corps of Engineers to do what amounts 
to a cost benefit ratio study to determine what amount of money the project 
will return an taxpayer dollars spent for it.

For those projects which have a beneficial rate of return, it is 
usually 1 1/2 to 1.

In the ease of the Hawaii project, the Corps of Engineers found a 
cost benefit ratio of nearly 17 to 11  

The Senate voted the amount of money recommended by its Public 
Works Committee*

The House, however, balked. The reason it did so was that the project 
related to tourism. Had it related to any other industry—agriculture or 
manufacturing—there is no doubt, in my judgment, but that the House would 
have also passed the measure,

To those of us who are familiar with the history of the government’s 
role in tourism, therefore, what is occurring now in the midst of the energy 
crisis comes as no surprise*

In 1961, Congress enacted the International Travel Act. This was 
really our first recognition as a government of the importantance of international 
tourism.

That legislation, which originated in the Senate Commerce Committee, 
created the United States Travel Service, and gave it the job of promoting 
travel to the United States from abroad*

From the beginning, despite the efforts of a few visionaries in Congress 
the Travel Service limped along on one cylinder. Chronically under-financed 
and suffering-from a general lack of support within the government, it shared 
the fate of other government efforts which were intended to promote domestic 
tourism--a lack of enthusiasm. Tourism was simply not considered a major 
economic activity by the Administration and most members of Congress.

Since the major amendments to the International Travel Act in 1970, 
the government’ s record of involvement has been better. Still, it is seriously 
inadequate in the judgment of many, myself included.

A few facts and statistics will, I believe, illustrate what is happening 
as a consequence.



Over the past few years, poll after poll taken abroad has established 
that the United States is the country most people wished to visit.

Their -wishes are understandable. What other country can offer 
such variety: the quaintness of New England; the skyscrapers of New York; 
the wonders and magic of Disneyland, and Disneyworld the excitement of 
a trip down the Mississippi through your own enchanting state; the awesome- 
ness of the Grand Canyon; and, the wetness of our prairies.

All of these and many more wonderful attractions await the tourist 
fortunate enough to visit the U.S. A.

So we have the best of products, and we know there are many buyers 
who arc ready, willing, and able to purchase- it.

As a country, you and I know we have not capitalized on this tremendous 
opportunity.

A few statistics will, I believe, underscore how badly we have failed.

In this fiscal year we appropriated $9 million to the United States 
Travel Service to promote the United States throughout the world.

Fortunately, the Senate was responsible for Congress supplementing 
that amount by another $2 million. Still, that is only $11 million.

For the same period, Canada budgeted $17 million to attract foreign 
tourists; and the small Republic of Ireland, with tour million people, budgeted 
$21 million.

Is it any wonder that even though the United States is the most sought 
after tourist destination, we have an annual travel deficit of $3 billion?

Is it any wonder that even though the annual growth rate of the Inter- 
national Travel Industry is 12- percent, our growth rate is only 7 percent?

Is it any wonder that our share of the International travel revenues have 
fallen from 15. 2 percent in 1969 to a ten-year low of 12. 8 percent in 1972?

And, is it any wonder that our share of th+ international travel market 
has remained static over the past ten years? In fact, the trend has really been 
downward since 1969.

- 3 -



in the midst of plenty, how prodigal we were with our energy 
resources! 

Cannot the same be said of our tourism resources?

Are we doomed to repeat our mistake?

If we are to avoid squandering another valuable resource,. I suggest 
our immediate task is to convince the Administration, the Congress, and 
our fellow Americans what a lucrative industry tourism is, end how greatly 
it benefits the economy,

This is our major task.

The recent report of the National Tourism Resources Review Commission 
makes this point very well, in my judgment,

— The resort predicts spending for domestic tourism will total $850 
billion over the decade 1970-1980.

The largest part of this spending will be by households, businesses 
and foreign visitors for food, lodging, transportation, entertainment and other 
miscellaneous travel items.

The remainder—$170 billion--represents the investment expenditures- 
that need to be made by individuals, businesses and governments to meet 
coming service demands.

The impact of that spending is diffused throughout the economy. To 
illustrate, for every four dollars of income generated in 1970 in activities 
directly serving tourism—another three dollars were generated in indirectly 
related activities such as agriculture or real estate.

Thus, growth over the next decade will have Important impacts on 
income an industries that, at first glance, appear remote from tourism.

That growth will affect employment tn the United States as well.

Again, the report illustrates this vividly with statistics from 1970.

Employment directly involved in serving tourism that year totaled more 
than 2. 3 million persons. This figure represented 3. 8 percent of total private 
employment in 1970.



- 5 -

Payrolls directly attributable to tourism amounted to more than 
$13. 0 billion in 1970, or 3.1 percent of all private payrolls.

And private employment indirectly attributable to tourism spending 
amounted to one million persons in all industries in 1970.

Put another way, ths United States Travel Service has estimated that 
every $20, 000 initially earned from foreign travel supports or creates one 
job in the United States, exclusive of whatever multiplier effect there might 
be.

Simple arithmetic tells us.an expenditure such as $3,2 billion spent 
by foreign visitors in 1972 creates a significant number of jobs.

I would hope the hearing which my Committee expects to hold early this 
year on the report of the National Tourism Resources Review Commission 
and the legislation intended to implement it, will serve to awaken the govern- 
ment and the American people to the potential of tourism.

This was my intention at any rate when I introduced S. 2536.

Hopefully, you in the industry will prepare thoroughly and seriously 
for these hearings,

 This will be your opportunity to tell your story as it should be told.

Now that the USTS has restored matching funds for the states, I am 
also hopeful State Tourism Authorities will become more active.

Let your State Legislatures, as well as your Washington Representatives 
know what tourism can mean to your states and regions.

After all, this is the way the United States must be promoted-- 
regionally. We are too, vast a country to be digested in one vacation or trip.

Now more than ever the role of the individual states is important in 
promoting the U. S. A. abroad.

In less than two years we will be celebrating our two-hundredth 
birthday as a nation. What a time to encourage visits to the United States’

Our present crisis is, therefore in my judgment, really symptomatic 
of a much greater one-- the failure of our government and many in the industry 
to recognize tourism for the economic colossus it is,
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TOURISM

I wish to thank you for the opportunity to visit Mississippi however 
brief my stay must necessarily be, I am also grateful for the opportunity to 
speak to you on tourism, and the potential I believe it holds for our country.

In my judgment, it is particularly appropriate at this time to review 
the history of our efforts to promote tourism, and to once again assess what 
the industry can and does mean to the economy of the United States, because 
the industry is facing a grave threat.

As the fuel crisis intensifies, the government has begun to allocate 
priorities for use of that precious commodity

Quite candidly, it does not appear that tourism is considered a very- 
high priority item.

In my opinion, this is just another instance of what happens because the 
Congress and the Administration, are generally unaware of the significance of 
tourism as an industry.  The government fails to appreciate tourism’s role in 
out economic life, and as a consequence, the industry suffers.

This lack of perception, I think, may be illustrated by comparing our 
official attitude regarding tourism with our recent experiences in the textile 
industry.

Competition from abroad--France and especially Japan--was resulting 
in an adverse imbalance between imports and exports of textiles, in the amount 
of $750 million. This, of course, caused great consternation in the govern- 
ment, and the industry. And it should have. After all, $750 million is a lot of 
money.

Still, we annually have an adverse imbalance in our tourism industry 
of $3 billion, and not an eyebrow is raised.

Or consider yet another example.

A few years ago, the Senate Public Works Committee approved nearly 
$1 million to halt the erosion of beaches in my own State of Hawaii. Preservation 
of our beaches is, of course, a necessity for our tourism industry.



In any event, before the Public Works Committee could take the 
action it did, the last required the Corps of Engineers to do what mounts 
to a cost benefit ratio study to determine what amount of money the project 
will return on taxpayer dollars spent for it-.

For those projects which, have  a beneficial rate of return it is 
usually 1 1/2 to 1. -

In the case of the Hawaii project, the Corps of Engineer found a 
cost benefit ratio of .nearly 17 to 11

The Senate voted the amount of money recommended by its Public 
Works Committee,

The House, however, balked. The reason it did so was that the project 
related to tourism. Had it related to any other industry— agriculture or 
manufacturing--there is no doubt, in my judgment, but that the House would 
have also passed the measure. ■ -

To those of us who are familiar with the history of the government’s 
role in tourism, therefore, what is occurring now in the midst of the energy 
crisis comas as no surprise.

In 1961, Congress enacted the International Travel Act. This was 
really our first recognition as a government of the importance of international 
tourism,

That legislation, which originated in the Senate Commerce Committee, 
created the United States Travel Service, and gave it the- job of promoting 
travel to the United States from abroad.

From the beginning, despite the efforts of a few visionaries in Congress* 
the Travel Service limped along on one cylinder. Chronically under-financed 
and suffering-from a general lack of support within the government, it shared 
the fate of other government efforts which were intended to promote- domestic 
tourism--a lack of enthusiasm. Tourism was simply not considered a major 
economic activity by the Administration and most members of Congress.

Since the major amendments to the International Travel Act in 1970, 
the government's record of involvement has been better. Still, it is seriously 
inadequate in the judgment of many, myself included.

A few facts and statistics will, I believe, illustrate what is happening 
as a consequence.



Over the past few years, poll after poll taken abroad has established 
that the United States is the country most people wished to visit.

Their wishes are understandable. What other country can offer 
such variety: the quaintness of New England; ths skyscrapers of New York; 
the wonders and magic of Disneyland, and Disneyworld; the excitement of 
a trip down the Mississippi through your own enchanting state; the awesome- 
ness of the Grand Canyon; and, the vastness of our prairies,

All of these and many more wonderful attractions await the tourist 
fortunate enough to visit the- U,S. A,

So we have the best of products, and we know there are many buyers 
who arc ready, willing, and able- to purchase it,

As a country, you and I know we have not capitalized on this tremendous 
opportunity.

A few statistics will, I believe, underscore how badly we have failed.

In this fiscal year we appropriated $9 million to the United States 
Travel Service to promote the United States throughout the world.

Fortunately, the Senate was responsible for Congress supplementing 
that amount by another $2 million. Still, that is only $11 million,

For the same period, Canada budgeted $17 million to attract foreign 
tourists; and the small Republic of Ireland, with four million people, budgeted 
$21 million.

Is it any wonder that even though the United States is the most sought 
after tourist destination, we have an annual travel deficit of $3 billion?

Is it any wonder that even though the annual growth rate of the Inter- 
national Travel Industry is 12 percent, our growth rate is only 7 percent?

Is it any wonder that our share of the international travel revenues have 
fallen from 15. 2 percent in 1969 to a ten-year low of 12. 8 percent in 1972?

And, is it any wonder that our share of the international travel market 
has remained static over the past ten years.? Tn fact, the trend has really been 
downward since 1969.



In the midst of plenty, how prodigal we were with our energy 
resources!

Cannot the same be said of our tourism resources?

Are we doomed to repeat our mistake?

If we are to avoid squandering another valuable resource, I suggest 
our immediate task is to convince the Administration, the Congress, and 
our fellow Americans what a lucrative industry tourism is, and how greatly 
it benefits the economy,

This is our major task.

The recent report of the National Tourism Resources Review Commission 
makes this point very well, in my judgement

 The report predicts spending for domestic tourism will total $850 
billion over the decade 1970-1980.

The largest part of this spending will be by households, businesses 
and foreign visitors for food, lodging, transportation, entertainment and other 
miscellaneous travel items.

The remainder--$170 billion--represents the investment expenditures 
that need to be made by individuals, businesses and governments to meet 
coming service demands.

The impact of that spending is diffused throughout the economy, To 
illustrate, for every four dollars of income generated in 1970 in activities 
directly serving tourism—another three dollars were generated in indirectly 
related activities such as agriculture or real estate.

Thus, growth over the next decade will have important impacts on 
income an industries that, at first glance, appear remote from tourism.

That growth will affect employment in the United States as well.

Again, the report illustrates this vividly with statistics from 1976.

Employment directly involved in serving tourism that year totaled more 
than 2. 3 million persons. This figure represented 3.8 percent of total private 
employment in 197.,



Payrolls directly attributable to tourism amounted to more than 
$13. 0 billion in 1970, or 3.1 percent of all private- payrolls.

And private employment indirectly attributable to tourism. spending 
amounted to one million persons in all Industries in 1920.

Put another way, the United States Travel Service has estimated that 
every $20,000 initially earned from foreign travel supports or creates one 
job in the United States, exclusive of whatever multiplier effect there might 
be.

Simple arithmetic tolls us an expenditure such as $3. 2 billion spent 
by foreign visitors in 1972 creates a significant number of jobs.

I would hope the hearing which my Committee expects to hold early this 
year on the report of the National Tourism Resources Review Commission 
and the legislation intended to implement it, will serve to awaken the govern- 
ment and the American people to the potential of tourism.

This was my intention at any rate when I introduced S. 2536.

Hopefully, you in the industry will prepare thoroughly and seriously 
for these hearings.

 This will be your opportunity to tell your story as it should be told.

Now that the USTS has restored matching funds for the states, I am 
also hopeful State Tourism Authorities will become more active.

Let your State Legislatures as well as your Washington Representatives 
know what tourism can mean to your states and regions.

After all, this is the way the United States must be promoted-- 
regionally. We are too vast a country to be digested in one vacation or trip*

Now more than ever the role of the individual states is important in 
promoting the U.S.A, abroad.

In less than two years we will be celebrating our two-hundredth 
birthday as a nation. What a time to encourage visits to the United States : 

 Our present crisis is therefore, in my judgment, really symptomatic 
of a much greater one-- the failure of our government and many in the industry 
to recognize tourism for the economic colossus it is.



I am confident tourism cannot only survive the energy crisis, but 
with proper planning, prosper.

Whether or not you truly survive and prosper as an industry in 
other words "come into your own"--is a more- serious and more fundamental 
question.

To "wake America up" my Subcommittee will hold special emergency
hearings early next month.



The Energy Crisis

Tonight I have been asked to share with you some 
of my thoughts and observations on the current energy crisis. 
I shall do so by responding to questions most often asked by 
constituents. However, as I proceed, I hope you will bear 
in mind that I am a politician, not an economist.

First: When did the energy crisis begin?

In July of 1970, the chairman of the Senate Public 
Works Committee, Senator Jennings Randolph of West Virginia, 
introduced a measure to establish a national commission on 
fuels and energy. In introducing this measure, Senator Randolph 
spoke of the dwindling supplies of fuels and rising demand 
for this precious commodity. This measure was opposed by the 
White House, which stated that its Domestic Council was prepared 
to undertake necessary studies--studies that, incidentally, 
still have not been published. Congressional response and 
reaction to the Randolph proposal were minimal at best. The 
media was not concerned. America wasn't concerned.

In February of 1971, Senator Henry Jackson, chairman 
of the Senate Interior Committee, and Senator Randolph, together 
with 50 other Senators, introduced Senate Resolution 45 to 
authorize a national fuels and energy policy study. The 
investigation and hearings began in May of 1971. To date 
extensive hearings have been conducted on energy conservation, 
oil import policy, fuel shortages. Federal leasing programs, 
energy research programs, and deep water ports to accommodate 
the super tankers. But, here again, public and media reaction 
and response were minimal at best. It was still business as 
usual for America.

In June of 1971, President Nixon issued his first energy 
message. Very few Americans became excited. A year later, Senator 
Jackson presented a major address warning America about the dangers 
of dependency on foreign oil, especially excessive dependence 
on Middle East oil. Although public reaction and response height- 
ened noticeably, it was still business as usual for most of America. 
In December of 1972, members of Congress advocated the appoint- 
ment of an energy czar. In June of 1973, President Nixon appointed 
Governor John Love of Colorado after six other lesser governmental 
officials had served briefly in that role. Now, once again, we 
have a new energy czar, William Simon.

This chronology has been cited to suggest that notwith- 
standing the warnings of an impending energy crisis, most Americans 
were not convinced or concerned until the recent oil embargo by 
the Middle East Arab states. Sadly, there are still a few 
Americans who are not fully convinced. This minority maintains 
that the energy crisis was manufactured to detract public atten- 
tion from the President's domestic problems.
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Second; What caused the energy crisis?

Obviously there is no single cause. However, I believe 
that the newly-appointed czar, William Simon, aptly described 
the major cause of our energy shortage when he told the nation, 
"We are a nation of wastrels in the consumption of energy."

We use more energy for air conditioning in the United 
States than does the People's Republic of China, with four times 
our population, for all purposes. We consume 4-1/2 times as much 
energy per capita as does Japan. With six per cent of the world's 
population, we are responsible for 35 per cent of the world's 
current energy consumption.

Our consumption, before the oil embargo, was increasing 
at a four per cent annual rate, which if unchecked, would have 
meant a doubling of our energy needs by 1990.

Most of our increase in energy consumption has been 
in the form of increased demand for oil. In 1971, we consumed 
about 15 million barrels of oil a day. Today our consumption 
approximates 18 million barrels per day. It should be noted that 
this increase in consumption came about at a time when our 
domestic production and refining capacity were slowly declining. 
This resulted in increased reliance upon oil imports from 
the Middle East.

What is true for the nation is no less true for Hawaii. 
Hawaii's consumption for electrical energy has increased at a 
rate of 10.5 per cent while our population has been increasing 
by eight per cent per annum.•

We Americans have designed our economy and evolved our 
life styles on the assumption that we would continue to enjoy 
unlimited supplies of cheap energy. Much of the rest of the 
industrialized world began to emulate us. This was the 
blueprint for disaster.

More than any other energy source, our nation's demand 
for electricity has increased at an astronomical rate. Most 
of this electricity, as here in Hawaii, is generated from oil. 
Over the past decade, our national demand for electricity has 
increased at a rate of seven per cent per year. This is double 
the growth rate of all other energy sources and, if unchecked, 
experts predict that by the year 2000, more than 40 per cent 
of our total energy resources will be used for electricity— 
where some 65 per cent of the energy consumed is lost in the 
conversion process.

Our transportation profile of energy use, while 
interesting, demonstrates a gross lack of planning and overall 
inefficiency. We have become a nation of automobile drivers.
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Two-car families are now commonplace and, as we progress up the 
economic and social ladder, we insist upon driving the huge 
gas guzzlers--status symbols of affluence. All of our high 
schools must today provide huge parking lots--not for faculty 
parking but for student parking.

Third: Are the environmentalists responsible for our
energy shortage?

In any national crisis, many seek seapegoats. Since we 
are not at fault--so we maintain--we find it necessary to blame 
someone or some group. We need a target for our anger. The 
President blames the Congress. The Congress angrily responds by 
blaming the President. Consumers blame the oil-producing 
companies that have shown extraordinary profits during the past 
year. However, the most common target for many has been the 
environmentalist. Politicians have pointed the finger of accusa- 
tion at the environmentalist. Industry and especially oil- 
or energy-producing companies have done the same. Labor has 
joined forces. Even the White House has done the same.

I find this attempt to "blame" the environmentalists for 
our shortage both depressing and unfair. In a recent Science 
Magazine report, it was shown that as a nation we now waste up 
to 60 per cent of our energy potential due to inefficient 
technology. The environmentalists may have prevented or delayed 
the construction of a few refineries, but what good are these 
refineries without crude oil? It would still be a few years 
before Alaskan crude oil can be shipped to our refineries, even 
if there had been no opposition to the pipeline.

If it is felt that some of our Federal environmental pro- 
tection standards have been overly stringent or unreasonable, 
let those who so feel face that issue on its own merits. Let 
us not cloud the issue with the emotions of a crisis.

I am certain the day will come when America will hail 
the environmentalist as a national hero. Unfortunately, too often 
we ignore, avoid, or castigate the bearer of words of impending 
danger until the tragedy is almost upon us, or until it is 
too late.

Fourth: What does the crystal ball tell us about the
future of the energy crisis?

Many experts have tried the prediction game only to find 
themselves far off the target. There are too many unknowns and 
variables. Worst of all, there is no single reliable source 
of statistical information. Even our energy czar is making 
decisions based upon educated guesses. To this day, there is 
no agreement as to the current shortfall in oil supplies.
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As to Hawaii's immediate future, one must await the 
decisions of the energy office as they apply to fuel alloca- 
tions for Hawaii's users. We have tried our best to convince 
the energy office of Hawaii's uniqueness—our total reliance 
upon oil as a source of energy; our separation from the Mainland; 
our dependence upon tourism as a major source of State income. 
At this moment, all we can do is await the decision. If it 
fails to recognize Hawaii's uniqueness, a major effort must 
be made to appeal that decision.

As to our nation in general, it would appear that if 
Americans continue to discipline themselves in observing fuel 
conservation practices—driving at slower speeds, joining car 
pools, cutting out unnecessary joy riding, lowering building 
thermostats, turning off unnecessary lights, etc.--and if 
Americans don't panic and adopt the attitude of "every man 
for himself," this crisis will not be too painful. Unfortunately 
for some, this pain will be unbearable—unemployment, loss 
of savings. I am certain that every effort will be made by 
our government to lessen the pain for these unfortunates.

The time of adjustment—change in living styles and 
change in delivery systems—may be our most painful period. 
It will be a time for changing our emphasis from quantity to 
quality in our lifestyles; huge status-symbol Cadillacs, 
Lincolns, Buicks, and Oldsmobiles will soon become rare sights 
on our highways. It will be a time for the toughening of America. 
We have been long pampered with fuel-guzzling comfort-producers: 
home air conditioners and big smooth-riding cars with power 
buttons for every conceivable comfort. And hopefully, during 
this crisis, there will be a noticeable improvement in the 
quality of the air we breathe.

And finally, if our scientists succeed in discovering 
inexpensive ways to gassify and liquify coal, to extract oil from 
shale, to provide nuclear energy, to harness geothermal 
energy, all without endangering our environment, we can look ahead 
to better times.

I remain an optimist and this optimism is well founded. 
Americans have always demonstrated their strength and resolve 
in times of crisis. I am certain that we will once again 
weather this crisis and emerge from it a stronger America.

— 30--



December 13, 1973

The year 1973 wag a year filled with extraordinary and 
important events—events that included Watergate, the 
Middle East war, and the energy emergency.

The year 1974 will be a New Year, but, as we might expect, 
many of the troubling ramifications and residual effects 
of the events of 1973 will remain with us.

The New Year will be a year of testing—the testing of 
whether we Americans have the resolve and the courage to 
make the necessary sacrifices. It may be painfully 
necessary, for instance, that we change our lifestyles to 
conserve precious energy. It will be necessary that we 
summon as much compassion, foresight, and understanding as 
possible in order to help the world overcome the problems 
that continue to trouble our societies.

I trust that 1974 will be a year when we redouble our efforts 
to fashion a better world in which to live.

I am an optimist. I am certain that, as before, our great 
nation will emerge from its current crises a stronger and 
a better America. I feel certain that, in the end, Americans 
will come through as the fair-minded, dedicated, and courageous 
people they are, just as they have come through so many times 
before during the past 200 years.

May I convey my best wishes to each and every one of you for a 
very Merry Christmas and a most peaceful and promising New Year.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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The year 1973 was a year filled with extraordinary and 
important events—events that included Watergate, the 
Middle East war, and the energy emergency.

The year 1974 will be a New Year, but, as we might expect, 
many of the troubling ramifications and residual effects 
of the events of 1973 will remain with us.

The New Year will be a year of testing—the testing of 
whether we Americans have the resolve and the courage 
to make the necessary sacrifices. It may be painfully 
necessary, for instance, that we change our lifestyles 
to conserve previous energy. It will be necessary that 
we summon as much compassion, foresight, and understanding 
as possible in order to help the world overcome the pro- 
blems that continue to trouble our societies.

I trust that 1974 will be a year when we redouble our 
efforts to fashion a better world in which to live.

I am an optimist. I am certain that, as before, our 
great nation will emerge from its current crises a stronger 
and a better America. I feel certain that, in the end, 
Americans will come through as the fair-minded, dedicated, 
and courageous people they are, just as they have come 
through so many times before during the past 200 years.

May I convey my best wishes to each and every one of 
you for a very Merry Christmas and a most peaceful and 
promising New Year.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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November 27, 1973

The Honorable Daniel K. Inouye
U.S. Senator
Suite 602
Capital Investment Bldg.
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Sir:

In December the Hawaii Hochi enters its sixty-second year of publica- 
tion and once again we are preparing our New Year Edition.

As in past years one of the sections of the edition contains New Year 
greetings to our readers from community leaders.

We would very much like to include a short message from you in this 
section. Could you oblige us?

Could we also ask you to forward it by December 20, 1973, the
deadline.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don T. Fujikawa
Editor
THE HAWAII HOCI LTD.
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In two and a half weeks, we will say goodbye to 1973. As we look 
back to the incredible events of this year, we pray that 1974 will be 
an improvement over the past twelve months.

Today, I wish to share with you some of my thoughts on two incredible 
and potentially dangerous events of this past year---Watergate and 
the Middle East War.

First, Watergate. I am certain most of you. are well acquainted with 
the chronology of the depressing and unbelievable events that followed 
the now historic burglary of June 17, 1972, I don't believe it is necessary 
for me to repeat in gory detail the activities of the plumbers unit, the 
involvement of the C. I.A. and the F. B.I., scandalously large illegal 
campaign contributions, the testimonies of Dean, Ehrlichrnan, Haldeman, 
Mitchell, Ulazewlcz and others, the resignation of Elliott Richardson, 
the firing of Archibald Cox, and on and on. And, add to this trauma 
another event—the resignation of Vice President Spiro Agnew.

I have been often asked whether the disclosures of Watergate will have 
any significant effect on the American political scene, I am certain 
Watergate will result in significant and historic changes in our political 
way of life. Watergate spells trouble to politicians--Democrats and 
Republicans. It is clear to we that most Americans are now looking 
for new uncorrupted, untainted public officials. Recently, in the municipal 
elections of Minneapolis, eleven seats held by incumbent Democratic and 
Republican councilmen were taken over by new, first-time, untainted 
politicians, and all were below the age of 30. These results were re- 
flected in many other states. Apparently, many Americans feel that the 
time for change has come.

The message is very clear—our government and public officials are not 
for sale. It is clear that most Americans will no longer tolerate the large 
-campaign contributions of the past. Furthermore, an incumbent politician 
will be called upon to demonstrate his uncorroptibility, Often times, I 
find it insulting to be called upon to disclose my finances, and discuss my 
personal activities. Whereas, others of great influence such as university 
presidents, bank presidents, and others are not required to undergo this 
indignity. But, since we politicians developed the system that encouraged 
this corruption, we cannot complain.



Last August, soon after my first fund-raising dinner, I submitted to 
file press all of the names of ticket purchasers, their addresses and 
occupations, me amounts conributed. I am certain it must have 
been somewhat embarrassing for some of my friends to see their names 
listed in our newspapers.  But, I felt that this was the least I could do 
if I, as a politician, wanted to restore some degree of our peoples’ 
trust and confidents in politicians, I had hoped that my fellow politicians, 
who sponsored similar feud-raising events. would have made similar 
disclosures, I must say candidly that I have been a bit disappointed 
with the response.

I hope that some day money, the cause of temptations and corruption, 
will be taken out of the political arena. The best way to accomplish 
thia would be through public financing, I find it most demeaning to 
solicii contributions. And, I am certain you find it equally demeaning 
to be ’’encouraged” to make these, eontri 'faurtona,

Therefore, Watergate may well he a blessing. America can well 
experience an era of clean. government as & resist of this June 17, 1972.
burglary.

The second significant event of 1973 began on Yom Kippur, October 6th. 
It was a brief war, but its ramifications are worthy of special and very 
carefel consideration. An area of special concern evolves around the 
matter of international terrorism and political and economic blackmail. 
Unfortunately, this matter has been considered too lightly by many 
Americans,

When the shock of the Munich Olympic games massacre, wore off, many 
Americans looked upon that tragic event as a Jewish problem.

When Austria capitulated to the demands of Arab terrorists and agreed 
to close down the refuges station for Jewish emigrants travelling from 
the -Soviet Union to Israel, many Americans felt it was a Jewish problem
and not our problem.

Recent events have demonstrated, however, that International -violence 
and blackmail is not simply a Jewish--proMem. I am afraid that certain 
elements may have been emboldened and encouraged by the quiescence 
of Western nations in-response to past acts of blackmail. The-recent 
not-so-veiled threats to the United Stales and other industrialized nations 
concerning access to Arab -oil-fit htofo-pattern-of intera&£toa&l blackmail
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To acquiesce to this economic blackmail would be a most dangerous 
folly. It may buy a moment of comfort, at the expense of encouraging 
the blackmailers we seek to appease. We should recall the disastrous 
result of the acquiescence given to Adolf Hitler in the Rhineland, in 
Austria and finally in Munich. We should recall the disastrous results 
of closing our eyes to the bloody activities of the Japanese military as 
they marched into Manchuria, into Nanking and into Shanghai. When we 
attempted to discourage the Japanese after they marched into Indochina 
it was too late. They were convinced of their invincibility.

i

It has been suggested that peace can come to the Middle East by abandoning
Israel. I sense that as this oil crisis continues, the ugly banner of anti- 
Semitism may attract many Americans, But, I wish to suggest to you 
that, whether we support or oppose- Israel, if we give into this blackmail, 
it will be the first of many, It will be oil today but tin and copper tomorrow, 
Or, it may be aluminum and uranium. If tills blackmail if. allowed to 
succeed, the use of economic blackmail will most certainly be seriously 
considered by suppliers of other scarce and critical materials. The 
newly elected President of Venemela has indicated that he will use his 
supply of oil to force a change in our trade policy, *

As a nation, we wish ro ill upon any Arab state. We pray for the 
resumption of meaningful and friendly relations with all Middle Eastern 
countries. But, as a responsible leader among the nations of the world, 
we must pass the message clearly that blackmail is not going to work. 
Even if our Middle East oil supply remains cut off, we must demonstrate 
that this country will never knuckle dawn to international blackmail.
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PAUL MIYASHI, OKINAWAN ASSOCIATION

P. O. BOX 9669

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96820

DEAR FRIENDS

I AM TRULY SORRY I CANNOT BE WITH YOU TODAY TO HONOR ONE

OF THE GREAT CITIZENS OF HILO, MR. YOSHINOBU OYAKAWA.

EACH OF US OWES A GREAT DEBT TO HR- OYAKAWA HIS HISTORIC

ACCOMPLISHMENTS TRULY REPRESENT THE BEST OF AMERICA AND

ILLUSTRATE THAT EACH OF US, IF HE XXX STRIVE, HAS AN

OPPORTUNITY TO BECOME THE VERY BEST

AT A TIME WHEN A DARK CLOUD HANGS OUR NATION, THE
ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF MEN LIKE MR. OYAKAWA SERVE AS A HAPPY 

REMINDER of the GREATNESS THAT IS IN OUR PEOPLE

I OFFER MY SINCEREST A CONGRATULATIONS TO MR. OYAKAWA ON

THE APPROPRIATE RECOGNITION WHICH IS BEING ACCORDED HIM TODAY-

XXXXXXXXX ALOHA

■

DANIEL K. INOUYE

UNITED STATES SENATOR
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SPEECH FOR RELEASE BY Senator Daniel K. Inouye 
October 27, 1973 at 8:00 PM, Wahiawa Hospital 
Association, Schofield Barracks, Hawaii..



HEALTH

It is with a great deal of personal pleasure that I address you today. 
As some of you may know, medicine was my first love and at times, 
I think that it may still very well be. Prior to World War II, I had 
thoughts of going to medical school and becoming a surgeon. During 
the period following the bombing of Pearl Harbor, I served as a full 
time civilian medic in a first aid station. However, as you are aware, 
it became necessary for me to give up this life goal and so I went into 
law and then politics. But enough about me.

Today, I wish to share with you some of my observations about the 
health care systems of our nation. As a profession you bear a 
tremendous responsibility. You are responsible not only for taking 
care of the health of this generation of Americans and their children, 
but also every increasingly, are expected to take an active leadership 
role in the development of international health programs. For Hawaii, 
this means specifically the Pacific Basin area and South East Asia.

Today, we are extremely fortunate that the fields of medicine and the 
other allied health professions which comprise our health care systems 
are held in high esteem. Our medical schools admissions offices are 
consistently reporting that there are more qualified applicants than they 
can accommodate. In fiscal year 1972, we as a nation committed 
$83.4 billion dollars, or 7.6 % of our Gross National Product, to Health 
Care. And of interest, over 3.4 million individuals or 4. 2% of our total 
work force, are employed in health related areas. Thus, I think it 
would be fair to say that as a nation, we are making a major commitment 
to the provision of health care for our citizens.

The question I wish to raise with you today, however, is "are we really 
providing that quality of health care of which we are actually capable?" 
More than a decade ago, our nation decided that good health care was 
the right of every citizen and not a luxury that only the wealthy could 
afford. Yet today, in Congress, my colleagues speak more and more 
frequently about our national health care crisis; of overtaxed systems; 
of rapidly escalating health costs; and of the overall poor quality of our 
health care.
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In reviewing the recent statistics, I find that many of their concerns 
are in fact justified. For example, the United States presently ranks 
15th from the lowest in infant-mortality whereas in 1950, we were 5th. 
Today, we are 27th in male life expectancy, but again in 1950, we 
were 13th.

Yet the percentage of our gross national product which we were spending 
on health care had increased from 4. 6% in 1950 to 7. 6% in 1972. The 
actual dollars spent had grown from $12 billion to $83.4 billion. The 
nation's medical care bill increased 10.3% in 1972 for the lowest relative 
increase in six years.

During the period from 1965-1970 the cost of hospital care increased at 
the astronomical rate of 13. 9% per year.

I am well aware that everything we buy has increased in price. Certainly, 
thattes been true in recent years and this year food price increases 
have obviously outstripped all others. Nevertheless, for the 1965-1970 
period, the Consumer Price Index rose only 4. 2% per year.

There are obviously a multitude of causes behind this trend towards 
rapidly increasing costs. Today, I would like to share with you some 
personal observations.

First, it seems to me that we are currently making more demands on 
our health care systems than we ever have in the past. Our population 
is growing older than ever before and consequently possesses complaints, 
ailments, and various long- term illnesses that simply do not exist in 
such numbers before. However, probably more important is the fact 
that the average citizen is now making demands for service for ailments 
that he used to treat with an attitude of "grin and bear" in the past.
Not only that, but he now wants all of the new tests, operations, etc. 
Everyone wants a color TV in his room, specialized expensive con- 
sultations, the newest in gadgetry, etc. In 1950, there were many who 
worked in hospitals for 50 an hour. Not today. In short, we Americans 
demand the most expensive health care possible. Unfortunately, this is 
a deep rooted American tradition and I seriously doubt that anything we 
can do would ever change it.



However, there are some things that we can do. Recently, the 
Association of American Medical Colleges forwarded a copy of their 
1973 report on the financing of medical education. In it was the 
astounding fact that it now costs between $16, 000 and $26, 000 each 
year to educate each medical student. That is a lot of money—a 
big investment. The question I wish to raise is, are we utilizing the 
skills of these men and women as effectively as possible: these very 
expensive skills? I do not honestly think so.

I suggest that we seriously consider returning to some of the traditions 
of our forefathers. I remember that when I was growing up, the public 
health nurse was our link to medicine. She knew us, both in sickness 
and in health; we respected her and she spent time with us. We never 
felt embarrassed talking with her about our problems; she knew the 
questions to ask; she was one of us.

Throughout my personal experience with health delivery systems, and 
especially after World War II, I have always been extremely impressed 
by the professionalism of the nurse. The doctor would come and see 
me once in a while, and I suppose that he thought I was "his" patient. 
But I assure you, it was the nurses who really made the difference. 
They had the time, the clinical expertise, and the inclination to work 
with me, and not on me. I am infinitely grateful for their assistance.

If we look carefully at the actual tasks and functions that comprise 
health care, I am sire that we will find that by being overly cautious 
we are using our very expensive, highly trained physicians for many 
of those services that the nurse or a para-medic could do just as well. 
In fact, a number of physicians who are friends of mine, have suggested 
that this is true for probably up to 75 to 80% of what the average layman 
thinks of as health. The overall quality of our nation's health care could 
be improved by using our resources more efficiently.

There is no reason in my mind why nurses or specially trained para- 
medics cannot be the primary providers of such basic services as routine 
physical examinations, the prescription of minor medications, suturing, 
providing psychotherapy on terminal wards, etc. I realize that a number 
of our present stereotypes and biases, especially as embedded in our
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medical practice laws, would have to be altered. But in the long run, 
I think this would be extremely beneficial.

As a number of you know, on the mainland and even to a limited extent 
here in Hawaii, Schools of Nursing have been developing Nurse Pract- 
itioners who are prepared to function autonomously. All of the evidence 
I have seen would indicate that these have been quite successful, espe- 
cially in the area of pediatrics. Their experience indicates that they 
are effective, efficient, and extremely well received by their patients. 
As these programs continue to develop, there will be a number of thorny 
issues that will have to be faced. For example, exactly whose patient 
am I anyhow? Or, how can we assure that these practitioners continue 
to receive the most advanced continuing education so necessary for 
autonomous functioning? But again, I have faith that while keeping the 
best interests of the individual patient in mind, solutions to these issues 
can be resolved to the benefit of our overall health care record.

Hawaii has a unique opportunity to be a truly international leader in this 
endeavor. We now have a new medical school, we are blessed with 
individuals of outstanding professional caliber, and we are ideally located 
within the Pacific Basin area. We have the opportunity and the responsi- 
bility to play a major role in shaping the health delivery systems of both 
the Pacific Basin area and Southeast Asia. Both of these areas have 
major health needs that are truly unique. We are in the position to 
respond to these needs; to explore truly innovative approaches.

In conclusion, I would like to share with you a rather moving experience 
I had a number of years ago, back when I was in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, which I believe is illustrative of part of our problem. 
One day, a doctor came to pay a courtesy call. He was, I believe, 
from Laos. He had spent many years being trained in one of our best 
medical schools. He was an open heart specialist. He was infinitely 
grateful for all we had given him and he wanted me to know how import- 
ant our foreign medical training program was for his country. They 
had so many health problems and so few resources to utilize.
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The only difficulty was that we had trained him for a very specialized 
health problem in our country, and not for those of his country. He 
was an open heart specialist, but he did not have the colleagues so 
necessary in his field to help perform this specialized surgery. He 
was a highly trained specialist, but his country did not possess the 
equipment he needed to function. Their top priorities were jungle 
diseases and malnutrition; but he had not been taught very much about 
these. However, he was infinitely grateful for what we had given him, 
even though he really could not use it.

Too often we likewise misuse or misapply our medical resources 
within our own communities. This is a luxury we can ill-afford.

Hawaii has a truly unique opportunity at this time to be a partner in 
bettering the lives of millions of individuals. I sincerely hope that 
we capitalize upon that opportunity.



November 14, 1973

Mr. Eric Inouye
P. 0. Box 1501
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Eric:
May I take this means to convey ray wannest congratulations 
on your having attained the distinguished status of Eagle 
Scout. I only regret that I ara not able to be there 
personally to share this moment with you.

This honor represents a tribute to the perseverance, skill, 
and dedication which you have demonstrated in your work 
with the Boy Scouts. It also reflects the help and support 
which I am sure both your family and scouting leaders have 
provided over the years.

May I take this opportunity to wish you continued great 
success.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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DANIEL K,
United States Senator
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November 14, 1973

Mr. Alan Kubota
1335-B Kaiwiki Road
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Alan:

I deeply regret that Senate responsibilities prevent me 
from joining your family and friends to share this special 
moment with you. However, may I take this means to convey 
my warm congratulations on your having attained the dis- 
tinguished status of Eagle Scout.

This honor is a tribute to the skill, effort, and dedication 
which you have demonstrated in your work with the Boy Scouts. 
It is also a tribute to the help and support which I am sure 
your family and scouting leaders have provided over the 
years.

Please accept my best wishes for continued great success.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:sg
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Our national attention has been directed to foreign commerce 
more closely than at any time since the early 1930's. For 
the first time in many years politicians, businessmen, bureau- 
cracts and labor leaders are scrutinizing international com- 
merce and are discovering the links that link our domestic 
welfare to the international commercial and monetary system.

However, it was only after a shaky monetary and commercial 
structure began to disintegrate that we, as a nation, began 
to give foreign commerce sufficient attention.

Up to December 7, 1941, the United States was not considered a 
superpower - military or economic. Our armed forces were minimal 
at best, and our economic structure was geared principally to 
domestic sale and consumption. We were not traders in the 
European sense in spite of the reputation of shrewd "Yankee 
merchants". With our vast continental-sized markets, we did 
not need foreign products to survive.

However, during the war, the industrial giant was awakened, 
primarily to support our military effort, and when the war 
ended we found that our factories were the only ones still 
operating. The industrial plant of Germany, Japan, Great 
Britain, France, and Italy was almost totally demolished. 
We found ourselves to be the world's supreme economic power. 
It was unnecessary to sell our goods; if foreigners wanted 
American products, they came to us to buy.

Secondly and more significant, we wanted to maintain our mili- 
tary supremacy at almost any cost. Governmental agencies began 
to reflect this attitude. In our embassies abroad security 
affairs became the matter of the greatest importance, and 
the most important attache in the embassy, second only to 
the Ambassador in prestige, was the military attache. The 
commercial/economic attache was relegated to the bottom run 
of the protocol ladder. Often the commercial/economic attache 
was a person awaiting retirement or reassignment or was a 
misfit who belonged nowhere else. Ambitious foreign service 
officers understandably avoided this post.

As American business became more interested in foreign trade, 
very few of our businesses bothered with the embassies. A 
study by a management consultant firm showed that very few 
firms sought the assistance of our embassies and indeed con- 
sidered it a waste of time. This anachronistic, negative
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official attitude can still be found among certain indivi- 
duals, but after experiencing payments deficits, a change 
in the Federal government's attitude is occurring. I hope 
you can assist those of us in the Congress who want to accel- 
erate this change.

History has shown that economic alliances have greater per- 
manancy than military alliances. Our military allies in 
Europe turned their backs on us during the recent Middle 
East crisis. Military friends of today can be the enemies 
of tomorrow. This is why I believe that we should place 
greater emphasis on international relations through foreign 
trade and should assist our businessmen in expanding their 
activities abroad in a manner compatible with the interests 
of the United States and the host country.

Nowhere is the relative decline of our economic power more 
graphically illustrated than in our merchandise trade accounts. 
For decades we enjoyed large positive trade balances. These 
export surpluses covered deficits resulting from overseas 
defense, foreign assistance, tourism, and foreign remittances. 
The growth in the exports also created well-paying jobs for 
millions of American workers. However, since 1964, when we 
enjoyed a merchandise surplus of almost $7 billion, our posi- 
tion as a competitor in the world marketplace has rapidly 
declined. In 1971, we suffered a deficit for the first time 
since 1893, approximating $2 billion f.o.b. In 1972, this 
merchandise trade deficit worsened to a record of more than 
$6.3 billion f.o.b.

Actually our record was even worse than these dismaying 
figures indicate. Because of our peculiar accounting prac- 
tices, we actually had deficits about six years ago although 
the public did not realize the gravity of the problem until 
1971. The signs of rapidly deteriorating competitiveness 
were all around us if we had only heeded them. For example, 
the United States slipped from 25% of the world market of 
manufactured goods in 1960 to 2.1% in 1970. In 1970 we also 
lost our position as the world's largest exporter of manu- 
factured goods to Germany.

Because the United States enjoyed a buoyant economy through- 
out the 1960's, we did not seem to mind - if, indeed, we 
were even aware of the fact - the rapid loss of electronic 
and consumer goods abroad. Then suddenly we woke up to find 
that virtually all of our black and white television sets, 
about half our color sets, and three-quarters our radios 
are manufactured and assembled abroad. In 1972 our unem- 
ployment peaked at the intolerable rate of 6%. Clearly that 
situation could and should not continue.
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The present Administration has shown considerable interest 
in arresting the decline in our foreign trade. It has nego- 
tiated the terms of two dollar devaluations, encouraged the 
formation of Domestic International Sales Corporation (DISC), 
presented and saw enacted legislation expanding the facili- 
ties of the Export-Import Bank, and established a mechanism 
to coordinate international trade activities within the 
government by creating the Council on International Economic 
Policy, now headed by Peter M. Flanigan. Finally, it has 
cooperated in setting up new trade talks which should begin 
in earnest next year.

Within recent months there has been a marked turnaround from 
last year's deficit. For the first 9 months of 1973, the 
United States achieved a surplus of approximately $100 mil- 
lion, and it appears that the United States will have a 
surplus for the entire year. Before succumbing to euphoria, 
however, it would be well to keep several sobering factors 
in mind. It may well be that the recent surplus is a freakish, 
temporary phenomenon.

This year has witnessed a remarkable rise in the world eco- 
nomy with unprecedented high demand everywhere. However, 
this boom is slowing down markedly for numerous reasons. 
Because of the floating exchange rates, American goods have 
been very price competitive, but as the value of the dollar 
rises, this price advantage may disappear. Moreover, much 
of our surplus this year is being provided by our trade with 
the Communists, and it could easily disappear if political 
relations deteriorate. Finally, our massive agricultural 
shipments constitute much of our surplus. Good weather and 
harvests elsewhere in the world easily end this bonanza.

In short, it will require several years before we know with 
certainty whether the United States has returned to an era 
of trade surpluses. It is quite possible that our financial 
advantages are temporary. If this is true, our ability to 
compete will depend more than ever on our marketing skills 
and the Federal government's willingness to cooperate fully 
with industry and labor in providing the kind of assistance 
we need to compete effectively.

As Chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on Foreign Commerce 
and Tourism, I have had an opportunity to review our export 
expansion programs. While there have been marked improve- 
ments in recent years, I discovered much to my dismay that 
there was literally no significant export expansion legis- 
lation currently before the Congress. We still spend less 
than many nations for export expansion programs, and our 
expenditures per capita for this purpose are the lowest of 
any major industrial nation.
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It was to fill this vacuum that Senator Magnuson, Chairman 
of the Senate Commerce Committee, and I this year introduced 
several export expansion bills, which will shortly come 
up before the Senate Commerce Committee for consideration. 
Among the major provisions of these bills are the establish- 
ment of a new program to train exporters; creation of a cost- 
sharing program with private industry; establishment of 
a Federal Export Agency within the Department of Commerce 
to assist small businesses or new-to-export firms; grants 
to states to encourage local initiative; strengthening of 
the Federal Maritime Commission to deal with unreasonable 
freight rate disparities that injure American exports and 
to simplify complex rate structures; encouragement of 
American firms to join together in export associations to 
increase their exporting capability; and finally, creation 
of an oversight program in the Department of Commerce to 
improve our commercial attache program.

In introducing the bills, Senator Magnuson and I were fully 
cognizant of the fact that we were only taking the first 
step in providing the necessary Congressional initiative 
and input. In the weeks and months ahead we intend to ex- 
plore the following ideas: reorganization of the govern- 
mental machinery to make the Federal establishment more 
responsive to foreign trade needs; problems of high tech- 
nology research and development; the effect of productivity 
on our foreign trade position; the effect of foreign invest- 
ment on our balance of trade and balance of payments; addi- 
tional incentives to exporters; and additional governmental 
programs to facilitate exports.

A full reversal and restoration of competitiveness can be 
accomplished only by the determined partnership of govern- 
ment, business, and labor. We in government can learn a 
few lessons from foreigners to enable American business 
to compete more effectively. Indeed you will notice that 
the proposals I have presented today are specifically 
designed to create a friendly climate for businessmen to 
engage in exporting.

It is easy for me to say that we should be more pro-business 
and enact realistic laws consistent with the challenges 
we face abroad, but we shall not achieve this by my saying 
it. The change will also have to come from business itself. 
In each of the countries with aggressive export expansion 
programs, business, government, and labor have forged poli- 
cies which stress close cooperation and consultation. In 
many cases, this cooperation takes the form of agreement 
on social goals.
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Japan is perhaps the outstanding example of this kind of 
society. In return for job security and rising wages, Japanese 
labor unions have been very cooperative authorizing only 
minimal industrial disruptions. While I do not advocate 
the wholesale adoption of foreign values and institutions, 
business leaders should reassess their corporations' acti- 
vities if they expect government support to meet foreign 
competition.

Business must show that it can meet new social demands res- 
ponsibly and effectively. A good example of the social con- 
science we need is the Xerox program through which participating 
employees take a paid leave of absence to work on programs 
beneficial to their communities. Much-maligned General 
Motors has an impressive range of programs designed to train 
minority group employees and encourage minority-owned busi- 
ness. Not every company has Xerox's or GM's resources, 
but many large companies can afford to do more. This commu- 
nity involvement and commitment are precisely what must be 
done if we are not to remain frozen in those antiquated 
attitudes which see government, labor and business as mutually 
antagonistic blocs.

Corporation executives have sometimes privately asked me 
why business has been losing public support. I am not nor 
do I pretend to be a sociologist, but I have pointed out 
some examples in which business has not been adequately pro- 
gressive. At a time when we face a serious drug problem, 
many people were properly horrified by the determined fight 
against the regulation of amphetamines by some pharmaceutical 
companies. Nor has business been in the vanguard to rectify 
consumer and environmental problems.

We in government should not have to legislate to compel these 
changes. Too many people still think of business only as 
profit-motivated and insensitive. All too often the atti- 
tude that many people see expressed by business is one of 
avoidance and defensiveness. When business fails to contri- 
bute positively, the field is left open for anti-business 
elements to motivate government to take steps that business 
views as hostile. This essential will to change shall be 
the key ingredient not only in domestic politics but also 
in export expansion.

I would like to conclude my remarks with an optimistic ap- 
praisal of the state of the union. The naysayers and pro- 
phets of doom to the contrary, I find much to be hopeful 
about. It is true that deep divisions scar our society and 
that our economy has been badly buffeted. Nevertheless, we 
have the world's best-educated and most-skilled labor pool. 
Our society still produces the most advanced ideas in tech- 
nology, business management, the social sciences, and the 
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arts. As we in government and you in business embark on 
this common journey through an unknown terrain, we have 
reason for confidence that by working together we can re- 
assure ourselves and assure the rest of the world that we 
have not yet seen the end of the American century.



 

Our national attention has been directed to foreign commerce more closely that 
at any time since the early 1930's For the first time in many years politicians, 
businessmen, bureaucrats and labor leaders are scrutinizing international commerce 
and are discovering the links that link our domestic welfare to the international 
commercial and monetary system.

However, it was only after a shaky monetary and commercial structure began to 
disintegrate that we, as a nation, began to give foreign commerce sufficient 
attention.

Up to December 7, 1941, the United States was not considered a superpower - 
solitary or economic. Our a med forces were minimal at best, and our economic 
structure was geared principally to domestic sale and consumption. We were not 
traders in the European sense in spite of the reputation of shrewd "Yankee
merchants". With our vast continental-sized markets, we did not need foreign 
products to survive.

However, during the war, the industrial giant was awakened, primarily to 
support our military effort, and when the war ended we found that our 
factories were the only ones still operating. The industrial plant of 
Germany, Japan, Great Britain, France, and Italy was almost totally 
demolished. We found ourselves to be the world's supreme economic power. 
It was unnecessary to sell our goods if foreigners wanted African products, 
they earns to us to buy.

Secondly and more significant, we wanted to maintain our military supremacy 
at almost any cost. Governmental agencies began to reflect this attitude.
In our embassies abroad security affairs became the matter of the greatest 
Importance, and the most important attache in the embassy, second only to 
the Ambassador in prestige, was the military attache.  The commercial/economic
attache was relegated to the bottom run of the Protocol ladder. Often the 
commercial/economic attache was a person awaiting retirement or reassignenent 
or was a misfit who belonged nowhere else. Ambitious foreign service officers 
understandably avoided this post.
As American business became more interested in foreign trade, very few of our 
businesses bothered with the embassies, A study by a management consultant firm 
showed that very few firms    

sought the assistance of our embassies and indeed considered it a waste of 
tise. This anachronistic, negative official attitude can still be found among
certain Individuals, but after experiencing payments deficits, a chance in 
the Federal government's attitude is occurring, I hope you can assist those 
of us in the Congress who want to accelerate this change.

History has shown that economic alliances have greater permanency than 
military alliances. Our military allies in Europe turned their backs on us 
during the recent Middle East crisis. Military friends of today can be the 
enemies of tomorrow. This is why I believe that we should place greater 
emphasis on international relations through foreign trade and should assist



our businessmen in expanding their activities abroad in a scanner compatible with- 
the interests of the United States and the host country,pt
Nowhere is the relative decline of our economic power more graphically illustrated 
than in our merchandise trade accounts. For decades we enjoyed large positive 
trade balances. These export surpluses covered deficits resulting from overseas 
defense, foreign assistance, tourism, and foreign remittances. The growth in 
exports also created well-paying jobs for millions of American workers. However, 
since 1964, when we enjoyed a merchandise surplus of almost $7 billion, our
position as a competitor in the world marketplace has rapidly declined. "In 1977, 
we suffered a deficit for the first time since 1893, approximately $2 billion f. o. b. 
In 1972, this merchandise trade deficit worsened to a record of more than $6.3 
billion f. o. b. ....  ........
Actually our record was even worse that these dismaying figures may indicate. 
Because of our peculiar accounting practices, we actually had deficits about 
Six years ago although the public did not realize the gravity of the problem 
until 1971. The signs of rapidly deteriorating competitiveness were all 
around us if we had only heeded them.  For example the United States slipped 
from 25% of the world market of manufactured goods in 1960 to 21% in 1970.
In 1970 we also lost our position as the world's largest exporter of manufactured 

. goods to Germany.
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Because the United States enjoyed a buoyant economy throughout the 1960's, we 
did not seem to mind - if, indeed, we were even aware of the fact - the rapid 
loss of electronic and consumer goods abroad. Then suddenly we woke up to 
find that virtually all of our black and white television sets, about half our 
color sets, and three-quarters our radios are manufactured and assembled 
abroad. In 1972 our unemployment peaked at the intolerable rate of 6%.
Clearly that situation could and should not continue.

The present Administration has shown considerable interest in arresting 
the decline in our foreign trade. It has negotiated the terms of two dollar 
devaluations, encouraged the formation of Domestic International Sales 
Corporation (DISC), presented and saw enacted legislation expanding the 
facilities of the Export-Import Bank, and established a , mechanism coordinate 
international trade activities within the government by creating the Council 
on International Economic Policy, now headed by Peter H. Flanigan. Finally, 
it has cooperated in setting up new trade talks which should begin In earnest 

year.

Within recent months there has been a marked turnaround front last year’s 
deficit. For the first 9 months of 1973, the United States achieved a surplus 
of approximately $100 miIlion, and it appears that the United States will have 
a surplus for the entire year. Before succumbing to euphoria, however, it 
would be well to keep several sobering factors in wind. It may well be that 
the recent surplus is & freakish, temporary phenomenon.

This year has witnessed a remarkable rise in the world economy with 
unprecedently high demand everywhere. However, this boom is slowing 
down markedly for numerous reasons. Because of the floating exchange 
rates, American goods
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have been very price competitive, but as the value of the dollar rises. this 
price advantage may disappear, Moreover, much of our surplus this year is 
being provided by our trade with the Communists, and it could easily disappear 
if political relations deteriorate. Finally, our massive agricultural shipments 
constitute much of our surplus. Good weather and harvests elsewhere in the 
world could easily end this bonanza.

In short, it will require several years before we know with certainty whether 
the United States has returned to an era of trade surpluses. It is quite 
possible that our financial advantages are temporary. If this is true, our 
ability to compete will depend rare than ever on our marketing skills and the 
Federal Government’s willingness to cooperate fully with industry and labor in 
providing the kind of assistance we need to create effectively.

As Chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on Foreign Commerce and Tourism, I have 
had an opportunity to review our export expansion programs. While there have been 
marked improvements in recent years, I discovered much to my dismay that there 
was literally no significant export expansion legislation currently before the 
Congress. We still spend less than many nations for export expansion programs 
and our expenditures per capita for this purpose are the lowest of any major 
industrial nation.

It was to fill this vacuum that Senator Magnuson, Chairman of the Senate Commerce 
Committee, and I this year introduced several export expansion bills, which will 
shortly come up before the Senate Commerce Committee for consideration.  Among 
the major provisions of these bills are the establishment of a new program to 
train exporters; creation of a cost-sharing program with private Industry: 
establishment of a Federal Export Agency within the Department of Commerce 
to assist small businesses or new-to-export firms; grants to states to encourage 
local Initiative; strengthening of the Federal Maritime Commission to deal with 
unreasonable freight rate disparities that injure American exports and to 
simplify complex rate structures; encourage of American firms to join 
together in export associations to increase their exporting capability; and 
finally, creation of an oversight program in the Department of Commerce to 
improve our commercial attache program.

In introducing the bills, Senator Magnuson and I were fully cognizant of the 
fact that we were only taking the first step in providing the necessary 
Congressional initiative and input.  In the weeks and months ahead we intend 
to explore the following ideas: reorganization of the governmental machinery 
to make the Federal establishment sore responsive to foreign trade needs; 
problems of high technology research and development; the effect of produc- 
tivity on our foreign trade position; the effect of foreign investment on our 
balance of trade and balance of payments; additional incentives to exporters; 
and additional governmental program to facilitate exports.

A full reversal and restoration of competitiveness can be accomplished only by the determined partnership of government, business, and labor.  We in government

 



A full reversal and restoration of competitiveness can be accom- 
plished only by the determined partnership of government, business, 
and labor. We in government can learn a few lessons from foreigners 
to enable American business to compete more effectively. Indeed 
you will notice that the proposals I have presented today are
specifically designed to create a friendly climate for businessmen 
to engage in exporting.

It is easy for me to say that we should be more pro-business and 
enact realistic laws consistent with the challenges we face abroad, 
but we shall not achieve this by my saying it. The change will also 
have to come from business itself. In each of the countries with 
aggressive export expansion programs, business, government, and 
labor have forged policies which stress close cooperation, and con- 
sultation. In many cases, this cooperation takes the form of agree- 
ment on social goals.
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Japan is perhaps the outstanding example of this kind of society. In 
return for job security and rising wages, Japanese labor unions have 
been very cooperative authorizing only minimal industrial disruptions. 
While I do not advocate the wholesale adoption of foreign values and 
institutions, business leaders should reassess their corporations' 
activities if they expect government support to meet foreign compe- 
tition.

Business must show that it can meet new social demands responsibly 
and effectively. A good example of the social conscience we need 
is the Xerox program through which participating employees take a 
paid leave of absence to work on programs beneficial to their com- 
munities. Much-maligned General Motors has an impressive range 
of programs designed to train minority group employees and encour- 
age minority-owned small business. Not every company has Xerox’s 

or GM’s resources, but many large companies can afford to do 
more. This community involvement and commitment are pre- 
cisely what must be done if we are not to remain frozen in those 
antiquated attitudes which see government, Labor and business 
as mutually antagonistic blocs.

Corporation executives have sometimes privately asked me why 
business has been losing public support. I am not nor do I pre- 
tend to be a sociologist, but I have pointed out some examples 
in which business has not been adequately progressive. At a 
time when we face a serious drug problem, many people were 
properly horrified by the determined fight against the regulation 
of amphetamines by some pharmaceutical companies. Nor has 
business been in the vanguard to rectify consumer and environ- 
mental problems.

We in government should not have to legislate to compel these 
changes. Too many people still think of business only as profit- 
motivated and insensitive. All too often the attitude that many 
people see expressed by business is one of avoidance and defen- 
siveness. When business fails to contribute positively, the field 
is left open for anti-business elements to motivate government . 
to take steps that business views as hostile. This essential will 
to change shall be the key ingredient not only in domestic politics 
but also in export expansion.



I would like to conclude my remarks with an optimistic
appraisal of the state of the union. The naysayers and prophets 
of doom to the contrary, I find much to be hopeful about. It is 
true that deep divisions scar our society and that our economy 
has been badly buffeted. Nevertheless, we have the world’s best- 
educated and most-skilled labor pool. Our society still produces 
the most advanced ideas in technology, business management, the 
social sciences, and the arts. As we in government and you in 
business embark on this common journey through an unknown 
terrain, we have reason for confidence that by working together 
we can reassure ourselves and assure the rest of the world that 
we have not yet seen the end of the American century.



July 19, 1973

CONGRATULATORY MESSAGE FOR GRADUATION, 59th RECRUIT CLASS
OF THE HONOLULU POLICE DEPARTMENT, JULY 19,

May I extend to each and every one of you my wars, 

aloha and personal best wishes.

I regret that my responsibilities in Washington prevent 

me front joining you at your graduation ceremonies today. 

However, I would like to take this opportunity to express 

say thanks and full support for the men and women who 

daily risk their lives to protect us and. enforce our laws.

You truly deserve the thanks of our entire 

community for a job very well done.

Sincerely,



June 30, 1973

Dear Friends,

I regret that I am unable to be with you personally 

today to observe and celebrate this event.

I wish to extend to you, the new members of the

All Hawaii Recruit Company, my very best wishes and con- 

gratulations.

May this occasion mark the beginning of a proud and 

successful term of enlistment for all of you.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



DANIEL K. INOUYE

United States Senate
D.C.

June 29, 1973

Dear Friends,

I regret that I am unable to be with you personally today to 

observe and celebrate this event.

I wish to extend to you, the now members of the All Hawaii

Recruit Company, say very best wishes and congratulations. 

May this occasion mark the beginning And of a proud and 

successful term of enlistment for all of you.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



June 29, 1973

Mr. Paul Kutschenreuter
National Weather Service
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Kutschenreuter:

I would like to add my greetings and warm best wishes 

to those of your family and friends on the occasion of 

your retirement from the National Weather Service.

During your nearly 48 years in weather forecasting, 

you have contributed much valuable service to our nation.*

I hope your years of retirement will provide enjoyable 

leisure and good health for you and your family.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



MESSAGE RE RETIREMENT OF PAUL KUTSCHENREUTER 

June 29, 1973

Dear Mr. Kutschenreuter:

I would like to add my greetings and wars best 

wishes to those of your family and friends on the 

occasion of your retirement from the National 

Weather Service.

During your nearly 48 years in weather fore-

casting, you have contributed valuable

service to nation.

I hope your years of retirement will provide 

enjoyable leisure and good health for you and your 

family.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE ETC. 



FOR RELEASE: -Speech by Senator Daniel K. Inouye, Saturday, June 2, 1973
5:00 PM, James Campbell High School, Ewa Beach, Hawaii

Ever since the ’’Watergate" scandal hit the big time and became 
the subject of such great press and television attention, many people 
have been expressing their deep concern over what effect it may have 
on our nation. They have stated their concern that we may be unable 
to meet our responsibilities at home and abroad because of the crisis 
in our federal establishment. They have said in despair that our 
government may be unable to function in this period of crisis.

Everything from the sagging stock market at home to the rise 
in the price of gold in the international market place has been blamed on 
Watergate, Although I do not dispute that psychological factors may 
have some relevance in tracing the ups and downs of individual investment 
decisions I do dispute, that Watergate deserves to be so blamed.

If we take a backward look at our recent history I believe we 
find reason for greater optimism. The 1960’s was the decade of division-- 
a period of almost unprecedented turmoil,

During those years race was pitted against race--whites against 
blacks — in almost every part of our land.

The long hairs were pitted against the short hairs--the intellectuals 
against the hard hats, the young against the old,

The crowded center city inhabitants were rioting against the rest 
of the land.

The man in uniform was subjected to scornful assault by his more 
fortunate brethren on the university campus—ROTC centers were burned 
and public officials were pelted.

As we moved into the early seventies we still had division over 
many important issues. Welfare, busing, acid, pot, --these and others 
seemed paramount issues in our lives.

I would suggest however, that today we are united as seldom 
before, Watergate has drawn us together. We have found a common 
ground—a common concern.
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Some may argue that Watergate has merely pushed our divisions 
off the front page--that other disputes still smolder just below tire 
surface. I doubt that.

The greatest division afflicting our society over the past decade 
has been the war in Southeast Asia. American involvement in that war 
is now drawing to an end. While bombing still continues over Cambodia, 
I am confident that this too shall soon be halted.

American troops are no longer dying an Asian battlefields. 
American prisoners no longer languish in North Vietnamese prison 
compounds. The war issue has subsided. It no longer divides 
our people as it did throughout that longest war in our nation’s history.

Our other divisions have also subsided. This does not mean 
that all our problems have been resolved but rather that they are being 
confronted within a more peaceful framework. The language is less 
intense. The rhetoric is less inflamatory.

Problems of race still beset us but we no longer fight over 
whether schools shall be integrated but rather over how much 
integration and how it shall be achieved. We no longer struggle over 
the right of all to participate in the economic life of our nation on an 
equal basis but rather over the means by which that equality can be 
more fully achieved.

Parents and principals no longer get ”up tight” over the length 
of teenagers’ hair or the clothes the young boy or girl chooses to wear 
or not to wear. We have learned to live with a greater degree of 
diversity and freedom than many thought possible- just a few short 
years ago. We have found that a family does not have to be molded 
in conformity to have the strength of unity.

Ours is a diverse nation, with a diverse people but with a renewed 
unity of purpose.

In a strange way the crisis which is Watergate has provided us 
with that renewed unity--a unity which springs from our common concern 
for the future of our democratic government.
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The Chinese characters for "crisis” are two: the one is danger--- 
the other is opportunity. I believe we can already perceive that opportunity 
may be the more enduring aspect of this current crisis.

Watergate provides as wife the opportunity to halt the drift 
towards an ever greater reliance on executive power.

Ever since the days of Franklin Roosevelt we have been granting 
more and more power to one man—the President, and to those who 
serve him alone. We have been lodging immense powers in the chief 
executive with but little thought for their possible misuse. We have been 
building the powers of the presidency, sometimes out of our impatient 
desire to find quick and easy solutions to old and stubborn problems.

We in the legislative branch, cannot avoid responsibility for 
our easy assent to the thirst for executive power.

If the problem seemed too complex for easy resolution we said, 
"let the President decide. ” If the decisions are likely to prove 
controversial we said, "let the President take the heat.” Some were, 
willing to vote money for every pressure group which came to town while 
the executive was faced with the responsibility for saying no--or for 
borrowing to make up the deficit.

One of the gains which I see on the horizon beyond Watergate is 
a revitalization of the legislative branch of government and a restoration 
of our historic and constitutional balance of power.

Another problem which may be ripe for solution is in the area 
of electoral reform. Watergate, and all that it is coming to signify, 
is not just another election conducted as usual except feat fee 
perpetrators got caught. Rather, it is a graphic example of where 
our loose election laws and practices can lead us. It is crass manipulation 
of our electoral process.

Nevertheless, all of us in politics have become aware of the
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negation of our vaunted reliance on the ballot box by our increasing 
reliance on the "money box" as the road to election victory.

The public display of the pernicious role of big money in elections 
which will emerge through our Watergate hearings in the months ahead 
may finally galvanise the forces of reform to do something really 
effective, about campaign financing and campaign spending limits. I 
certainly hope so. The time is long overdue.

And I want to emphasize that democracy, if it is to survive, can. 
not grant to the few who are wealthy unique power over the electoral 
process or the decisions of government.

I have a faith that this twentieth century tragedy which so besmirched 
our elections in 1972, will direct our attention back to the basic strengths 
of our constitution. I believe that we will generate a renewed examination 
of that historic document. I hope as a consequence that on the 200 th 
anniversary of our birth as a nation, we will have reason to rejoice in 
the reaffirmation of our faith in that basic document of our government.

We are already realizing a renewed faith in the guarantees of 
the first amendment--the right of free speech and a free press. While 
nations abroad look with great interest and some concern at the unfolding 
drama they now witness, they also marvel at a system in which the most 
powerful Chief of State, of the most powerful nation on earth, can be 
brought to accountability by a press beyond his control, a judicial system 
not subject to his every manipulation and a legislature not prostrate before 
him.

While I would caution against a press getting carried away with 
its own self-righteousness, and I express concern over’ "the apparent influence 
exercised successfully over many in the so-called independent regulatory 
agencies and over some judicial officers, and while I take no solace from 
the many ineffective legislative efforts to our excessive executive power,

\ progress is apparent and a renewed faith in the future of constitutional
government is justified.



Page 5

Yet another lesson of Watergate will be to place us on guard 
against unreasonable claims for government secrecy. With cries 
of "national security” becoming the ever present but hollow justification 
for the label of ’’secret, ” that label has replaced patriotism as the last 
refuge of scoundrels.

The lessons of Watergate should make us doubly vigilant against 
all future efforts to establish secret police organizations within our 
government. The opportunities for their abuse should now be most 
apparent and the need to keep such forces responsive to the other 
branches and instruments of government should be clear for all to 
see.

Our nation’s security is distinguishable from the retention of 
power by those in the White House. Our national security is truly 
diminished by any tampering with the free exercise of the elective 
franchise by each citizen in a democracy.

Though these times may appear dark and threatening, they do 
present us with a rare opportunity. The present is but prologue, not 
just for you, but for our nation. The unity which is born out of our 
common concern can be the basis for a reaffirmation of faith in free 
speech, a free press, and a government of a free people.



Commencement Speech

"today we follow, tomorrow we lead". Cur ideals and visions of 
a better world are embodied in that phrase. But it strikes fright into 
me, to beleive that we should follow it.

The leaders of yesterday have foiled — failed miserably in coming 
to grips with the problems confronting modern society-the problems 
of political and social apathy, corruption, economic inequities, racial 
strife, degradation of the environment. The leaders of yesterday 
have turned away from the fundamental issues of society, government, 
and nan. They are victims of future shock, smug satisfaction, twisted 
values and

In retrospect, then, will we, the members of the class of 1973 
stand by our 'otto "today we follow".............. follow the same corrupted
valuta, precepts, ideas? Follow, and to morow lead in the same manner, 
our actions bused on unquestioned, unscrutinized values? We will.

There, are many here who would believe that we, the new generation, 
hold the the key to a new and better tomorrow, who would readily affirm 
their trust that we, unlike our predecessors, will subdue the sins 
of society.

I think we should end that illusion NOW. Dissolve that baseless 
fabric upon which we’ve painted portraits of utopian futures. Our class 
offers no more hope towards solving the problems facing us than the 
class before us, or the class before- that... ad infinitum.

Indignant thoughts and cries now wait to burst foward, waves of 
pseudo substantiation ready to be unleashed. People point to the 
activisa of the 1960's the antiwar movement, ethnic identity, formation 
of a counterculture , increased awareness of the environmentas 
manifested by the rash of earth days, Still others point to the 13 
year old vote? and the increased sucess of young people to integrate 
into the system.

But what of it? 6 years after the birth of youth activism, there 
is growing apathy and ambivalence to current problems in young people. 
The. countercultureis in it's death gasp, thanks to the crass 
commercialization of it by Madison Avenue. In it's place is a rise in 
nostalgia, a return to the Oast, the good old days. It is as if they 
fear reality, and must retreat safely to the past. The much vaunted 
youth vote of 1972 never materialized; where it gelled for an instant, 
it turned to people who condoned genocide, erosion of our personal 
rights, racial and economic inequity.
And I turn to my peers at McKinley. People who had the consistently 
lowest turnout of voters in Student Council elections. People who 
never gave a damn to change it or abolish it.

People of which probably half are ignorant and uncomprehending 
of local, national and international Issues. People who rather surf, 
sit on the grass or talk to friends than sit in class and try to 
understand what’s going on.

Students who are terrified to voice their views- that is- if they 
have any at all.

Leaders who can’t bring us into a cohesive unit, can’t even fulfill 
the minimum obligations of their office.

Go.... draw your eyes upon us. Every malady, every ill and problem 
of society-personified collectively before you.

They still respect the same twisted values and ideas. They still 
alter and deny experience, reshape reality to suit their illusions.



Reification becomes so much a part of their experience they 
percieve shadows for the truth. Liberalists ingrained so deep that they 
no longer Question it. they play the game of life better, true.

BUT IT IS THE SAME  GAME. The same game that brought us here and 
the same one that offers no solutions, no alternatives. A game of 
nothing.......... but then there is nothing to be afraid of. A game that
denies all hope of salvation.

That game must be cast off; the values, ideals reexamined and 
reshaped. Our class offers no more hope- but it does offer a glimmer 
of hope and the chance for change. We can build a society which 
encourages virtue and the full expression of the potentials of humanity, 
if we are willing to begin looking at ourselves.

If we don't, then I am truly sorry, for we have failed; I have 
failed. And tomorrow's classes will fail, as we have. And by the 
waters of Babylon we will remember and weep. Weep for what could 
have been, but never was.



FOR RELEASE SPEECH BY
Senator Daniel K. Inouye on Saturday, 
May 19, 1973, 7:00 PM at University of 
Hawaii--Hilo College



Everyone of any consequence has been speaking out about Watergate 
and the related activities. It would appear that enough has been said, and 
I am aware that many Americans are already tired of reading about, and 
hearing about, that most tragic affair.

However, as a member of the Committee charged with the responsi- 
bility of investigating this matter, I believe it is incumbent upon me to 
make some observations. At the same time, my membership on that Com- 
mittee inhibits me in what I now say, for the evidence is not all in, and as 
we seek out the truth we will also be called upon to make some judgements.

It has been suggested that with the resignation of top presidential 
aides, John Ehrlichman and H. R. Haldeman, and that of Attorney General 
Richard Kleindienst, and with the firing of the Counsel to the President, 
John W. Dean III, there is no need for our Committee to continue its investi- 
gation. There are those who argue that with the indictments of the former 
Attorney General and Campaign Manager, John Mitchell, and the former 
Secretary of Commerce and Campaign Finance Chairman, Maurice Stans, 
the need for our Committee to continue no longer exists.

I have received inquiries from constituents questioning the propriety 
and the need for our hearings. Some have accused us of a partisan attack 
upon the Republican President. As a Democrat, I am particularly sensitive 
to that charge and reluctant to add any credence to it.

To the suggestion that our Committee be now dissolved, my response 
is, however, a clear and unequivocal "no. "

Now, more than ever, it is important that we continue our work--that 
we continue to execute our function--and I want to tell you why.

Thus far, the Watergate scandal has been largely one of appearance. 
Little has been proven, but as allegations unfold and as statements are issued, 
the very agency that has the responsibility for the maintenance of law and 
order has been compromised and appears to have been involved. The former 
Attorney General of the United States has been indicted. The FBI, the very 
pillar of integrity, has been tainted at the top. The former Acting Director 
of the FBI has admitted he engaged in the destruction of evidence.

Today, there are many competent jurists who question the Justice 
Department's prosecution of its case against the Watergate seven prior to the 
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November election. It is suggested that they displayed an unusual reluct- 
ance to pursue the case fully and relentlessly.

These occurrences have placed a tragic cloud of suspicion over the 
Justice Department--the very Department responsible for the prosecution 
of law violators. Even if the prosecution now does its job, millions of 
Americans will believe a deal was made. The naming of a special prosecutor 
will not alone resolve those doubts.

The Select Senate Committee to Investigate Presidential Campaign 
Activities, of which I am a member, will not serve as prosecutor. It is not 
the job of our Committee to secure convictions. It is our responsibility, 
and it is our purpose, to bring out the facts--to bring to the public view of 
the American people the full truth and suggest changes to protect the integrity 
of our election process.

One thing we must do is reassure our people that the law is for every- 
one--that the law is equally applied and enforced for the powerful as well as 
for the powerless--that it exists for those at the apex of our government just 
as it does for those whose role in government may be limited to paying taxes. 
It is not only important that the law be upheld but that the very appearance 
of questionable compromise be avoided.

For this reason it is most regrettable that in the Ellsberg case, Judge 
W. Matt Byrne, the presiding Judge in that case, was called in by the 
President and Mr. Erlichman. Both the President and Mr. Erlichman are 
lawyers. Both have had sufficient experience in a courtroom to know the 
proper role for a judge. What then we must ask, did they have in mind?

I have had increasing mail which raises the ultimate and painful 
question--the question of presidential impeachment. This is a truly fright- 
ening thing to contemplate. It is not a matter which should be considered 
lightly. Nevertheless, it is my contention that if our proceedings should 
demonstrate with hard and incriminating evidence, that the President had 
knowledge of, and or active involvement in, either the initial bugging or 
the attempted cover-up, then the Congress must seriously consider impeach- 
ment proceedings.

No presidential impeachment proceeding has ever been upheld and I 
pray that our lifetime will not see the need for one. The fact that it is being



seriously discussed by thoughtful men and women indicates the gravity of 
the issues that have been drawn. That'such steps are being discussed is 
further justification for our relentless pursuit of the truth, for it is only 
through exposure of the full truth to the public at large that the cloud of 
suspicion which now hangs over our President, over the Department of 
Justice and over our political system can be removed. 

Let me add this, however.

Because of the avalanche of allegations, leaks, and charges, many 
have attempted to look upon our President as though he was already guilty." 
Let us remember that sad period in our history when good and decent 
Americans were deemed guilty by association or by innuendo or by hearsay. 
Let us not now repeat this. Although it is mentioned often, it is worth 
mentioning again. Our President must be presumed to be innocent until 
proven guilty. This right--an important right in American jurisprudence-- 
remains valid and should be applied in this case.

Some have been heard to say, "Wasn't this just politics? " "Isn't this 
something that both political parties engage in? " "Isn't it something that 
goes on all the time, the only difference being that this group got caught? "

As a politician and as a man who has participated in many political 
campaigns, I am incensed and insulted by these suggestions.

It is not just politics when you unlawfully break and enter.

It is not just politics when top officers of the government scheme and 
plan to subvert and demean the political process.

It is not just politics when advice and counsel and equipment is secured 
from the CIA to engage in so-called political acts.

It is not just politics when money is laundered through Mexican subsid- 
iaries to hide the source and to evade the law.

It is not just politics when governmental decisions are put up for sale 
to the highest bidders--the big contributors.

 It is not just politics when we find a White House staff man faking secret 
presidential cables seeking to demonstrate that an American President was 
involved in the assassination of a foreign head of state.

- 3 -



- 4 -

It is not just politics when employees engage in the falsification of 
letters to the editor accusing a respected Senator and presidential candidate 
of racial slurs or distributing phony letters accusing Democratic presidential 
candidates of sexual peccadillos, homesexual arrests and drunken driving 
printed on the letterhead of another Democratic contender.

 
service

No, my fellow citizens, it is not just politics and I speak as a 
politician.

During my 14 years in national politics, I have witnessed the decline , 
of public confidence in the politician. It was once a high calling. It was a 
position to which young men and women could aspire. As long as people be- 
lieve that what has been brought to light was politics as usual, we politicians 
are in for a bad time.

I have a motivation for refusing to accept that belief. I don't want my 
son to be ashamed of me because I am. a politician. I don't want him to be 
embarrassed to tell his classmates what his father does for a living. But 
if we are to preserve democratic government as a system of which we can be 
proud, it is vital that the American people not accept that belief.

I anticipate that there are a number of recommendations which will grow 
out of the "Watergate" affair. It is no secret that many election reforms are 
overdue. I am hopeful that our Committee may finally serve as a catalyst to 
bring these reforms to fruition. The Senate has already acted in part on one 
of these reforms. This is the need for the Legislative Branch to scrutinize, 
consider and confirm, those men who will be appointed by the President to 
serve in his official family.

Recent Administrations have seen a decline in the importance of the 
President's Cabinet which is subject to confirmation by the Senate. This 
decline has been accompanied by a tremendous growth in the power and in the 
importance of the men named to assist the President on his White House staff.

Few can remember the men who served in the Eisenhower Cabinet but 
many remember Sherman Adams. Few can still remember those who served 
in the Roosevelt Cabinets but most will have heard of Harry Hopkins. And 
how many remember who served in the Kennedy Cabinet? Many, however, 
know that Ted Sorsenson and Kenney O'Donnell had great influence on govern- 
mental decisions. And under Lyndon Johnson, it was Marv Watson. Under 
President Nixon, they are Mr. Erlichman, Mr. Haldeman and Dr. Kissinger.



None of these men have been subject to the scrutiny of the Legislative 
Branch. Each has served and wielded tremendous power while having to 
satisfy only one individual, the President of the United States.

It is also apparent that we need revision in our election laws,, parti- 
cularly as they relate to the financing of our political campaigns. Numerous 
instances already have been reported of large contributions from persons 
who later were favored by government decisions:

A Minnesota businessman contributed $25, 000 to the Nixon campaign. • 
Soon thereafter, he was among a group granted a federal bank charter 
in 88 days, one of the quickest approvals ever by the Comptroller of 
Currency.

George and Ruth Farkas contributed $300, 000 after election day and 
are rewarded with an ambassadorship for Mrs. Farkas to Luxemburg.

A Greek oilman contributed $15, 000 to the Nixon fund and his 
family firm was later awarded a $4. 7 million contract to refuel the 
U. S. Sixth Fleet based in Athens. The oilman later contributed an 
additional $10, 000.

Other contributions have received considerable press attention--the 
one involving Robert L. Vesco and the one involving ITT, for example. Millions 
of dollars of contributions were made in cash, some in suitcases stuffed with 
$100 bills. This is no way to operate a democratic election. This is no way to 
buy faith in the American system.

Last week our caucus in the Senate unanimously endorsed public financing 
of election campaigns. I am not certain whether this will be through a tax 
credit, a tax voucher system, or free television and radio broadcast time. 
But of this I am certain-- some legislative provision to clearly limit not only 
the size of individual contributions and the manner of their conveyance, but also 
the expenditure of funds in the search for public office, is essential if we are 
to remove that most corrupting of influences from our governmental system.

In the final analysis, legislation will not, however, be our only achieve- 
ment. If our form of government is going to succeed--if government is going 
to retain the faith of the people, then we must get to the bottom of this sorry 
mess. We must bring out all the facts and thereby encourage a national debate 
of our current political morality if we are to reform the system.
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But some lessons can already be clearly drawn. At the top of that 
list, I would place a renewed faith in our First Amendment. The freedom 
of the press is imperative, and the significance of that freedom can be 
demonstrated by the fact that two reporters were able to discover and 
divulge what the entire FBI apparently could not, even with what they des- 
cribed as a most thorough and comprehensive investigation. This freedom 
must never be diminished.

Second, Watergate has a lesson for all who profess to lead in govern- 
ment, whether it be as Mayor, Governor, Senator or President. We must 
be readily accessible to the people. We must be able to hear the people's 
arguments --and counter-arguments. We must be open to public criticism 
and to public scrutiny.

The channels of communication must be two way channels providing 
not only communication from the leaders to the people but from the people 
to the leaders as well. It is not in the interest of our nation, our state or 
counties to shelter our leaders and to surround them with those who are 
dedicated to protecting and shielding them from hearing any criticism or 
from those who hold contrary views.

I would anticipate that further instructive lessons may emerge as 
we proceed with what is a unique experience in the American political pro- 
cess.

The Watergate and associated activities have indeed been a unique 
experience.

It has been a unique criminal activity. No one, despite the evidence that 
hundreds of thousands of dollars were carried around in cash, has been 
accused of lining his own pockets. No one has been accused of personal greed. 
Rather the laws were broken in the search for power and while some may 
take solace in that thought, I find it even more disturbing and frightening. It 
is in many ways the greater crime. It is, as one columnist noted, trans- 
ferring the techniques of international espionage and counter-espionage, of 
the CIA and KGB, to American domestic politics. That transfer was obviously 
on a planned and organized basis and that is a truly terrifying thing to con- 
template.

Though tragic and terrifying, there is a bright side which can already 
be seen through the dark clouds which hang over our nation's capital and our 
nation's political and governmental system. Once again we have demonstrated 
Chat imperfect though it may be, our system works. The checks and balances 
are operative.



With the passage of this chapter in our history, it is my hope that 
we can once again begin to build a solid foundation of public confidence 
in public office. It is my hope that we can once again develop respect for 
our freely elected leaders. It is my purpose that we make my profession 
again an honored profession. It is my prayer that our children can once 
again, in their childish way, say, "I want to grow up to be President. "



May 26, 1973

Mr. Keijiro Okamoto
c/o Mr. Charles Okamoto
Kuau, Maui, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Okamoto:

May I extend my heartfelt best wishes on your 100th 
birthday. I want to join by this means in the 
celebration of an event that I know is a very special 
occasion not only for you but for all of your family 
and friends.

May you continue to enjoy good health and the warmth 
of friends and family for many more years.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



We would be deeply grateful for a brief congratulatory celebration 
message which could be read at the Annual Meeting of the Junior 
League of Honolulu to be held at the Royal Hawaiian Hotel on 
Wednesday, May 23, 1973. These good wishes would add a distinguished 
note as we begin the celebration of Fifty Years of volunteer training and 
community service in and for Honolulu, and the State of Hawaii.
The purpose of the Junior League of Honolulu, Inc. is exclusively 
educational and charitable and is:

To promote voluntarism
To develop the potential of its members for voluntary parti- 

cipation in community affairs
To demonstrate the effectiveness of trained volunteers

You may be interested to know that over the last Fifty Years, the 
Junior League of Honolulu has provided, through its community Trust 
Fund, $210,000 which has been expended in various community projects 
in the fields of Health, Welfare, Education and the Arts. Trained 
volunteers in the Junior League provide approximately 27,000 hours 
of volunteer service, annually. This service is performed in and 
with 135 social and voluntary agencies, as well as in Junior League 
Projects themselves.
Congratulatory message, if it can so kindly be provided, should be 
sent to:

Mrs. Peter George
President, Junior League of Honolulu, Inc. 
Suite 2A Royal Hawaiian Hotel 
2259 Kalakaua Avenue
Honolulu, Hawaii

Since the meeting will begin in the morning, it would be most 
appreciated if the message could reach the League office by Tuesday, 
May 22. If there is any assistance with meeting this deadline or 
any other help you need, please call Mrs. John A. Bell at 9445-715 
and I will be happy to cooperate.
Thank you for your kind attention to this request and your kindness 
in cooperating with it, in spite of the short time available for 
its execution.
May 17, 1973



DANIEL. K. INOUYE 
HAWAII

United States Senate
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

April 26, 1973

Mr. Morio Omori
602 Capital Investment Bldg.
850 Richards St.
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Morio:

Enclosed is a message which I hope you will convey to the members 
of the Waipahu Soto Zen Temple on the occasion of their enshrinement 
and dedication. The invitation for Sunday, May 6th is enclosed.

DANIEL K. INOUYE 
United States Senator

DKI:bhm
Enclosures

Sincerely,



May 1, 1973

ER:bhm PR
8-1-0

Please extend to the members and friends of the Palolo

Higashi Hongwanji my warm cong gratulations and sincere best 

wishes on the occasion of your celebration. This celebration 

marks the anniversary of events of great importance in the re

religious life of your temple and community. I hope that these 

ceremonies will bring joy to your members and friends and provide

a memorable occasion for all.

Sincerely, 

 DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

■■■

Sent to: Reverend Tenran Mori
Palolo Higashi Hongwanji 
1641 Palolo Avenue 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96816



WASHINGTON D.C.  20510

April 24, 1973

I hope that you will extend my congratulations to the 

recipients of the Federal Employee of the Year Awards and to 

all those who were nominated for this honor. It is critically 

important that every effort be made to maintain and improve 

the level of service to the public on the part of all Federal 

workers that we may keep faith with the American taxpayer. 

You have demonstrated that you are doing your part and I 

commend you for it.

Sincerely,

DANIEL. K. INOUYE
United States Senator



United States Senate 
WASHINGTON D.C. 20510 

April 24, 1973

Mr. Robert M. Caits
Chairman, Honolulu-Pacific

Federal Executive Board
P. O. Box 496
Honolulu, Hawaii 96809

Dear Mr. Cutts:

I deeply regret that- I will be able to be with you for the Federal 
Employee of the Year Awards Luncheon on Thursday, April 26th, 
Unfortunately, it will not be possible for me to be present,

I do want to thank you, however, for inviting me for I strongly 
endorse the program to honor outstanding Federal employees.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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April 19, 1973

Dear Friends,

I regret that I am unable to be with you today to 

witness the groundbreaking ceremonies of Liliha Square.

I share your interest in this important project and 

look forward to its success. I am confident that this 

occasion is the symbolic beginning of an undertaking which 

will prove a major contribution to the cultural life of 

our Islands.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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occasion is the symbolic beginning of an undertaking which 

will prove a major contribution to the cultural life of 

our Islands.
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United States Senate
WASHINGTON D.C. 20510 

April 19, 1973

Dear Friends,

I regret that I am unable to be with you today. 

to witness the groundbreaking ceremonies if Liliha Square.

I share your interest in this important project and 

look forward to its games, I am confident that this 

occasion is the symbolic beginning of as undertaking which 

will prove & major contribution to the cultural life of our 

Islands.

Aloha,

DANIEL K. INOUYE 
United States Senator 
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April 16, 1973

Captain David Nabeshima
Honolulu Fishing Corporation
Hawaiian Tuna Packers’ Dock
Kewalo Basin, Ewa-makai End 
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Captain Nabeshima:

I regret that I am unable to be with you for the 

christening of the Mokihana. The inauguration of this 

new vessel into the fleet of the Honolulu Fishing 

Corporation is a happy event not only for those directly 

involved but for the people of Hawaii who will share in 

the fruits of her bounty. May she be a most fortunate 

ship.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



DANIEL K. 

United States Senate
WASHINGTON D.C. 20510

April 16, 1973

Captain David Nabeshima
Honolulu Fishing Corporation
Hawaiian Tuna Packers' Deck
Kewalo Basin, Ewa-makai End
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Captain Nabeshima:

I regret that I am not able to be with you for the christening of  
the Mokihana.  The inauguration of this new vessel into the 
fleet of the honolulu Fishing Corporation is a happy event not 
only for those directly involved but for the people of Hawaii  
who will share in the fruits of her bounty.  May she be a most
fortunate ship.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



SPEECH BY U.S. SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE 
to be delivered to the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People on 
Saturday, February 17, 1973, at Sheraton Waikiki

This week, the National Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People marked its 64th year. During those 64 years, your NAACP 
has been a most effective and respected force for good--good for 
blacks, and good for all Americans.
This week we also celebrated the 164th year of the birth of the 
great emancipator, Abraham Lincoln. And a few weeks earlier we 
joined in mourning the death of that other great emancipator of 
oppressed Americans, Lyndon Baines Johnson.
Lyndon Johnson believed in the equality and human dignity of all 
peoples. He firmly believed that government had a positive 
responsibility to help people realize that dignity and equality-- 
to realize their full potential.
Under Lyndon Baines Johnson, government was not permitted to be a 
passive bystander while discrimination and disadvantage ran rife 
among us. The power of the Federal government was to be'employed 
vigorously on behalf of those who were in need of help. He 
believed with Abraham Lincoln that it was the legitimate object 
of government "to do for the people what needs to be done, but 
which they cannot, by individual effort, do...for themselves."
Lyndon Johnson was a man dedicated to the cause of equality-- 
equality in education, equality at the ballot box, equality at the 
employment office, equality in housing, equality in the whole 
social, political and economic fabric of our Nation. He too had 
a dream and he fully believed in the utilization of the immense 
power of his office to achieve results.
In his final public appearance last December, Lyndon Johnson said 
that "the essence of government lies with unceasing concern for 
the welfare, dignity, decency and innate integrity of life for 
every individual, regardless of color, creed, ancestry, sex or age." 
He went on to say that, "Yes,there is injustice. Yes, there is 
intolerance. Yes, there is discrimination and hate and suspicion 
and division among us.
"But there is a larger truth. We have proved that great progress 
is possible. We know how much still remains to be done. And if 
our efforts continue, if our will is strong, if our hearts are 
right and if courage remains our constant companion, then, my 
fellow Americans, I am confident we shall over come."



As Roger Wilkins wrote in a column following Lyndon Johnson's 
funeral, when "Leontyne Price stood up singing, 'Precious Lord 
Take My Hand,' it was time to know how far we had come and how 
much it had cost. And it was time to cry for a beloved mountain."
Given the exciting, stimulating thrust of the Johnson years, it is 
particularly distressing to note that even as we bury him, his 
successor in the White House is busy burying the very tools which 
were engaged on behalf of the underprivileged in our society under 
the Johnson leadership. This is not only cause for concern, but a 
challenge to action.
I would not claim that all the programs enacted in our War on 
Poverty and discrimination were worthy of the struggle. I would 
not be an advocate of the philosophy that purpose alone is a 
sufficient test for the survival of a program in a period of 
mounting costs and scarce revenues.
But neither can I support a policy which seeks to dismantle the 
whole structure of government designed to deal with those enduring 
problems with no substitute structure in sight. Headstart, Commu- 
nity Relations Service, Contract Compliance, Community Action, 
Job Corps, Legal Services, all these and more are being abolished 
or radically cut-back on the premise that they are inefficient 
tools for achieving our goals and that our cities and states can 
more efficiently deal with these problems.
Not content to dismantle the Federal role and disengage from the 
field of battle, I was particularly disturbed to witness the effort 
of this Administration to raise the basically false issue of 
"bussing" as the key Civil Rights issue in the recent election. 
This was most tragic and unfortunate. It tended to pit race against 
race and to undo much that had been done in our search for equality 
and dignity. In concentrating on that issue, other human issues 
and concerns were set aside to set the stage for the present process 
of dismantlement.
Bussing is not a solution to the problems of ghetto life. Bussing 
the ghetto child to the suburbs during the day, to a school pre- 
dominately of another race, will not relieve the problems of ghetto 
life. As long as bussing is based on race, we perpetuate a feeling 
of inferiority on the part of the enforced minority. I will not 
accept that a black child cannot get a good education in a school 
where most of his fellow students are of his color. There is nothing 
magical about majority white schools that makes education for blacks 
uniquely available in that environment alone.
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There is much to be lost and little to be gained by accelerating the 
flight of the affluent of all races to private institutions of 
learning while the public schools with reducing public support be- 
come the artificial focus of our total effort to integrate society. 
Removed from the locus of parental involvement, parental partici- 
pation and community control and beset with the constant problems 
resulting from transfer from one school to another as ratios change, 
equality education for all children would be the inevitable victim.
We should rather direct our efforts to the real concerns. The right 
to adequate housing in an area or community of individual choice, 
the right of each child to adequate nutrition and to a decent home 
environment, the right to good health care regardless of the financial 
resources of the family, the right to security from criminal attack 
on the streets or in the home. These are not rights secured by 
spending admittedly limited resources on massive bussing based on 
precise racial quotas in each of our major metropolitan centers. 
These are the rights deserving of our full efforts.
I do not say that bussing should never be used to alleviate or 
correct local problems of long standing but rather that it should 
not become the focus of our effort to secure equality of opportunity 
for ourselves and our children.
If we take the proper position that all Americans are entitled to 
certain rights--to food, housing, education and health care—we will 
find that it is not a race issue. While the primary thrust of this 
Administration sometimes appears to be to make the "black" issue 
paramount, it should be our goal to make the "human" issue the object 
of our ultimate concern.
President Franklin Roosevelt once drew the distinction between 
liberals and conservatives with these words. "The liberal party is 
a party which believes that as new conditions and problems arise 
beyond the power of men and women to meet as individuals, it becomes 
the duty of government itself to find new remedies with which to 
meet them. The liberal party believes that the government has the 
definite duty to use all its powers and resources to meet new social 
problems--to insure to the average person the right to his own 

economic and political life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness."
While I would replace the words to the "average" person with to 
"each" person, with that slight change in emphasis, I want you to 
know that I am proud to subscribe to that definition of "liberal". 
And in that context, Abraham Lincoln was also a liberal. And so was 
Lyndon Johnson.
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In a very real sense, in the light of history, and God willing, 
despite the current efforts of some in places of great power to 
abdicate the responsibilities of government, I am confident that 
in the long course of history, Lyndon Johnson will not only be 
looked upon as a great liberal but as the second great emancipator. 
His dedication to your cause, to our cause, to the cause of human 
dignity and. equality, shall serve as an inspiration for me—and a 
beacon of hope for all mankind.
Today, we in the Congress are locked in a historical and constitu- 
tional battle with the man in the White House. It is a battle over 
the right to establish spending priorities. It is a battle in which 
the executive seeks to use a general opposition to higher taxes and 
higher government expenditures as a vehicle for abdicating the 
struggle in which you and all who share your vision have a very real 
and personal stake.
There are many in the Congress who are ready to do battle. We cannot 
accept that the recent election, which, while it saw the voters 
overwhelmingly support Richard Nixon, was a mandate for such change. 
The majorities in the Congress were also overwhelmingly retained and 
we are confident that the purposes and the programs of the decade 
of the sixties have not been rejected by the community at large. It 
is time, however, that the forces which merged to fashion those 
programs, to enact them into law, and to secure the necessary funding, 
be re-engaged in the never ending struggle to secure those common 
goals of equality and human dignity which unite us. We need your 
help.
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February 14, 1973

Dear Fellow Members:

I regret that, being a non-golfer for obvious 

reasons and being away from Hawaii for obvious reasons 

also, I can only extend my aloha and greetings to you in 

this formal way.

I hope the winners and losers, the "pros" and the 

"handicapped”, all had a lot of fun on and off the golf 

course.

Please extend to the tournament winners and their 

kind losing companions my congratulations. And don’t 

forget a big round of applause for your Kauai 442nd 

comrades for their inimitable hospitality of food and 

booze.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



14 February 1973

SFC Roland M. Lorenzo
c/o Farrington High School
1564 North King Street
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Lorenzo:

I wish to extend to you my congratulations and hearty 

best wishes on your receipt of the Daniel K. Inouye Award. 

While I am honored that my name is attached to this Award, 

it is an even greater honor to the one who has been selected 

by his associates for his outstanding service to his school 

and community. You have demonstrated your dedication to 

your fellow students and to the people of your community on 

numerous occasions. Your good character, your willingness 

to be of service, and your self-reliance are attributes 

deserving of emulation. You are deserving of our gratitude 

for your service to your fellow man.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator
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deserving of emulation. You are deserving of our gratitude 

for your service to your fellow man.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



Farrington High School 
1564 North King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii
February 6, 1973

V/1

The HONORABLE Daniel K. Inouye 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Dear Senator:
Will you be kind enough to have your Secretary to write 

a letter to Farrington High School, on behalf of one of our 
students who is to receive the following:.

The DANIEL K, INOOE Award, on our Kunosekl Field, at 
2:15 P.M., on February 15th, 1973.
 As you know, our SERVICE CLUB to the COMMUNITY and to the 
NATION is named after the Senator.

The boy is the following:
1. He is a Senior in Farrington.

2. He is active in Military, SFC. ROLAND M. LORENZO.

3. He has been honored several times, before, in the 
Community.

A. Once, while delivering the paper—on his route—
he put out a fire in one of the GRADE SCHOOLS.

B. He helps to sell POPPIES on VETERANS’ DAI.

C. He participates in all of the SPEECH PROGRAMS; 
especially, those devoted to PATRIOTISM,

D. When the GENERAL STERNBERG came to FHS a year 
ago, Lorenzo was one of his HONOR GUARDS.

E. He plans to make the MILITARY his Career.

F. He is of good character—and, he works after school 
in the Service Station to help pay his way through.

Thank you very much for doing this for us. If you wish 
to send a representative from your office, please do so. Other- 
wise, your Letter will be read over the MICROPHONE.





11 January 1973

Please extend to Ambassador and Mrs. Kew

Sung Lee and to those who are gathered in honor of the 

70th Anniversary of Korean immigration to Hawaii my 

heartfelt best wishes and regrets that I could not be 

present to participate in this event. Please also 

extend my congratulations to Miss Hawaii Korea. This 

commemoration marks a notable event which has had a 

major and favorable impact on the economic and cultural 

development of our Islands.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator





Message to Edna to be delivered in time for the Ceremony on Saturday 
morning.

Please extend to Ambassador and Mrs. Kew Sung Lee and to those

who am gathered in honor of the 70th anniversary of Korean immigration

to Hawaii my heartfelt best wishes and regrets that I could not be present

to participate in this event. Please also extend my congratulations to

Miss Hawaii Korea. This commemoration marks a notable event which

 has had a major and favorable impact on the economic and cultural

development of our Islands.

Sincerely.

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator


