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Congressional Record

PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 90th CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION

(Not printed at Government expense)

"This Is My Country”

Keynote Address by Senator Daniel K. Inouye at the 

Democratic National Convention

REMARKS
or

HON. MIKE MANSFIELD
OF MONTANA

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
Wednesday, September 11, 1968

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, on 
August 26, 1968, the distinguished Sen-
ator from Hawaii [Mr. Inouye] de— 
livered the keynote address at the Demo-
cratic National Convention in Chicago, 
Hl.

Senator Inouye, as the first and tem-
porary chairman of the convention, de-
livered an inspiring address to the dele— 
gates assembled. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the address, which was so uni-
versally well received, be printed in the 
Record.

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows:
Address by Senator Daniel K. Inouye, Key-

note or the 1968 Democratic National 
Convention, August 26,1968
My fellow Americans: This is my country.
Many of us have fought hard for the right 

to say that. Many are now struggling today 
from Harlem to Danang that they may say 
this with conviction.

This is our country.
And we are engaged in a time of great 

testing—testing whether this nation, or any 
nation conceived in liberty and dedicated 
to opportunity for all its citizens, can not 
only endure but continue to progress. The 
issue before us in such a time is how shall 
we discharge, how shall we honor our citi-
zenship.

The Keynote Address at a national po-
litical convention traditionally calls for 
rousing oratory. I hope to be excused from 
this tradition tonight for I do not view this 
occasion as one for flamboyance or levity.

I believe the real reason we are here Is 
that there is a word called “commitment,” 
because we are committed to the future of 
our country and all our people, and because 
of that future, hope and faith are much more 
needed now than pride in our party’s past.

For even as we emerge from an era of un-
surpassed social and economic progress, 
Americans are clearly in no mood for count-
ing either their blessings or their bank ac-
counts.

We are still embarked on the longest un-
broken journey of economic growth and pros-
perity in our history. Yet we are torn by dis-

sension, and disrespect for our institutions 
and our leaders is rife across the land.

In at least two of our great universities, 
learning has been brought to a halt by stu-
dent rebellions; others of the student rev-
olution have publicly burned draft cards and 
even the American flag.

Crime has increased so that we are told 
one out of every three Americans is afraid 
to walk in his own neighborhood after dark.

Riot has bludgeoned our cities, laying 
waste our streets, our property and, most im-
portant, human lives. The smoke of destruc-
tion has even shrouded the dome of our 
Capitol. In Washington the task of restoring 
order drew more than twice as many Fed-
eral troops as were Involved in the defense 
of Khe Sanh in Vietnam.

Voices of angry protest are heard through-
out the land, crying for all manner of free-
doms. Yet our political leaders are picketed 
and some who cry loudest for freedom have 
sought to prevent our President, our Vice 
President and Cabinet officers from speaking 
in public.

None go so far as publicly to condone a 
politics of assassination. Yet assassins’ bul-
lets have robbed our country of three great 
leaders within the last five years.

Why? What has gone wrong?
Why—when we have at last had the cour-

age to open the attacks on the age-old curses 
of disease and ignorance, poverty and prej-
udice—why are the flags of anarchism being 
hoisted by the leaders of the next generation? 
Why—when our maturing society welcomes 
and appreciates art as never before—are poets 
and painters so preponderantly hostile?

Some conveniently blame all our ills and 
agonies on a most difficult and unpopular 
commitment overseas. The Vietnam war must 
end, they say, because it is an Immoral war.

Of course, the war in Vietnam must be 
ended. But it must be ended, as President 
Johnson said last March, by patient political 
negotiation rather than through the vic-
torious force of arms—even though this may 
be unpalatable to those raised in the tradi-
tion of glorious military victories. But like 
our other complex problems, this one must 
also be solved responsibly. Just as we shun 
irresponsible calls for total and devastating 
nuclear military victory, so must we guard 
against the illusion of an instant peace that 
has no chance of permanence.

Of course, the Vietnam war is immoral. 
Whether by the teachings of Moses, or by 
the teachings of Christ, or by the teachings 
of Buddha, I believe that all wars are im-
moral. During the Crusades, Christians in 
the name of Jesus Christ slaughtered inno-
cent men, women and children and plundered 
their cities—because they were of another 

faith. These were immoral wars. In Vietnam 
we build schools across the countryside and 
feed the hungry in the cities, and our Presi— 
dent has pledged massive sums in aid to all 
Vietnamese—and yet, this is an immoral 
war.

Perhaps by the time my four-year-old son 
is grown, men will have learned to live by 
the Ten Commandments. But men have not 
yet renounced the use of force as a means 
to their objectives. And until they do, are 
we more immoral—if there be such a de— 
gree—to fracture our solemn commitments 
and see our word doubted, not only by our 
friends abroad, but by our enemies? Knowing 
that this could lead to tragic miscalculations, 
is it less immoral now to take the easier 
course and gamble the lives of our sons and 
grandsons on the outcome?

These are not easy questions and perhaps 
there are no certain answers.

But when young people have rioted in 
China and Czechoslovakia as well as at Co— 
lumbia, in Paris and in Berlin as well as in 
Berkeley, I doubt that we can blame all the 
troubles of our times on Vietnam.

Other critics tell us of the revolution of 
rising expectations. They charge that it has 
reached such proportions that men now take 
it as an insult when they are asked to be 
reasonable in their desires and demands. If 
this is too often true as a generalization, it 
is all too frequently aimed particularly at 
our fellow citizens of African ancestry, whose 
aspirations have burst full-blown on us after 
more than 100 years of systematic racist 
deprivation.

As an American whose ancestors came from 
Japan, I have become accustomed to a ques— 
tion most recently asked by a very prominent 
businessman who was concerned about the 
threat of riots in the cities and the re— 
sultant loss in life and property. “Tell me,” 
he said, "Why can’t the Negro be like you?”

First, although my skin is colored, it is not 
black. In this country, the color of my skin 
does not ignite prejudices which have 
smoldered for generations. Second, although 
my grandfather came to this country in 
poverty, he came without shackles. He came 
as a free man enjoying certain constitu— 
tional rights under the American flag. Third, 
my grandfather’s family was not shattered 
as individual members of it were sold as 
chattel or used as security on loans. And, 
fourth, although others of my ancestry were 
interned behind barbed wire during World 
War II, neither my parents nor I were forced 
by covenants and circumstances to live in 
ghettos.

Unlike those of my ancestry, the Negro’s 
unemployment rate is triple the national 
average. The mortality rate of his children is
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twice that of white children. He often pays 
more for his miserable tenement than com— 
parable space will cost in the white suburbs. 
He is likely to pay more for his groceries, 
more for his furniture, more for his liquor 
and more for his credit. And, my fellow 
Americans, today many thousands of black 
Americans return from Vietnam with medals 
of valor. Some of them have been crippled 
in the service of their country. But too often 
they return to economic and social circum— 
stances that are barely, if at all, improved 
over those they left.

Is it any wonder that the Negro questions 
whether his place in our country’s history 
books will be any less forgotten than were 
the contributions of his ancestors? Is it any 
wonder that the Negroes find it hard to wait 
another hundred years before they are ac— 
cepted as full citizens in our free society?

Of course, expectations are rising—and 
they are rising faster than we in our imper— 
fect world can fulfill them.

The revolutions we in the United States 
are experiencing was bom of democratic 
processes that not only accommodate eco— 
nomic progress and social mobility, but ac— 
tively encourage them. But it is important 
to remember that these expectations are the 
children of progress and that today's rest— 
lessness has been nurtured by our very real 
achievements. Out of these should emerge a 
brighter and better society than we have 
known.

Nowhere is this clearer than in the situa— 
tion of our young people today. The success 
of our economic system has freed them in 
ever-increasing numbers from the tragedies 
of premature mortality and early labor. It 
has built the schools in which they are be— 
ing educated to higher levels than ever in 
our nation’s history. And this progress has 
been achieved in a political system that not 
only admits but safeguards the right of dis— 
sent.

So it should hardly surprise us when the 
children of such progress demand to be 
heard when they become aware of inequities 
still to be corrected. Neither should we fear 
their voices. On the contrary, whether we 
know it or not, the marching feet of youth 
have led us into a new era of politics and 
we can never turn back.

What should concern us is something far 
more fundamental. The true dimension of 
the challenge facing us is a loss of faith. I 
do not mean simply a loss of religious faith, 
although this erosion is a major contributor 
to our unease. I mean a loss of faith in our 
country, in its purposes and in its institu— 
tions. I mean a retreat from the responsibil— 
ities of citizenship.

The plain fact is that in the face of com— 
plexity and frustrations, too many Americans 
have drifted into the use of power for purely 
destructive purposes. Too many Americans 
have come to believe it is their right to de— 
cide, as individuals, which of our laws they 
will obey and which they will violate.

I do not mean to say that all our laws 
are just. They are not. And I do not mean to 
suggest that protest against unjust laws is 
not proper. Performed in an orderly manner, 
the right to protest is a cornerstone of our 
system. Men must have the opportunity to 
be heard, even when their views are extreme 
and, in a lesser democratic country, danger— 
ous. I, too, have spoken against laws I con— 
sidered wrong and unjust. I am sure I will 
speak—and vote—against many more.

But, my fellow Americans, I have not 
burned my birth certificate and I will not 
renounce my citizenship.
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Those who would do such things are rela-
tively few. But there is a much larger num-
ber who In the face of change and disorder 
have retreated Into disengagement and quiet 
despair. Less destructively, but no less sure-
ly, such men are also retreating from the 
responsibilities of citizenship.

Now let us not deceive ourselves about the 
consequences of such abdication. It is an-
archy. It is a state in which each individual 
demands instant compliance with his own 
desires. And from there it is but a short step 
to the assumption by each individual of the 
right to decide which of his neighbors shall 
live and which shall not. And so accelerates 
the sickening spiral of violence which has 
already cost us our beloved John F. Kennedy, 
our great leader Martin Luther King, Jr., and 
the voice of this decade, Senator Robert F. 
Kennedy.

We have been told that the revolts are 
against “the system," that “the establish-
ment” must be torn down. But, my fellow 
Americans, In Paris recently, students cut 
down hundred-year old trees to erect tem-
porary street barricades. Those trees had 
lived through two World Wars. Some of them 
had even survived the Revolution of 1848. 
Were the goals of these students served by 
the destruction of those trees? How long 
will It take for their beauty and the vitality 
they symbolized to grow again? What trees 
did the students plant In their place?

If we cut down our Institutions, public 
and private, and with Indifference starve the 
systems which have given us our achieve-
ments, who will feed the hungry? Who will 
train the unskilled? Who will supply the 
jobs that mean opportunity for the genera-
tion whose voices are not yet heard? And 
who will launch the much needed Marshall 
Plan to rebuild our cities and open opportu-
nity for all Americans?

These undertakings are too great for In-
dividuals going their separate ways.

Finally, my fellow Americans, let us re-
member that even anarchy Is only a way 
station. Man the social animal has always 
craved order. He has made the most essential 
function of his government the maintenance 
of some level of order. Chaos and anarchy 
have never been more than preludes to to-
talitarianism. Tyrants like Adolf Hitlei 
have taught us this before.

So, my fellow Americans, let us reject 
violence as a means of protest and let us 
reject those who preach violence. But Ie1 
us not tempt those who would hide the evil 
face of racism behind the mask of law and 
order.

To permit violence and anarchy to destroy 
our cities is to spark the beginning of s 
cancerous growth of doubt, suspicion, feai 
and hatred that will gradually Infect ths 
whole nation. Poverty, discrimination anc 
deprivation, as evil as they are, do not jus-
tify violence or anarchy, do not justify loot-
ing or burning, and do not justify murder 01 
assassination. Law and order must be re-
spected and maintained to protect ths 
rights—yes, the civil rights—of all citizens 

But let us resist also the temptation tc 
apathy because we can never cure the causes 
of violence with Indifference. And, my fel-
low Americans, In the last analysis, law and 
order can only rest securely with justice as 
its foundation.

So let us look at how much we have al-
ready built, and then get on with the work

At a time when guns are still heard lr 
some areas of the world, we have laid ir 
place such building blocks of mankind’s sur-
vival as the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty of 1963 
the Banning of Atomic Weapons In Spacs
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of 1967, and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty of 1968. These are vital foundations— 
vital foundations of peace—and we must 
build on them.

Under the health measures first proposed 
during the Presidency of our most beloved 
Harry S. Truman and passed during the re— 
markable administration of Lyndon B. John— 
son, 20 million older Americans are now pro— 
tected under Medicare. Our elder Americans 
can now live their autumn years in dignity 
and in security. And infant mortality has 
declined to a new low, and federally-funded 
community health centers are now serving 
nearly 50 million Americans. These too are 
vital foundations, and on them we must 
build fuller lives for our citizens.

And since 1963, President Johnson has pro— 
posed and Congress has enacted more than 40 
major new laws to foster education in our 
country. Since 1963, our government has 
tripled its investment in education and, in 
the past four years alone, we have invested 
twice as much as was spent in the previous 
one hundred years. These are foundations 
from which the towers of human achievement 
can soar.

The last eleven years have seen the pas— 
sage of the five Civil Rights bills passed in 
our entire history of the United States. And 
I might note in passing that Lyndon Johnson 
is the author, chief architect or primary 
sponsor of each of the Civil Rights Laws. 
When all summers are long and hot, it is 
well to remember that after 100 years, the 
Emancipation Proclamation is finally, but 
slowly, becoming a reality. And the occupants 
of some of our highest offices are testimony 
that black talent is just as important as 
white talent.

Working together, we have done much. To— 
gether, we can—and must—do much, much 
more.

Fellow Democrats, we are here tonight be— 
cause in large part we share a faith in our 
country and in its processes of orderly, hu— 
manistic change.

Change and challenge should not deter us 
now; we have long been the party of change 
and challenge.

The need for new ideas and improved in— 
stitutions should not deter us now; we have 
long been the party of new ideas.

That today’s crisis is one of the human 
spirit should not deter us; we have long been 
the party which gave priority to the needs 
of human beings.

So let us go forward with the programs re-
sponsive to the needs of today and responsive 
to the needs of tomorrow.

Fellow Americans, this is our country. Its 
future is what we, its citizens, will make it.

And as we all know, we have much to do. 
Putting aside hatred on the one hand and 
timidity on the other, let us grow fresh faith 
in our purpose and new vigor in our 
citizenship.

Let us welcome the ideas and energies of 
the young and the talents and participation 
of all responsible people.

Let us plant trees and grow new opportu— 
nity. And, my fellow Americans, let us build 
not only new buildings but new neighbor— 
hoods.

And then let us live in them—all as full 
citizens, all as brothers.

In closing, I wish to share with you a most 
sacred word of Hawaii—“Aloha”. To some of 
you who have visited us, it may have meant 
“hello”. To others, Aloha may have meant 
“goodbye”. But to those of us who have been 
privileged to live in Hawaii, Aloha means 
“I love you”. So, to all of you, my fellow 
Americans, Aloha.



DRAFT

With the advent of greater mobility of population through 

the impact of mass transportation, together with the racial and 

socio-economic problems raised by urban demands and the voices from 

the ghettos of our communities, those of you gathered here — 

government planners, transportation experts, private developers, 

and businessmen - are forced to meet challenges of planning which 

are overwhelming to say the least.

Every one of you, I know, will agree with me that planning 

is a multi-pronged effort of federal, state and county governments 

and the business and social community of each area. The success or 

failure of any planning project - no matter how noble its purpose — 

will depend on the coordination of efforts of government and private 

enterprise.

Planning, at its inception, is an educational, public-relations 

oriented process. Those which a planned project seeks to help must 

be shown that such help, as proposed, is needed. The general public - 

the taxpayer who eventually bears much of its burdens - must be 

convinced that the need is there, and that the plan proposed by the 

experts meets the need most feasibly and economically.

The need for planning cannot be met with piece-meal projects 

of new paint on old structures, with swimming pools and parks placed 

here and there or with new low cost housing projects in a depressed 

area. Demands of people for better living conditions, recreational 

and park facilities, better transportation facilities, and, in 

general, facilities for a better life cannot be met with such physical 

planning only. Visionary planning demands consideration of socio— 

economic factors which are part and parcel of the planning process. 

Social planning cannot be separated from physical planning. What 

useful purpose will new recreational facilities serve, if such
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recreational facilities are not planned with better housing facilities? 

What useful purpose will better housing facilities serve, if such 

housing facilities are not planned with nearby employment centers for 

gainful employment and well-organized schools and school systems 

within the area? What useful purpose will any urban redevelopment 

project serve, if such project is to become a ghetto for the under— 

developed in a few years? What useful purpose can physical planning 

serve, if such planning, for lack of social planning, becomes but an 

invidious tool for more segregation, racial, economic or other— 

wise?

Herein lies the challenge to those of you who are the experts 

to whom we turn. The problem of Viet Nam is tragic, but eventually 

Viet Nam will be but a page in American history. The Soviet Union's 

present actions in Europe portend grave consequences, but this also 

will be but a dark chapter in international history. But the human
 

problem of planning will be with all of us as long as this nation is 

populated by human beings with human needs. It will be a perpetual 

problem for those of you who have undertaken this awesome task of 

physical and social planning for a better life for all. Your res— 

ponsibility transcends the responsibility to provide better trans— 

portation, better physical facilities, better cities and better 

suburban areas. Your responsibility enters the realm of channelling 

the forces of discontent, the forces of discrimination, the forces 

of violence, away from the American scene. This is a problem of 

such overwhelming magnitude that will not end like Viet Nam or Russian 

aggrandizement. It will be with us so long as critical urban needs 

are not met with visionary concepts of planning. It will continue 

to exist with the perpetuation of the debilitating influences of 

ghetto-living, racially or economically segregated educational and
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recreational facilities and depressed employment areas which foster 

nothing but despair and violence.

Despite the frustrations engendered by the problems of

urban strife and the difficulties encountered in the many attempts, 

federal and local, of upgrading our population centers, I am deeply 

encouraged by your presence here today. It is through free exchange 

of ideas among dedicated experts and laymen that insurmountable 

obstacles become less insurmountable, that lines of communication 

between experts and laymen, between federal and local agencies be— 

come less snarled and more open.

We in Hawaii are fortunate that the seeds of discontent

have not yet germinated into violence on our streets. But the seeds 

of despair do exist. Make no mistake about it. It is therefore 

more encouraging that those of you with the authority, training and 

experience are working together to meet this danger before it is too 

late. I believe that the need for keeping the channels of com— 

munication open among you is greater today because of the need for 

more imaginative, more socially oriented concepts of planning. This 

need is further aggravated by the forces of progress, like the 

influx of more visitors to our shores through improved transportation 

facilities. More visitor housing, larger and better airport facili— 

ties, more trained personnel for hotel and other service facilities 

are critical and compound the problems of planning. But I am confident 

that through the cooperative actions of public and private groups 

and all levels of government, private enterprise, these problems 

can be solved. Let me assure you, in closing, that I am acutely 

aware of the need for your talents and vision. I can assure you of 

my unequivocal support of your endeavors to improve our community 

in general through far-sighted visionary concepts of planning.
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MESSAGE

We greet this New Year with many problems, national and 

international, unresolved. But I know all Americans join me in 

looking to the coming year with undimmed hopes that the American 

dream of world peace and domestic tranquility will be eventually 

attained. I wish to express my pledge to the people of Hawaii 

to continue my efforts toward this goal and to deserve the trust 

and confidence extended me as their United States Senator.

I also wish to extend to the officers and staff of the 

Hawaii Hochi, my best wishes for continued success in fostering 

understanding and mutual respect between the Eastern and Western 

worlds.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



MESSAGE

So much has happened in this world that the past year 

has been a very long year. We again look to another New Year 

full of problems, national and international. But the same 

faith and trust, the same optimism for progress and eventual 

solutions, will sustain this Nation during the coming year. I 

wish to assure you and your loyal readers that problems of man 

and nations are not insurmountable. I shall exert every effort 

to merit the public trust and confidence extended to me by the 

people of Hawaii.

I also wish to express to you, Mr. Toyama, and to 

the many new citizens of our country whom you have encouraged 

and supported these many years, my best wishes for continued 

success in sharing the American dream with all of our fellow 

citizens and residents.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



December 9, 1960

Mr. Tetsuo Toyama
Editor
The Citizen
P. O. Box 816
Honolulu, Hawaii 96808

Dear Mr. Toyama:

Senator Inouye is presently in Hawaii and in his absence 
I am taking the liberty of acknowledging receipt of your 
letter of December 5, 1968 requesting a New Year's 
message.

Please be assured that your request is being forwarded 
to the Senator in Honolulu.

Sincerely,

(Miss) Lamela L. Holt
Secretary



Speech by Senator Daniel K. Inouye 
National Mortgage Banking Conference 

in Honolulu
March 18. 1968

THE HOUSING CRISIS.

THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAS BEEN INVOLVED IN 

HOUSING PROGRAMS FOR MORE THAN THIRTY YEARS. IN 1930 THE 

CAPITAL FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION WAS ESTABLISHED; 

IN 1949, THE NATIONAL PUBLIC HOUSING ACT; AND IN 1954, 

URBAN RENEWAL. TODAY WE HAVE THE FARMER’S HOME ADMIN— 

ISTRATION, THE HOUSING ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION, THE 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD, THE FEDERAL NATIONAL 

MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION, AND THE HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP— 

MENT AGENCY — ALL ADMINISTERING DIFFERENT PROGRAMS TO 

MAKE MORE HOUSING AVAILABLE TO MORE PEOPLE. LISTED 

UNDER H. U. D. ALONE ARE SOME FIFTEEN PROGRAMS REACHING 

FROM RENT SUPPLEMENTS TO URBAN STUDIES FELLOWSHIPS.

SINCE 1934,



SINCE 1934, THE FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION HAS 

INSURED MORE THAN $ 12 BILLION IN MORTGAGES AND LOANS, 

HELPED 8-1/2 MILLION FAMILIES TO BECOME HOME OWNERS, 

AIDED BUILDERS BY FINANCING ABOUT 1,200,000 APARTMENT 

UNITS, AND INSURED 28 MILLION HOME IMPROVEMENT LOANS. 

FOR LOW INCOME FAMILIES, IT HAS MADE AVAILABLE MORE THAN 

662,000 DWELLING UNITS OCCUPIED BY 2,500,000 PEOPLE. A 

TOTAL OF SOME 9,700, 000 PERSONS HAVE BEEN PROVIDED DECENT 

HOUSING SINCE THE PROGRAM BEGAN.

BUT WITH ALL THIS HOUSING, SUPPLY HAS NOT KEPT PACE 

WITH DEMAND. AN ESTIMATED 8, 500, 000 FAMILIES TODAY LIVE 

IN WHAT IS TERMED SUB-STANDARD HOUSING -- 4-1/2 MILLION OF 

THESE FAMILIES IN URBAN GHETTOS. EVERY YEAR THE NUMBER 

OF PEOPLE WHO REQUIRE EVEN SUB-STANDARD HOUSING INCREASES 

AND THE QUALITY OF AVAILABLE HOUSING DETERIORATES.

ONE OF THE MOST
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ONE OF THE MOST SERIOUS CAUSES OF THIS FAILURE 

HAS BEEN THE INABILITY OF OUR ECONOMIC SYSTEM TO PROVIDE 

EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES WHICH WOULD ENABLE AN 

INCREASING NUMBER OF OUR PEOPLE TO RISE OUT OF POVERTY. 

BUT AN ADDITIONAL FACTOR HAS BEEN THE FEDERAL GOVERN— 

MENT’S POLICY OF OFFERING ASSISTANCE ONLY TO THE "SAFE 

BORROWER". LOW INCOME FAMILIES, OR FAMILIES LIVING IN 

THE WRONG AREAS SELDOM QUALIFY AS "SAFE BORROWERS. "

IN MY RESEARCH, I WAS APPALLED TO LEARN THAT UNTIL 

1949 F.H.A. REQUIRED A STANDARD DEED TO CONTAIN A RACIAL 

COVENANT TO QUALIFY FOR INSURANCE. AND FINALLY. YEARS 

AGO THE GOVERNMENT DECIDED THAT PRIVATE INDUSTRY WAS NOT 

INTERESTED IN HOUSING FOR THE POOR. THIS WAS AN INSULTING 

ASSUMPTION. PERHAPS IT RESULTED FROM THE ERA OF DISTRUST 

GENERATED BY THE GREAT DEPRESSION. OR PERHAPS THE

GOVERNMENT DID NOT RECKON
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GOVERNMENT DID NOT RECKON WITH THE SERIOUSNESS OF THE 

PROBLEM. NOW AFTER YEARS OF TRIAL AND ERROR, FACED 

WITH A NEED TO BUILD MORE HOUSES IN THE NEXT 33 YEARS 

THAN NOW EXIST IN THE ENTIRE NATION, AND OBLIGED TO 

RECKON WITH PRICE TAGS ESTIMATED AT $1 TRILLION, WE 

COME AT LAST TO THE CONCLUSION THAT GOVERNMENT AND 

PRIVATE INDUSTRY MUST POOL THEIR EFFORTS IF WE ARE TO 

MAKE HEADWAY AGAINST THE FLOOD.

THERE IS A GREAT URGENCY IN OUR HOUSING NEED.

WE ARE TOLD THAT WE ARE BECOMING "TWO NATIONS, ONE 

BLACK AND ONE WHITE , SEPARATE , BUT UNEQUAL’’. WE HAVE 

SEEN THE UGLY CONSEQUENCES OF RACIAL PREJUDICES. WE 

HAVE HAD ANALYZED FOR US THE IMPOSSIBILITY OF MAINTAIN— 

ING APARTHEID SOCIETIES IN OUR CITIES WITH A PRESENT CORE 

NEGRO POPULATION OF 12,000,000 — EXPECTED TO REACH

20,000,000 BY 1985.
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20,000,000 BY 1985. WE KNOW WE CANNOT BREAK THE GRIP

OF POVERTY ON THE GHETTO SO LONG AS THERE IS HEAVY 

UNEMPLOYMENT AMONG GHETTO DWELLERS.

TO COMPOUND THIS PROBLEM, INDUSTRY HAS MOVED

TO THE SUBURBS AND JOBS ARE BEYOND THE REACH OF MANY 

CENTER CITY DWELLERS. WE KNOW OF THE RISING COST OF 

CRIME IN THE GHETTO, THE INCREASING FAMILY DETERIORATION, 

THE HOPELESSNESS AND FUTILITY OF WELFARE PROGRAMS.

AND NOW WE HAVE WITNESSED THE INTENSITY OF THE RIOTS.

LIKE IT OR NOT, THESE PROBLEMS WILL NOT BE SOLVED BY 

BEEFING UP OUR POLICE FORCES, OR BY SPECIAL RIOT TRAINING 

FOR OUR NATIONAL GUARD, OR BY PURCHASING ARMORED RIOT 

VEHICLES, OR BY ORGANIZING SUPPLEMENTARY ARMIES OF 

VIGILANTES, OR BY ARMING THE HOUSEWIVES. FORCE BEGETS 

FORCE AND SUPPRESSION BREEDS VIOLENCE. IF THIS HAS BEEN

TRUE IN EVERY OTHER COUNTRY
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TRUE IN EVERY OTHER COUNTRY AND CIVILIZATION, HOW MUCH 

MORE MUST IT BE TRUE FOR AMERICAN CITIZENS IF THEY FEEL 

THEIR CAUSE IS JUST?

MAKE NO MISTAKE, I DO NOT CONDONE VIOLENCE. IT

CANNOT BE PERMITTED EITHER THROUGH CRIME IN THE STREETS

OR THROUGH BURNING OR RIOTING. BUT I AM CONCERNED AT THE 

THINKING THAT TURNS FIRST TO REPRESSING AND SECOND, IF 

EVER, TO CORRECTING THE CAUSES OF VIOLENCE.

ALL OF THIS HAS A BEARING UPON HOUSING. FOR WHILE

HOUSING IS NOT THE TOTAL ANSWER TO THE PROBLEMS OF THE 

URBAN GHETTO, IT IS AN INDISPENSABLE PORTION OF THE ANSWER.

THE PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION OF CIVIL DISORDERS LISTS THREE

PRIMARY FACTORS IN NEGRO UNREST: POLICE PRACTICES,

UNEMPLOYMENT AND UNDEREMPLOYMENT AND INADEQUATE

HOUSING. UNLESS THE NEGRO CAN IMPROVE HIS LIVING CONDITIONS

WITHIN THE GHETTO,
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WITHIN THE GHETTO, AND UNLESS WE DEPLOY INDUSTRY INTO

THE URBAN CENTER, OR PROVIDE HIM HOUSING OUTLETS WITHIN

THE SUBURBS, WE SHALL ONLY FURTHER THE SEPARATENESS

OF OUR SOCIETY.

AND THERE IS ANOTHER FACTOR THAT MUST BE

CONSIDERED. WOVEN THROUGHOUT THE GHETTO DWELLERS' 

COMPLAINTS, IS ONE CENTRAL UNDERLYING THEME: THE NEGRO 

WANTS TO CHANGE THE THINKING AND ORGANIZATION OF THIS

SOCIETY SO THAT HE CAN FEEL PROUD OF HIMSELF. THE NEGRO

IS WISE IN DEMANDING AN OPPORTUNITY TO BE PROUD, AND WE

ARE FORTUNATE THAT HE DESIRES THIS FOR IT GIVES US SOMETHING

TO BUILD AND SOMETHING TO BUILD UPON. WITHOUT PRIDE

THERE CAN BE LITTLE SELF-DIRECTION, NO AMBITION, AND

NONE OF THE SELF-RESTRAINT SO NECESSARY TO CITIZENSHIP

IN A FREE SOCIETY.

TODAY, THE NEGRO IN THE GHETTO



8

TODAY, THE NEGRO IN THE GHETTO HAS LITTLE TO BE

PROUD OF. CAN AN UNEMPLOYED PERSON, WHOSE CHILDREN

ARE INADEQUATELY HOUSED, IMPROPERLY FED, POORLY

CLOTHED, WHO MUST LEAVE HIS HOME SO HIS FAMILY CAN

QUALIFY FOR RELIEF CHECKS AND WHO SEES ALL AROUND HIM

THE ABUNDANCE OTHER AMERICANS ENJOY, BE PROUD OF HIMSELF?

HOW IN OUR SOCIETY CAN A MAN BE PROUD WHEN THROUGH 

INTOLERANCE AND BIGOTRY, THE VERY COLOR OF HIS SKIN AND 

THE TEXTURE OF HIS HAIR ARE TREATED WITH REPUGNANCE 

AND CONTEMPT? NOT ONLY IS IT UN-CHRISTIAN, IT IS POOR 

ECONOMICS TO DENY THE NEGRO AN OPPORTUNITY TO BE PROUD. 

WE HAVE APPALLING EVIDENCE OF THAT FACT.

NOW, A HOUSE IS ONE MEANS OF GIVING A MAN PRIDE.

IT IS SOMETHING HE CAN OWN, ENJOY, ADD TO AND BEAUTIFY.

IT CAN BE PASSED ON TO HIS CHILDREN AS A LEGACY. IT GIVES

A MAN INCENTIVE.
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A MAN INCENTIVE . A MAN WHO OWNS A HOUSE IS NOT PRONE 

TO BECOME A CRIMINAL. NOR ARE HIS CHILDREN. HE BECOMES 

CONCERNED WITH HIS COMMUNITY, HE IDENTIFIES WITH ITS 

INSTITUTIONS AND AS THEY HAVE MEANING TO HIM HE TRIES TO 

IMPROVE THEM. IN THIS WHOLE PROCESS, HE BECOMES A TAX 

ASSET INSTEAD OF A LIABILITY.

PEOPLE SOMETIMES POINT TO THE GHETTO AS EVIDENCE 

THAT HOUSING PROJECTS ARE FAILURES. THEY CRITICIZE THE 

CROWDING TOGETHER, THE FILTH AND SQUALOR IN THE SLUM 

DWELLINGS. THEY ARE NOT SO QUICK TO POINT OUT THAT SLUM 

RENTALS ARE AMONG THE MOST LUCRATIVE IN THE COUNTRY. 

CERTAINLY IT IS TRUE THAT A TENANT FOR $ 15. 00 IN PAINT 

AND BRUSHES COULD IMPROVE THE APPEARANCE OF AN APARTMENT, 

AND SOME DWELLERS DO. BUT FOR MANY THERE IS SIMPLY NOT 

$ 15. 00 TO SPARE. I BELIEVE THAT GIVEN THE OPPORTUNITY TO 

LIVE IN DIGNITY, THESE CITIZENS WILL RESPOND LIKE OTHER

AMERICANS.
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IT IS AGAINST SUCH BACKGROUND CONSIDERATIONS AS

THESE THAT CONGRESS WILL BE CONSIDERING HOUSING PROPOSALS 

THIS SESSION. YOU HAVE READ THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. HIS 

PROPOSALS HAVE BEEN INTRODUCED IN THE CONGRESS AS: THE 

NATIONAL INSURANCE DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION ACT OF 1968 

AND THE HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1968.

BOTH BILLS ARE A COMPILATION OF NUMEROUS PROPOSALS,

SOME EXISTING PROGRAMS WHICH WOULD BE EXPANDED, AND 

SOME NEW.

BOTH ARE INTENDED TO INTEREST THE PRIVATE SECTOR 

IN PARTICIPATION . THROUGH GOVERNMENT REINSURANCE, 

PRIVATE INSURANCE COMPANIES ARE ENCOURAGED TO PROVIDE 

EXTENSIVE COVERAGE FOR LOSSES INCURRED FROM FIRE, CRIME 

AND OTHER PERILS IN AREAS WHICH CANNOT NOW RECEIVE SUCH 

COVERAGE. F.H.A. MORTGAGE INSURANCE WOULD BE EXTENDED

TO THE "REASONABLY SATISFACTORY"
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TO THE "REASONABLY SATISFACTORY" CREDIT RISKS AMONG LOW 

AND MODERATE INCOME FAMILIES WHICH DESIRE TO OWN THEIR 

OWN HOMES BUT ARE NOT NOW ABLE TO QUALIFY FOR NECESSARY 

LOANS. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WOULD MAKE CONTRIBUTIONS 

TOWARD MONTHLY INTEREST PAYMENTS TO QUALIFIED FAMILIES. 

BUILDERS OF RENTAL HOUSING FOR LOW AND MODERATE INCOME 

FAMILIES WOULD ALSO RECEIVE ASSISTANCE ON THEIR INTEREST 

PAYMENTS. A SPECIAL CAPITAL RISK INSURANCE FUND WOULD 

ABSORB LOSSES LIKELY TO DEVELOP FROM ADDED RISKS. A 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMISSION ON LOW INCOME HOUSING WOULD 

STIMULATE FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION FROM ALL SEGMENTS OF 

THE ECONOMY. AND THERE ARE MANY OTHER PROPOSALS.

I REALIZE THAT TO MANY PEOPLE THE GOVERNMENT 

HAS NO BUSINESS IN HOUSING, AND THAT IF THE SITUATION WERE 

LEFT ALONE, SOMEHOW A SOLUTION WOULD EMERGE. I TOO 

WOULD PREFER THAT
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WOULD PREFER THAT THE NEEDS OF OUR PEOPLE COULD BE MET 

WITHOUT GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION. BUT WHEN THEY ARE 

NOT AND WHEN ALL OTHER AVENUES HAVE PROVED INEFFECTIVE. 

THEN I FEEL THE GOVERNMENT HAS A RESPONSIBILITY TO MOVE 

IN. BUT IF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT DOES MOVE IN WITH 

PUBLIC MONIES, IT HAS NO CHOICE BUT TO MOVE IN WITH CONTROLS.

SOME WILL BE QUICK TO POINT TO THESE AS MORE 

FEDERAL INTERFERENCE. THE RECORD WILL SHOW THAT I HAVE 

BEEN STRONG IN MY SUPPORT OF SO-CALLED LIBERAL LEGISLA— 

TION. HOWEVER, I HAVE LONG QUESTIONED THE ADVISABILITY 

OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ASSUMING RESPONSIBILITIES 

WHICH STATE AND LOCAL AUTHORITIES SHOULD LONG AGO HAVE 

ASSUMED FOR THEMSELVES. NEVERTHELESS, I AND OTHERS 

LIKE MYSELF MUST FACE UP TO CONDITIONS AS THEY ARE.

TO ILLUSTRATE, A FEW WEEKS AGO, THE MAYORS OF

LARGE CITIES IN THE UNITED STATES, GATHERED IN WASHINGTON,

AND ON TELEVISION
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AND ON TELEVISION OUTLINED THEIR CONCERN AT THE SERIOUS

PROBLEMS THEY FACED IN THEIR CITIES. EACH POINTED A

FINGER AT WASHINGTON AS THE ONLY AVENUE OF HOPE AND 

ASSISTANCE. NOW BACK OF MANY OF THE PROBLEMS THEY 

PROTEST IS A LONG HISTORY OF LOCAL FAILURES TO IMPLEMENT 

ZONING REGULATIONS, TO TRIM DOWN UNNECESSARY EXPENDI— 

TURES, TO ENFORCE RENT CONTROLS, TO MODERNIZE AND 

HUMANIZE POLICE PRACTICES AND A HOST OF OTHER THINGS, 

EACH OF WHICH HAS CONTRIBUTED TO THE GHETTO PROBLEM.

IF THESE PEOPLE ARE SINCERE IN WANTING IMPROVEMENT THEN,

THEY HAD BETTER NOT COMPLAIN TOO LOUDLY IF A FEDERAL 

BUREAUCRACY INSISTS ON MOVING IN TO HANDLE HOUSING, 

EMPLOYMENT AND BUILDING CODES.

I MIGHT TALK TO YOU FOR HOURS ON HOUSING PROBLEMS, BUT

THE HEART OF WHAT I WANT TO SAY TO YOU TODAY IS THIS: YOU

WHO ARE SEATED IN THIS HALL
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WHO ARE SEATED IN THIS HALL CAN PLAY A SIGNIFICANT ROLE 

IN THE ERA AHEAD. INDEED, WITHOUT YOUR INITIATIVE AND 

COOPERATION, YOUR IMAGINATION AND ENTERPRISE, WE SHALL 

ACCOMPLISH LITTLE. IT IS TO YOU THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT 

NOW TURNS.

AMERICA HAS BEEN RICHLY BLESSED IN ITS NATURAL 

RESOURCES. FOR YEARS WE HAVE SQUANDERED OUR FOREST, 

WASTED OUR SOIL, POLLUTED OUR AIR AND WATER. ONLY WHEN 

IT IS ALMOST TOO LATE HAVE WE ATTEMPTED TO TURN BACK THE 

CONSEQUENCES OF OUR NEGLECT.

WE HAVE BEEN BLESSED WITH FREE INSTITUTIONS, 

VALUABLE NOT FOR WHAT THEY DO FOR THE STRONG WHO NEED 

NO HELP, BUT FOR WHAT THEY DO FOR THE WEAK BY INSURING 

JUSTICE. BUT BLINDED BY OUR PREJUDICES, WE HAVE NOT 

TROUBLED OURSELVES WHEN THE WEAK HAVE BEEN AGGRIEVED.

ONLY NOW WHEN THE
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ONLY NOW WHEN THE LAYERS OF ACCUMULATED HATRED, AND 

THE UNPARRALLELED PREPARATIONS FOR THE USE OF POLICE 

POWER THREATEN THE SAFETY OF US ALL HAVE WE BEGUN TO 

INSURE EQUALITY.

OUR NATION HAS BEEN BLESSED WITH A LOYAL AND 

ENERGETIC PEOPLE, WHO WITH OUR RESOURCES, AND OUR 

FREE INSTITUTIONS, HAVE MADE THIS THE RICHEST NATION ON 

EARTH. BUT THE TRUE WEALTH OF A NATION LIES NOT IN ITS 

NATURAL RESOURCES OR ITS WEALTH, BUT IN ITS PEOPLE. 

IN OUR HASTE TO EXPLOIT OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE STRONG, 

WE HAVE FAILED TO PROVIDE OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE WEAK. 

NOW OUR WASTED TALENT AND HOPELESSNESS HAS BECOME A 

NATIONAL CANCER. UNLESS THROUGH JOBS, AND HOMES, AND 

RESPECT, AND DIGNITY , WE PERMIT THESE PEOPLE TO MOVE 

INTO THE MAINSTREAMS OF AMERICAN LIFE, OUR ILLNESS WILL 

CONSUME US.
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CONSUME US.

I AM CONFIDENT THAT FROM WITHIN THE INDUSTRIAL 

AND FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS OF THIS NATION WILL COME MEN 

OF TALENT AND GOOD WILL, WHO, WORKING WITH GOVERNMENT, 

WILL TURN THIS NATION FROM ITS PRESENT ADVERSITIES AND 

HELP USHER IN A NEW AND UNPARALLELED ERA OF NATIONAL 

WEALTH AND GREATNESS.



OUR FUTURE IN ASIA

Most speakers in discussing our future in Asia and the Pacific do so in 
terms of the vast potential market this area can provide for our manufactur— 
ing genius. I have seen extremely optimistic statistics predicting more 
than a thousand per cent increase in our volume of sales in Asia in the 
next decade. Other similarly optimistic reports speak of the industrial 
exploitation of heretofore untapped valuable natural resources found in 
Asia. Therefore, it would appear that our future in Asia and the Pacific 
is a golden one of dollars and profits.

However, may I suggest that before we can successfully enter this new and 
golden era of dollars and profits in Asia, we should take good look at our— 
selves and examine our attitudes as they relate to Asia and her people.

I am fully aware that this self examination and change in attitudes may be 
an extremely difficult requirement. We know that America is really a part 
of Europe. Our culture, our heritage, our religions, our diet, our dress, 
our speech, and our physical appearance are European.

We are comfortable with our fellow Europeans. We understand each other. 
We are often very uncomfortable with Asians, those people we sometimes 
refer to as Gooks. Everything about these people is strange and bewilder— 
ing. We know very little about Asians because, frankly, most of us have 
never felt it sufficiently urgent or important to acquaint ourselves with 
Asia, her peoples, her history, her problems, her religions, her cultures 
and her attitudes. However, on the other hand, Asians seem to know a bit 
more about Europeans. They seem to have long memories and their view of 
history covers decades and centuries instead of months and years. Many 
Asians recall the degradation of colonialism. They remember the wars of 
exploitation such as the infamous "opium war" when the British forced the 
Chinese to purchase and use opium. Asians still recall the international 
settlements — those western enclaves that enjoyed extraordinary privileges.
These memories are not happy ones. Therefore, we should not be surprised 
if they approach us with caution and apprehension. We should not feel 
too insulted if our motives are questioned and our declarations of good 
intentions are doubted.

After all, we must admit that during much of our national history we looked 
upon most Asians as wards of colonial powers and accordingly considered 
them not as our equals. Many of us looked upon them with contempt. When 
we had a business deal in Hanoi, we often travelled to Paris to discuss 
its details. If we had a problem in Rangoon or Calcutta, we often journeyed 
to London. In 1954, we met in Geneva to discuss and resolve a Vietnamese 
problem. In 1962, we met in Geneva to discuss and resolve a Laotian problem. 
In 1968, we meet in Paris to discuss and resolve an Asian problem. We did 
not meet in Vien Tiane , or Rangoon, or Kuala Lumpur, or Colombo, or 
Jakarta, or Singapore, or Phnon Penh.

And today, many of our career foreign service officers still dream long-
ingly of diplomatic assignments in London, Paris, Rome, Geneva, and Vienna 
and frown upon assignments to important posts in Asia and Africa.
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But the winds of progress and change blow furiously from the East. And 
we cannot ignore the message carried by this wind. Difficult though it 
may be for some Americans, we must consider and deal with Asians as 
equals——as human beings with a long and proud history and as human
beings sensitive to the pain of insult, humiliation and disrespect.

And so, if we are to successfully work and trade with Asians, we must 
learn to communicate with them. We must better understand and respect 
their customs and traditions.

Historically, with admirable exceptions, colonies and provincial outposts 
have been the strongholds of misfits, soldiers-of-fortune and mal-contents. 
This must change. In carrying out our important missions in Asia, we must 
search our nation for the brightest and the most talented people.

Anti-war demonstrations, draft card burnings and daily casualty reports 
should not be necessary to convince us of the importance of Vietnam in 
our daily lives. Yet after all these tragic and expensive years, isn’t 
it strange that none of our universities and colleges offer meaningful 
and comprehensive graduate courses in Vietnamese history, culture or 
language? But nearly every American university offers comprehensive 
courses in European art, history, literature, languages. And, many offer 
doctorates in these fields. This must be changed. The realities of this 
century require us to know more about Asia, Africa and Latin America.

Before we can truly herald the birth of the golden age in Asia and the 
Pacific, peace and stability must first be established in Asia. I believe 
that peace in Asia and in the world will be ultimately determined by the 
three great powers: the Soviet Union, the People's Republic of China and 
the United States of America. We must learn to co-exist with these 
Communist powers. We must make every effort to increase our contacts 
with them. Our contacts with the Communist Chinese must occur in Peking 
and in Washington and not furtively in Warsaw. It may be extremely dif— 
ficult to rearrange our relationship with the Nationalist Chinese on 
Taiwan, but it would be foolish and dangerous to allow outmoded habits to 
guide our diplomacy as though nothing has changed. If it is our wish to 
resolve problems, we cannot ignore their source.

The alternative to co-existence may be destruction—mutual destruction.

If we are to have peace, we must begin to think the unthinkable. We must 
prepare ourselves for the day when there will be a Communist Chinese 
Ambassador residing in Washington and a Communist Chinese representative 
serving in the United Nations.

But if all this will result in the establishment of the age of peace and 
prosperity in Asia, we should be willing to sacrifice and endure a little 
with patience and understanding.
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I pray for the day when man will channel his aggressive energies unto the 
battlefields of trade instead of unto the battlefields of war. I look 
forward to the day when we can listen to a news commentator report on 
trade gains—yes, dollars and profits—instead of war gains and casualty 
lists.



MOST SPEAKERS IN DISCUSSING OUR FUTURE IN ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 

DO SO IN TERMS OF THE VAST POTENTIAL MARKET THIS AREA CAN PROVIDE 

FOR OUR MANUFACTURING GENIUS. I HAVE SEEN EXTREMELY OPTIMISTIC 

STATISTICS PREDICTING MORE THAN A THOUSAND PER CENT INCREASE IN 

OUR VOLUME OF SALES IN ASIA IN THE NEXT DECADE. OTHER SIMILARLY 

OPTIMISTIC REPORTS SPEAK OF THE INDUSTRIAL EXPLOITATION 

OF HERETOFORE UNTAPPED VALUABLE NATURAL RESOURCES FOUND IN ASIA. 

THEREFORE, IT WOULD APPEAR THAT OUR FUTURE IN ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 

IS A GOLDEN ONE OF DOLLARS AND PROFITS.

HOWEVER, MAY I SUGGEST THAT BEFORE WE CAN SUCCESSFULLY

ENTER THIS NEW AND GOLDEN ERA OF DOLLARS AND PROFITS IN ASIA, 

WE SHOULD TAKE A GOOD LOOK AT OURSELVES AND EXAMINE OUR ATTITUDES 

AS THEY RELATE TO ASIA AND HER PEOPLE.

I AM FULLY AWARE THAT THIS SELF EXAMINATION AND CHANGE IN

ATTITUDES MAY BE AN EXTREMELY DIFFICULT REQUIREMENT. WE KNOW

THAT AMERICA IS REALLY A PART OF EUROPE. OUR CULTURE, OUR HERITAGE, 

OUR RELIGIONS, OUR DIET, OUR DRESS, OUR SPEECH, AND OUR PHYSICAL 

APPEARANCE ARE EUROPEAN.



APPEARANCE ARE EUROPEAN. WE ARE COMFORTABLE WITH OUR FELLOW

EUROPEANS. WE UNDERSTAND EACH OTHER. WE ARE OFTEN VERY 

UNCOMFORTABLE WITH ASIANS, THOSE PEOPLE WE SOMETIMES REFER TO 

AS GOOKS. EVERYTHING ABOUT THESE PEOPLE IS STRANGE AND

BEWILDERING.
WE KNOW VERY LITTLE ABOUT ASIANS BECAUSE,

FRANKLY, MOST OF US HAVE NEVER FELT IT SUFFICIENTLY URGENT

OR IMPORTANT TO ACQUAINT OURSELVES WITH ASIA, HER PEOPLES, 

HER HISTORY, HER PROBLEMS, HER RELIGIONS, HER CULTURES AND 

HER ATTITUDES. HOWEVER, ON THE OTHER HAND, ASIANS SEEM TO 

KNOW A BIT MORE ABOUT EUROPEANS. THEY SEEM TO HAVE LONG 

MEMORIES AND THEIR VIEW OF HISTORY COVERS DECADES AND CENTURIES 

INSTEAD OF MONTHS AND YEARS. MANY ASIANS RECALL THE DEGRADATION 

OF COLONIALISM. THEY REMEMBER THE WARS OF EXPLOITATION SUCH AS 

THE INFAMOUS "OPIUM WAR" WHEN THE BRITISH FORCED THE CHINESE TO 

PURCHASE AND USE OPIUM. ASIANS STILL RECALL THE INTERNATIONAL 

SETTLEMENTS —— THOSE WESTERN ENCLAVES THAT ENJOYED EXTRAORDINARY

PRIVILEGES. THESE MEMORIES ARE NOT HAPPY ONES. THEREFORE, WE 

SHOULD NOT BE SURPRISED IF THEY APPROACH US WITH CAUTION AND 

APPREHENSION.



WE SHOULD NOT FEEL TOO INSULTED IF OUR MOTIVES ARE QUESTIONED

AND OUR DECLARATIONS OF GOOD INTENTIONS ARE DOUBTED.

AFTER ALL, WE MUST ADMIT THAT DURING MUCH OF OUR NATIONAL 

HISTORY WE LOOKED UPON MOST ASIANS AS WARDS OF COLONIAL POWERS 

AND ACCORDINGLY CONSIDERED THEM NOT AS OUR EQUALS. MANY OF US 

LOOKED UPON THEM WITH CONTEMPT. WHEN WE HAD A BUSINESS DEAL 

IN HANOI, WE OFTEN TRAVELLED TO PARIS TO DISCUSS ITS DETAILS. 

IF WE HAD A PROBLEM IN RANGOON OR CALCUTTA, WE OFTEN JOURNEYED 

TO LONDON. IN 1954, WE MET IN GENEVA TO DISCUSS AND RESOLVE 

A VIETNAMESE PROBLEM. IN 1962, WE MET IN GENEVA TO DISCUSS 

AND RESOLVE A LAOTIAN PROBLEM. IN 1968, WE MEET IN PARIS TO 

DISCUSS AND RESOLVE AN ASIAN PROBLEM. WE DID NOT MEET IN 

VIEN TIENNE, OR RANGOON, OR KUALA LUMPUR, OR COLOMBO, OR JHARKARTA, 

OR SINGAPORE, OR PNHOM PENH.

AND TODAY, MANY OF OUR CAREER FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICERS

STILL DREAM LONGINGLY OF DIPLOMATIC ASSIGNMENTS IN LONDON, PARIS, 

ROME, GENEVA, AND VIENNA AND FROWN UPON ASSIGNMENTS TO IMPORTANT 

POSTS IN ASIA AND AFRICA.

BUT THE WINDS OF PROGRESS AND CHANGE BLOW FURIOUSLY FROM

THE EAST.



THE EAST. AND WE CANNOT IGNORE THE MESSAGE CARRIED BY THIS WIND. 

DIFFICULT THOUGH IT MAY BE FOR SOME AMERICANS, WE MUST CONSIDER 

AND DEAL WITH ASIANS AS EQUALS ——— AS HUMAN BEINGS WITH A LONG

AND PROUD HISTORY AND AS HUMAN BEINGS SENSITIVE TO THE PAIN OF 

INSULT, HUMILIATION AND DISRESPECT.

AND SO, IF WE ARE TO SUCCESSFULLY WORK AND TRADE WITH 

ASIANS, WE MUST LEARN TO COMMUNICATE WITH THEM. WE MUST BETTER 

UNDERSTAND AND RESPECT THEIR CUSTOMS AND TRADITIONS.

HISTORICALLY, WITH ADMIRABLE EXCEPTIONS, COLONIES AND

PROVINCIAL OUTPOSTS HAVE BEEN THE STRONGHOLDS OF MISFITS,

SOLDIERS-OF-FORTUNE AND MAL-CONTENTS. THIS MUST CHANGE. IN 

CARRYING OUT OUR IMPORTANT MISSIONS IN ASIA, WE MUST SEARCH OUR 

NATION FOR THE BRIGHTEST AND THE MOST TALENTED PEOPLE.

ANTI-WAR DEMONSTRATIONS, DRAFT CARD BURNINGS AND DAILY

CASUALTY REPORTS SHOULD NOT BE NECESSARY TO CONVINCE US OF THE 

IMPORTANCE OF VIETNAM IN OUR DAILY LIVES. YET AFTER ALL THESE 

TRAGIC AND EXPENSIVE YEARS, ISN’T IT STRANGE THAT NONE OF OUR 

UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES OFFER



UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES OFFER MEANINGFUL AND COMPREHENSIVE 

GRADUATE COURSES IN VIETNAMESE HISTORY, CULTURE OR LANGUAGE? 

BUT NEARLY EVERY AMERICAN UNIVERSITY OFFERS COMPREHENSIVE 

COURSES IN EUROPEAN ART, HISTORY, LITERATURE, LANGUAGES.

AND, MANY OFFER DOCTORATES IN THESE FIELDS. THIS MUST BE CHANGE: 

THE REALITIES OF THIS CENTURY REQUIRE US TO KNOW MORE ABOUT 

ASIA, AFRICA AND LATIN AMERICA.

 BEFORE WE CAN TRULY HERALD THE BIRTH OF THE GOLDEN AGE

IN ASIA AND THE PACIFIC, PEACE AND STABILITY MUST FIRST BE 

ESTABLISHED IN ASIA. I BELIEVE THAT PEACE IN ASIA AND IN THE 

WORLD WILL BE ULTIMATELY DETERMINED BY THE THREE GREAT POWERS:

THE SOVIET UNION, THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND THE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. WE MUST LEARN TO CO-EXIST WITH THESE

COMMUNIST POWERS. WE MUST MAKE EVERY EFFORT TO INCREASE OUR

CONTACTS WITH THEM. OUR CONTACTS WITH THE COMMUNIST CHINESE

MUST OCCUR IN PEKING AND IN WASHINGTON AND NOT FURTIVELY IN

WARSAW. IT MAY BE EXTREMELY DIFFICULT TO REARRANGE OUR RELATIONSHIP

WITH THE NATIONALIST CHINESE ON TAIWAN, BUT IT WOULD BE FOOLISH

AND DANGEROUS TO ALLOW OUTMODED



AND DANGEROUS TO ALLOW OUTMODED HABITS TO GUIDE OUR DIPLOMACY 

AS THOUGH NOTHING HAS CHANGED. IF IT IS OUR WISH TO RESOLVE 

PROBLEMS, WE CANNOT IGNORE THEIR SOURCE.

THE ALTERNATIVE TO CO-EXISTENCE MAY BE DESTRUCTION ———

MUTUAL DESTRUCTION.

IF WE ARE TO HAVE PEACE, WE MUST BEGIN TO THINK THE 

UNTHINKABLE. WE MUST PREPARE OURSELVES FOR THE DAY WHEN THERE 

WILL BE A COMMUNIST CHINESE AMBASSADOR RESIDING IN WASHINGTON 

AND A COMMUNIST CHINESE REPRESENTATIVE SERVING IN THE UNITED 

NATIONS.

BUT IF ALL THIS WILL RESULT IN THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE 

AGE OF PEACE AND PROSPERITY IN ASIA, WE SHOULD BE WILLING TO 

SACRIFICE AND ENDURE A LITTLE WITH PATIENCE AND UNDERSTANDING.

I PRAY FOR THE DAY WHEN MAN WILL CHANNEL HIS AGGRESSIVE 

ENERGIES UNTO THE BATTLEFIELDS OF TRADE INSTEAD OF UNTO THE  

BATTLEFIELDS OF WAR. I LOOK FORWARD TO THE DAY WHEN WE CAN 

LISTEN TO A NEWS COMMENTATOR REPORT ON TRADE GAINS ——— yes,

DOLLARS AND PROFITS ——— INSTEAD OF WAR GAINS AND CASUALTY LISTS.



YOUTH

Politics has been defined as the art of the possible. I have no 
quarrel with this definition, but we must no longer equate the 
possible with the easily attainable. The easiest path is not neces— 
sarily the best one. The simplest answer is too frequently the 
simple-minded answer. We must concern ourselves today not only with 
what is within easy reach, but we must stretch our capabilities 
toward attaining what is best in terms of social and economic gains. 
We must dare to be idealistic, imaginative, innovative, and practical — 
all at the same time. In striving for the ideal, we can turn today’s 
dreams into tomorrow's realities.

This is no easy task. Yet if we confine ourselves to the out— 
moded rituals of the pragmatic past, we are tying ourselves down with 
chains of our making. We must break out of the traditional boundaries, 
the traditional ways of thinking, to new methods and new means — yet 
we must utilise the best of our inherited resources as a firm founda— 
tion for a future in which nothing will be impossible.

We can do these things. We must do them. If we do not, we shall 
lose the support of the strongest, most vociferous, most visible, most 
important force in American politics — the youth of America.

The college student of today is the leader and the spokesman of 
tomorrow. Sometimes, of course, it seems that he doesn't want to wait 
until tomorrow. Sometimes it seems that his desire for instant 
gratification of eminently worthwhile desires is in danger of destroying 
the very goals for which he strives. Yet, on balance, his credentials 
are excellent and his motivations rooted in the most moral precepts — 
even though his vision may sometimes be narrow and his methods mis— 
guided.

No political candidate can afford to ignore him. In sheer weight 
of numbers his force is undeniable. The college student is probably 
the most important single pressure group in the United States today. 
More than six-and-a-half million students are registered in colleges 
and universities across the nation — about 47 percent of all the people 
from 18 to 21 years old. By 1970 — less than two years from now — 
more than half of all the people in that age group will be in college. 
In just one decade, the college population will have more than doubled.

I don't want to overwhelm you with statistics, but just one more 
figure might prove enlightening. By 1970, half the population of the 
United States will be under 25. More than 100 million people.

This is a truly significant phenomenon. To some, perhaps, it is 
a freightening one.
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But just as we cannot afford to ignore the impact of these young 
people, we also cannot afford to underestimate them. Their influence 
must be weighed in terms of more than just numbers.

who are these young people? What do they want? What do they 
believe in— if anything?

The youth of our country are better-educated, more knowledgeable, 
more concerned than any preceding generation. By and large, although 
they rebel against their parents' authority, they share with their 
parents a belief in law and order — with justice; a belief that con— 
structive change can come from the established political parties in 
this country; and, in most cases, they share their parents' religion 
and belief in God.

Yet they are perceptibly different. What sets them apart?

They are different from their parents — and there are reasons. 
They have grown up during a time of drastic and sometimes violent 
social, economic, and technical changes. Change is no longer merely 
an abstract concept. It is a fact of everyday life. There is no 
such thing as the status quo, for today's standards may be outmoded 
by tomorrow.

Travel by jet airplane across the country and across the world, 
a phenomenon still dramatic and exciting to most of us over 30, is 
commonplace to the college student of today. The old barriers of time 
and geography are falling fast.

We live in an era of instantaneous communication. Marshall 
McLuhan has pointed out that the change from reliance on the printed 
word to the instant communication afforded by television means new 
and more rapid perceptions undreamed-of only a generation ago. As 
McLuhan has said, "It involves all of us at once.”

When Hawaii achieved statehood in 1959, Mainland television 
programs appeared in Hawaii a minimum of two weeks after they were 
seen in other parts of the country. Now television audiences in 
Honolulu can see significant events as they happen — and day-to-day 
changes in everything from fashions to rioting are the common currency 
of people all over the world.

The young people of today, then, will not be content with yester— 
day's answers to the problems of today and tomorrow. They know that 
change is not only necessary but inevitable, and they are determined 
that they will have an active part in shaping the forces of change.

These young people are not only better-informed and better-educated 
than previous college generations — they are also more secure and 
infinitely more affluent. When I attended college, much of the pressure
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to conform and to walk in the paths of tradition arose from the 
necessity to earn a living and to gain both social and economic 
status. Times have indeed changed.

These students take for granted the fact that they will live 
comfortably no matter what field they choose to enter. Why not, when 
you consider that median family income in the U.S. is expected to 
increase 50 percent in the period 1965-1980 — in terms of purchasing 
power, not dollars? Today’s college student can justifiably expect 
to live in a world where educated people with talent and ambition can 
reasonably expect to live comfortably and securely.

Yet, although they feel secure, they are not complacent. They 
are deeply disturbed over what they consider to be the complacency — 
or worse — of their elders.

They have strong recent memories of the violent deaths of three 
of the leaders they most admired, John F. Kennedy, Martin Luther King, 
and Robert F. Kennedy. They have strong memories, too, of the fact 
that the nation's brief remorse was not followed by a period of 
constructive reaction of this violence.

Is it any wonder, then, that these students have less faith than 
we would like in the traditional figures of authority — parents, 
professors, preachers, policemen, and, perhaps heading the list, 
politicians?

These, then, are the youth of today. They are well-educated, 
well-informed, knowledgeable, affluent, and deeply concerned. What 
do they want from the world of tomorrow?

Basically, they seem to have three goals, goals with which no 
fair-minded person can argue — an end to racial injustice, an end to 
the war in Vietnam, and a significant voice in the affairs of the 
country in which they play an increasingly important role.

There are those among them who believe that these goals cannot be 
achieved without destroying the world into which they were born. 
Much publicity has been given to small minority student groups which 
frequently seem to make up in noise and publicity for what they lack 
in numbers and logic. They constitute only a tiny fraction of U. S. 
students, yet their spokesmen represent a very real danger — the 
danger of a tyranny of the minority — a tyranny as invidious as that 
of the majority.

But even clear-thinking students rebel against authority. You 
frequently hear them say they must fight in any way possible for the 
right to govern themselves, to control their own destinies. One 
student in five in the U. S. has taken part in some kind of demonstra— 
tion — and I don't mean a panty raid. Panty raids have gone the way 
of goldfish swallowing and crowding into telephone booths. The students



-4-

are demonstrating now because they want to be heard. They are saying 
what Arthur Miller said simply and clearly in Death of a Salesman, 
"Attention must be paid."

That is the key. If we, the members of the Establishment, the 
System, do not give them a legitimate means for making themselves 
heard, they will resort to illegitimate methods. The plain truth is 
that, in too many cases, extremist action has resulted in reforms long 
overdue and long overlooked.

At Columbia University, for example, the violence has diminished, 
but the effect of the violence is a new administration apparently 
much more willing than the previous one to listen to responsible 
students' voices and to respond to them.

Maybe you know the story about the farmer who was seen hitting his 
mule over the head with a wooden mallet. When he was asked why he 
resorted to such violence, he said, "First, we've got to get his 
attention."

There are many ways to get the attention of those in a position to 
fulfill legitimate requests. We must be sure that the youth of 
America do not have to resort to the wooden mallet of violence or 
illegality before their voices can be heard.

It is our duty to provide a legitimate outlet for legitimate 
protest and constructive criticism. It is equally our duty, however, 
to point out that this Establishment has paved the way for exactly the 
kind of constructive action that clear-thinking youth so loudly demand.

We cannot deny that there is still too much racial injustice in 
this country, yet we must remember that in the past eleven years five 
civil rights bills were passed and the Negro has finally come to the 
place in which, after 100 years, the Emancipation Proclamation is 
close to becoming a reality.

We cannot deny that the war in Vietnam, like all wars, is immoral. 
We must respond to the demands of youth that this war must be ended. 
We must remember, however, that we cannot be irresponsible in our calls 
for instant peace any more than we can be irresponsible in calling for 
total military victory. The war in Vietnam must be ended by patient 
political negotiation. It must be ended responsibly and permanently.

We must remember, too, that we have taken significant steps to assure 
that future generations will not suffer from the ravages of atomic war. 
We must remember the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty of 1963, the banning of 
atomic weapons in space in 1967, and the Nuclear Proliferation Treaty 
of 1968.

Yet we cannot rest on these achievements. They are merely the 
foundations on which we must build a better future.
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We must rid ourselves of the outmoded concept that maturity 
begins at the age of 21. I have known mature 17-year-olds, and 
immature 50-year-olds. In our colleges and universities, in our 
political organizations, in our government as a whole, we must allow 
the youth of America a more prominent part and a stronger voice.

We can begin by lowering the voting age to 18. President Johnson 
has said that the young people of America merit our confidence, and, 
in his words, we must prove to them "that they are respected, that 
they are trusted.”

I regret that Hawaii was not successful in lowering the voting 
age of her citizens to 18 and the minimum age for holding elective 
office to 20.

The youth of America have proved their worth. They are not only 
better-educated, better-informed, more secure than their parents. 
They are also less patient. They are the concerned generation, which 
has grown up in the shadow of the atomic bomb. They must be reckoned 
with and listened to.

They are not unbelievers, although they are frequently skeptics. 
They believe in the perfectibility of man and the possibility of con— 
structive change. They are the hope and the promise of tomorrow.

I must add a note of caution. We cannot confuse the requirement 
for constructive change with the wanton destruction of what is already 
good in our society. We cannot tear down laws, institutions, and 
traditions simply because they are there.

All of us were born into a world we never made. All of us are 
the products and inheritors of a civilization carved by the very 
figures of authority so many young people are rejecting. All the values 
which came before us cannot be rejected automatically, nor can poverty 
and prejudice, violence and disorder, be eradicated overnight simply 
because we wish them gone. As I said in the keynote address at this 
year's Democratic Convention, we must reject violence as a means of 
protest. We must reject those who preach violence. And we must 
reject those who would hide racism behind the mask of law and order.

I have infinite faith in the capacity of the youth of America to 
reject destruction for its own sake, to bring about constructive 
change in an orderly workable manner, and to build a bright new future  
on the firm foundations of the glowing achievements of the past. The 
youth of America have greater resources and therefore bear greater 
responsibilities than any previous generation. I am sure they will 
not take these responsibilities lightly.



YOUTH

POLITICS HAS BEEN DEFINED AS THE ART OF THE POSSIBLE. I HAVE NO 

QUARREL WITH THIS DEFINITION, BUT WE MUST NO LONGER EQUATE THE POSSIBLE 

WITH THE EASILY ATTAINABLE. THE EASIEST PATH IS NOT NECESSARILY THE BEST 

ONE. THE SIMPLEST ANSWER IS TOO FREQUENTLY THE SIMPLE-MINDED ANSWER. WE 

MUST CONCERN OURSELVES TODAY NOT ONLY WITH WHAT IS WITHIN EASY REACH, BUT 

WE MUST STRETCH OUR CAPABILITIES TOWARD ATTAINING WHAT IS BEST IN TERMS OF 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC GAINS. WE MUST DARE TO BE IDEALISTIC, IMAGINATIVE, 

INNOVATIVE, AND PRACTICAL — ALL AT THE SAME TIME. IN STRIVING FOR THE 

IDEAL, WE CAN TURN TODAY'S DREAMS INTO TOMORROW'S REALITIES.

THIS IS NO EASY TASK. YET IF WE CONFINE OURSELVES TO THE OUTMODED 

RITUALS OF THE PRAGMATIC PAST, WE ARE TYING OURSELVES DOWN WITH CHAINS 

OF OUR MAKING. WE MUST BREAK OUT OF THE TRADITIONAL BOUNDARIES, THE 

TRADITIONAL WAYS OF
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TRADITIONAL WAYS OF THINKING, TO NEW METHODS AND NEW MEANS — YET WE MUST 

UTILIZE THE BEST OF OUR INHERITED RESOURCES AS A FIRM FOUNDATION FOR A 

FUTURE IN WHICH NOTHING WILL BE IMPOSSIBLE.

WE CAN DO THESE THINGS. WE MUST DO THEM. IF WE DO NOT, WE SHALL 

LOSE THE SUPPORT OF THE STRONGEST, MOST VOCIFEROUS, MOST VISIBLE, MOST 

IMPORTANT FORCE IN AMERICAN POLITICS — THE YOUTH OF AMERICA.

THE COLLEGE STUDENT OF TODAY IS THE LEADER AND THE SPOKESMAN OF 

TOMORROW. SOMETIMES, OF COURSE, IT SEEMS THAT HE DOESN’T WANT TO WAIT 

UNTIL TOMORROW. SOMETIMES IT SEEMS THAT HIS DESIRE FOR INSTANT 

GRATIFICATION OF EMINENTLY WORTHWHILE DESIRES IS IN DANGER OF DESTROYING 

THE VERY GOALS FOR WHICH HE STRIVES. YET, ON BALANCE, HIS CREDENTIALS ARE 

EXCELLENT AND HIS MOTIVATIONS ROOTED IN THE MOST MORAL PRECEPTS — EVEN 

THOUGH HIS VISION MAY SOMETIMES BE NARROW AND HIS METHODS MISGUIDED.

NO POLITICAL CANDIDATE CAN AFFORD TO IGNORE HIM. IN SHEER WEIGHT

OF NUMBERS, HIS FORCE



-3-

OF NUMBERS, HIS FORCE IS UNDENIABLE. THE COLLEGE STUDENT IS PROBABLY THE 

MOST IMPORTANT SINGLE PRESSURE GROUP IN THE UNITED STATES TODAY. MORE THAN 

SIX-AND-A-HALF MILLION STUDENTS ARE REGISTERED IN COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 

ACROSS THE NATION — ABOUT 47 PERCENT OF ALL THE PEOPLE FROM 18 TO 21 YEARS 

OLD. BY 1970 — LESS THAN TWO YEARS FROM NOW — MORE THAN HALF OF ALL THE 

PEOPLE IN THAT AGE GROUP WILL BE IN COLLEGE. IN JUST ONE DECADE, THE 

COLLEGE POPULATION WILL HAVE MORE THAN DOUBLED.

I DON'T WANT TO OVERWHELM YOU WITH STATISTICS, BUT JUST ONE MORE 

FIGURE MIGHT PROVE ENLIGHTENING. BY 1970, HALF THE POPULATION OF THE 

UNITED STATES WILL BE UNDER 25. MORE THAN 100 MILLION PEOPLE.

THIS IS A TRULY SIGNIFICANT PHENOMENON. TO SOME, PERHAPS, IT IS A 

FRIGHTENING ONE.

BUT JUST AS WE CANNOT AFFORD TO IGNORE THE IMPACT OF THESE YOUNG

PEOPLE, WE ALSO CANNOT
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PEOPLE, WE ALSO CANNOT AFFORD TO UNDERESTIMATE THEM. THEIR INFLUENCE 

MUST BE WEIGHED IN TERMS OF MORE THAN JUST NUMBERS.

WHO ARE THESE YOUNG PEOPLE? WHAT DO THEY WANT? WHAT DO THEY BELIEVE 

IN — IF ANYTHING?

THE YOUTH OF OUR COUNTRY ARE BETTER-EDUCATED, MORE KNOWLEDGEABLE, 

MORE CONCERNED THAN ANY PRECEDING GENERATION. BY AND LARGE, ALTHOUGH THEY 

REBEL AGAINST THEIR PARENTS’ AUTHORITY, THEY SHARE WITH THEIR PARENTS A 

BELIEF IN LAW AND ORDER — WITH JUSTICE; A BELIEF THAT CONSTRUCTIVE CHANGE 

CAN COME FROM THE ESTABLISHED POLITICAL PARTIES IN THIS COUNTRY; AND, IN 

MOST CASES, THEY SHARE THEIR PARENTS' RELIGION AND BELIEF IN GOD.

YET THEY ARE PERCEPTIBLY DIFFERENT. WHAT SETS THEM APART?

THEY ARE DIFFERENT FROM THEIR PARENTS — AND THERE ARE REASONS.

THEY HAVE GROWN UP DURING A TIME OF DRASTIC AND SOMETIMES VIOLENT SOCIAL,

ECONOMIC, AND TECHNICAL
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ECONOMIC, AND TECHNICAL CHANGES. CHANGE IS NO LONGER MERELY AN ABSTRACT 

CONCEPT. IT IS A FACT OF EVERYDAY LIFE. THERE IS NO SUCH THING AS THE 

STATUS QUO, FOR TODAY’S STANDARDS MAY BE OUTMODED BY TOMORROW.

TRAVEL BY JET AIRPLANE ACROSS THE COUNTRY AND ACROSS THE WORLD, A 

PHENOMENON STILL DRAMATIC AND EXCITING TO MOST OF US OVER 30, IS COMMONPLACE 

TO THE COLLEGE STUDENT OF TODAY. THE OLD BARRIERS OF TIME AND GEOGRAPHY 

ARE FALLING FAST.

WE LIVE IN AN ERA OF INSTANTANEOUS COMMUNICATION. MARSHALL McLUHAN 

HAS POINTED OUT THAT THE CHANGE FROM RELIANCE ON THE PRINTED WORD TO THE 

INSTANT COMMUNICATION AFFORDED BY TELEVISION MEANS NEW AND MORE RAPID 

PERCEPTIONS UNDREAMED-OF ONLY A GENERATION AGO. AS McLUHAN HAS SAID, "IT 

INVOLVES ALL OF US AT ONCE."

WHEN HAWAII ACHIEVED STATEHOOD IN 1959, MAINLAND TELEVISION PROGRAMS

APPEARED IN HAWAII
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APPEARED IN HAWAII A MINIMUM OF TWO WEEKS APTER THEY WERE SEEN IN OTHER 

PARTS OF THE COUNTRY. NOW TELEVISION AUDIENCES IN HONOLULU CAN SEE 

SIGNIFICANT EVENTS AS THEY HAPPEN — AND DAY-TO-DAY CHANGES IN EVERYTHING 

FROM FASHIONS TO RIOTING ARE THE COMMON CURRENCY OF PEOPLE ALL OVER THE 

WORLD.

THE YOUNG PEOPLE OF TODAY, THEN, WILL NOT BE CONTENT WITH YESTERDAY’S 

ANSWERS TO THE PROBLEMS OF TODAY AND TOMORROW. THEY KNOW THAT CHANGE IS 

NOT ONLY NECESSARY BUT INEVITABLE, AND THEY ARE DETERMINED THAT THEY WILL 

HAVE AN ACTIVE PART IN SHAPING THE FORCES OF CHANGE.

THESE YOUNG PEOPLE ARE NOT ONLY BETTER-INFORMED AND BETTER-EDUCATED

THAN PREVIOUS COLLEGE GENERATIONS — THEY ARE ALSO MORE SECURE AND 

INFINITELY MORE AFFLUENT. WHEN I ATTENDED COLLEGE, MUCH OF THE PRESSURE 

TO CONFORM AND TO WALK IN THE PATHS OF TRADITION AROSE FROM THE NECESSITY

TO EARN A LIVING
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TO EARN A LIVING AND TO GAIN BOTH SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATUS. TIMES HAVE 

INDEED CHANGED.

THESE STUDENTS TAKE FOR GRANTED THE FACT THAT THEY WILL LIVE 

COMFORTABLY NO MATTER WHAT FIELD THEY CHOOSE TO ENTER. WHY NOT, WHEN YOU 

CONSIDER THAT MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME IN THE U.S. IS EXPECTED TO INCREASE 

50 PERCENT IN THE PERIOD 1965-1980 — IN TERMS OF PURCHASING POWER, NOT 

DOLLARS? TODAY'S COLLEGE STUDENT CAN JUSTIFIABLY EXPECT TO LIVE IN A WORLD 

WHERE EDUCATED PEOPLE WITH TALENT AND AMBITION CAN REASONABLY EXPECT TO LIVE 

COMFORTABLY AND SECURELY.

YET, ALTHOUGH THEY FEEL SECURE, THEY ARE NOT COMPLACENT. THEY ARE 

DEEPLY DISTURBED OVER WHAT THEY CONSIDER TO BE THE COMPLACENCY — OR WORSE — 

OF THEIR ELDERS.

THEY HAVE STRONG RECENT MEMORIES OF THE VIOLENT DEATHS OF THREE

OF THE LEADERS
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OF THE LEADERS THEY MOST ADMIREDt JOHN F. KENNEDY, MARTIN LUTHER KING, AND

ROBERT F. KENNEDY. THEY HAVE STRONG MEMORIES, TOO, OF THE FACT THAT THE 

NATION’S BRIEF REMORSE WAS NOT FOLLOWED BY A PERIOD OF CONSTRUCTIVE 

REACTION TO THIS VIOLENCE.

IS IT ANY WONDER, THEN, THAT THESE STUDENTS HAVE LESS FAITH THAN WE 

WOULD LIKE IN THE TRADITIONAL FIGURES OF AUTHORITY — PARENTS, PROFESSORS, 

PREACHERS, POLICEMEN, AND, PERHAPS HEADING THE LIST, POLITICIANS?

THESE, THEN, ARE THE YOUTH OF TODAY. THEY ARE WELL-EDUCATED, WELL- 

INFORMED, KNOWLEDGEABLE, AFFLUENT, AND DEEPLY CONCERNED. WHAT DO THEY WANT 

FROM THE WORLD OF TOMORROW?

BASICALLY, THEY SEEM TO HAVE THREE GOALS, GOALS WITH WHICH NO 

FAIR-MINDED PERSON CAN ARGUE — AN END TO RACIAL INJUSTICE, AN END TO THE 

WAR IN VIETNAM, AND A SIGNIFICANT VOICE IN THE AFFAIRS OF THE COUNTRY IN 

WHICH THEY PLAY AN
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WHICH THEY PLAY AN INCREASINGLY IMPORTANT ROLE.

THERE ARE THOSE AMONG THEM WHO BELIEVE THAT THESE GOALS CANNOT BE

ACHIEVED WITHOUT DESTROYING THE WORLD INTO WHICH THEY WERE BORN. MUCH 

PUBLICITY HAS BEEN GIVEN TO SMALL MINORITY STUDENT GROUPS WHICH FREQUENTLY 

SEEM TO MAKE UP IN NOISE AND PUBLICITY FOR WHAT THEY LACK IN NUMBERS AND 

LOGIC. THEY CONSTITUTE ONLY A TINY FRACTION OF U. S. STUDENTS, YET THEIR 

SPOKESMEN REPRESENT A VERY REAL DANGER — THE DANGER OF A TYRANNY OF THE 

MINORITY — A TYRANNY AS INVIDIOUS AS THAT OF THE MAJORITY.

BUT EVEN CLEAR-THINKING STUDENTS REBEL AGAINST AUTHORITY. YOU 

FREQUENTLY HEAR THEM SAY THEY MUST FIGHT IN ANY WAY POSSIBLE FOR THE RIGHT 

TO GOVERN THEMSELVES, TO CONTROL THEIR OWN DESTINIES. ONE STUDENT IN FIVE 

IN THE U. S. HAS TAKEN PART IN SOME KIND OF DEMONSTRATION — AND I DON'T 

MEAN A PANTY RAID. PANTY RAIDS HAVE GONE THE WAY OF GOLDFISH SWALLOWING 

AND CROWDING INTO
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AND CROWDING INTO TELEPHONE BOOTHS. THE STUDENTS ARE DEMONSTRATING NOW 

BECAUSE THEY WANT TO BE HEARD. THEY ARE SAYING WHAT ARTHUR MILLER SAID 

SIMPLY AND CLEARLY IN DEATH OF A SALESMAN, "ATTENTION MUST BE PAID."

THAT IS THE KEY. IF WE, THE MEMBERS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT, THE 

SYSTEM, DO NOT GIVE THEM A LEGITIMATE MEANS FOR MAKING THEMSELVES HEARD, 

THEY WILL RESORT TO ILLEGITIMATE METHODS. THE PLAIN TRUTH IS THAT, IN TOO 

MANY CASES, EXTREMIST ACTION HAS RESULTED IN REFORMS LONG OVERDUE AND LONG 

OVERLOOKED.

AT COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY, FOR EXAMPLE, THE VIOLENCE HAS DIMINISHED, 

BUT THE EFFECT OF THE VIOLENCE IS A NEW ADMINISTRATION APPARENTLY MUCH MORE 

WILLING THAN THE PREVIOUS ONE TO LISTEN TO RESPONSIBLE STUDENTS' VOICES 

AND TO RESPOND TO THEM.

MAYBE YOU KNOW THE STORY ABOUT THE FARMER WHO WAS SEEN HITTING HIS

MULE OVER THE HEAD
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MULE OVER THE HEAD WITH A WOODEN MALLET. WHEN HE WAS ASKED WHY HE RESORTED

TO SUCH VIOLENCE, HE SAID, "FIRST, WE'VE GOT TO GET HIS ATTENTION."

THERE ARE MANY WAYS TO GET THE ATTENTION OF THOSE IN A POSITION TO

FULFILL LEGITIMATE REQUESTS. WE MUST BE SURE THAT THE YOUTH OF AMERICA

DO NOT HAVE TO RESORT TO THE WOODEN MALLET OF VIOLENCE OR ILLEGALITY BEFORE 

THEIR VOICES CAN BE HEARD.

IT IS OUR DUTY TO PROVIDE A LEGITIMATE OUTLET FOR LEGITIMATE PROTEST

AND CONSTRUCTIVE CRITICISM. IT IS EQUALLY OUR DUTY, HOWEVER, TO POINT OUT 

THAT THIS ESTABLISHMENT HAS PAVED THE WAY FOR EXACTLY THE KIND OF CONSTRUCTIVE 

ACTION THAT CLEAR-THINKING YOUTH SO LOUDLY DEMAND.

WE CANNOT DENY THAT THERE IS STILL TOO MUCH RACIAL INJUSTICE IN THIS 

COUNTRY, YET WE MUST REMEMBER THAT IN THE PAST ELEVEN YEARS FIVE CIVIL 

RIGHTS BILLS WERE PASSED AND THE NEGRO HAS FINALLY COME TO THE PLACE IN

WHICH, AFTER 100 YEARS,
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WHICH, AFTER 100 YEARS, THE EMANCIPATION PROCLAMATION IS CLOSE TO BECOMING 

A REALITY.

WE CANNOT DENY THAT THE WAR IN VIETNAM, LIKE ALL WARS, IS IMMORAL.

WE MUST RESPOND TO THE DEMANDS OF YOUTH THAT THIS WAR MUST BE ENDED. WE 

MUST REMEMBER, HOWEVER, THAT WE CANNOT BE IRRESPONSIBLE IN OUR CALLS FOR 

INSTANT PEACE ANY MORE THAN WE CAN BE IRRESPONSIBLE IN CALLING FOR TOTAL 

MILITARY VICTORY. THE WAR IN VIETNAM MUST BE ENDED BY PATIENT POLITICAL 

NEGOTIATION. IT MUST BE ENDED RESPONSIBLY AND PERMANENTLY.

WE MUST REMEMBER, TOO, THAT WE HAVE TAKEN SIGNIFICANT STEPS TO 

ASSURE THAT FUTURE GENERATIONS WILL NOT SUFFER FROM THE RAVAGES OF ATOMIC 

WAR. WE MUST REMEMBER THE NUCLEAR TEST BAN TREATY OF 1963, THE BANNING 

OF ATOMIC WEAPONS IN SPACE IN 1967, AND THE NUCLEAR PROLIFERATION TREATY 

OF 1968.

YET WE CANNOT REST
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YET WE CANNOT REST ON THESE ACHIEVEMENTS. THEY ARE MERELY THE 

FOUNDATIONS ON WHICH WE MUST BUILD A BETTER FUTURE.

WE MUST RID OURSELVES OF THE OUTMODED CONCEPT THAT MATURITY BEGINS

AT THE AGE OF 21. I HAVE KNOWN MATURE 17-YEAR-OLDS, AND IMMATURE 50-YEAR- 

OLDS. IN OUR COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES, IN OUR POLITICAL ORGANIZATIONS, 

IN OUR GOVERNMENT AS A WHOLE, WE MUST ALLOW THE YOUTH OF AMERICA A MORE 

PROMINENT PART AND A STRONGER VOICE.

WE CAN BEGIN BY LOWERING THE VOTING AGE TO 18. PRESIDENT JOHNSON 

HAS SAID THAT THE YOUNG PEOPLE OF AMERICA MERIT OUR CONFIDENCE, AND, IN 

HIS WORDS, WE MUST PROVE TO THEM "THAT THEY ARE RESPECTED, THAT THEY ARE 

TRUSTED."

I REGRET THAT HAWAII WAS NOT SUCCESSFUL IN LOWERING THE VOTING

AGE OF HER CITIZENS TO 18 AND THE MINIMUM AGE FOR HOLDING ELECTIVE OFFICE

TO 20.
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TO 20.

THE YOUTH OF AMERICA HAVE PROVED THEIR WORTH. THEY ARE NOT ONLY 

BETTER-EDUCATED, BETTER-INFORMED, MORE SECURE THAN THEIR PARENTS. THEY 

ARE ALSO LESS PATIENT. THEY ARE THE CONCERNED GENERATION, WHICH HAS GROWN 

UP IN THE SHADOW OF THE ATOMIC BOMB. THEY MUST BE RECKONED WITH AND 

LISTENED TO.

THEY ARE NOT UNBELIEVERS, ALTHOUGH THEY ARE FREQUENTLY SKEPTICS.

THEY BELIEVE IN THE PERFECTIBILITY OF MAN AND THE POSSIBILITY OF CONSTRUCTIVE 

CHANGE. THEY ARE THE HOPE AND THE PROMISE OF TOMORROW.

I MUST ADD A NOTE OF CAUTION. WE CANNOT CONFUSE THE REQUIREMENT

FOR CONSTRUCTIVE CHANGE WITH THE WANTON DESTRUCTION OF WHAT IS ALREADY 

GOOD IN OUR SOCIETY. WE CANNOT TEAR DOWN LAWS, INSTITUTIONS, AND TRADITIONS 

SIMPLY BECAUSE THEY ARE THERE.

ALL OF US WERE BORN
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ALL OF US WERE BORN INTO A WORLD WE NEVER MADE. ALL OF US ARE THE 

PRODUCTS AND INHERITORS OF A CIVILIZATION CARVED BY THE VERY FIGURES OF 

AUTHORITY SO MANY YOUNG PEOPLE ARE REJECTING. ALL THE VALUES WHICH CAME 

BEFORE US CANNOT BE REJECTED AUTOMATICALLY, NOR CAN PROVERTY AND PREJUDICE, 

VIOLENCE AND DISORDER, BE ERADICATED OVERNIGHT SIMPLY BECAUSE WE WISH THEM 

GONE. AS I SAID IN THE KEYNOTE ADDRESS AT THIS YEAR’S DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 

WE MUST REJECT VIOLENCE AS A MEANS OF PROTEST. WE MUST REJECT THOSE WHO 

PREACH VIOLENCE. AND WE MUST REJECT THOSE WHO WOULD HIDE RACISM BEHIND 

THE MASK OF LAW AND ORDER.

I HAVE INFINITE FAITH IN THE CAPACITY OF THE YOUTH OF AMERICA TO 

REJECT DESTRUCTION FOR ITS OWN SAKE, TO BRING ABOUT CONSTRUCTIVE CHANGE 

IN AN ORDERLY WORKABLE MANNER, AND TO BUILD A BRIGHT NEW FUTURE ON THE 

FIRM FOUNDATIONS OF THE GLOWING ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE PAST. THE YOUTH OF 

AMERICA HAVE GREATER RESOURCES AND THEREFORE BEAR GREATER RESPONSIBILITIES 

THAN ANY PREVIOUS
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THAN ANY PREVIOUS GENERATION. I AM SURE THEY WILL NOT TAKE THESE

RESPONSIBILITIES LIGHTLY.



VIETNAM

During the past nine years, while serving as a member of the United 
States House of Representatives and Senate, I have mailed to my Hawaii con-
stituents over 200,000 letters. Without question, the most difficult letters to 
write have been those addressed to the wives, parents or children of our men 
who lost their lives in the Vietnam war. How can I tell a mother that our 
foreign policy objectives in Vietnam are worth the life of her son? And what 
father who has known war would willingly relinquish his son to the mercy of 
its horror? And as for the soldier's wife, in a land with so much to live for, 
how do I explain why her husband's death was necessary? And what can you 
tell a child who will have to go through life without a father? Although my 
son is too young to be called into military service, because of my participa-
tion in another war and because I was well aware of my mother's nearly ten 
years of anxieties and fears while her three sons lived through the uncertainties 
of military life, I believe that I can in a small way sense the fear and anxiety 
that exist in some of our homes and the sadness in others.

During the few moments I have with you, I wish to briefly share with 
you my thoughts on why American men are fighting and dying in Vietnam. 
However, I wish to spend most of my time sharing with you my views on how 
I believe this conflict can be honorably resolved and how I believe future 
Vietnams can be avoided.

My thoughts are not new. Some of you may have heard them many times 
in the past. But as your United States Senator, I feel that I must once again 
discuss this problem with you——because Vietnam is the most important and 
critical problem of this decade. I know that some of you will disagree with 
my views. But I wish you to know that I express these views with all the
sincerity in my heart. 

On February 1, 1955, the United States Senate, by a lop-sided vote of 
82 Senators for and one against, ratified the Southeast Asian Mutual Defense 
Treaty. Some now argue that we should not have ratified this Treaty. But 
those who so argue cannot avoid the fact that three American Presidents———
Eisenhower, Kennedy, and Johnson———and the majority of the Members of
Congress from 1955 to this date have supported this Treaty and its provisions. 
One of the provisions of that Treaty called for the recognition and protection 
of the Republic of South Vietnam. Another provision required member nations 
to provide each other military assistance should the need arise. We have 
similar mutual defense agreements with 41 nations. For example, as a result 
of the NATO Treaty, we now have approximately 185,000 American military 
men committed to duty on European soil.
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The sovereign force and solemn pledge of the United States of America 
stand behind these treaties. Could we choose to ignore these commitments and 
not fulfill our contracts?

Why did we consummate such an agreement and commit ourselves to 
come to the aid of the South Vietnamese? I believe we did it to provide some 
precious time to some 200 million Asians to bolster their confidence in them— 
selves and to encourage them to develop free and viable societies. I believe 
we did it to deter future Communist aggression and to demonstrate to these 
Asians that we Americans are concerned about their future and are willing 
to provide a shelter under which that future can be built.

What should we do tomorrow if the Philippines were attacked and 
requested our military assistance? or Korea? Should we agree with those 
who advocate a selective response--- help Europeans but forsake Asians?

If you agree that South Vietnam received a solemn promise from us 
under the terms of the SEATO Treaty and that a request for assistance was 
made of us under those same terms, do you believe that we could have 
morally ignored Vietnam’s cry for help? Could we have ignored the fact 
that thousands of South Vietnamese village officials, women and children 
were being murdered, butchered, tortured, and kidnapped by a determined 
enemy in an effort to break the back of resistance to Communism in South 
Vietnam? Could we have ignored the fact that thousands of North Vietnamese 
troops, in violation of an important provision in the Geneva Agreements of 
1954, by orders of Hanoi, remained in South Vietnam to carry on a campaign 
of subversion and murder?

We live in a world of binding contracts ranging from marriage vows to 
the purchase of an automobile. We are all familiar with the terms of a contract 
that begin with the words: "I promise ..." If we viewed these promises to 
be worthless, our society would be reduced to a state of total chaos.

Many nations, friendly and otherwise, are watching to see whether our 
nation honors her promises and commitments.

I realize that many hours can be spent discussing in greater detail how 
and why we got involved in this Southeast Asian conflict, but may I spend my 
remaining moments discussing with you my views on how I believe this conflict 
can be honorably resolved.

Our immediate task is to resolve and settle the present conflict.
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I agree with some of our national leaders in the futility of seeking a 
military settlement. I have no doubts in my mind that the settlement must 
be political in nature and must be the product of negotiation and discussion. 
Political settlement, negotiation and discussion all suggest that we must be 
willing to give as well as take. We must be willing to compromise. We 
must be willing to withdraw some of our demands. We must be willing to 
lose a little face. And we must be willing to take risks that are calculated 
to save lives and bring the negotiations to early settlement.

The other side must be willing to do the same. They can do no less.

I believe that one can conclude that the settlement of this conflict will 
not result from some unilateral act forced upon one side or the other. I be— 
lieve that a settlement will come about from mutual and reciprocal actions 
undertaken by both sides. However, some have suggested that we should 
unconditionally and unilaterally withdraw our forces. I have no doubt that 
we could get a cease-fire within 24 hours if we made this intention known in 
Paris and Hanoi. And this would undoubtedly stop the killing in this God— 
forsaken land. But how long will this instant peace last?

Prime Minister Lee of Singapore, the Tungku of Malaysia, President 
Marcos of the Philippines, Prime Minister Souvanna Phouma of the Kingdom 
of Laos, Prime Minister Kittikachorn of Thailand and President Park of 
Korea have all emphatically stated that a disengagement and withdrawal of 
this nature would have disastrous consequences for all of Asia. And it is 
likely that we may become involved in a larger conflict at some later date.

How then do we settle this conflict?

First, a cease-fire must be obtained. This must mean a complete 
and mutual cessation of all shooting and bombing in the two Vietnams. This 
will be the most important and most difficult step to achieve. The key word 
will be "patience". Asians have been often characterized as being extremely 
patient people. What about Americans? Our history is an extremely short 
one filled with episodes of great successes, oftentimes instant successes. 
We have not had to wait too long for our age of affluence. We have not had 
to plod through wars of many decades. Ours has been a society of instant 
coffee, instant dieting, instant riches, instant computation. There has been 
very little room for patience. But the immediate circumstances demand a 
great amount of patience. We should recall that the armistice negotiations 
in Korea began on July 10, 1951 and the armistice was signed two years later 
on July 27, 1953. During this period of negotiations, we suffered almost as 
many casualties as we did before the beginning of negotiations. Furthermore, 
this war's most costly battle began sixteen days before the armistice———the
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battle of Pork Chop Hill. In this battle, the United Nations Command suffered 
14, 000 casualties. This battle convinced the Communists of the futility of 
their seeking a military victory in the war. When they were convinced that 
we would not retreat, thev immediately signed the armistice agreement.

But let’s return to November1968. Spatrked by President Johnson's
remarkable address of March 31, 1968, and more recently by the negotiating teams led by his message of October 31st, 1968,
Ambassador Harriman of the United States and Minister Xuan Thuy of the i
People's Democratic Republic of Vietnam have been meeting about once a 
week for five months in the City of Paris. A commentator recently described 
these meetings as "frustrating exercises in futility". Another simply called 
them a "big waste of time". But I am much more optimistic. There are 
several hopeful signs. The most hopeful is that these meetings have con— 
tinued and are continuing since May 10th. The meetings are now getting 
longer in hours, less insulting in character and more amicable in appearance 
Most important, I am convinced that world opinion will not permit a "walk ou 
from these meetings by either side. Therefore, I feel that discussions will 
continue until the agreement for a cease-fire has been reached. Before this 
agreement is reached, a mutual de-escalation of military activities should 
be obtained, a cessation of our aerial bombing and a cessation of their 
rocket bombing of populated centers should be discussed and agreed upon.

I believe that the President was correct in deciding to take the risk of halting all bombing
of the North, if that action holds any promise of reducing American casualties
and bringing the negotiations a step closer to settlement. I agree with 
President Humphrey that this is an acceptable risk.

Second, the cease-fire should be supervised by troops of neutral Asian 
nations. After more than twenty years of warfare involving Frenchmen and 
Americans, European soldiers will find themselves serving in Vietnam at a 
grave disadvantage, no matter how neutral they may be or how good and 
sincere their intentions may be. Therefore, I believe it would be wiser to 
marshal troops from places such as Burma, Indonesia, Malaysia, Cambodia 
or Ceylon to supervise this cease-fire.

Third, the Geneva Conference on Indochina should be reconvened to 
consider the effective neutralization of Laos, Cambodia and the Vietnams. 
I wish to underscore the word "effective" because of our experience with the 
1962 Geneva Conference on Laos. At this 1962 Conference, fourteen nations, 
including the United States, Soviet Union, France, United Kingdom, People's 
Republic of China and the two Vietnams, met to keep the tiny Kingdom of
Laos out of the East-West conflict. After a year of lengthy discussions the 
conferees decided upon the following: 
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A. The designation of Prince Souvanna Phouma as Prime Minister 
of the Kingdom of Laos. The Prince was supported by the Soviet Union and 
Red China.

B. The formation of a coalition government consisting of three equal
parts——one third representing Souvanna Phouma’s faction, one third repre—
senting the Communist Pathet Lao led by his step-brother Souphanavong and 
one third representing the Royalist group. Reports indicate that this 
coalition government has been a failure.

C. The neutralization of Laos. This was the most important aspect 
of the 1962 Agreement, it provided that within ninety days after the signing 
of the Agreement, all foreign troops will leave Laos. The United States with— 
drew all of her "advisors", numbering 666, from this little kingdom. At the 
time of the signing of the Agreement in 1962, it was estimated that there were 
approximately 5,000 North Vietnamese troops in Laos. The presence of 
North Vietnamese troops in this land was a matter of grave concern to the 
United States because much of the well known "Ho Chi Minh Trail" ran 
through Laotian territory. Our nation felt that the neutralization of Laos 
would result in the effective closing of this famous North Vietnamese supply 
route. Several weeks ago, Prince Souvanna Phouma estimated that there 
were now 40, 000 North Vietnamese troops on Laotian soil in violation of the 
1962 Geneva Agreements. I cite the above to underline the difficulty we face 
in this conflict.

The effective neutralization of Indochina will require the presence of a 
strong neutral military force to prevent any violations of this requirement. 
Here again, this military force should consist of neutral Asians, adequately 
financed and supported by the major powers. Unlike the present International 
Control Commission, consisting of India, Poland and Canada, this neutral 
Asian force should be granted real authority to supervise, report and prevent 
violations. The ICC is presently so politically hamstrung that it is unable to 
function effectively. Since the signing of the 1962 Agreements, the ICC has 
not been able to file a single report on any violation of neutralization although 
dozens of complaints have been made. The filing of a violation report, under 
the terms of this Geneva Agreement, requires unanimous concurrence by the 
co-chairmen from the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union and all members 
of the ICC. It would be the height of naivete for one to believe that unanimity 
can be achieved under present circumstances.

Fourth, an election should be held in South Vietnam to determine its 
future. This election should be supervised by neutral Asians. In this election, 
all adult South Vietnamese should be permitted to vote. No one should be dis— 
qualified because of his participation in the war either as a member of the



South Vietnam armed forces or as a member of the Viet Cong. The Vietnamese 
electorate should be permitted to decide for itself the kind of government it 
wants. We must support this process of self determination and self 
government———no matter what the consequences may be.

I realize that my proposals involve too many "iffy" conditions and 
loose ends but I believe that all such proposals suffer from these weaknesses. 
For Americans who have been accustomed to the glories of military victories,  
a political settlement of an armed conflict may be difficult to comprehend.  
A political settlement is never as conclusive and precise as a military 
victory. 

If we are successful in achieving the desired cease-fire, the 
neutralization of Indochina and the popular determination of South Vietnam's 
future, every effort must be made to preserve these fruits of the negotiated 
settlement.,

I believe that peace in Asia and in the modern world will be ultimately 
determined by the three great powers: the Soviet Union, the People's Republic 
of China and the United States of America. We must learn to co-exist with 
the Communist powers. We must make every effort to increase our contacts 
with them. Our contacts with the Communist Chinese must occur in Peking 
and Washington and not furtively in Warsaw. It may be extremely difficult 
to rearrange our relationship with the Nationalist Chinese on Taiwan, but it 
would be foolish and dangerous to allow outmoded habits to guide our diplomacy 
as though nothing has changed. If it is our wish to resolve problems, we cannot 
ignore their source.

If we are to have peace, we must begin to think the unthinkable. We 
must prepare ourselves for the day when there will be a Communist Chinese 
representative in the United Nations and a Communist Chinese Ambassador 
residing on Massachusetts Avenue in our Nation's Capital. 
I also urge the immediate strengthening of the United Nations.

The UN promises the greatest potential for the preservation of peace. Although 
cripp le d  by  the inadequacy of funds and personnel, this world organization has 
demonstrated this potential by feeding the hungry, teaching the illiterate, 
tending the 
sic
k and most importantly, by the sheer force of argument, 
preventing bloodshed and war. However, because of certain built-in weak- 
nesses the extravagant use of the big power veto and the inability to enforce the 

payment of country assessments for peace-keeping activities, , 
ions has not been able to effectively assist in the settlement of 
major conflicts. The strengthening of this world organization will require 
the surrendering of a little "sovereignty" by each member nation to the UN.
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I know that this suggestion will anger many Americans. But the refusal to 
surrender this little bit of "sovereignty" has kept this world nervously at the 
edge of the nuclear precipice. During the past few years, the United Nations 
organization has brought stability and peace to many areas of the world. 
Most of its failures have been failures on the part of nations jealously assert— 
ing their "sovereignty", and not failures by the United Nations.

Circumstances of the sixties have forced Americans to look to Asia. 
I know that this has been difficult. The United States is a European nation: 
our customs, heritage, traditions, values, diet, language and physical 
appearance are European. It is natural for Americans to feel more comfort— 
able with Europeans. Most Americans find Asians strange and bewildering. 
Many feel uncomfortable with these little brown people. Their physical 
appearance, dress, religions, customs, and diet are much too different 
from ours. And there are some Americans who look upon the Asian as an 
inferior person. During most of our national history, most of these Asians 
were wards of European colonial powers. We dealt with them in London, 
Lisbon, Madrid and Paris. Diplomatically, politically and militarily, they 
were not considered our equals. But the winds of progress and change blow 
furiously from the East. And we cannot ignore this. Difficult though it may 
be to some Americans, we must consider and deal with Asians as equals———
as human beings with a long and proud history and as human beings sensitive 
to the pain of insult and disrespect.

There is no doubt that the disadvantaged and underprivileged of Asian 
countries desire our assistance. We cannot avoid this important mission of 
peace. They want and need our food and medicine. They wish to receive the 
benefits of education. But before we can effectively help these people, we 
must learn to communicate with them. We must better understand and respect 
their customs and traditions. And, we must send our very best and most 
talented people on these missions. But because of our democratic system, 
this may all be very difficult to accomplish. Unlike certain other nations, we 
cannot force our young students to follow a study course that will make them 
Nepalese, Burmese, Bhutanese or Vietnamese experts. For example, there 
are literally thousands of interpreters serving our armed forces and agencies 
in Vietnam. With a very few exceptions, all of these interpreters are native 
Vietnamese. For most, their knowledge of English is minimal at best. As 
a result our people very often receive faulty translations and information. 
And sometimes, these interpreters tell our people what they feel Americans 
want to hear. The results have been tragic.

We need not be reminded by peace demonstrations, draft card burnings, 
our multi-billion dollar expenditures and our daily casualty list to convince us 
of the importance of Vietnam in our daily lives. Yet after all these years,
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isn't it strangely tragic that none of our universities and colleges offer 
meaningful and comprehensive graduate courses in Vietnamese history, 
culture and language. Yes, we do have crash courses to turn out Vietnamese 
experts in thirty days. It is like training a Vietnamese to become an 
American expert in thirty days. This expert may hardly last a day in New 
York City. But every university offers comprehensive courses in European 
history, art, culture, literature, languages. Many offer doctorates in these 
fields. This trend must be changed. The realities of this century require 
us to know more about Asia, Africa, Latin America and the Middle East.

Historically, with admirable exceptions, colonies and provincial 
outposts have been the strongholds of misfits, soldiers-of-fortune and 
mal-contents. This must change. In carrying out our missions of peace in 
these strange lands, we must search our nation for the brightest, the most 
talented people. In measuring America's efforts in these missions of peace, 
we shall have to think in terms of decades and not months or years. It will 
be a test of our will and patience.

But if all this will mean "no more Vietnams" we should be willing to 
sacrifice and endure a little with patience and understanding.



VIETNAM

DURING THE PAST NINE YEARS, WHILE SERVING AS A MEMBER OF THE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND SENATE, I HAVE MAILED TO MY 

HAWAII CONSTITUENTS OVER 200,000 LETTERS. WITHOUT QUESTION, THE MOST 

DIFFICULT LETTERS TO WRITE HAVE BEEN THOSE ADDRESSED TO THE WIVES, PARENTS 

OR CHILDREN OF OUR MEN WHO LOST THEIR LIVES IN THE VIETNAM WAR. HOW CAN 

I TELL A MOTHER THAT OUR FOREIGN POLICY OBJECTIVES IN VIETNAM ARE WORTH 

THE LIFE OF HER SON? AND WHAT FATHER WHO HAS KNOWN WAR WOULD WILLINGLY 

RELINQUISH HIS SON TO THE MERCY OF ITS HORROR? AND AS FOR THE SOLDIER’S 

WIFE, IN A LAND WITH SO MUCH TO LIVE FOR, HOW DO I EXPLAIN WHY HER 

HUSBAND’S DEATH WAS NECESSARY? AND WHAT CAN YOU TELL A CHILD WHO WILL 

HAVE TO GO THROUGH LIFE WITHOUT A FATHER? ALTHOUGH MY SON IS TOO YOUNG 

TO BE CALLED INTO MILITARY SERVICE, BECAUSE OF MY PARTICIPATION IN ANOTHER

WAR AND BECAUSE
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WAR AND BECAUSE I WAS WELL AWARE OF MY MOTHER'S NEARLY TEN YEARS OF 

ANXIETIES AND FEARS WHILE HER THREE SONS LIVED THROUGH THE UNCERTAINTIES 

OF MILITARY LIFE, I BELIEVE THAT I CAN IN A SMALL WAY SENSE THE FEAR AND 

ANXIETY THAT EXIST IN SOME OF OUR HOMES AND THE SADNESS IN OTHERS.

DURING THE FEW MOMENTS I HAVE WITH YOU, I WISH TO BRIEFLY SHARE

WITH YOU MY THOUGHTS ON WHY AMERICAN MEN ARE FIGHTING AND DYING IN

VIETNAM. HOWEVER, I WISH TO SPEND MOST OF MY TIME SHARING WITH YOU MY 

VIEWS ON HOW I BELIEVE THIS CONFLICT CAN BE HONORABLY RESOLVED AND HOW I 

BELIEVE FUTURE VIETNAMS CAN BE AVOIDED.

ON FEBRUARY 1, 1955, THE UNITED STATES SENATE, BY A LOP-SIDED VOTE

OF 82 SENATORS FOR AND ONE AGAINST, RATIFIED THE SOUTHEAST ASIAN MUTUAL 

DEFENSE TREATY. SOME NOW ARGUE THAT WE SHOULD NOT HAVE RATIFIED THIS 

TREATY. BUT THOSE WHO SO ARGUE CANNOT AVOID THE FACT THAT THREE AMERICAN 

PRESIDENTS——EISENHOWER, KENNEDY, AND JOHNSON——AND THE MAJORITY OF THE

MEMBERS OF CONGRESS
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MEMBERS OP CONGRESS PROM 1955 TO THIS DATE HAVE SUPPORTED THIS TREATY AND 

ITS PROVISIONS. ONE OF THE PROVISIONS OF THAT TREATY CALLED FOR THE 

RECOGNITION AND PROTECTION OF THE REPUBLIC OF SOUTH VIETNAM. ANOTHER 

PROVISION REQUIRED MEMBER NATIONS TO PROVIDE EACH OTHER MILITARY ASSIST— 

ANCE SHOULD THE NEED ARISE. WE HAVE SIMILAR MUTUAL DEFENSE AGREEMENTS 

WITH 41 NATIONS. FOR EXAMPLE, AS A RESULT OF THE NATO TREATY, WE NOW 

HAVE APPROXIMATELY 185,000 AMERICAN MILITARY MEN COMMITTED TO DUTY ON 

EUROPEAN SOIL.

THE SOVEREIGN FORCE AND SOLEMN PLEDGE OF THE UNITED STATES OF

AMERICA STAND BEHIND THESE TREATIES. COULD WE CHOOSE TO IGNORE THESE 

COMMITMENTS AND NOT FULFILL OUR CONTRACTS?

WHY DID WE CONSUMMATE SUCH AN AGREEMENT AND COMMIT OURSELVES TO

COME TO THE AID OF THE SOUTH VIETNAMESE? I BELIEVE WE DID IT TO PROVIDE

SOME PRECIOUS TIME TO SOME 200 MILLION ASIANS TO BOLSTER THEIR CONFIDENCE

IN THEMSELVES
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IN THEMSELVES AND TO ENCOURAGE THEM TO DEVELOP FREE AND VIABLE SOCIETIES.

I BELIVE WE DID IT TO DETER FUTURE COMMUNIST AGGRESSION AND TO DEMONSTRATE 

TO THESE ASIANS THAT WE AMERICANS ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THEIR FUTURE AND ARE 

WILLING TO PROVIDE A SHELTER UNDER WHICH THAT FUTURE CAN BE BUILT.

WHAT SHOULD WE DO TOMORROW IF THE PHILIPPINES WERE ATTACKED AND 

REQUESTED OUR MILITARY ASSISTANCE? OR KOREA? SHOULD WE AGREE WITH THOSE 

WHO ADVOCATE A SELECTIVE RESPONSE———HELP EUROPEANS BUT FORSAKE ASIANS?

IF YOU AGREE THAT SOUTH VIETNAM RECEIVED A SOLEMN PROMISE FROM US 

UNDER THE TERMS OF THE SEATO TREATY AND THAT A REQUEST FOR ASSISTANCE WAS 

MADE OF US UNDER THOSE SAME TERMS, DO YOU BELIEVE THAT WE COULD HAVE 

MORALLY IGNORED VIETNAM'S CRY FOR HELP? COULD WE HAVE IGNORED THE FACT 

THAT THOUSANDS OF SOUTH VIETNAMESE VILLAGE OFFICIALS, WOMEN AND CHILDREN 

WERE BEING MURDERED, BUTCHERED, TORTURED, AND KIDNAPPED BY A DETERMINED

ENEMY IN AN EFFORT
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ENEMY IN AN EFFORT TO BREAK THE BACK OF RESISTANCE TO COMMUNISM IN SOUTH 

VIETNAM? COULD WE HAVE IGNORED THE FACT THAT THOUSANDS OF NORTH VIETNAMESE 

TROOPS, IN VIOLATION OF AN IMPORTANT PROVISION IN THE GENEVA AGREEMENTS OF 

1954, BY ORDERS OF HANOI, REMAINED IN SOUTH VIETNAM TO CARRY ON A CAMPAIGN 

OF SUBVERSION AND MURDER?

WE LIVE IN A WORLD OF BINDING CONTRACTS RANGING FROM MARRIAGE VOWS

TO THE PURCHASE OF AN AUTOMOBILE. WE ARE ALL FAMILIAR WITH THE TERMS OF A 

CONTRACT THAT BEGIN WITH THE WORDS: "I PROMISE ..." IF WE VIEWED THESE 

PROMISES TO BE WORTHLESS, OUR SOCIETY WOULD BE REDUCED TO A STATE OF TOTAL 

CHAOS.

MANY NATIONS, FRIENDLY AND OTHERWISE, ARE WATCHING TO SEE WHETHER

OUR NATION HONORS HER PROMISES AND COMMITMENTS.

I REALISE THAT MANY HOURS CAN BE SPENT DISCUSSING IN GREATER DETAIL

HOW AND WHY WE GOT



-6-

HOW AND WHY WE GOT INVOLVED IN THIS SOUTHEAST ASIAN CONFLICT, BUT MAY I 

SPEND MY REMAINING MOMENTS DISCUSSING WITH YOU MY VIEWS ON HOW I BELIEVE 

THIS CONFLICT CAN BE HONORABLY RESOLVED.

I AGREE WITH SOME OF OUR NATIONAL LEADERS IN THE FUTILITY OF SEEKING 

A MILITARY SETTLEMENT. I HAVE NO DOUBTS IN MY MIND THAT THE SETTLEMENT 

MUST BE POLITICAL IN NATURE AND MUST BE THE PRODUCT OF NEGOTIATION AND 

DISCUSSION. POLITICAL SETTLEMENT, NEGOTIATION AND DISCUSSION ALL SUGGEST 

THAT WE MUST BE WILLING TO GIVE AS WELL AS TAKE. WE MUST BE WILLING TO 

COMPROMISE. WE MUST BE WILLING TO WITHDRAW SOME OF OUR DEMANDS. WE MUST 

BE WILLING TO LOSE A LITTLE FACE. AND WE MUST BE WILLING TO TAKE RISKS 

THAT ARE CALCULATED TO SAVE LIVES AND BRING THE NEGOTIATIONS TO EARLY 

SETTLEMENT.

THE OTHER SIDE MUST BE WILLING TO DO THE SAME. THEY CAN DO NO LESS.

I BELIEVE THAT
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I BELIEVE THAT ONE CAN CONCLUDE THAT THE SETTLEMENT OF THIS CONFLICT 

WILL NOT RESULT FROM SOME UNILATERAL ACT FORCED UPON ONE SIDE OR THE OTHER. 

I BELIEVE THAT A SETTLEMENT WILL COME ABOUT FROM MUTUAL AND RECIPROCAL 

ACTIONS UNDERTAKEN BY BOTH SIDES. HOWEVER, SOME HAVE SUGGESTED THAT WE 

SHOULD UNCONDITIONALLY AND UNILATERALLY WITHDRAW OUR FORCES. I HAVE NO 

DOUBT THAT WE COULD GET A CEASE-FIRE WITHIN 24 HOURS IF WE MADE THIS 

INTENTION KNOWN IN PARIS AND HANOI. AND THIS WOULD UNDOUBTEDLY STOP THE 

KILLING IN THIS GOD-FORSAKEN LAND. BUT HOW LONG WILL THIS INSTANT PEACE 

LAST?

PRIME MINISTER LEE OF SINGAPORE, THE TUNGKU OF MALAYSIA, PRESIDENT 

MARCOS OF THE PHILIPPINES, PRIME MINISTER SOUVANNA PHOUMA OF THE KINGDOM 

OF LAOS, PRIME MINISTER KITTIKACHORN OF THAILAND AND PRESIDENT PARK OF 

KOREA HAVE ALL EMPHATICALLY STATED THAT A DISENGAGEMENT AND WITHDRAWAL OF 

THIS NATURE WOULD
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THIS NATURE WOULD HAVE DISASTROUS CONSEQUENCES FOR ALL OF ASIA. AND IT 

IS LIKELY THAT WE MAY BECOME INVOLVED IN A LARGER CONFLICT AT SOME LATER 

DATE.

HOW THEN DO WE SETTLE THIS CONFLICT?

FIRST, A CEASE-FIRE MUST BE OBTAINED. THIS MUST MEAN A COMPLETE

AND MUTUAL CESSATION OF ALL SHOOTING AND BOMBING IN THE TWO VIETNAMS. THIS 

WILL BE THE MOST IMPORTANT AND MOST DIFFICULT STEP TO ACHIEVE. THE KEY 

WORD WILL BE "PATIENCE". ASIANS HAVE BEEN OFTEN CHARACTERIZED AS BEING 

EXTREMELY PATIENT PEOPLE. WHAT ABOUT AMERICANS? OUR HISTORY IS AN 

EXTREMELY SHORT ONE FILLED WITH EPISODES OF GREAT SUCCESSES, OFTENTIMES 

INSTANT SUCCESSES. WE HAVE NOT HAD TO WAIT TOO LONG FOR OUR AGE OF 

AFFLUENCE. WE HAVE NOT HAD TO PLOD THROUGH WARS OF MANY DECADES. OURS 

HAS BEEN A SOCIETY OF INSTANT COFFEE, INSTANT DIETING, INSTANT RICHES,

INSTANT COMPUTATION.
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INSTANT COMPUTATION. THERE HAS BEEN VERY LITTLE ROOM FOR PATIENCE.

BUT THE IMMEDIATE CIRCUMSTANCES DEMAND A GREAT AMOUNT OF PATIENCE. WE 

SHOULD RECALL THAT THE ARMISTICE NEGOTIATIONS IN KOREA BEGAN ON JULY 10, 

1951 AND THE ARMISTICE WAS SIGNED TWO YEARS LATER ON JULY 27, 1953. 

DURING THIS PERIOD OF NEGOTIATIONS, WE SUFFERED ALMOST AS MANY CASUALTIES 

AS WE DID BEFORE THE BEGINNING OF NEGOTIATIONS. FURTHERMORE, THIS WAR'S 

MOST COSTLY BATTLE BEGAN SIXTEEN DAYS BEFORE THE ARMISTICE———THE BATTLE

OF PORK CHOP HILL. IN THIS BATTLE, THE UNITED NATIONS COMMAND SUFFERED 

14,000 CASUALTIES. THIS BATTLE CONVINCED THE COMMUNISTS OF THE FUTILITY 

OF THEIR SEEKING A MILITARY VICTORY IN THE WAR. WHEN THEY WERE CONVINCED 

THAT WE WOULD NOT RETREAT, THEY IMMEDIATELY SIGNED THE ARMISTICE AGREE— 

MENT.

BUT LET'S RETURN TO NOVEMBER 1968. SPARKED BY PRESIDENT JOHNSON'S

REMARKABLE ADDRESS OF MARCH 31, 1968, AND MORE RECENTLY BY HIS MESSAGE

OF OCTOBER 31ST
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OF OCTOBER 31ST, 1968, THE NEGOTIATING TEAMS LED BY AMBASSADOR HARRIMAN 

OF THE UNITED STATES AND MINISTER XUAN THUY OP THE PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC 

REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM HAVE BEEN MEETING ABOUT ONCE A WEEK FOR FIVE MONTHS 

IN THE CITY OF PARIS. A COMMENTATOR RECENTLY DESCRIBED THESE MEETINGS AS 

"FRUSTRATING EXERCISES IN FUTILITY". ANOTHER SIMPLY CALLED THEM A "BIG 

WASTE OF TIME". BUT I AM MUCH MORE OPTIMISTIC. THERE ARE SEVERAL HOPEFUL 

SIGNS. THE MOST HOPEFUL IS THAT THESE MEETINGS HAVE CONTINUED AND ARE 

CONTINUING SINCE MAY 10TH. THE MEETINGS ARE NOW GETTING LONGER IN HOURS, 

LESS INSULTING IN CHARACTER AND MORE AMICABLE IN APPEARANCE. MOST 

IMPORTANT, I AM CONVINCED THAT WORLD OPINION WILL NOT PERMIT A "WALK OUT" 

FROM THESE MEETINGS BY EITHER SIDE. THEREFORE, I FEEL THAT DISCUSSIONS 

WILL CONTINUE UNTIL THE AGREEMENT FOR A CEASE-FIRE HAS BEEN REACHED. 

BEFORE THIS AGREEMENT IS REACHED, A MUTUAL DE-ESCALATION OF MILITARY

ACTIVITIES SHOULD
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ACTIVITIES SHOULD BE OBTAINED, A CESSATION OF OUR AERIAL BOMBING AND A 

CESSATION OF THEIR ROCKET BOMBING OF POPULATED CENTERS SHOULD BE DISCUSSED 

AND AGREED UPON.

I BELIEVE THAT THE PRESIDENT WAS CORRECT IN DECIDING TO TAKE THE

RISK OF HALTING ALL BOMBING OF THE NORTH. THIS DECISION SHOULD REDUCE 

AMERICAN CASUALTIES AND BRING THE NEGOTIATIONS A STEP CLOSER TO SETTLEMENT. 

I AGREE WITH THE PRESIDENT THAT THIS IS AN ACCEPTABLE RISK.

SECOND, THE CEASE-FIRE SHOULD BE SUPERVISED BY TROOPS OF NEUTRAL 

ASIAN NATIONS. AFTER MORE THAN TWENTY YEARS OF WARFARE INVOLVING FRENCH— 

MEN AND AMERICANS, EUROPEAN SOLDIERS WILL FIND THEMSELVES SERVING IN 

VIETNAM AT A GRAVE DISADVANTAGE, NO MATTER HOW NEUTRAL THEY MAY BE OR HOW 

GOOD AND SINCERE THEIR INTENTIONS MAY BE. THEREFORE, I BELIEVE IT WOULD 

BE WISER TO MARSHAL TROOPS FROM PLACES SUCH AS BURMA, INDONESIA, MALAYSIA,

CAMBODIA OR
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CAMBODIA OR CEYLON TO SUPERVISE THIS CEASE-FIRE.

THIRD, THE GENEVA CONFERENCE ON INDOCHINA SHOULD BE RECONVENED TO 

CONSIDER THE EFFECTIVE NEUTRALIZATION OF LAOS, CAMBODIA AND THE VIETNAMS.
f

I WISH TO UNDERSCORE THE WORD "EFFECTIVE" BECAUSE OF OUR EXPERIENCE WITH 

THE 1962 GENEVA CONFERENCE ON LAOS. AT THIS 1962 CONFERENCE, FOURTEEN 

NATIONS, INCLUDING THE UNITED STATES, SOVIET UNION, FRANCE, UNITED KINGDOM, 

PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND THE TWO VIETNAMS, MET TO KEEP THE TINY 

KINGDOM OF LAOS OUT OF THE EAST-WEST CONFLICT. AFTER A YEAR OF LENGTHY 

DISCUSSIONS THE CONFEREES DECIDED UPON THE FOLLOWING:

A. THE DESIGNATION OF PRINCE SOUVANNA PHOUMA AS PRIME MINISTER

OF THE KINGDOM OF LAOS. THE PRINCE WAS SUPPORTED BY THE SOVIET UNION AND 

RED CHINA.

B. THE FORMATION OF A COALITION GOVERNMENT CONSISTING OF THREE

EQUAL PARTS———ONE THIRD REPRESENTING SOUVANNA PHOUMA'S FACTION, ONE THIRD

REPRESENTING THE
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REPRESENTING THE COMMUNIST PATHET LAO LED BY HIS STEP-BROTHER PRINCE 

SOUPHANAVONG AND ONE THIRD REPRESENTING THE ROYALIST GROUP. REPORTS 

INDICATE THAT THIS COALITION GOVERNMENT HAS BEEN A FAILURE.

C. THE NEUTRALIZATION OF LAOS. THIS WAS THE MOST IMPORTANT ASPECT 

OF THE 1962 AGREEMENT. IT PROVIDED THAT ALL FOREIGN TROOPS WILL LEAVE 

LAOS WITHIN NINETY DAYS AFTER THE SIGNING OF THE AGREEMENT. THE UNITED 

STATES WITHDREW ALL OF HER "ADVISORS", NUMBERING 666, FROM THIS LITTLE 

KINGDOM. AT THE TIME OF THE SIGNING OF THE AGREEMENT IN 1962, IT WAS 

ESTIMATED THAT THERE WERE APPROXIMATELY 5,000 NORTH VIETNAMESE TROOPS IN 

LAOS. THE PRESENCE OF NORTH VIETNAMESE TROOPS IN THIS LAND WAS A MATTER 

OF GRAVE CONCERN TO THE UNITED STATES BECAUSE MUCH OF THE WELL KNOWN 

"HO CHI MINH TRAIL" RAN THROUGH LAOTIAN TERRITORY. OUR NATION FELT THAT 

THE NEUTRALIZATION OF LAOS WOULD RESULT IN THE EFFECTIVE CLOSING OF THIS 

FAMOUS NORTH VIETNAMESE SUPPLY ROUTE. SEVERAL WEEKS AGO, PRINCE SOUVANNA

PHOUMA ESTIMATED
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PHOUMA ESTIMATED THAT THERE WERE NOW 40,000 NORTH VIETNAMESE TROOPS ON

LAOTIAN SOIL IN VIOLATION OF THE 1962 GENEVA AGREEMENTS. I CITE THE ABOVE

TO UNDERLINE THE DIFFICULTY WE FACE IN THIS CONFLICT.

THE EFFECTIVE NEUTRALIZATION OF INDOCHINA WILL REQUIRE THE PRESENCE

OF A STRONG NEUTRAL MILITARY FORCE TO PREVENT ANY VIOLATIONS OF THIS 

REQUIREMENT. HERE AGAIN, THIS MILITARY FORCE SHOULD CONSIST OF NEUTRAL 

ASIANS, ADEQUATELY FINANCED _AND SUPPORTED BY THE MAJOR POWERS. UNLIKE 

THE PRESENT INTERNATIONAL CONTROL COMMISSION, CONSISTING OF INDIA, POLAND 

AND CANADA, THIS NEUTRAL ASIAN FORCE SHOULD BE GRANTED REAL AUTHORITY TO

SUPERVISE, REPORT AND PREVENT VIOLATIONS. THE ICC IS PRESENTLY SO POLITICALLY 

HAMSTRUNG THAT IT IS UNABLE TO FUNCTION EFFECTIVELY. SINCE THE SIGNING OF 

THE 1962 AGREEMENTS, THE ICC HAS NOT BEEN ABLE TO FILE A SINGLE REPORT ON 

ANY VIOLATION OF NEUTRALIZATION ALTHOUGH DOZENS OF COMPLAINTS HAVE BEEN

MADE. THE FILING
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MADE. THE FILING OF A VIOLATION REPORT, UNDER THE TERMS OF THIS GENEVA 

AGREEMENT, REQUIRES UNANIMOUS CONCURRENCE BY THE CO-CHAIRMEN FROM THE 

UNITED KINGDOM AND THE SOVIET UNION AND ALL MEMBERS OF THE ICC. IT WOULD 

BE THE HEIGHT OF NAIVETE FOR ONE TO BELIEVE THAT UNANIMITY CAN BE ACHIEVED 

UNDER PRESENT CIRCUMSTANCES.

FOURTH, AN ELECTION SHOULD BE HELD IN SOUTH VIETNAM TO DETERMINE

ITS FUTURE. THIS ELECTION SHOULD BE SUPERVISED BY NEUTRAL ASIANS. IN

THIS ELECTION, ALL ADULT SOUTH VIETNAMESE SHOULD BE PERMITTED TO VOTE.

NO ONE SHOULD BE DISQUALIFIED BECAUSE OF HIS PARTICIPATION IN THE WAR 

EITHER AS A MEMBER OF THE SOUTH VIETNAM ARMED FORCES OR AS A MEMBER OF THE 

VIET CONG. THE VIETNAMESE ELECTORATE SHOULD BE PERMITTED TO DECIDE FOR 

ITSELF THE KIND OP GOVERNMENT IT WANTS. WE MUST SUPPORT THIS PROCESS OF 

SELF DETERMINATION AND SELF GOVERNMENT———NO MATTER WHAT THE CONSEQUENCES

MAY BE.

I REALIZE THAT
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I REALIZE THAT MY PROPOSALS INVOLVE TOO MANY "IFFY" CONDITIONS AND LOOSE 

ENDS BUT I BELIEVE THAT ALL SUCH PROPOSALS SUFFER FROM THESE WEAKNESSES.

FOR AMERICANS WHO HAVE BEEN ACCUSTOMED TO THE GLORIES OF MILITARY 

VICTORIES, A POLITICAL SETTLEMENT OF AN ARMED CONFLICT MAY BE DIFFICULT TO 

COMPREHEND. A POLITICAL SETTLEMENT IS NEVER AS CONCLUSIVE AND PRECISE AS 

A MILITARY VICTORY.

IF WE ARE SUCCESSFUL IN ACHIEVING THE DESIRED CEASE-FIRE, THE

NEUTRALIZATION OF INDOCHINA AND THE POPULAR DETERMINATION OF SOUTH VIETNAM’S 

FUTURE, EVERY EFFORT MUST BE MADE TO PRESERVE THESE FRUITS OF THE NEGOTIATED 

SETTLEMENT.

MAY I NOW ADDRESS MYSELF TO HOW I BELIEVE THESE FRUITS OF PEACE

CAN BE PRESERVED. BEFORE WE CAN SUCCESSFULLY ENTER THIS NEW ERA OF ASIAN 

PEACE WE SHOULD FIRST TAKE A GOOD LOOK AT OURSELVES AND EXAMINE OUR 

ATTITUDES AS THEY RELATE TO ASIA AND HER PEOPLE.

I AM FULLY AWARE
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I AM FULLY AWARE THAT THIS SELF EXAMINATION AND CHANGE IN ATTITUDES 

MAY BE AN EXTREMELY DIFFICULT REQUIREMENT. WE KNOW THAT AMERICA IS REALLY 

A PART OF EUROPE. OUR CULTURE, OUR HERITAGE, OUR RELIGIONS, OUR DIET, OUR 

DRESS, OUR SPEECH, AND OUR PHYSICAL APPEARANCE ARE EUROPEAN. WE ARE 

COMFORTABLE WITH OUR FELLOW EUROPEANS. WE UNDERSTAND EACH OTHER. WE ARE 

OFTEN VERY UNCOMFORTABLE WITH ASIANS, THOSE PEOPLE WE SOMETIMES REFER TO 

AS GOOKS. EVERYTHING ABOUT THESE PEOPLE IS STRANGE AND BEWILDERING. WE 

KNOW VERY LITTLE ABOUT ASIANS BECAUSE, FRANKLY, MOST OF US HAVE NEVER FELT 

IT SUFFICIENTLY URGENT OR IMPORTANT TO ACQUAINT OURSELVES WITH ASIA, HER 

PEOPLES, HER HISTORY, HER PROBLEMS, HER RELIGIONS, HER CULTURES AND HER 

ATTITUDES. HOWEVER, ON THE OTHER HAND, ASIANS SEEM TO KNOW A BIT MORE 

ABOUT EUROPEANS. THEY SEEM TO HAVE LONG MEMORIES AND THEIR VIEW OF HISTORY 

COVER DECADES AND CENTURIES INSTEAD OF MONTHS AND YEARS. MANY ASIANS 

RECALL THE DEGRADATION OF COLONIALISM. THEY REMEMBER THE WARS OF EX— 

PLOITATION SUCH AS THE INFAMOUS "OPIUM WAR" WHEN THE BRITISH FORCED THE

CHINESE TO PURCHASE
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CHINESE TO PURCHASE AND USE OPIUM. ASIANS STILL RECALL THE INTERNATIONAL 

SETTLEMENTS — THOSE WESTERN ENCLAVES THAT ENJOYED EXTRAORDINARY

PRIVILEGES. THESE MEMORIES ARE NOT HAPPY ONES. THEREFORE, WE SHOULD NOT 

BE SURPRISED IF THEY APPROACH US WITH CAUTION AND APPREHENSION. WE SHOULD 

NOT FEEL TOO INSULTED IF OUR MOTIVES ARE QUESTIONED AND OUR DECLARATIONS OF 

GOOD INTENTIONS ARE DOUBTED.

AFTER ALL, WE MUST ADMIT THAT DURING MUCH OF OUR NATIONAL HISTORY

WE LOOKED UPON MOST ASIANS AS WARDS OF COLONIAL POWERS AND ACCORDINGLY 

CONSIDERED THEM NOT AS OUR EQUALS. MANY OF US LOOKED UPON THEM WITH 

CONTEMPT. WHEN WE HAD A BUSINESS DEAL IN HANOI, WE OFTEN TRAVELLED TO PARIS 

TO DISCUSS ITS DETAILS. IF WE HAD A PROBLEM IN RANGOON OR CALCUTTA, WE 

OFTEN JOURNEYED TO LONDON. IN 1954, WE MET IN GENEVA TO DISCUSS AND 

RESOLVE A VIETNAMESE PROBLEM. IN 1962, WE MET IN GENEVA TO DISCUSS AND 

RESOLVE A LAOTIAN PROBLEM. IN 1968, WE MEET IN PARIS TO DISCUSS AND RESOLVE 

AN ASIAN PROBLEM.
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AN ASIAN PROBLEM. WE DID NOT MEET IN VIEN TIANE, OR RANGOON, OR KUALA 

LUMPUR, OR COLOMBO, OR JAKARTA, or SINGAPORE, OR PHNON PENH.

AND TODAY, MANY OF OUR CAREER FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICERS STILL DREAM 

LONGINGLY OF DIPLOMATIC ASSIGNMENTS IN LONDON, PARIS, ROME, GENEVA, AND 

VIENNA AND FROWN UPON ASSIGNMENTS TO IMPORTANT POSTS IN ASIA AND AFRICA.

BUT THE WINDS OF PROGRESS AND CHANGE BLOW FURIOUSLY FROM THE EAST. 

AND WE CANNOT IGNORE THE MESSAGE CARRIED BY THIS WIND. DIFFICULT THOUGH 

IT MAY BE FOR SOME AMERICANS, WE MUST CONSIDER AND DEAL WITH ASIANS AS 

EQUALS ——— AS HUMAN BEINGS WITH A LONG AND PROUD HISTORY AND AS HUMAN

BEINGS SENSITIVE TO THE PAIN OF INSULT, HUMILIATION AND DISRESPECT.

AND SO, IF WE ARE TO BE AT PEACE WITH ASIANS, WE MUST LEARN TO 

COMMUNICATE WITH THEM. WE MUST BETTER UNDERSTAND AND RESPECT THEIR 

CUSTOMS AND TRADITIONS.

HISTORICALLY, WITH ADMIRABLE EXCEPTIONS, COLONIES AND PROVINCIAL

OUTPOSTS HAVE BEEN
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OUTPOSTS HAVE BEEN THE STRONGHOLDS OF MISFITS, SOLDIERS-OF-FORTUNE AND 

MAL-CONTENTS. THIS MUST CHANGE. IN CARRYING OUT OUR IMPORTANT MISSIONS 

IN ASIA, WE MUST SEARCH OUR NATION FOR THE BRIGHTEST AND THE MOST TALENTED 

PEOPLE.

ANTI-WAR DEMONSTRATIONS, DRAFT CARD BURNINGS AND DAILY CASUALTY 

REPORTS SHOULD NOT BE NECESSARY TO CONVINCE US OF THE IMPORTANCE OF 

VIETNAM IN OUR DAILY LIVES. YET AFTER ALL THESE TRAGIC AND EXPENSIVE 

YEARS, ISN’T IT STRANGE THAT NONE OF OUR UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES OFFER 

MEANINGFUL AND COMPREHENSIVE GRADUATE COURSES IN VIETNAMESE HISTORY, 

CULTURE OR LANGUAGE? BUT NEARLY EVERY AMERICAN UNIVERSITY OFFERS COMPRE— 

HENSIVE COURSES IN EUROPEAN ART, HISTORY, LITERATURE, LANGUAGES. AND, 

MANY OFFER DOCTORATES IN THESE FIELDS. THIS MUST BE CHANGED. THE 

REALITIES OF THIS CENTURY REQUIRE US TO KNOW MORE ABOUT ASIA, AFRICA 

AND LATIN AMERICA.

I BELIEVE THAT
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I BELIEVE THAT PEACE IN ASIA AND IN THE WORLD WILL BE ULTIMATELY 

DETERMINED BY THE THREE GREAT POWERS: THE SOVIET UNION, THE PEOPLE'S 

REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. WE MUST LEARN TO 

CO-EXIST WITH THESE COMMUNIST POWERS. WE MUST MAKE EVERY EFFORT TO 

INCREASE OUR CONTACTS WITH THEM. OUR CONTACTS WITH THE COMMUNIST CHINESE 

MUST OCCUR IN PEKING AND IN WASHINGTON AND NOT FURTIVELY IN WARSAW. IT 

MAY BE EXTREMELY DIFFICULT TO REARRANGE OUR RELATIONSHIP WITH THE 

NATIONALIST CHINESE ON TAIWAN, BUT IT WOULD BE FOOLISH AND DANGEROUS TO 

ALLOW OUTMODED HABITS TO GUIDE OUR DIPLOMACY AS THOUGH NOTHING HAS CHANGED. 

IF IT IS OUR WISH TO RESOLVE PROBLEMS, WE CANNOT IGNORE THEIR SOURCE.

THE ALTERNATIVE TO CO-EXISTENCE MAY BE DESTRUCTION ——— MUTUAL

DESTRUCTION.

IF WE ARE TO HAVE PEACE, WE MUST BEGIN TO THINK THE UNTHINKABLE.

WE MUST PREPAR OURSELVES FOR THE DAY WHEN THERE WILL BE A COMMUNIST CHINESE 

AMBASSADOR RESIDING
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AMBASSADOR RESIDING IN WASHINGTON AND A COMMUNITS CHINESE REPRESENTATIVE

SERVING IN THE UNITED NATIONS.

BUT IF ALL THIS WILL RESULT IN THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE AGE OF

PEACE IN ASIA, WE SHOULD BE WILLING TO SACRIFICE AND ENDURE A LITTLE WITH

PATIENCE AND UNDERSTANDING.



VIETNAM

During the past nine years, while serving as a member of the 
United States House of Representatives and Senate, I have mailed to my 
Hawaii constituents over 200,000 letters. Without question, the most 
difficult letters to write have been those addressed to the wives, parents 
or children of our men who lost their lives in the Vietnam war. How can 
I tell a mother that our foreign policy objectives in Vietnam are worth 
the life of her son? And what father who has known war would willingly 
relinquish his son to the mercy of its horror? And as for the soldier's 
wife, in a land with so much to live for, how do I explain why her 
husband's death was necessary? And what can you tell a child who will 
have to go through life without a father? Although my son is too young 
to be called into military service, because of my participation in another 
war and because I was well aware of my mother's nearly ten years of 
anxieties and fears while her three sons lived through the uncertainties 
of military life, I believe that I can in a small way sense the fear and 
anxiety that exist in some of our homes and the sadness in others.

During the few moments I have with you, I wish to briefly share 
with you my thoughts on why American men are fighting and dying in 
Vietnam. However, I wish to spend most of my time sharing with you my 
views on how I believe this conflict can be honorably resolved and how I 
believe future Vietnams can be avoided.

On February 1, 1955, the United States Senate, by a lop-sided vote 
of 82 Senators for and one against, ratified the Southeast Asian Mutual 
Defense Treaty. Some now argue that we should not have ratified this 
treaty. But those who so argue cannot avoid the fact that three American 
Presidents—Eisenhower, Kennedy, and Johnson———and the majority of the
members of Congress from 1955 to this date have supported this treaty and 
its provisions. One of the provisions of that treaty called for the 
recognition and protection of the Republic of South Vietnam. Another 
provision required member nations to provide each other military assist— 
ance should the need arise. We have similar mutual defense agreements 
with 41 nations. For example, as a result of the NATO Treaty, we now 
have approximately 185,000 American military men committed to duty on 
European soil.

The sovereign force and solemn pledge of the United States of 
America stand behind these treaties. Could we choose to ignore these 
commitments and not fulfill our contracts?

Why did we consummate such an agreement and commit ourselves to 
come to the aid of the South Vietnamese? I believe we did it to provide 
some precious time to some 200 million Asians to bolster their confidence 
in themselves and to encourage them to develop free and viable societies. 
I believe we did it to deter future communist aggression and to demonstrate 
to these Asians that we Americans are concerned about their future and are 
willing to provide a shelter under which that future can be built.
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What should we do tomorrow if the Philippines were attacked and 
requested our military assistance? or Korea? Should we agree with those 
who advocate a selective response—-help Europeans but forsake Asians?

If you agree that South Vietnam received a solemn promise from us 
under the terms of the SEATO Treaty and that a request for assistance was 
made of us under those same terms, do you believe that we could have 
morally ignored Vietnam's cry for help? Could we have ignored the fact 
that thousands of South Vietnamese village officials, women and children 
were being murdered, butchered, tortured, and kidnapped by a determined 
enemy in an effort to break the back of resistance to communism in South 
Vietnam? Could we have ignored the fact that thousands of North Vietnamese 
troops, in violation of an important provision in the Geneva agreements of 
1954, by orders of Hanoi, remained in South Vietnam to carry on a campaign 
of subversion and murder?

We live in a world of binding contracts ranging from marriage vows 
to the purchase of an automobile. We are all familiar with the terms of a 
contract that begin with the words: "I promise ..." If we viewed these 
promises to be worthless, our society would be reduced to a state of total 
chaos.

Many nations, friendly and otherwise, are watching to see whether 
our nation honors her promises and commitments.

I realize that many hours can be spent discussing in greater detail 
how and why we got involved in this Southeast Asian conflict, but may I 
spend my remaining moments discussing with you my views on how I believe 
this conflict can be honorably resolved.

I agree with some of our national leaders in the futility of seeking 
a military settlement. I have no doubts in my mind that the settlement 
must be political in nature and must be the product of negotiation and 
discussion. Political settlement, negotiation and discussion all suggest 
that we must be willing to give as well as take. We must be willing to 
compromise. We must be willing to withdraw some of our demands. We must 
be willing to lose a little face. And we must be willing to take risks 
that are calculated to save lives and bring the negotiations to early 
settlement.

The other side must be willing to do the same. They can do no less.

I believe that one can conclude that the settlement of this conflict 
will not result from some unilateral act forced upon one side or the other. 
I believe that a settlement will come about from mutual and reciprocal 
actions undertaken by both sides. However, some have suggested that we 
should unconditionally and unilaterally withdraw our forces. I have no 
doubt that we could get a cease-fire within 24 hours if we made this 
intention known in Paris and Hanoi. And this would undoubtedly stop the 
killing in this God-forsaken land. But how long will this instant peace 
last?
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Prime Minister Lee of Singapore, the Tungku of Malaysia, President 
Marcos of the Philippines, Prime Minister Souvanna Phouma of the Kingdom 
of Laos, Prime Minister Kittikachom of Thailand and President Park of 
Korea have all emphatically stated that a disengagement and withdrawal of 
this nature would have disastrous consequences for all of Asia. And it 
is likely that we may become involved in a larger conflict at some later 
date.

How then do we settle this conflict?

First, a cease-fire must be obtained. This must mean a complete 
and mutual cessation of all shooting and bombing in the two Vietnams. This 
will be the most important and most difficult step to achieve. The key 
word will be "patience". Asians have been often characterized as being 
extremely patient people. What about Americans? Our history is an 
extremely short one filled with episodes of great successes, oftentimes 
instant successes. We have not had to wait too long for our age of 
affluence. We have not had to plod through wars of many decades. Ours 
has been a society of instant coffee, instant dieting, instant riches, 
instant computation. There has been very little room for patience. 
But the immediate circumstances demand a great amount of patience. We 
should recall that the armistice negotiations in Korea began on July 10, 
1951 and the armistice was signed two years later on July 27, 1953. 
During this period of negotiations, we suffered almost as many casualties 
as we did before the beginning of negotiations. Furthermore, this war's 
most costly battle began sixteen days before the armistice———the battle
of Pork Chop Hill. In this battle, the United Nations command suffered 
14,000 casualties. This battle convinced the Communists of the futility 
of their seeking a military victory in the war. When they were convinced 
that we would not retreat, they immediately signed the armistice agree— 
ment.

But let’s return to November 1968. Sparked by President Johnson's 
remarkable address of March 31, 1968, and more recently by his message 
of October 31st, 1968, the negotiating teams led by Ambassador Harriman 
of the United States and Minister Xuan Thuy of the People's Democratic 
Republic of Vietnam have been meeting about once a week for five months 
in the City of Paris. A commentator recently described these meetings as 
"frustrating exercises in futility". Another simply called them a "big 
waste of time". But I am much more optimistic. There are several hopeful 
signs. The most hopeful is that these meetings have continued and are 
continuing since may 10th. The meetings are now getting longer in hours, 
less insulting in character and more amicable in appearance. Most 
important, I am convinced that world opinion will not permit a "walk out* 
from these meetings by either side. Therefore, I feel that discussions 
will continue until the agreement for a cease-fire has been reached. 
Before this agreement is reached, a mutual de-escalation of military 
activities should be obtained, a cessation of our aerial bombing and a 
cessation of their rocket bombing of populated centers should be discussed 
and agreed upon.
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I believe that the President was correct in deciding to take the 
risk of halting all bombing of the North. This decision should reduce 
American casualties and bring the negotiations a step closer to settlement. 
I agree with the President that this is an acceptable risk.

Second, the cease-fire should be supervised by troops of neutral 
Asian nations. After more than twenty years of warfare involving Frenchmen 
and American, European soldiers will find themselves serving in 
Vietnam at a grave disadvantage, no matter how neutral they may be or how 
good and sincere their intentions may be. Therefore, I believe it would 
be wiser to marshal troops from places such as Burma, Indonesia, Malaysia, 
Cambodia or Ceylon to supervise this cease-fire.

Third, the Geneva conference on Indochina should be reconvened to 
consider the effective neutralization of Laos, Cambodia and the Vietnams. 
I wish to underscore the word "effective" because of our experience with 
the 1962 Geneva conference on Laos. At this 1962 conference, fourteen 
nations, including the United States, Soviet Union, France, United Kingdom, 
People's Republic of China and the two Vietnams, met to keep the tiny 
Kingdom of Laos out of the East-West conflict. After a year of lengthy 
discussions the conferees decided upon the following:

A. The designation of Prince Souvanna Phouma as Prime Minister 
of the Kingdom of Laos. The Prince was supported by the Soviet Union and 
Red China.

B. The formation of a coalition government consisting of three 
equal parts—one third representing Souvanna Phouma's faction, one third 
representing the Communist Pathet Lao led by his step-brother Prince 
Souphanavong and one third representing the Royalist group. Reports 
indicate that this coalition government has been a failure.

C. The neutralization of Laos. This was the most important aspect 
of the 1962 agreement. It provided that all foreign troops will Leave 
Laos within ninety days after the signing of the agreement. The United 
States withdrew all of her "advisors", numbering 666, from this little 
Kingdom. At the time of the signing of the agreement in 1962, it was 
estimated that there were approximately 5,000 North Vietnamese troops in 
Laos. The presence of North Vietnamese troops in this land was a matter 
of grave concern to the United States because much of the well known
"Ho Chi Minh Trail" ran through Laotian territory. Our nation felt that 
the neutralization of Laos would result in the effective closing of this 
famous North Vietnamese supply route. Several weeks ago, Prince Souvanna 
Phouma estimated that there were now 40,000 North Vietnamese troops on 
Laotian soil in violation of the 1962 Geneva agreements. I cite the above 
to underline the difficulty we face in this conflict.

The effective neutralization of Indochina will require the presence of 
a strong neutral military force to prevent any violations of this require— 
ment. Here again, this military force should consist of neutral Asians,
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adequately financed and supported by the major powers. Unlike 
the present International Control Commission, consisting of India, Poland 
and Canada, this neutral Asian force should be granted real authority to 
supervise, report and prevent violations. The ICC is presently so 
politically hamstrung that it is unable to function effectively. Since 
the signing of the 1962 agreements, the ICC has not been able to file a 
single report on any violation of neutralization although dozens of 
complaints have been made. The filing of a violation report, under the 
terms of this Geneva agreement, requires unanimous concurrence by the co- 
chairmen from the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union and all members of 
the ICC. It would be the height of naivete for one to believe that 
unanimity can be achieved under present circumstances.

Fourth, an election should be held in South Vietnam to determine 
its future. This election should be supervised by neutral Asians. In 
this election, all adult South Vietnamese should be permitted to vote. 
No one should be disqualified because of his participation in the war 
either as a member of the South Vietnam armed forces or as a member of the 
Viet Cong. The Vietnamese electorate should be permitted to decide for 
itself the kind of government it wants. We must support this process of 
self determination and self government—no matter what the consequences 
may be.

I realize that my proposals involve too many "iffy" conditions and 
loose ends but I believe that all such proposals suffer from these weak— 
nesses. For Americans who have been accustomed to the glories of military 
victories, a political settlement of an armed conflict may be difficult to 
comprehend. A political settlement is never as conclusive and precise as 
a military victory.

If we are successful in achieving the desired cease-fire, the 
neutralization of Indochina and the popular determination of South Vietnam's 
future, every effort must be made to preserve these fruits of the negotiated 
settlement.

May I now address myself to how I believe these fruits of peace 
can be preserved. Before we can successfully enter this new era of 
Asian peace we should first take good look at ourselves and examine our 
attitudes as they relate to Asia and her people.

I am fully aware that this self examination and change in attitudes 
may be an extremely difficult requirement. We know that America is really 
a part of Europe. Our culture, our heritage, our religions, our diet, our 
dress, our speech, and our physical appearance are European. We are 
comfortable with our fellow Europeans. We understand each other. We are 
often very uncomfortable with Asians, those people we sometimes refer to 
as Gooks. Everything about these people is strange and bewildering. We 
know very little about Asians because, frankly, most of us have never felt 
it sufficiently urgent or important to acquaint ourselves with Asia, her 
peoples, her history, her problems, her religions, her cultures and her
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attitudes. However, on the other hand, Asians seem to know a bit more 
about Europeans. They seem to have long memories and their view of history 
cover decades and centuries instead of months and years. Many Asians 
recall the degradation of colonialism. They remember the wars of ex— 
ploitation such as the infamous "opium war" when the British forced the 
Chinese to purchase and use opium. Asians still recell the international 
settlements——those Western enclaves that enjoyed extraordinary privileges.
These memories are not happy ones. Therefore, we should not be surprised 
if they approach us with caution and apprehension. We should not feel 
too insulted if our motives are questioned and our declarations of good 
intentions are doubted.

After all, we must admit that during much of our national history, 
we looked upon most Asians as wards of colonial powers and accordingly 
considered them not as our equals. Many of us looked upon them with 
contempt. When we had a business deal in Hanoi, we often travelled to 
Paris to discuss its details. If we had a problem in Rangoon or Calcutta, 
we often journeyed to London. In 1954, we met in Geneva to discuss and 
resolve a Vietnamese problem. In 1962, we met in Geneva to discuss and 
resolve a Laotian problem. In 1968, we meet in Paris to discuss and resolve 
an Asian problem. We did not meet in Vien Tiane, or Rangoon, or Kuala 
Lumpur, or Colombo, or Jakarta, or Singapore, or Phnon Penh.

And today, many of our career foreign service officers still dream 
longingly or diplomatic assignments in London, Paris, Rome, Geneva, and 
Vienna and frown upon assignments to important posts in Asia and Africa.

But the winds of progress and change blow furiously from the East. 
And we cannot ignore the message carried by this wind. Difficult though 
it may be for some Americans, we must consider and deal with Asians as 
equals—as human beings with a long and proud history and as human 
beings sensitive to the pain of insult, humiliation and disrespect.

And so, if we are to be at peace with Asians, we must learn to 
communicate with them. We must better understand and respect their 
customs and traditions.

Historically, with admirable exceptions, colonies and provincial 
outposts have been the strongholds of misfits, soldiers-of-fortune and 
mal-contents. This must change. In carrying out our important missions 
in Asia, we must search our nation for the brightest and the most talented 
people.

Anti-war demonstrations, draft card burnings and daily casualty 
reports should not be necessary to convince us of the importance of 
Vietnam in our daily lives. Yet after all these tragic and expensive 
years, isn’t it strange that none of our universities and colleges offer 
meaningful and comprehensive graduate courses in Vietnamese history, 
culture or language? But nearly every American university offers compre— 
hensive courses in European art, history, literature, languages. And, 
many offer doctorates in these fields. This must be changed. The
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realities of this century require us to know more about Asia, Africa 
and Latin America.

I believe that peace in Asia and in the world will be ultimately 
determined by the three great powers: the Soviet Union, the People’s 
Republic of China and the United States of America. We must learn to 
co-exist with these Communist powers. We must make every effort to 
increase our contacts with them. Our contacts with the Communist Chinese 
must occur in Peking and in Washington and not Furtively in Warsaw. It 
may be extremely difficult to rearrange our relationship with the 
Nationalist Chinese on Taiwan, but it would be foolish and dangerous to 
allow outmoded habits to guide our diplomacy as though nothing has changed. 
If it is our wish to resolve problems, we cannot ignore their source.

The alternative to co-existence may be destruction—mutual 
destruction.

If we are to have peace, we must begin to think the unthinkable. 
We must prepare ourselves for the day when there will be a Communist Chinese 
Ambassador residing in Washington and a Communist Chinese representative 
serving in the United Nations.

But if all this will result in the establishment of the age of 
peace in Asia, we should be willing to sacrifice and endure a little with 
patience and understanding.



12 November 1968

Colonel Donald E. Eastlake, Jr.
Headquarters
Rheinland Pfalz Support District
U.S. Army Communications Zone, Europe 
APO New York 09227

Dear Colonel Estlake:

I extend warmest greetings from Hawaii to the officers, men 
and ladies of the Rheinland Pfalz Support District for an 
enjoyable annual luau in Kaiserslautern, Germany.

It is gratifying to our Aloha State to know that the spirit 
of Aloha which is symbolized by the Hawaiian luau, its music 
and hula, is being fostered in far-away Germany.

I know that a little bit of Waikiki and impromptu Hawaiian 
chants and especially impromptu hulas by our true and adopted 
kamaainas and malihinis will make our Aloha from the 50th 
State a very rousing one.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



Headquarters

Rheinland Pfalz Support District

US Army Communications Zone, Europe 
APO New York 09227

COLONEL DONALD E. EASTLAKE, JR., COMMANDING

5 November 1968

Honorable Daniel K. Inouye
Senator from the State of Hawaii
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Senator Inouye:

On the 23rd of November 1968, officers, civilians and ladies 
of the Rheinland Pfalz Support District will hold their annual 
luau in Kaiserslautern, Germany. We are planning on a festive 
Hawaiian evening, good food, real poi from Hawaii and many hulas.

It would be greatly appreciated if you could send a message of 
greeting to our group. I would also appreciate it if you would 
send us a picture.

With all best wishes.

Aloha nui loa

DONALD E. EASTLAKE, JR
Colonel, Armor
Commanding

P.S.
Enclosed are some clippings from our last year’s Hawaiian luau.

The Pfalz [Fortress) pictured above, was constructed in 1326 on an island in the Rhine 
River to collect tolls from passing boats and barges. It is located near Kaub on the stretch 
of the river known as the Romantic Rhine; a part of Rheinland Pfalz Support District.



Friday. March 22, 1968 THE STARS ANO STRIPES

AT BAD KREUZNACH THEY HAD A LULU OF A LUAU . . .
Torches, tiki gods and Tahitian dancers were 
the order of the evening at the recent aloha 
party put on by the Officers and Civilians Club

there. Col. Donald E. Eastlake Jr., Rhineland 
district commander (above), leads men in an 
impromptu hula. —Army



Deutsch-amerikanische Hawaii-Nacht

„Eine Nacht in Hawaii" inszenierte der Kommandeur des Rheinland-Distrikts, US- 
Oberst Donald E. Eastlake, fur seine amerikanischen und deutschen Mitarbeiter im 
US-Offiziersclub sowie eine Reihe Ehrengaste. Vom Hauptquartier USACOMZEUR 
waren die Generalmajore Robert C. Kyser und John S. Hughes erschienen, die 8. US- 
Infanteriedivision war durch ihren Kommandeur, Generalmajor George L. Mabry, 
sowie Brigadegeneral Donald A. Ward und Stabschef Oberst Stephen E. Cavanaugh 
vertreten. Von deutscher Seite waren u. a. Landrat Hans Schumm, Oberbiirgermeister 
Peter Fink und Biirgermeister Albert Schmidt der Einladung gefolgt. Der Rheinland- 
Distrikt hatte keine Miihen gescheut, um in der Saalausstattung, mit den dargebotenen 
Geniissen und dem mit eigenen Kraften — vor allem Offiziersfrauen — bestrittenen 
Programm echte Hawaii-Atmosphare in den Offiziersclub zu bringen. Brennende 
Pylonen am Eingang, Blumenketten fiir die Besucher, die sich mit ihrer bunten Klei- 
dung dem Festcharakter angepaBt hatten, und ein marchenhaft ausgestatteter Saal 
lieBen tatsachlich fast vergessen, in welch nordlichen Breiten hier getafelt wurde. 
Unsere Aufnahme: Landrat Schumm (links) und Oberbiirgermeister Fink (rechts) mit 
Colonel Eastlake. Foto: US-Army/Reidenbach



ARMY TIMES (EUROPE) 9AMAY 1, 1968

Culture of Hawaii 

Comes to German City

BAD KREUZNACH, Germ 
—any—Rhineland District
brought the spirit of “Aloha” 
halfway round the world to a 
lavish luau held recently in 
the Officers' and Civilians'’ 
Club here. With torches, tiki 
gods and Tahitian dancers, 
the club was the next best 
thing to Waikiki itself.

Guests of honor were among 
the colorfully-clad “Hawaiians.” 
From U.S. Army Communica-

tions Zone, Europe (ComZ) head-
quarters were Maj. Gen. and 
Mrs. R. Kyser, CG; Maj. Gen. 
and Mrs. John S. Hughes, deputy 
commanding general, Area Sup-
port.

From 8th Inf. Div. were Maj. 
Gen. and Mrs. George L. Mabry, 
CG; Brig. Gen. and Mrs. Donald 
A. Ward, deputy commander. 
Cot and Mrs. Stephen Cavan-
augh, chief of staff. German 
guests from Bad Kreuznach were 
Hans Schumm, county commie- 
lioner; Peter Fink, lord mayor.

and Mrs. Fink; Albert Schmidt, 
mayor, and his daughter.

When the food was ready, 
the sound at a couch shell 
blown by CoL Donald E. East-
lake Jr., Rhineland Disk com-
mander, summoned guests to 
long low tables where they 
were seated on soft cushions

They were served typical luau 
food, everything from Hawaiian 
pel (a paste mode at taro root) to 
pineapple.

CHORUS line of 
Hawaiian danc-
ers, left, is head-
ed by Col. Do-
nald Eastlake Jr. 
Above right, 
Lord Mayor Pe-
ter Fink presents 
book of Bad 
Kreuznach to 
COMZ CG Maj. 
Gen. Robert Ky-
ser while wives 
watch. Right, 
Mrs. Eastlake 
entertains with 
Tahitian dance.



Zu einem „Inselfest auf Hawaii" hatte Colonel Eastlake Offiziere und Angestellte in 
den Amerikanischen Offiziersklub eingeladen. Triiger des Festes war der Rheinland- 
District der US-Armee. Neben den Generalen Kayer (Worms), dem Kommandeur der 
8Th. Infanterie-Division General Mabry und vielen ranghohen Offizieren sah man auch 
Landrat Schumm, Oberbiirgermeister Fink und zahlreiche andere deutsche Gaste. Zwei 
brennenden Fackeln am Eingang des Offiziersheims lieBen schon auf einen ungewiihn- 
lichen Abend schlieBen, aber kaum ahnen, wie schon er werden wiirde. Mil auBer- 
ordentlich viel Geschmack und Geschick war das Offlziersheim in eine Hawaii-Insel 
verwandelt worden und Hawaii-T&nzerinnen — charmante Offiziersfrauen — lieBen 
die Illusion aufkommen, tatsachlich in einem anderen Erdteil zu sein. DaB auch der 
Humor nicht zu kurz kam, dafiir sorgten fiinf Offiziere — unter ihnen auch Colonel 
Eastlake. Es war ein Fest, das Gastgebern und Glisten sichtlich Freude machte. Und 
viele fanden erst sehr spat wieder aufs Festland zuriick.

Montag, 11. Marz 1968



25 October 1968

Mr. Albert Kawashige
Seicho No Ie
1333 Matlock Avenue
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Kawashige:

Thank you for your kind invitation to join members of your 
group this Sunday at your Kenshin Kai.

I regret that due to my absence from the State on this date,
I am unable to accept your invitation.

The emphasis of your organization upon the spiritual life and 
well-being of all is a code that we should all emulate. The 
inaugural of your three-day Lensei Kai is a testament to your 
devotion to spiritual improvement and uplift.

Please extend to all of your membership my sincere appreciation 
of their kind invitation to join them and my heartfelt best 
wishes and aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



14 October 1968

TO: 169th Aircraft Control and Warning Squadron
Hawaii Air National Guard

FROM: United States Senator Daniel K. Inouye

I wish to extend to the officers and men of the 169th 
Aircraft Control and Warning Squadron, Hawaii Air National 
Guard, my sincerest congratulations on the observance of its 
12th Anniversary.

I believe that the members of this outstanding squadron 
can be justly proud of its effective, efficient history of 
service through the years. I am sure the present complement 
of the squadron and other complements of the future will con— 
tinue to carry on its outstanding record and accomplishments 
for many anniversaries to come.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE



9 October 1968

Mr. Zerbe Martin
151 Kupaa Street
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Mr. Martin:

I wish to express to you my heartfelt condolences on the passing 
of your beloved wife Mildred.

I know that mortal man does not have adequate words to express 
sympathy and solace, but earnestly hope that the remembrances 
of things past will sustain you, in some small measure, in this 
time of sorrow.

Sincerely,

DAN INOUYE





NO 19 BB 58 CNT PCTN. HONOLULU OAHU 2 1018A

TF782931
MRS KIYO NAKAHARA AND FAMILY
C/O THOMAS NAKAHARA
PAAUILOHAWAII

I WISH TO EXPRESS MY HEARTFELT CONDOLENCES TO YOU 
AND YOUR FAMILY ON THE PASSING OF YOUR BELOVED 
HUSBAND AND FATHER I HOPE SINCERELY THAT MEMORIES 
OF YOUR LIVES TOGETHER WILL SUSTAIN YOU, IN SOME 
SMALL MEASURE, DURING THIS TRYING PERIOD OF SORROW 
SINCERELY

DAN INOUYE

CONFIRMATION



7 October 1968

Postmistress Toshie Nagata
Mountain View Post Office
Mountain View, Hawaii 96771

Dear Postmistress Nagata:

I wish to extend my congratulations to you, your staff and 
the community on the dedication of your Mountain View Post 
Office building.

This new development is another example of the progress of 
government in collectively providing the facilities and 
service to the people of our community. I am certain that 
we can anticipate the full utilization and enjoyment by the 
community of the building we dedicate today.

Please extend my warmest aloha and best wishes for further 
progress and achievement.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



7 October 1968

Mr. Mitsugi Inaba, Secretary
Big Island Chapter, Hawaii Credit

Union League
P. 0. Box 757
Kealakekua, Hawaii 96750

Dear Mr. Inaba:

I regret sincerely my inability to be personally present at 
your Credit Union Day celebration.

I would appreciate your extending to the Big Island Chapter, 
Hawaii Credit Union League, my gratitude for your cordial 
invitation and my best wishes and warmest aloha for an enjoy— 
able luau and continued success of your credit union chapter.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



25 September 1968

Consul General and Mrs. Akira Yoshioka
Honolulu
Hawaii

Dear Consul General and Mrs. Yoshioka:

I regret my inability to be personally present to welcome you 
and Mrs. Yoshioka to our Aloha State.

We in Hawaii are grateful for the diplomatic relations and 
participation between Japan and the United States which have 
been engendered by the Japanese Consulate in the most cordial 
and personal manner. The Consulate in Hawaii is truly an 
effective tie that binds the mutual interests of both govern— 
ments and their people.

I extend to you and Mrs. Yoshioka my most heartfelt welcome 
and best wishes for continued success in Hawaii.

Warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE 
United States Senator

DKI:eyh



Speech by Senator Daniel K. Inouye
1968 Annual Hawaii Trucking Association

Convention - Honolulu
Saturday, September 28, 1968

WITHIN A FOUR DAY PERIOD EARLY THIS YEAR, TWO OIL

TANKERS OF ABOUT EQUAL SIZE RAN AGROUND CLOSE TO MAJOR

RESORT AREAS, EACH INITIALLY SPEWING OUT ABOUT ONE MILLION

GALLONS OF ITS CARGO INTO THE SEA. WE ALL REMEMBER THE

CASE OF THE TORREY CANYON, THE 119,000 TON SUPERTANKER THAT 

BROKE UP OFF THE COAST OF BRITAIN. SOME 2. 5 MILLION GALLONS

OF CHEMICALS WERE SPRAYED OVER THE RESULTING OIL SLICK BY

42 SHIPS; ROYAL NAVY AND ROYAL AIR FORCE PLANES BLASTED THE

 SHIP WITH 160,000 POUNDS OF BOMBS AND ROCKETS, DUMPED 10,000

GALLONS OF JET FUEL AND 3, 000 GALLONS OF NAPALM INTO THE OIL IN

AN EFFORT TO BURN IT UP, AND BRITISH ARMY UNITS WERE MOBILIZED 

TO CLEAN UP THE BEACHES. ALL THESE EFFORTS WERE OF LITTLE

AVAIL AND DAMAGE CLAIMS



2

AVAIL, AND DAMAGE CLAIMS TO DATE TOTAL MORE THAN $20 MILLION.

THIS INCIDENT REPRESENTS ONE FORM OF WATER POLLUTION 

WHICH POSES A CONSTANT THREAT TO OUR TOURIST INDUSTRY HERE 

IN HAWAII. A COLLISON INVOLVING A TANKER OFF WAIKIKI COULD 

HAVE DISASTROUS RESULTS.

ONLY IN RECENT YEARS HAVE WE BEGUN TO BE CONCERNED 

WITH POLLUTION IN SUCH AREAS AS PEARL HARBOR WHICH IS CAUSED 

BY THE DISCHARGE OF RAW OR VIRTUALLY UNTREATED SEWAGE INTO 

THE OCEAN. YET A RASH OF SUDDEN ILLNESS AMONG OUR TOURIST 

POPULATION AT WAIKIKI WHICH COULD BE TRACED TO BACTERIAL 

POLLUTION COULD RESULT IN TOURIST INDUSTRY LOSSES RUNNING 

INTO THE MILLIONS.

HONOLULU IS FORTUNATE TO HAVE A WATER SUPPLY WHICH 

IS RELATIVELY FREE OF POLLUTANTS BECAUSE IT IS FILTERED

THROUGH VOLCANIC SOIL TO A LEVEL
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THROUGH VOLCANIC SOIL TO A LEVEL DEEP BELOW THE SURFACE.

YET EVEN THIS SUPPLY HAS ITS LIMITATIONS AND THE DAY WILL COME 

WHEN THIS STATE'S LARGEST COMMUNITY WILL HAVE TO REPURIFY 

AND REUSE WATER FOR DRINKING AND INDUSTRIAL PURPOSES UNLESS 

ECONOMICALLY ACCEPTABLE DESALTING PLANTS ARE DESIGNED TO 

CONVERT OCEAN WATER TO FRESH WATER.

MOST OF US TAKE WATER FOR GRANTED BUT WE TEND TO

FORGET THAT NATURE'S SUPPLY IS RELATIVELY FIXED WHILE WE

ARE CONSTANTLY CHALLENGED TO MEET INCREASING DEMANDS IN

A GROWTH ECONOMY.

WE ARE PART OF A NATION THAT IS BLESSED WITH GREAT

NATURAL RESOURCES RANGING FROM VAST FORESTS FILLED WITH 

WILDLIFE TO BROAD STREAMS AND LAKES WELL SUITED TO FISHING,

 SWIMMING, BOATING AND OTHER RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES.

THIS IS A HERITAGE WHICH WE
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THIS IS A HERITAGE WHICH WE ENJOY AND MUST PRESERVE FOR OUR 

CHILDREN.

BUT IN THE FIRST HALF OF THIS CENTURY WE HAVE FAILED 

TO APPRECIATE HOW AND WHY OUR VERY CIVILIZATION HAD BEGUN 

TO POISON OUR STREAMS AND LAKES, TURNING THEM INTO VERITABLE 

SEWERS, AND KILLING VARIOUS SPECIES OF AQUATIC LIFE SUCH 

AS BLUE CRABS AND OYSTERS.

EXTENSIVE STUDIES HAVE SHOWN US THAT MOST WATER 

POLLUTION COMES FROM TWO MAJOR SOURCES — CITIES AND FAC— 

TORIES. A RECENT SURVEY INDICATED THAT NEARLY 3,000 COMMUNI— 

TIES WITH A POPULATION OF SOME 30 MILLION DISCHARGED RAW OR 

INADEQUATELY TREATED SEWAGE INTO OUR STREAMS AND LAKES. 

TEN PERCENT OF THIS DISCHARGE COMES FROM THE CITY OF DETROIT 

ALONE. ONE OF OUR MAJOR STEEL COMPANIES DAILY DROPS

INTO LAKE MICHIGAN A MASSIVE
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INTO LAKE MICHIGAN A MASSIVE POISON PILL WHICH IS EQUIVALENT

OF 130,000 JUNKED CARS.

THE MONOGAHELA RIVER WHICH DRAINS THE MINING AND 

INDUSTRIAL AREAS OF WEST VIRGINIA AND PENNSYLVANIA EMPTIES 

THE EQUIVALENT OF 200,000 TONS OF SULPHURIC ACID ANNUALLY 

INTO THE OHIO RIVER, A SOURCE OF DRINKING WATER FOR DOZENS 

OF COMMUNITIES DOWNSTREAM.

THE 2,000 SQUARE MILE CENTER OF LAKE ERIE CONTAINS 

NO DISSOLVED OXYGEN. FISH CANNOT SURVIVE IN THIS WATER WHICH 

NOW SUPPORTS ONLY SUCH LOWLY CREATURES AS BLOODWORMS, 

SLUDGE WORMS, SOWBUGS AND BLOODSUCKERS.

MOST OF US THINK OF WISCONSIN AS A NATURAL VACATION— 

LAND YET A RECENT SURVEY OF 12 MAJOR RIVER BASINS IN SOUTH— 

EAST WISCONSIN FOUND NOT A SINGLE ONE WHERE THE WATER WAS

FIT FOR EVEN PARTIAL BODY
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FIT FOR EVEN PARTIAL BODY CONTACT, SUCH AS THAT EXPERI— 

ENCED BY FISHING OR WADING.

ONE OF OUR MIDWESTERN RIVERS IS SO POLLUTED WITH 

OIL THAT FIREBREAKS HAVE BEEN BUILT OUT INTO THE RIVER TO 

COMBAT FIRES WHICH PERIODICALLY BREAK OUT ON ITS SURFACE.

OUR ONCE CLEAR WATERS ARE BEING CONTAMINATED WITH

ACIDS FROM MINES, HUMAN AND ANIMAL WASTES, OIL, GASOLINE, 

PESTICIDES AND VARIOUS OTHER CHEMICALS, FERTILIZER, CIN— 

DERS, SILT FROM SOIL EROSION, RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL, AND A 

HOST OF OTHER POLLUTANTS.

THIS NATION USES MORE THAN 700 MILLION TONS OF 

PESTICIDES EACH YEAR YET SCIENTISTS TELL US THAT ONE PART OF 

DDT IN ONE BILLION PARTS OF WATER CAN BE A DEADLY CONCEN— 

TRATION FOR BLUE CRABS. THIS VERY SLIGHT POLLUTION WILL

KILL THE CRABS WITHIN EIGHT DAYS.
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KILLS THE CRABS WITHIN EIGHT DAYS. DDT RESIDUE HAS BEEN 

FOUND IN PENGUINS IN THE ANTARTIC, IN REINDEER IN ALASKA, 

AND IN SEALS AND FISH CAUGHT IN THE REMOTE REACHES OF THE 

PACIFIC.

THE LIST IS ENDLESS BUT I HOPE THAT I HAVE MADE MY

POINT. MAN HAS PROVED TO BE THE WORST ENEMY OF HIS 

ENVIRONMENT. BUT HE STILL HAS IT WITHIN HIS POWER TO 

REPAIR WHAT IN MANY CASES IS ALMOST IRREPARABLE DAMAGE 

AND WIDESPREAD PUBLIC CONCERN HAS HAD ITS IMPACT IN 

WASHINGTON AND AT THE STATE AND LOCAL LEVELS THROUGHOUT 

THE COUNTRY.

WE KNOW THAT OUR PRESENT WATER CONSUMPTION FOR

ALL PURPOSES, IS APPROXIMATELY 370 BILLION GALLONS PER YEAR.

THESE USES ARE EXPECTED TO REACH A TOTAL OF 600 BILLION

GALLONS DAILY BY 1980. OBVIOUSLY WATER WILL HAVE TO BE

REUSED ON A LARGER AND LARGER
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REUSED ON A LARGER AND LARGER SCALE.

IT IS ESTIMATED THAT GOVERNMENT AND INDUSTRY

MUST SPEND SOME $25 BILLION DURING THE NEXT FIVE YEARS TO

BUILD AND MAINTAIN WASTE TREATMENT FACILITIES REQUIRED

TO MEET STATE WATER QUALITY STANDARDS APPROVED BY THE 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. WHILE THIS IS A STAGGERING

SUM, CONSIDER THE FACT THAT WATER POLLUTION IS BELIEVED

TO COST THIS COUNTRY SOME $12 BILLION ANNUALLY AT THE 

PRESENT TIME.

IT SHOULD BE REMEMBERED THAT THE FIRST PERMANENT

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL LEGISLATION WAS NOT ENACTED UNTIL 

1956. WE NOW HAVE AN EFFECTIVE WATER QUALITY ACT WHICH

IS BEING ADMINISTERED BY THE FEDERAL WATER POLLUTION CON—

TROL ADMINISTRATION. THIS ACT, TOGETHER WITH THE CLEAN

WATER RESTORATION ACT,
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WATER RESTORATION ACT, MARKS THE BEGINNING OF A NEW ERA 

FOR WATER POLLUTION CONTROL.

WE SEEK TO PROVIDE A SUPPLY OF WATER OF ADEQUATE

QUALITY FOR ALL BENEFICIAL PURPOSES, INCLUDING PUBLIC 

WATER SUPPLY, PROPAGATION OF FISH AND ASQUATIC LIFE, 

RECREATIONAL PURPOSES AND AGRICULTURAL AND INDUSTRIAL 

USES.

PERHAPS ONE DAY WE SHALL ONCE AGAIN BE ABLE TO ’

TAKE WATER FOR GRANTED AND OUR CHILDREN WILL CHERISH

THE HERITAGE WE HAVE LEFT THEM, BUT ONLY IF PEOPLE SUCH 

AS YOURSELVES WILL SUPPORT COMMUNITY EFFORTS IN THIS 

DIRECTION.

AS I TURN TO YET ANOTHER SUBJECT FOR YOUR CONSID—

ERATION, I AM REMINDED OF A POPULAR TELEVISION COMMERICAL

NOW TICKLING THE SENSITIVITIES
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NOW TICKLING THE SENSITIVITIES OF LATE EVENING TELEVISION

ADDICTS. THIS COMMERCIAL DEALS WITH AN AFFLICTION KNOWN

AS " DRAGON MOUTH". THE SCENES VARY BUT A TYPICAL ONE GOES

LIKE THIS:

JUNIOR CREEPS INTO DAD'S ROOM IN THE MORNING TO WAKE

HIM UP AND IS SURPRISED TO SEE A THREE-FOOT FLAME EMANATING 

FROM HIS FATHER'S TONSILS.

"DAD" HE SCREAMS, "YOU'VE GOT A DRAGON IN YOUR MOUTH!"

DAD DOESN'T DOUBT IT FOR A BIT BECAUSE THE NIGHT

BEFORE HE HAD TWO BOWLS OF CHILI, A LARGE PIZZA, A FEW BOWLS

OF PEANUTS AND SEVERAL BEERS. HE DOES INDEED HAVE A DRAGON

IN THIS MOUTH. JUNIOR IS QUICK TO TELL DAD HOW TO KILL THE 

DRAGON -- WITH THE RIGHT TOOTHPASTE.

UNFORTUNATELY MILLIONS OF
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UNFORTUNATELY MILLIONS OF AMERICANS WHO LIVE IN 

URBAN CENTERS HAVE A DRAGON IN THEIR MOUTHS, BUT THEY CAN'T 

GET RID OF IT. THAT DRAGON IS AIR POLLUTION AND IT ATTACKS 

THEIR EYES, EARS, NOSE AND THROAT -- THEIR ENTIRE RESPIRATORY 

SYSTEM.

I KNOW IT'S DIFFICULT TO INTEREST MILLIONS OF CITIZENS 

IN OUR AIR POLLUTION PROBLEMS WHEN THEY SPEND EVERY WAKING 

HOUR FILLING THEIR LUNGS WITH SMOKE BY CHOICE. BUT THEY ARE 

BEGINNING TO COME AROUND --TO SHOW INTEREST IN TACKLING 

THIS PROBLEM --IF ONLY FOR ECONOMIC REASONS -- BECAUSE AIR 

POLLUTION COSTS MONEY. SOME ESTIMATES RUN AS HIGH AS $11

BILLION A YEAR AND THAT'S APPROXIMATELY 10 PERCENT OF OUR 

NATIONAL BUDGET.

IT'S BEEN SAID THAT WE AMERICANS



IT'S BEEN SAID THAT WE AMERICANS HAVE THE HIGHEST 

STANDARD OF LIVING AND DIRTIEST AIR IN THE WORLD. THAT' S 

UNDERSTANDABLE BECAUSE WE ARE UNDERGOING -- AND HAVE BEEN 

FOR SOME YEARS NOW -- UNPRECEDENTED ECONOMIC EXPANSION 

AND TECHNOLOGICAL PROGRESS. WHILE WE WELCOME THE CREATION 

OF AN AFFLUENT SOCIETY, WE DO NOT ENJOY THE MAN-MADE MURK

WHICH ENVELOPS MANY OF OUR CITIES BECAUSE OF OUR RAPID 

INDUSTRIAL GROWTH.

THE MORE SERIOUS CHARGE THAT CAN BE LEVELED AGAINST 

AIR POLLUTION IS THAT IT ENDANGERS OUR HEALTH. IT HAS BEEN 

ASSOCIATED WITH THE OCCURRENCE AND WORSENING OF SUCH CHRONIC 

RESPIRATORY DISEASES AS ASTHMA, BRONCHITIS, EMPHYSEMA AND 

LUNG CANCER, AND IT MAY EVEN HAVE A DIRECT RELATIONSHIP 

WITH THE COMMON COLD WHICH CAUSES US MILLIONS OF LOST MAN

HOURS EACH YEAR.



HOURS EACH YEAR.

BUT IF AIR POLLUTANTS DAMAGE THE HUMAN BODY, THEY

ARE EQUALLY DEADLY WHEN THEY MOVE IN ON ANIMALS, VEGETABLE

CROPS, ORNAMENTAL PLANTS, FORESTS, WOOD, METAL AND STONE

BUILDINGS, CLOTHING, FURNITURE AND VARIOUS TYPES OF FABRICS.

HERE THE LOSSES ARE CHIEFLY ECONOMIC BUT THEY ARE NONETHE—

LESS OF SERIOUS IMPORT. WHETHER YOU'RE PAYING MORE FOR

 CLEANING BUILDINGS OR DRESSES, THERE IS NO REASON WHY YOU

SHOULD HAVE TO CONTINUE TO ENDURE THESE EXPENSES.

AIR POLLUTION CAN CONTRIBUTE TO URBAN DECAY AND

THEREBY LOWER REAL ESTATE VALUES AND IT MAY HAVE EFFECTS

WHICH ARE NOT COMPLETELY CLEAR TO US AT THIS TIME, SUCH AS

IMPAIRING THE EFFICIENCY OF DRIVERS AND THEREBY ENDANGERING 

MORE LIVES ON THE HIGHWAY.

I HOPE THAT THESE REMARKS WILL NOT
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I HOPE THAT THESE REMARKS WILL NOT RAISE ANY HACKLES 

IN THE AUDIENCE BECAUSE TRUCKS ARE NOT CHIEF CONTRIBUTORS 

TO THE AIR POLLUTION PROBLEM NOR DO THEY COME CLOSE. 

INDUSTRY IS THE MAIN CULPRIT IN OUR LARGE CITIES AND HIGH CON— 

CENTRATIONS OF AUTOMOBILES ARE ALSO A SIGNIFICANT FACTOR.

ALTHOUGH WE IN HONOLULU ARE BLESSED WITH A

NATURAL AIR CONDITIONING SYSTEM -- THE TRADE WINDS WHICH 

USUALLY KEEP OUR SKIES CLEAN -- WE HAVE HAD SMOG PROBLEMS 

IN HONOLULU AND WE CANNOT AFFORD TO LET SUCH PROBLEMS 

TARNISH OUR IMAGE AS ONE OF THE WORLD'S GREAT VACATION 

CENTERS.

WASHINGTON, D.C. IS NOT A HIGHLY INDUSTRIALIZED COM— 

MUNITY AND YET SMOG DAILY LEAVES ITS MARK ON THE NATION'S 

CAPITAL. ONE OF MY STAFF MEMBERS RECENTLY BOUGHT HIS

FIRST CONVERTIBLE -- BUT IT MAY BE
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FIRST CONVERTIBLE -- BUT IT MAY BE HIS LAST. HE LEFT HIS 

CONVERTIBLE TOP DOWN ONE NIGHT AND CAME DOWN TO FIND 

THE UPHOLSTERY COVERED WITH A LAYER OF SOOTY GRIME. A 

CAR IN WASHINGTON THAT IS NOT WASHED AT LEAST ONCE A WEEK 

AT A COST OF $1.75 AND UP APPEARS TO HAVE JUST ARRIVED AFTER 

CROSSING THE SAHARA DESERT. LAST YEAR WASHINGTON SENATORS 

GAMES WERE DELAYED ON OCCASION WHEN BLACK CLOUDS OF 

SMOKE FROM THE CITY DUMP ROLLED INTO D.C. STADIUM, CUTTING 

VISIBILITY TO A POINT WHERE THE PITCHER COULD NOT SEE THE 

BATTER.

IN ONE YEAR ON THE HEAVILY TRAVELED NEW JERSEY 

TURNPIKE LEADING OUT OF NEW YORK CITY THERE WERE 23 ATMOS— 

PHERIC BLACKOUTS — SMOG SO THICK THAT TRAFFIC HAD TO BE 

HALTED UNTIL VISIBILITY IMPROVED.

THE PROBLEM IS GOING TO GET ANYTHING
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THE PROBLEM IS GOING TO GET ANYTHING BUT BETTER 

UNLESS LOCAL COMMUNITIES ACT NOW TO REDUCE AIR POLLUTION. 

THE GENERATION OF ELECTRICITY IS EXPECTED TO DOUBLE IN 

15 YEARS AS IS THE BURNING OF COAL AND NATURAL GAS. THE

 BURNING OF FUEL OIL WILL TRIPLE IN THE SAME PERIOD.

THE AMOUNT OF CARBON DIOXIDE IN OUR ATMOSPHERE

IS EXPECTED TO INCREASE BY 25 PERCENT BY THE YEAR 2,000.

THIS LITTLE STATISTIC MAY SEEM INSIGNIFICANT BUT SOME SCIENTISTS

BELIEVE IT COULD EFFECT INTERNATIONAL WEATHER PATTERNS

AND THAT MEANS IF COULD AFFECT US HERE IN HAWAII.

WE HAVE ADOPTED AN AIR QUALITY ACT AND A CLEAN AIR

ACT IN WASHINGTON AND ALL KINDS OF TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL 

ASSISTANCE ARE BEING OFFERED AT STATE AND LOCAL LEVELS.

INDUSTRY IS DEVELOPING MANY
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INDUSTRY IS DEVELOPING MANY TECHNICAL DEVICES TO

ABATE AIR POLLUTION BY INTERNAL COMBUSTION ENGINES AND ALL 

1968 AUTOMOBILES ARE EQUIPPED WITH SUCH DEVICES. WE HAVE 

LEARNED HOW TO REMOVE SULPHUR FROM COAL AND FUEL OILS 

BUT WE HAVE ENCOUNTERED CERTAIN ECONOMIC LIMITATIONS FOR 

WHICH NEW SOLUTIONS MUST BE SOUGHT. EXPERIMENTAL ELECTRIC 

AND STEAM CARS ARE NOW ON THE ROAD AND MAYBE MARKETABLE 

BY 1980 AT A PRICE WITHIN REACH OF MOST URBAN DWELLERS FOR 

INTRA-CITY COMMUTING PURPOSES.

OUR GOALS ARE SIMPLE ONES.

WE WANT TO ELIMINATE ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS AIR POL— 

LUTION HAS ON THE HEALTH OF OUR CITIZENS.

WE WANT TO RID THE ATMOSPHERE OF ANNOYING TASTES 

AND ODORS.

WE WANT TO STOP DAMAGE TO PLANT LIFE, ANIMALS AND

PROPERTY: WE WANT TO AVOID
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PROPERTY.

WE WANT TO AVOID NEEDLESS REDUCTIONS IN VISIBILITY.

WE WANT CLEAN AIR TO ENJOY CLEAN CLOTHES AND HOUSE 

FURNISHINGS.

THESE GOALS ARE GOOD FOR THE NATION — AND THEY ARE 

GOOD FOR HAWAII.

I HOPE THAT EACH OF YOU WILL JOIN THE BATTLE AGAINST

AIR POLLUTION AND BRING CLEAN AIR BACK TO ALL AMERICA.

###



17 September 1968

Mr. Hiroshi Tanaka
c/o Mr. George Inouye
P. 0. Box 1501
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Scrub:

I regret that I am unable to join your many friends in Hawaii 
at your testimonial luau.

However, I wish to extend to you my appreciation and admiration 
of your service as an administrator and as a political figure 
in local and State-wide industry and government.

I know that your activities as a public-spirited man of the 
community will be remembered by the multitude of people you 
have aided in your selfless manner.

Best wishes and warmest aloha.

Sincerely,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

DKI:eyh
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My fellow Americans:

This is my country.

Many of us have fought hard for the right to say that. 

Many are struggling today from Harlem to Danang that they may 

say it with conviction.

This is our country.

And we are engaged in a time of great testing—testing 

whether this nation, or any nation conceived in liberty and 

dedicated to opportunity for all its citizens, can not only 

endure but continue to progress. The issue before all of us 

in such a time is how shall we discharge, how shall we honor 

our citizenship.

The keynote address at a national political convention 

traditionally calls for rousing oratory. I hope to be excused 

from this tradition tonight. For I do not view this occasion 

as one for either flamboyance or levity.

I believe the real reason we are gathered tonight is that 

there is a word called ’’commitment,” because we are committed 

to the future of our country and all our people, and because 

for that future, hope and faith are more needed now than pride 

in our party’s past.

For even as we emerge from an era of unsurpassed social 

and economic progress, Americans are clearly in no mood for
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counting either their blessings or their bank accounts.

We are still embarked on the longest unbroken journey 

of economic growth and prosperity in our history. Yet we are 

torn by dissension, and disrespect for our institutions and 

leaders is rife across the land.

In at least two of our greatest universities, learning 

has been brought to a halt by student rebellions; others of 

the student generation have publicly burned draft cards and 

even the American flag.

Crime has increased so that we are told one out of 

every three Americans is afraid to walk in his own neighborhood 

after dark.

Riot has bludgeoned many of our great cities, laying 

waste our streets, property and, most important, human lives. 

The smoke of destruction has even shrouded the dome of our 

Capitol, and in Washington the task of restoring order drew 

more than twice as many Federal troops as were involved in the 

defense of Khe Sanh in Vietnam.

Voices of angry protest are heard throughout the land, 

crying for all manner of freedoms. Yet our political leaders 

are picketed and some who cry loudest for freedom have sought 

to prevent cabinet officers from speaking in public.

None go so far as publicly to condone a politics of 

assassination. Yet assassins’ bullets have robbed our country 

of three great leaders within the last five years.

Why? What has gone wrong?
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Why—when we have at last had the courage to open the 

attack on the age-old curses of disease and ignorance, poverty 

and prejudice—why are the flags of anarchism being hoisted 

by leaders of the next generation? Why, when our maturing 

society welcomes and appreciates art as never before, are 

poets and painters so preponderantly hostile?

Some conveniently blame all our ills and agonies on a 

difficult and unpopular commitment overseas. The Vietnam war 

must end, they say, because it is an immoral war.

Of course, the war in Vietnam must be ended. It must 

be ended, as President Johnson said last March, by patient 

political negotiation rather than through victorious force of 

arms—even though this may be unpalatable for those raised in 

the tradition of glorious military victories. But like our 

other complex problems, this one must also be solved responsibly. 

Just as we shun irresponsible calls for total and devastating 

military victory, so must we guard against the illusion of an 

instant peace that has no chance of permanence.

Of course, the Vietnam war is immoral. Whether by the 

teachings of Moses, Christ or Buddha, all wars are immoral. 

During the Crusades, Christians in the name of Jesus Christ 

slaughtered innocent men, women and children and plundered 

their cities—because they were of another faith. These were 

immoral wars. In Vietnam we build schools across the country— 

side and feed the hungry in the cities. Our President has 

pledged massive sums in aid to all Vietnamese as an incentive
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to peace. And still it is an immoral war.

Perhaps by the time my four-year old son is grown, men 

will have learned to live by the Ten Commandments. But men 

have not yet renounced the use of force as a means to their 

objectives. And until they do, are we more immoral—if there 

be such a degree—to fracture our solemn commitments and then

 see our word doubted, not only by our friends abroad, but by 

our enemies? Knowing that this could lead to tragic miscalcu—

 lations, is it less immoral now to take the easier course

and gamble the lives of our sons and grandsons on the outcome?

These are not easy questions and perhaps there are no 

certain answers.

But when young people riot in China and Czechoslovakia 

as well as at Columbia, in Paris and Berlin as well as Berkeley, 

I doubt we can blame all the troubles of our times on Vietnam.

Other critics tell us of the revolution of rising 

expectations. They charge that it has reached such proportions 

that men now take it as an insult when they are asked to be 

reasonable in their desires and demands. If this is too often 

true as a generalization, it is all too frequently aimed 

particularly at our fellow citizens of African ancestry, whose 

aspirations have burst full-blown on us after more than 100 years 

of systematic racist deprivation.

As an American whose ancestors came from Japan, I have 

become accustomed to a question most recently asked by a
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prominent businessman concerned about the threat of riots 

in the cities and the resultant loss in life and property. 

’’Tell me,” he said, "Why can’t the Negro be like you?”

First , because although my skin is yellow, it is not 

black. In this country, the color of my skin does not ignite 

prejudices which have smoldered for generations. Second, 

although my grandfather came to this country in poverty, he 

came without shackles, as a free man enjoying certain consti— 

tutional rights under the American flag. Third, my grand— 

father’s family was not shattered as individual members of 

it were sold as chattel or used as security on loans. Fourth, 

although others of my ancestry were interned behind barbed wire 

during World War II, neither my parents nor I were forced by 

covenants and circumstances to live in ghettos.

Unlike those of my ancestry, the Negro’s unemployment 

rate is triple the national average. The mortality rate of 

his children is more than twice that of white children. He 

often pays more for his miserable tenement than comparable 

space costs in the white suburbs. He is likely to pay more 

for his groceries, more for his furniture, more for his liquor 

and more for his credit. Today many thousands of our black 

brothers return from Vietnam with medals of valor. Some of . 

them have been crippled in service of their country. But too 

often they return to economic and social circumstances that 

are barely, if at all, improved over those they left.

Is it any wonder that the Negro questions whether his 

place in our country’s white history books will be any less
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forgotten than were the contributions of his ancestors?

Is it any wonder that Negroes find it hard to wait another 

hundred years before they are accepted as full citizens in 

our free society?

Of course, expectations are rising—and rising faster 

than we in our imperfect world can fulfill them.

The revolution we in the United States are experiencing 

was born of democratic processes that not only accommodate 

economic progress and social mobility, but actively encourage 

them. But it is important to remember that these expectations 

are the children of progress and that today’s restlessness 

has been nurtured by our very real achievements. Out of these 

should emerge a brighter, better society than we have known.

Nowhere is this clearer than in the situation of our 

young people today. The success of our economic system has 

freed them in ever-increasing numbers from the tragedies of 

premature mortality and early labor. It has built the schools 

in which they are being educated to higher levels than ever 

in the world’s history. And this progress has been achieved 

in a political system which not only admits but safeguards 

the right of dissent.

So it should hardly surprise us when the children of 

such progress demand to be heard when they become aware of 

inequities still to be corrected. Neither should we fear their 

voices. On the contrary, whether we know it or not, the marching 

feet of youth have led us into a new era of politics and we can 

never turn back.
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What should concern us is something far more 

fundamental. The true dimension of the challenge facing us 

is a loss of faith. I do not mean simply a loss of religious 

faith, although this erosion is a major contributor to our 

unease. I mean a loss of faith in our country, its purposes 

and its institutions. I mean a retreat from the responsibilities 

of citizenship.

The plain fact is that in the face of complexity and 

frustration, too many Americans have drifted into the use of 

power for purely destructive purposes. Too many Americans 

have come to believe it is their right to decide, as individuals, 

which of our laws they will obey and which they will violate.

I do not mean to say that all our laws are just. They 

are not. I do not mean to suggest that protest against unjust 

laws is not proper. Performed in an orderly manner, the right 

to protest is a cornerstone of our system. Men must have the 

opportunity to be heard, even when their views are extreme and, 

in a lesser country, dangerous. I, too, have spoken against 

laws I considered wrong. I am sure I will speak—and vote— 

against many more.

But I have not burned my birth certificate and I will 

not renounce my citizenship.

Those who would do such things are relatively few. But 

there is a much larger number who in the face of change and 

disorder have retreated into disengagement and quiet despair. 

Less destructively but no less surely, such men are also



8

retreating from the responsibilities of citizenship.

Now let us not deceive ourselves about the consequences 

of such abdication. It is anarchy. It is a state in which 

each individual demands instant compliance with his own 

desires. From there it is but a short step to the assumption 

by each individual of the right to decide which of his 

neighbors shall live and which shall not. So accelerates 

the sickening spiral of violence which has already cost us 

John F. Kennedy, Martin Luther King, Jr., and Robert F. Kennedy.

We have been told that the revolts are against ’’the 

system," that "the establishment" must be torn down. But in 

Paris recently, students cut down hundred-year old trees to 

erect temporary street barricades. Those trees had lived 

through two world wars. Some of them had even survived the 

Revolution of 1848. Were the goals of these students served 

by the destruction of those trees? How long will it take for 

their beauty and the vitality they symbolized to grow again? 

What trees did the students plant in their place?

If we cut down our institutions, public and private, 

and with indifference starve the systems which have given us 

our achievements, who will feed the hungry? Who will train 

the unskilled? Who will supply the Jobs that mean opportunity 

for the generation whose voices are not yet heard? Who will 

launch the Marshall Plan needed to rebuild our cities and open 

opportunity for all Americans?
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These undertakings are too great for individuals going 

their separate ways.

Finally, let us remember that even anarchy is only a 

way station. Man the social animal has always craved order. 

He has made the most essential function of his government 

the maintenance of some level of order. Chaos and anarchy 

have never been more than preludes to totalitarianism. 

Tyrants like Adolph Hitler have taught us this before.

So let us reject violence as a means of protest. And 

let us reject those who preach violence. Let us not tempt 

those who would hide the evil face of racism behind the mask 

of law and order.

Let us also resist the temptation to apathy. We can 

never cure the causes of violence with indifference. But let 

us remember, that to permit anarchy and violence to destroy 

our cities is to spark the beginning of a cancerous growth of 

doubt, suspicion, fear and hatred that will gradually infect 

the entire populace. Violence and anarchy will make our task 

even more difficult. Poverty, discrimination and deprivation, 

as evil as they are, do not justify anarchy or violence, 

looting or burning, murder or assassination. Law and order 

must be respected and maintained to protect the rights of all 

citizens.

Let us look instead at how much we have already built, 

and then get on with our work.

At a time when the sound of guns is still heard in some
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areas of the world, we have laid in place such building 

blocks of mankind’s survival as the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 

of 1963, the banning of atomic weapons in space in 1967, and 

the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty in 1968. These are vital 

foundations of peace and we must build on them.

Under the health measures first proposed in the

Presidency of Harry S. Truman and passed during the Administra- 

tion of Lyndon B. Johnson, 20 million older Americans are now 

protected under Medicare. Our elder Americans can now live 

their autumn years in dignity and security. Infant mortality 

has declined to a new low, and federally funded community 

health centers are serving nearly 50 million Americans. These 

too are vital foundations. And on them we must build fuller 

lives for our people.

Since 1963, President Johnson has proposed and Congress has 

enacted more than 40 major new laws to foster education in our 

country. Since 1963, the Federal Government has tripled its 

investment in education and in the past four years alone invested 

twice what was spent in the previous one hundred. These are 

foundations from which the towers of human achievement can soar.

The last eleven years have seen the passage of the five 

civil rights bills passed in our entire history. I might note 

in passing that Lyndon Johnson is the author, chief architect 

or primary sponsor of each of them. When all summers are long 

and hot, it is well to remember that after 100 years the
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Emancipation Proclamation is finally becoming a reality.

And the occupants of some of our highest offices are testimony 

that black talent is just as important to us as white talent.

Working together, we have done much. Together, we can— 

and must—do much, much more.

Fellow Democrats, we are here tonight because in large 

part we share a faith in our country and in its processes of 

orderly, humanistic change.

Change and challenge should not deter us now; we have 

long been the party of change and challenge.

The need for new ideas and improved institutions should 

not deter us now; we have long been the party of new ideas.

That today’s crisis is one of the human spirit should 

not dismay us; we have long been the party which gave priority 

to the needs of human beings.

So let us go forward with the programs responsive to 

the needs of today and tomorrow.

Fellow Americans, this is our country. Its future is 

what we, its citizens, will make it.

We have much to do. Putting aside hatred on the one 

hand and timidity on the other, let us grow fresh faith in our 

purpose and new vigor in our citizenship.

Let us welcome the ideas and energies of the young and 

the talents and participation of all responsible men.

Let us plant trees and grow new opportunity. Let us 

build not only new buildings but new neighborhoods.
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And then let us live in them—all as full citizens, , 

all as brothers.

Thank you and Aloha.
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My fellow Americans:

This is my country.

Many of us have fought hard for the right to say that. 

Many are struggling today from Harlem to Danang that they may 

say it with conviction.

This is our country.

And we are engaged in a time of great testing—testing 

whether this nation, or any nation conceived in liberty and 

dedicated to opportunity for all its citizens, can not only 

endure but continue to progress. The issue before all of us 

in such a time is how shall we discharge, how shall we honor 

our citizenship.

The keynote address at a national political convention 

traditionally calls for rousing oratory. I hope to be excused 

from this tradition tonight. For I do not view this occasion 

as one for either flamboyance or levity.

I believe the real reason we are gathered tonight is that 

there is a word called ’'commitment,” because we are committed 

to the future of our country and all our people, and because 

for that future, hope and faith are more needed now than pride 

in our party’s past.

For even as we emerge from an era of unsurpassed social 

and economic progress, Americans are clearly in no mood for
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counting either their blessings or their bank accounts.

We are still embarked on the longest unbroken journey 

of economic growth and prosperity in our history. Yet we are 

torn by dissension, and disrespect for our institutions and 

leaders is rife across the land.

In at least two of our greatest universities, learning 

has been brought to a halt by student rebellions; others of 

the student generation have publicly burned draft cards and 

even the American flag.

Crime has increased so that we are told one out of 

every three Americans is afraid to walk in his own neighborhood 

after dark.

Riot has bludgeoned many of our great cities, laying 

waste our streets, property and, most important, human lives. 

The smoke of destruction has even shrouded the dome of our 

Capitol, and in Washington the task of restoring order drew 

more than twice as many Federal troops as were involved in the 

defense of Khe Sanh in Vietnam.

Voices of angry protest are heard throughout the land, 

crying for all manner of freedoms. Yet our political leaders 

are picketed and some who cry loudest for freedom have sought 

to prevent cabinet officers from speaking in public.

None go so far as publicly to condone a politics of 

assassination. Yet assassins’ bullets have robbed our country 

of three great leaders within the last five years.

Why? What has gone wrong?
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Why—when we have at last had the courage to open the 

attack on the age-old curses of disease and ignorance, poverty 

and prejudice—why are the flags of anarchism being hoisted 

by leaders of the next generation? Why, when our maturing 

society welcomes and appreciates art as never before, are 

poets and painters so preponderantly hostile?

Some conveniently blame all our ills and agonies on a 

difficult and unpopular commitment overseas. The Vietnam war 

must end, they say, because it is an immoral war.

Of course, the war in Vietnam must be ended. It must 

be ended, as President Johnson said last March, by patient 

political negotiation rather than through victorious force of 

arms—even though this may be unpalatable for those raised in 

the tradition of glorious military victories. But like our 

other complex problems, this one must also be solved responsibly. 

Just as we shun irresponsible calls for total and devastating 

military victory, so must we guard against the illusion of an 

instant peace that has no chance of permanence.

Of course, the Vietnam war is immoral. Whether by the 

teachings of Moses, Christ or Buddha, all wars are immoral. 

During the Crusades, Christians in the name of Jesus Christ 

slaughtered Innocent men, women and children and plundered 

their cities—because they were of another faith. These were 

immoral wars. In Vietnam we build schools across the country— 

side and feed the hungry in the cities. Our President has 

pledged massive sums in aid to all Vietnamese as an incentive
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to peace. And still it is an immoral war.

Perhaps by the time my four-year old son is grown, men 

will have learned to live by the Ten Commandments. But men 

have not yet renounced the use of force as a means to their 

objectives. And until they do, are we more immoral—if there 

be such a degree—to fracture our solemn commitments and then 

see our word doubted, not only by our friends abroad, but by 

our enemies? Knowing that this could lead to tragic miscalcu-

lations, is it less immoral now to take the easier course 

and gamble the lives of our sons and grandsons on the outcome?

These are not easy questions and perhaps there are no 

certain answers.

But when young people riot in China and Czechoslovakia 

as well as at Columbia, in Paris and Berlin as well as Berkeley, 

I doubt we can blame all the troubles of our times on Vietnam.

Other critics tell us of the revolution of rising 

expectations. They charge that it has reached such proportions 

that men now take it as an insult when they are asked to be 

reasonable in their desires and demands. If this is too often 

true as a generalization, it is all too frequently aimed 

particularly at our fellow citizens of African ancestry, whose 

aspirations have burst full-blown on us after more than 100 years 

of systematic racist deprivation.

As an American whose ancestors came from Japan, I have

become accustomed to a question most recently asked by a
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prominent businessman concerned about the threat of riots 

in the cities and the resultant loss in life and property. 

"Tell me," he said, "Why can’t the Negro be like you?"

First, because although my skin is yellow, it is not 

black. In this country, the color of my skin does not ignite 

prejudices which have smoldered for generations. Second, 

although my grandfather came to this country in poverty, he 

came without shackles, as a free man enjoying certain consti-

tutional rights under the American flag. Third, my grand-

father’s family was not shattered as individual members of 

it were sold as chattel or used as security on loans. Fourth, 

although others of my ancestry were interned behind barbed wire 

during World War II, neither my parents nor I were forced by 

covenants and circumstances to live in ghettos.

Unlike those of my ancestry, the Negro’s unemployment 

rate is triple the national average. The mortality rate of 

his children is more than twice that of white children. He 

often pays more for his miserable tenement than comparable 

space costs in the white suburbs. He is likely to pay more 

for his groceries, more for his furniture, more for his liquor 

and more for his credit. Today many thousands of our black 

brothers return from Vietnam with medals of valor. Some of 

them have been crippled in service of their country. But too 

often they return to economic and social circumstances that 

are barely, if at all, improved over those they left.

Is it any wonder that the Negro questions whether his 

place in our country’s white history books will be any less 



forgotten than were the contributions of his ancestors?

Is it any wonder that Negroes find it hard to wait another 

hundred years before they are accepted as full citizens in 

our free society?

Of course, expectations are rising—and rising faster 

than we in our imperfect world can fulfill them.

The revolution we in the United States are experiencing 

was born of democratic processes that not only accommodate 

economic progress and social mobility, but actively encourage 

them. But it is Important to remember that these expectations 

are the children of progress and that today’s restlessness 

has been nurtured by our very real achievements. Out of these 

should emerge a brighter, better society than we have known.

Nowhere is this clearer than in the situation of our 

young people today. The success of our economic system has 

freed them in ever-increasing numbers from the tragedies of 

premature mortality and early labor. It has built the schools 

in which they are being educated to higher levels than ever 

in the world’s history. And this progress has been achieved 

in a political system which not only admits but safeguards 

the right of dissent.

So it should hardly surprise us when the children of 

such progress demand to be heard when they become aware of 

inequities still to be corrected. Neither should we fear their 

voices. On the contrary, whether we know it or not, the marching 

feet of youth have led us into a new era of-politics and we can 

never turn back
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What should concern us is something far more 

fundamental. The true dimension of the challenge facing us 

is a loss of faith. I do not mean simply a loss of religious 

faith, although this erosion is a major contributor to our 

unease. I mean a loss of faith in our country, its purposes 

and its institutions. I mean a retreat from the responsibilities 

of citizenship.

The plain fact is that in the face of complexity and 

frustration, too many Americans have drifted into the use of 

power for purely destructive purposes. Too many Americans 

have come to believe it is their right to decide, as individuals, 

which of our laws they will obey and which they will violate.

I do not mean to say that all our laws are just. They 

are not. I do not mean to suggest that protest against unjust 

laws is not proper. Performed in an orderly manner, the right 

to protest is a cornerstone of our system. Men must have the 

opportunity to be heard, even when their views are extreme and, 

in a lesser country, dangerous. I, too, have spoken against 

laws I considered wrong. I am sure I will speak—and vote— 

against many more.

But I have not burned my birth certificate and I will 

not renounce my citizenship.

Those who would do such things are relatively few. But 

there is a much larger number who in the face of change and 

disorder have retreated into disengagement and quiet despair. 

Less destructively but no less surely, such men are also 
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retreating from the responsibilities of citizenship.

Now let us not deceive ourselves about the consequences 

of such abdication. It is anarchy. It is a state in which 

each individual demands instant compliance with his own 

desires. From there it is but a short step to the assumption 

by each individual of the right to decide which of his 

neighbors shall live and which shall not. So accelerates 

the sickening spiral of violence which has already cost us 

John F. Kennedy, Martin Luther King, Jr., and Robert F. Kennedy.

We have been told that the revolts are against "the 

system," that "the establishment" must be torn down. But in 

Paris recently, students cut down hundred year old trees to 

erect temporary street barricades. Those trees had lived 

through two world wars. Some of them had even survived the 

Revolution of 1848. Were the goals of these students served 

by the destruction of those trees? How long will it take for 

their beauty and the vitality they symbolized to grow again? 

What trees did the students plant in their place?

If we cut down our institutions, public and private, 

and with indifference starve the systems which have given us 

our achievements, who will feed the hungry? Who will train 

the unskilled? Who will supply the jobs that mean opportunity 

for the generation whose voices are not yet heard? Who will 

launch the Marshall Plan needed to rebuild our cities and open 

opportunity for all Americans?
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These undertakings are too great for individuals going 

their separate ways.

Finally, let us remember that even anarchy is only a 

way station. Man the social animal has always craved order. 

He has made the most essential function of his government 

the maintenance of some level of order. Chaos and anarchy 

have never been more than preludes to totalitarianism. 

Tyrants like Adolph Hitler have taught us this before.

So let us reject violence as a means of protest. And 

let us reject those who preach violence. Let us not tempt 

those who would hide the evil face of racism behind the mask 

of law and order.

Let us also resist the temptation to apathy. We can 

never cure the causes of violence with indifference. But let 

us remember, that to permit anarchy and violence to destroy 

our cities is to spark the beginning of a cancerous growth of 

doubt, suspicion, fear and hatred that will gradually infect 

the entire populace. Violence and anarchy will make our task 

even more difficult. Poverty, discrimination and deprivation, 

as evil as they are, do not justify anarchy or violence, 

looting or burning, murder or assassination. Law and order 

must be respected and maintained to protect the rights of all 

citizens.

Let us look instead at how much we have already built, 

and then get on with our work.

At a time when the sound of guns is still heard in some
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areas of the world, we have laid in place such building 

blocks of mankind’s survival as the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 

of 1963, the banning of atomic weapons in space in 1967, and 

the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty in 1968. These are vital 

foundations of peace and we must build on them.

Under the health measures first proposed in the

Presidency of Harry S. Truman and passed during the Administra-

tion of Lyndon B. Johnson, 20 million older Americans are now 

protected under Medicare. Our elder Americans can now live 

their autumn years in dignity and security. Infant mortality 

has declined to a new low, and federally funded community 

health centers are serving nearly 50 million Americans. These 

too are vital foundations. And on them we must build fuller 

lives for our people.

Since 1963, President Johnson has proposed and Congress has 

enacted more than 40 major new laws to foster education in our 

country. Since 1963, the Federal Government has tripled its 

investment in education and in the past four years alone invested 

twice what was spent in the previous one hundred. These are 

foundations from which the towers of human achievement can soar.

The last eleven years have seen the passage of the five 

civil rights bills passed in our entire history. I might note 

in passing that Lyndon Johnson is the author, chief architect 

or primary sponsor of each of them. When all summers are long 

and hot, it is well to remember that after 100 years the
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Emancipation Proclamation is finally becoming a reality.

And the occupants of some of our highest offices are testimony 

that black talent is just as important to us as white talent.

Working together, we have done much. Together, we can— 

and must—do much, much more.

Fellow Democrats, we are here tonight because in large 

part we share a faith in our country and in its processes of 

orderly, humanistic change.

Change and challenge should not deter us now; we have 

long been the party of change and challenge.

The need for new ideas and improved institutions should 

not deter us now; we have long been the party of new ideas.

That today’s crisis is one of the human spirit should 

not dismay us; we have long been the party which gave priority 

to the needs of human beings.

So let us go forward with the programs responsive to 

the needs of today and tomorrow.

Fellow Americans, this is our country. Its future is 

what we, its citizens, will make it.

We have much to do. Putting aside hatred on the one 

hand and timidity on the other, let us grow fresh faith in our 

purpose and new vigor in our citizenship.

Let us welcome the ideas and energies of the young and 

the talents and participation of all responsible men.

Let us plant trees and grow new opportunity. Let us

build not only new buildings but new neighborhoods



And then let us live in them—all as full citizens,

all as brothers.

Thank you and Aloha.
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My fellow Americans:

This is my country.

Many of us have fought hard for the right to say that. 

Many are struggling today from Harlem to Danang that they may 

say it with conviction.

This is our country.

And we are engaged in a time of great testing—testing 

whether this nation, or any nation conceived in liberty and 

dedicated to opportunity for all its citizens, can not only 

endure but continue to progress. The issue before all of us 

in such a time is how shall we discharge, how shall we honor 

our citizenship.

The keynote address at a national political convention 

traditionally calls for rousing oratory. I hope to be excused 

from this tradition tonight. For I do not view this occasion 

as one for either flamboyance or levity.

I believe the real reason we are gathered tonight is that 

there is a word called "commitment," because we are committed 

to the future of our country and all our people, and because 

for that future, hope and faith are more needed now than pride 

in our party’s past.

For even as we emerge from an era of unsurpassed social

and economic progress, Americans are clearly in no mood for 
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counting either their blessings or their bank accounts.

We are still embarked on the longest unbroken Journey 

of economic growth and prosperity in our history. Yet we are 

torn by dissension, and disrespect for our institutions and 

leaders is rife across the land.

In at least two of our greatest universities, learning 

has been brought to a halt by student rebellions; others of 

the student generation have publicly burned draft cards and 

even the American flag.

Crime has Increased so that we are told one out of 

every three Americans is afraid to walk in his own neighborhood 

after dark.

Riot has bludgeoned many of our great cities, laying 

waste our streets, property and, most important, human lives. 

The smoke of destruction has even shrouded the dome of our 

Capitol, and in Washington the task of restoring order drew 

more than twice as many Federal troops as were involved in the 

defense of Khe Sanh in Vietnam.

Voices of angry protest are heard throughout the land, 

crying for all manner of freedoms. Yet our political leaders 

are picketed and some who cry loudest for freedom have sought 

to prevent cabinet officers from speaking in public.

None go so far as publicly to condone a politics of 

assassination. Yet assassins’ bullets have robbed our country 

of three great leaders within the last five years.

Why? What has gone wrong?



Why—-when we have at last had the courage to open the 

attack on the age-old curses of disease and ignorance, poverty 

and prejudice—why are the flags of anarchism being hoisted 

by leaders of the next generation? Why, when our maturing 

society welcomes and appreciates art as never before, are 

poets and painters so preponderantly hostile?

Some conveniently blame all our ills and agonies on a 

difficult and unpopular commitment overseas. The Vietnam war 

must end, they say, because it is an immoral war.

Of course, the war in Vietnam must be ended. It must

be ended, as President Johnson said last March, by patient 

political negotiation rather than through victorious force of 

arms—even though this may be unpalatable for those raised in 

the tradition of glorious military victories. But like our 

other complex problems, this one must also be solved responsibly. 

Just as we shun irresponsible calls for total and devastating 

military victory, so must we guard against the illusion of an 

instant peace that has no chance of permanence.

Of course, the Vietnam war is immoral. Whether by the 

teachings of Moses, Christ or Buddha, all wars are immoral. 

During the Crusades, Christians in the name of Jesus Christ 

slaughtered innocent men, women and children and plundered 

their cities—because they were of another faith. These were 

immoral wars. In Vietnam we build schools across the country-

side and feed the hungry in the cities. Our President has 

pledged massive sums in aid to all Vietnamese as an incentive 
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to peace. And still it is an immoral war.

Perhaps by the time my four-year old son is grown, men 

will have learned to live by the Ten Commandments. But men 

have not yet renounced the use of force as a means to their 

objectives. And until they do, are we more immoral—if there 

be such a degree—to fracture our solemn commitments and then 

see our word doubted, not only by our friends abroad, but by 

our enemies? Knowing that this could lead to tragic miscalcu-

lations, is it less immoral now to take the easier course 

and gamble the lives of our sons and grandsons on the outcome?

These are not easy questions and perhaps there are no 

certain answers.

But when young people riot in China and Czechoslovakia 

as well as at Columbia, in Paris and Berlin as well as Berkeley, 

I doubt we can blame all the troubles of our times on Vietnam.

Other critics tell us of the revolution of rising 

expectations. They charge that it has reached such proportions 

that men now take it as an insult when they are asked to be 

reasonable in their desires and demands. If this is too often 

true as a generalization, it is all too frequently aimed 

particularly at our fellow citizens of African ancestry, whose 

aspirations have burst full-blown on us after more than 100 years 

of systematic racist deprivation.

As an American whose ancestors came from Japan, I have

become accustomed to a question most recently asked by a
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prominent businessman concerned about the threat of riots 

in the cities and the resultant loss in life and property. 

"Tell me,” he said, "Why can’t the Negro be like you?"

First, because although my skin is yellow, it is not 

black. In this country, the color of my skin does not ignite 

prejudices which have smoldered for generations. Second, 

although my grandfather came to this country in poverty, he 

came without shackles, as a free man enjoying certain consti-

tutional rights under the American flag. Third, my grand-

father’s family was not shattered as individual members of 

it were sold as chattel or used as security on loans. Fourth, 

although others of my ancestry were interned behind barbed wire 

during World War II, neither my parents nor I were forced by 

covenants and circumstances to live in ghettos.

Unlike those of my ancestry, the Negro’s unemployment 

rate is triple the national average. The mortality rate of 

his children is more than twice that of white children. He 

often pays more for his miserable tenement than comparable 

space costs in the white suburbs. He is likely to pay more 

for his groceries, more for his furniture, more for his liquor 

and more for his credit. Today many thousands of our black 

brothers return from Vietnam with medals of valor. Some of 

them have been crippled in service of their country. But too 

often they return to economic and social circumstances that 

are barely, if at all, improved over those they left.

Is it any wonder that the Negro questions whether his 

place in our country’s white history books will be any less 



forgotten than were the contributions of his ancestors?

Is it any wonder that Negroes find it hard to wait another 

hundred years before they are accepted as full citizens in 

our free society?

Of course, expectations are rising—and rising faster 

than we in our imperfect world can fulfill them.

The revolution we in the United States are experiencing 

was born of democratic processes that not only accommodate 

economic progress and social mobility, but actively encourage 

them. But it is important to remember that these expectations 

are the children of progress and that today’s restlessness 

has been nurtured by our very real achievements. Out; of these 

should emerge a brighter, better society than we have known.

Nowhere is this clearer than in the situation of our 

young people today. The success of our economic system has 

freed them in ever-increasing numbers from the tragedies of 

premature mortality and early labor. It has built the schools 

in which they are being educated to higher levels than ever 

in the world’s history. And this progress has been achieved 

in a political system which not only admits but safeguards 

the right of dissent.

So it should hardly surprise us when the children of 

such progress demand to be heard when they become aware of 

inequities still to be corrected. Neither should we fear their 

voices. On the contrary, whether we know it or not, the marching 

feet of youth have led us into a new era of politics and we can 

never turn back.



What should concern us is something far more 

fundamental. The true dimension of the challenge facing us 

is a loss of faith. I do not mean simply a loss of religious 

faith, although this erosion is a major contributor to our 

unease. I mean a loss of faith in our country, its purposes 

and its institutions. I mean a retreat from the responsibilities 

of citizenship.

The plain fact is that in the face of complexity and 

frustration, too many Americans have drifted into the use of 

power for purely destructive purposes. Too many Americans 

have come to believe it is their right to decide, as individuals, 

which of our laws they will obey and which they will violate.

I do not mean to say that all our laws are just. They 

are not. I do not mean to suggest that protest against unjust 

laws is not proper. Performed in an orderly manner, the right 

to protest is a cornerstone of our system. Men must have the 

opportunity to be heard, even when their views are extreme and, 

in a lesser country, dangerous. I, too, have spoken against 

laws I considered wrong. I am sure I will speak-—and vote— 

against many more.

But I have not burned my birth certificate and I will 

not renounce my citizenship.

Those who would do such things are relatively few. But 

there is a much larger number who in the face of change and 

disorder have retreated into disengagement and quiet despair. 

Less destructively but no less surely, such men are also 
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retreating from the responsibilities of citizenship.

Now let us not deceive ourselves about the consequences 

of such abdication. It is anarchy. It is a state in which 

each individual demands instant compliance with his own 

desires. From there it is but a short step to the assumption 

by each individual of the right to decide which of his 

neighbors shall live and which shall not. So accelerates 

the sickening spiral of violence which has already cost us 

John F. Kennedy, Martin Luther King, Jr., and Robert F. Kennedy.

We have been told that the revolts are against "the 

system," that "the establishment" must be torn down. But in 

Paris recently, students cut down hundred-year old trees to 

erect temporary street barricades. Those trees had lived 

through two world wars. Some of them had even survived the 

Revolution of 1848. Were the goals of these students served 

by the destruction of those trees? How long will it take for 

their beauty and the vitality they symbolized to grow again? 

What trees did the students plant in their place?

If we cut down our institutions, public and private, 

and with indifference starve the systems which have given us 

our achievements, who will feed the hungry? Who will train 

the unskilled? Who will supply the jobs that mean opportunity 

for the generation whose voices are not yet heard? Who will 

launch the Marshall Plan needed to rebuild our cities and open 

opportunity for all Americans?
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These undertakings are too great for individuals going 

their separate ways.

Finally, let us remember that even anarchy is only a 

way station. Man the social animal has always craved order. 

He has made the most essential function of his government 

the maintenance of some level of order. Chaos and anarchy 

have never been more than preludes to totalitarianism. 

Tyrants like Adolph Hitler have taught us this before.

So let us reject violence as a means of protest. And 

let us reject those who preach violence. Let us not tempt 

those who would hide the evil face of racism behind the mask 

of law and order.

Let us also resist the temptation to apathy. We can

never cure the causes of violence with indifference. But let

us remember, that to permit anarchy and violence to destroy 

our cities is to spark the beginning of a cancerous growth of 

doubt, suspicion, fear and hatred that will gradually infect

the entire populace. Violence and anarchy will make our task

even more difficult. Poverty, discrimination and deprivation, 

as evil as they are, do not justify anarchy or violence, 

looting or burning, murder or assassination. Law and order 

must be respected and maintained to protect the rights of all 

citizens.

Let us look instead at how much we have already built,

and then get on with our work.

At a time when the sound of guns is still heard in some 
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areas of the world, we have laid in place such building 

blocks of mankind’s survival as the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 

of 1963, the banning of atomic weapons in space in 1967, and 

the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty in 1968. These are vital 

foundations of peace and we must build on them.

Under the health measures first proposed in the

Presidency of Harry S. Truman and passed during the Administra-

tion of Lyndon B. Johnson, 20 million older Americans are now 

protected under Medicare. Our elder Americans can now live 

their autumn years in dignity and security. Infant mortality 

has declined to a new low, and federally funded community 

health centers are serving nearly 50 million Americans. These 

too are vital foundations. And on them we must build fuller 

lives for our people.

Since 1963, President Johnson has proposed and Congress has 

enacted more than 40 major new laws to foster education in our 

country. Since 1963, the Federal Government has tripled its 

investment in education and in the past four years alone invested 

twice what was spent in the previous one hundred. These are 

foundations from which the towers of human achievement can soar.

The last eleven years have seen the passage of the five 

civil rights bills passed in our entire history. I might note 

in passing that Lyndon Johnson is the author, chief architect 

or primary sponsor of each of them. When all summers are long 

and hot, it is well to remember that after 100 years the



Emancipation Proclamation is finally becoming a reality.

And the occupants of some of our highest offices are testimony 

that black talent is just as important to us as white talent.

Working together, we have done much. Together, we can— 

and must--do much, much more.

Fellow Democrats, we are here tonight because in large 

part we share a faith in our country and in its processes of 

orderly, humanistic change.

Change and challenge should not deter us now; we have 

long been the party of change and challenge.

The need for new ideas and improved institutions should 

not deter us now; we have long been the party of new ideas.

That today’s crisis is one of the human spirit should 

not dismay us; we have long been the party which gave priority 

to the needs of human beings.

So let us go forward with the programs responsive to 

the needs of today and tomorrow.

Fellow Americans, this is our country. Its future is 

what we, its citizens, will make it.

We have much to do. Putting aside hatred on the one 

hand and timidity on the other, let us grow fresh faith in our 

purpose and new vigor in our citizenship.

Let us welcome the ideas and energies of the young and 

the talents and participation of all responsible men.

Let us plant trees and grow new opportunity. Let us

build not only new buildings but new neighborhoods.
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And then let us live in them—all as full citizens, 

all as brothers.

Thank you and Aloha.



Veterans of 
Military Intelligence

P. O. BOX 3021 • HONOLULU, HAWAII 96812

September 6, 1968

The Honorable Daniel K. Inouye
United States Senator
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Dan:

On behalf of the M.I.S. Veterans Club of the State of Hawaii, 
let me thank you deeply for your kind message given us on the 
occasion of our 25th Anniversary Reunion Banquet, held last 
Saturday, August 31, at the Ilikai.

Some 300 M.I.S. members and guests gathered at the Banquet and 
your message was read to them aloud. Having seen and heard you on 
television only a few days prior when the Lani Bird carried to Hawaii 
your keynote speech of Chicago, your personal message rang a special 
significance to the M.I.S. boys and their families.

As I read your letter to the Banquet audience, I could read in 
every face a determined resolve to keep our Dan in Washington as our 
Senator.

We wish you to know how much our boys appreciated your greetings. 
George Ariyoshi, President of M.I.S. this year, and my Vice-Chairmen 
Sohei Yamate and Sam Isokane, join me in thanking you again for your 
kokua. And let us assure you of our boys’ wholehearted support and 
kokua to you.

Very sincerely yours,

YH/ji 
Encl.



SPEECH BY SENATOR DAN K. INOUYE
Hawaii State Federation of Labor,

AFL-CIO COPE Convention
Ilikai Hotel, Honolulu
7 September 1968

The keynote of this nation today, as it always has been, is "a more 
perfect union."

And our prayer is often sung ---  to "crown thy good with brotherhood."

Our constitution, mind you, does not call for a perfect union. We are 
human beings, all subject to the fragilities of mortal man, but we are 
forever striving for a "more perfect" union.

Yet we are painfully aware in this year of our Lord 1968, as in most 
years, that what we need first is more brotherhood --
not only from sea to shining sea, but universally.

And we have an equal need for courage --  the quality of courage men
have always required in order to live together and with nature.

The goal of all our efforts is still the great society envisioned by 
our founding fathers in their call for "a more perfect union."

This, then, is no sick society, as so many prophets of despair would 
have us believe. Troubled, yes; confused at times; angry often --
these are not the symptoms of a sick society. The virus of a sick 
society is apathy, and the recent Democratic National Convention demon-
strated candidly and forthrightly that democrats are not apathetic.

In the glaring light of day, with voices of concern and compassion, we 
debated, for all to see, the agonizing problems of this day --
Viet Nam, racism, law and order, and justice. Our convention was not 
a sleekly manipulated gathering of colorful shirts, funny hats, and 
cascading balloons.

Our convention was an open one. Every delegate was given the opportunity 
to air his grievances. Harsh and intemperate statements were made and 
no official effort was made to silence these angry voices. But through-
out our discussions we made it known that we had not lost faith in our 
system and that we had great hopes for our future.

We democrats may have been troubled and angry, but we were not apathetic. 
And in his clarion call for unity, peace and progress, our nominee and, 
most certainly, the next President of the United States, Hubert H. 
Humphrey, demonstrated that he was not apathetic. He is fully aware 
of our problems. And the problems of today call for a man with a com-
passionate heart. Hubert Humphrey is such a man. The chronicle of 
his political life -- his leadership in the battle for civil rights, 
his personal war on poverty, his authorship of the Peace Corps, his 
leadership in the successful signing of the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty — 
is warm testimony of a man of concern and compassion. I am certain the



people of the United States will see this before going to the polls 
in November. All the make up experts in the world can not camouflage 
a cold heart.

Your choice and my choice, Hubert Humphrey, is a winner. The time has 
come for Hubert Humphrey.

Hubert Humphrey is supremely conscious of our need for peace through-
out this universe, and for working together to solve the problems of 
our century.

He, more than anyone else, is thoroughly aware that it is time to share 
our problems, not to forbid a particular race, nationality, class or 
sex from cooperating in the search for solutions.

We need Hubert Humphrey.

America needs Hubert Humphrey.

And with your help, we will have Hubert Humphrey.

-2-
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SPEECH BY SENATOR DAN K. INOUYE
Hawaii State Federation of Labor,

AFL-CIO COPE Convention
Ilikai Hotel, Honolulu
7 September 1968

THE KEYNOTE OF THIS NATION TODAY, AS IT ALWAYS HAS BEEN, IS

"A MORE PERFECT UNION."

AND OUR PRAYER IS OFTEN SUNG ---  TO "CROWN THY GOOD WITH

BROTHERHOOD."

OUR CONSTITUTION, MIND YOU, DOES NOT CALL FOR A PERFECT UNION.

WE ARE ALL HUMAN BEINGS, ALL SUBJECT TO THE FRAILITIES OF MORTAL MAN,

BUT WE ARE FOREVER STRIVING FOR A "MORE PERFECT" UNION.

YET WE ARE PAINFULLY AWARE IN THIS YEAR OF OUR LORD 1968, AS

IN MOST YEARS, THAT WHAT WE NEED FIRST IS MORE BROTHERHOOD --  NOT

ONLY FROM SEA TO SHINING SEA, BUT UNIVERSALLY.

AND WE HAVE AN EQUAL NEED FOR COURAGE --  THE QUALITY OF

COURAGE MEN HAVE ALWAYS REQUIRED IN ORDER TO LIVE TOGETHER AND WITH

NATURE



NATURE

THE GOAL OF ALL OUR EFFORTS IS STILL THE GREAT SOCIETY

ENVISIONED BY OUR FOUNDING FATHERS IN THEIR CALL FOR "A MORE PERFECT

UNION."

THIS, THEN, IS NO SICK SOCIETY, AS SO MANY PROPHETS OF

DESPAIR WOULD HAVE US BELIEVE. TROUBLED, YES; CONFUSED AT TIMES;

ANGRY OFTEN --  THESE ARE NOT THE SYMPTOMS OF A SICK SOCIETY. THE

VIRUS OF A SICK SOCIETY IS APATHY, AND THE RECENT DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL

CONVENTION DEMONSTRATED CANDIDLY AND FORTHRIGHTLY THAT DEMOCRATS ARE

NOT APATHETIC.

IN THE GLARING LIGHT OF DAY, WITH VOICES OF CONCERN AND

COMPASSION, WE DEBATED, FOR ALL TO SEE, THE AGONIZING PROBLEMS OF

THIS DAY --  VIET NAM, RACISM, LAW AND ORDER, AND JUSTICE. OUR

CONVENTION WAS
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CONVENTION WAS NOT A SLEEKLY MANIPULATED GATHERING OF COLORFUL

SHIRTS, FUNNY HATS, AND CASCADING BALLOONS.

OUR CONVENTION WAS AN OPEN ONE. EVERY DELEGATE WAS GIVEN THE

OPPORTUNITY TO AIR HIS GRIEVANCES. HARSH AND INTEMPERATE STATEMENTS

WERE MADE AND NO OFFICIAL EFFORT WAS MADE TO SILENCE THESE ANGRY VOICES

BUT THROUGHOUT OUR DISCUSSIONS WE MADE IT KNOWN THAT WE HAD NOT LOST

FAITH IN OUR SYSTEM AND THAT WE HAD GREAT HOPES FOR OUR FUTURE.

WE DEMOCRATS MAY HAVE BEEN TROUBLED AND ANGRY, BUT WE WERE

NOT APATHETIC. AND IN HIS CLARION CALL FOR UNITY, PEACE AND PROGRESS,

OUR NOMINEE AND, MOST CERTAINLY, THE NEXT PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED

STATES, HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, DEMONSTRATED THAT HE WAS NOT APATHETIC.

HE IS FULLY AWARE OF OUR PROBLEMS. AND THE PROBLEMS OF TODAY CALL

FOR A MAN WITH A COMPASSIONATE HEART. HUBERT HUMPHREY IS SUCH A MAN.

THE CHRONICLE



 ,
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THE CHRONICLE OF HIS POLITICAL LIFE — HIS LEADERSHIP IN THE BATTLE

FOR CIVIL RIGHTS, HIS PERSONAL WAR ON POVERTY, HIS AUTHORSHIP OF THE 

PEACE CORPS, HIS LEADERSHIP IN THE SUCCESSFUL SIGNING OF THE NUCLEAR 

TEST BAN TREATY -- IS WARM TESTIMONY OF A MAN OF CONCERN AND COMPASSION 

I AM CERTAIN THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES WILL SEE THIS BEFORE

GOING TO THE POLLS IN NOVEMBER. ALL THE MAKE UP EXPERTS IN THE WORLD 

CAN NOT CAMOUFLAGE A COLD HEART.

YOUR CHOICE AND MY CHOICE, HUBERT HUMPHREY, IS A WINNER. THE

TIME HAS COME FOR HUBERT HUMPHREY.

HUBERT HUMPHREY IS SUPREMELY CONSCIOUS OP OUR NEED FOR PEACE

THROUGHOUT THIS UNIVERSE, AND FOR WORKING TOGETHER TO SOLVE THE 

PROBLEMS OF OUR CENTURY.

HE, MORE THAN ANYONE ELSE, IS THOROUGHLY AWARE THAT IT IS

TIME TO SHARE
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TIME TO SHARE OUR PROBLEMS, NOT TO FORBID A PARTICULAR RACE,

NATIONALITY, CLASS OR SEX FROM COOPERATING IN THE SEARCH FOR SOLUTIONS.

WE NEED HUBERT HUMPHREY.

AMERICA NEEDS HUBERT HUMPHREY.

AND WITH YOUR HELP, WE WILL HAVE HUBERT HUMPHREY.



SPEECH BY SENATOR DAN K. INOUYE
Hawaii State Federation of Labor,

AFL-CIO COPE Convention
Ilikai Hotel, Honolulu
7 September 1968

The keynote of this nation today, as it always has been, is "a more 
perfect union.“

And our prayer is often sung ---  to "crown thy good with brotherhood."

Our constitution, mind you, does not call for a perfect union. We are 
human beings, all subject to the fragilities of mortal man, but we are 
forever striving for a "more perfect" union.

Yet we are painfully aware in this year of our Lord 1968, as in most
, years, that what we need first is more brotherhood --
not only from sea to shining sea, but universally.

And we have an equal need for courage --  the quality of courage men
have always required in order to live together and with nature.

The goal of all our efforts is still the great society envisioned by 
our founding fathers in their call for "a more perfect union."

This, then, is no sick society, as so many prophets of despair would 
have us believe. Troubled, yes; confused at times; angry often --
these are not the symptoms of a sick society. The virus of a sick 
society is apathy, and the recent Democratic National Convention demon-
strated candidly and forthrightly that democrats are not apathetic.

In the glaring light of day, with voices of concern and compassion, we 
debated, for all to see, the agonizing problems of this day --
Viet Nam, racism, law and order, and justice. Our convention was not 
a sleekly manipulated gathering of colorful shirts, funny hats, and 
cascading balloons.

Our convention was an open one. Every delegate was given the opportunity 
to air his grievances. Harsh and intemperate statements were made and 
no official effort was made to silence these angry voices. But through-
out our discussions we made it known that we had not lost faith in our 
system and that we had great hopes for our future.

We democrats may have been troubled and angry, but we were not apathetic. 
And in his clarion call for unity, peace and progress, our nominee and, 
most certainly, the next President of the United States, Hubert H. 
Humphrey, demonstrated that he was not apathetic. He is fully aware 
of our problems. And the problems of today call for a man with a com-
passionate heart. Hubert Humphrey is such a man. The chronicle of 
his political life — his leadership in the battle for civil rights, 
his personal war on poverty, his authorship of the Peace Corps, his 
leadership in the successful signing of the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty — 
is warm testimony of a man of concern and compassion. I am certain the 



people of the United States will see this before going to the polls 
in November. All the make up experts in the world can not camouflage 
a cold heart.

Your choice and my choice, Hubert Humphrey, is a winner. The time has 
come for Hubert Humphrey.

Hubert Humphrey is supremely conscious of our need for peace through-
out this universe, and for working together to solve the problems of 
our century.

He, more than anyone else, is thoroughly aware that it is time to share 
our problems, not to forbid a particular race, nationality, class or 
sex from cooperating in the search for solutions.

We need Hubert Humphrey.

America needs Hubert Humphrey.

And with your help, we will have Hubert Humphrey.



THE KEYNOTE OF THIS NATION TODAY, AS IT ALWAYS HAS BEEN ,

IS"A MORE PERFECT UNION.”

AND OUR PRAYER IS OFTEN SUNG ------- TO "CROWN THY GOOD WITH

BROTHERHOOD. "

OUR CONSTITUTION, MIND YOU, DOES NOT CALL FOR A PERFECT

UNION. WE ARE ALL HUMAN BEINGS, ALL SUBJECT TO THE FRAGILITIES

OF MORTAL MAN, BUT WE ARE FOREVER STRIVING FOR A "MORE PERFECT” 

UNION.

YET WE ARE PAINFULLY AWARE IN THIS YEAR OF OUR LORD 1968,

AS IN MOST YEARS, THAT WHAT WE NEED FIRST IS MORE BROTHERHOOD -----

NOT ONLY FROM SEA TO SHINING SEA, BUT UNIVERSALLY.

AND WE HAVE AN EQUAL NEED FOR COURAGE ----- THE QUALITY OF

COURAGE MEN HAVE ALWAYS REQUIRED IN ORDER TO LIVE TOGETHER AND

WITH NATURE.

THE GOAL OF ALL OUR EFFORTS IS STILL THE GREAT SOCIETY

ENVISIONED BY OUR FOUNDING FATHERS IN THEIR CALL FOR "A MORE

PERFECT UNION."

THIS, THEN, IS NO SICK SOCIETY, AS SO MANY PROPHETS OF 

DESPAIR WOULD HAVE US BELIEVE. TROUBLED, YES; CONFUSED AT TIMES; 

ANGRY OFTEN ----- THESE ARE NOT THE SYMPTOMS OF A SICK SOCIETY.

THE VIRUS OF A SICK SOCIETY IS APATHY, AND THE RECENT DEMOCRATIC 

NATIONAL CONVENTION DEMONSTRATED CANDIDLY AND FORTHRIGHTLY THAT 

DEMOCRATS ARE NOT APATHETIC.

IN THE GLARING LIGHT OF DAY WITH VOICES OF CONCERN AND

COMPASSION  WE DEBATED, FOR ALL TO SEE, THE AGONIZING PROBLEMS 

OF THIS DAY ----- VIETNAM, RACISM, LAW AND ORDER, AND JUSTICE.

OUR CONVENTION WAS NOT A SLEEKLY MANIPULATED GATHERING OF



222222

COLORFUL SHIRTS, FUNNY HATS, AND CASCADING
A

AN OPEN ONE. EVERY DELEGATE WAS GIVENWAS

AIR

AND

BALLOONS OUR CONVENTION

THE OPPORTUNITY TO

HIS GRIEVANCES. HARSH AND INTEMPERATE

NO OFFICIAL EFFORT WAS MADE TO SILENCE

STATEMENTS WERE MADE

THESE ANGRY VOICES

BUT

NOT

THROUGHOUT OUR DISCUSSIONS WE MADE IT KNOWN THAT WE HAD

LOST FAITH IN OUR SYSTEM AND THAT WE HAD GREAT HOPES FOR

OUR FUTURE.

WE DEMOCRATS MAY HAVE BEEN TROUBLED AND ANGRY, BUT

WE WERE NOT APATHETIC. AND IN HIS CLARION CALL FOR UNITY, 

PEACE AND PROGRESS, OUR NOMINEE AND, MOST CERTAINLY, THE NEXT 

PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, DEMONSTRATED 

THAT HE WAS NOT APATHETIC. HE IS FULLY AWARE OF OUR PROBLEMS AND

THE PROBLEMS OF TODAY CALL FOR A MAN WITH A COMPASSIONATE HEART.

HUBERT HUMPHERY IS SUCH A MAN. THE CHRONICLE OF HIS POLITICAL 
LEADERSHIP IN THE

LIFE -- HIS/BATTLE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS, HIS PERSONAL WAR ON POVERTY

HIS AUTHORSHIP OF THE PEACE CORPS, HIS LEADERSHIP IN THE

SUCCESSFUL SIGNING OF THE NUCLEAR TEST BAN TREATY — IS WARM

TESTIMONY OF A MAN OF CONCERN AND COMPASSION. I AM CERTAIN

THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES WILL SEE THIS BEFORE GOING TO

THE POLLS IN NOVEMBER. ALL THE MAKE UP EXPERTS IN
THE WORLD CAN NOT CAMOUFLAGE A COLD HEART. YOUR CHOICE AND MY 

CHOICE, HUBERT HUMPHREY, IS A WINNER. THE TIME HAS COME FOR

HUBERT HUMPHREY.
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hubert humphrey is supremely conscious OF OUR NEED FOR

PEACE THROUGHOUT THIS UNIVERSE, AND FOR WORKING TOGETHER TO 

SOLVE THE PROBLEMS OF OUR CENTURY.

HE, MORE THAN ANYONE ELSE, IS THOROUGHLY AWARE THAT IT

IS TIME TO SHARE OUR PROBLEMS, NOT TO FORBID A PARTICULAR RACE, 

NATIONALITY, CLASS OR SEX FROM COOPERATING IN THE SEARCH FOR 

SOLUTIONS.

WE NEED HUBERT HUMPHREY.

AMERICA NEEDS HUBERT HUMPHREY.

AND WITH YOUR HELP, WE WILL HAVE HUBERT HUMPHREY.





SPEECH BY SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
Planning Conference - Maui Beach Hotel, Kahului
5 September 1968

With the advent of greater mobility of population through the impact 
of mass transportation, together with the racial and socio-economic 
problems raised by urban demands and the voices from the ghettos of 
our communities, those of you gathered here - government planners, 
transportation experts, private developers, and businessmen - are 
forced to meet challenges of planning which are overwhelming to say 
the least.

Every one of you, I know, will agree with me that planning is a multi-
pronged effort of federal, state and county governments and the 
business and social community of each area. The success or failure 
of any planning project - no matter how noble its purpose - will depend 
on the coordination of efforts of government and private enterprise.

Planning, at its inception, is an educational, public-relations 
oriented process. Those which a planned project seeks to help must 
be shown that such help, as proposed, is needed. The general public - 
the taxpayer who eventually bears much of its burdens - must be con-
vinced that the need is there, and that the plan proposed by the 
experts meets the need most feasibly and economically.

The need for planning cannot be met with piece-meal projects of new 
paint on old structures, with swimming pools and parks placed here and 
there or with new low cost housing projects in a depressed area. 
Demands of people for better living conditions, recreational and park 
facilities, better transportation facilities, and, in general, 
facilities for a better life cannot be met with such physical planning 
only. Visionary planning demands consideration of socio-economic 
factors which are part and parcel of the planning process. Social 
planning cannot be separated from physical planning. What useful 
purpose will new recreational facilities serve, if such recreational 
facilities are not planned with better housing facilities? What 
useful purpose will better housing facilities serve, if such housing 
facilities are not planned with nearby employment centers for gainful 
employment and well-organized schools and school systems within the 
area? What useful purpose will any urban redevelopment project serve, 
if such project is to become a ghetto for the underdeveloped in a 
few years? What useful purpose can physical planning serve, if such 
planning, for lack of social planning, becomes but an invidious tool 
for more segregation, racial, economic or otherwise?

Herein lies the challenge to those of you who are the experts to whom 
we turn. The problem of Viet Nam is tragic, but eventually Viet Nam 
will be but a page in American history. The Soviet Union's present 
actions in Europe portend grave consequences, but this also will be 
but a dark chapter in international history. But the human problem 
of planning will be with all of us as long as this nation is populated 
by human beings with human needs. It will be a perpetual problem for 
those of you who have undertaken this awesome task of physical and



social planning for a better life for all. Your responsibility 
transcends the responsibility to provide better transportation, 
better physical facilities, better cities and better suburban areas. 
Your responsibility enters the realm of channelling the forces of 
discontent, the forces of discrimination, the forces of violence, 
away from the American scene. This is a problem of such overwhelming 
magnitude that will not end like Viet Nam or Russian aggrandizement. 
It will be with us so long as critical urban needs are not met with 
visionary concepts of planning. It will continue to exist with the 
perpetuation of the debilitating influences of ghetto-living, racially 
or economically segregated educational and recreational facilities 
and depressed employment areas which foster nothing but despair and 
violence.

Despite the frustrations engendered by the problems of urban strife 
and the difficulties encountered in the many attempts, federal and 
local, of upgrading our population centers, I am deeply encouraged 
by your presence here today. It is through free exchange of ideas 
among dedicated experts and laymen that insurmountable obstacles 
become less insurmountable, that lines of communication between 
experts and laymen, between federal and local agencies become less 
snarled and more open.

We in Hawaii are fortunate that the seeds of discontent have not yet 
germinated into violence on our streets. But the seeds of despair 
do exist. Make no mistake about it. It is therefore more encourag-
ing that those of you with the authority, training and experience are 
working together to meet this danger before it is too late. I believe 
that the need for keeping the channels of communication open among 
you is greater today because of the need for more imaginative, more 
socially oriented concepts of planning. This need is further aggravated 
by the forces of progress, like the influx of more visitors to our 
shores through improved transportation facilities. More visitor hous-
ing, larger and better airport facilities, more trained personnel for 
hotel and other service facilities are critical and compound the 
problems of planning. But I am confident that through the cooperative 
actions of public and private groups and all levels of government and 
private enterprise, these problems can be solved. Let me assure you, 
in closing, that I am acutely aware of the need for your talents and 
vision. I can assure you of my unequivocal support of your endeavors 
to improve our community in general through far-sighted visionary 
concepts of planning.
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With the advent of greater mobility of population through the impact 
of mass transportation, together with the racial and socio-economic 
problems raised by urban demands and the voices from the ghettos of 
our communities, those of you gathered here - government planners, 
transportation experts, private developers, and businessmen - are 
forced to meet challenges of planning which are overwhelming to say 
the least.

Every one of you, I know, will agree with me that planning is a multi-
pronged effort of federal, state and county governments and the 
business and social community of each area. The success or failure 
of any planning project - no matter how noble its purpose - will depend 
on the coordination of efforts of government and private enterprise.

Planning, at its inception, is an educational, public-relations 
oriented process. Those which a planned project seeks to help must 
be shown that such help, as proposed, is needed. The general public - 
the taxpayer who eventually bears much of its burdens - must be con-
vinced that the need is there, and that the plan proposed by the 
experts meets the need most feasibly and economically.

The need for planning cannot be met with piece-meal projects of new 
paint on old structures, with swimming pools and parks placed here and 
there or with new low cost housing projects in a depressed area. 
Demands of people for better living conditions, recreational and park 
facilities, better transportation facilities, and, in general, 
facilities for a better life cannot be met with such physical planning 
only. Visionary planning demands consideration of socio-economic 
factors which are part and parcel of the planning process. Social 
planning cannot be separated from physical planning. What useful 
purpose will new recreational facilities serve, if such recreational 
facilities are not planned with better housing facilities? What 
useful purpose will better housing facilities serve, if such housing 
facilities are not planned with nearby employment centers for gainful 
employment and well-organized schools and school systems within the 
area? What useful purpose will any urban redevelopment project serve, 
if such project is to become a ghetto for the underdeveloped in a 
few years? What useful purpose can physical planning serve, if such 
planning, for lack of social planning, becomes but an invidious tool 
for more segregation, racial, economic or otherwise?

Herein lies the challenge to those of you who are the experts to whom 
we turn. The problem of Viet Nam is tragic, but eventually Viet Nam 
will be but a page in American history. The Soviet Union's present 
actions in Europe portend grave consequences, but this also will be 
but a dark chapter in international history. But the human problem 
of planning will be with all of us as long as this nation is populated 
by human beings with human needs. It will be a perpetual problem for 
those of you who have undertaken this awesome task of physical and



social planning for a better life for all. Your responsibility 
transcends the responsibility to provide better transportation, 
better physical facilities, better cities and better suburban areas. 
Your responsibility enters the realm of channelling the forces of 
discontent, the forces of discrimination, the forces of violence, 
away from the American scene. This is a problem of such overwhelming 
magnitude that will not end like Viet Nam or Russian aggrandizement. 
It will be with us so long as critical urban needs are not met with 
visionary concepts of planning. It will continue to exist with the 
perpetuation of the debilitating influences of ghetto-living, racially 
or economically segregated educational and recreational facilities 
and depressed employment areas which foster nothing but despair and 
violence.

Despite the frustrations engendered by the problems of urban strife 
and the difficulties encountered in the many attempts, federal and 
local, of upgrading our population centers, I am deeply encouraged 
by your presence here today. It is through free exchange of ideas 
among dedicated experts and laymen that insurmountable obstacles 
become less insurmountable, that lines of communication between 
experts and laymen, between federal and local agencies become less 
snarled and more open.

We in Hawaii are fortunate that the seeds of discontent have not yet 
germinated into violence on our streets. But the seeds of despair 
do exist. Make no mistake about it. It is therefore more encourag-
ing that those of you with the authority, training and experience are 
working together to meet this danger before it is too late. I believe 
that the need for keeping the channels of communication open among 
you is greater today because of the need for more imaginative, more 
socially oriented concepts of planning. This need is further aggravated 
by the forces of progress, like the influx of more visitors to our 
shores through improved transportation facilities. More visitor hous-
ing, larger and better airport facilities, more trained personnel for 
hotel and other service facilities are critical and compound the 
problems of planning. But I am confident that through the cooperative 
actions of public and private groups and all levels of government and 
private enterprise, these problems can be solved. Let me assure you, 
in closing, that I am acutely aware of the need for your talents and 
vision. I can assure you of my unequivocal support of your endeavors 
to improve our community in general through far-sighted visionary 
concepts of planning.
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With the advent of greater mobility of population through the impact 
of mass transportation, together with the racial and socio-economic 
problems raised by urban demands and the voices from the ghettos of 
our communities, those of you gathered here - government planners, 
transportation experts, private developers, and businessmen - are 
forced to meet challenges of planning which are overwhelming to say 
the least.

Every one of you, I know, will agree with me that planning is a multi-
pronged effort of federal, state and county governments and the 
business and social community of each area. The success or failure 
of any planning project - no matter how noble its purpose - will depend 
on the coordination of efforts of government and private enterprise.

Planning, at its inception, is an educational, public-relations 
oriented process. Those which a planned project seeks to help must 
be shown that such help, as proposed, is needed. The general public - 
the taxpayer who eventually bears much of its burdens - must be con-
vinced that the need is there, and that the plan proposed by the 
experts meets the need most feasibly and economically.

The need for planning cannot be met with piece-meal projects of new 
paint on old structures, with swimming pools and parks placed here and 
there or with new low cost housing projects in a depressed area. 
Demands of people for better living conditions, recreational and park 
facilities, better transportation facilities, and, in general, 
facilities for a better life cannot be met with such physical planning 
only. Visionary planning demands consideration of socio-economic 
factors which are part and parcel of the planning process. Social 
planning cannot be separated from physical planning. What useful 
purpose will new recreational facilities serve, if such recreational 
facilities are not planned with better housing facilities? What 
useful purpose will better housing facilities serve, if such housing 
facilities are not planned with nearby employment centers for gainful 
employment and well-organized schools and school systems within the 
area? What useful purpose will any urban redevelopment project serve, 
if such project is to become a ghetto for the underdeveloped in a 
few years? What useful purpose can physical planning serve, if such 
planning, for lack of social planning, becomes but an invidious tool 
for more segregation, racial, economic or otherwise?

Herein lies the challenge to those of you who are the experts to whom 
we turn. The problem of Viet Nam is tragic, but eventually Viet Nam 
will be but a page in American history. The Soviet Union’s present 
actions in Europe portend grave consequences, but this also will be 
but a dark chapter in international history. But the human problem 
of planning will be with all of us as long as this nation is populated 
by human beings with human needs. It will be a perpetual problem for 
those of you who have undertaken this awesome task of physical and 



social planning for a better life for all. Your responsibility 
transcends the responsibility to provide better transportation, 
better physical facilities, better cities and better suburban areas. 
Your responsibility enters the realm of channelling the forces of 
discontent, the forces of discrimination, the forces of violence, 
away from the American scene. This is a problem of such overwhelming 
magnitude that will not end like Viet Nam or Russian aggrandizement. 
It will be with us so long as critical urban needs are not met with 
visionary concepts of planning. It will continue to exist with the 
perpetuation of the debilitating influences of ghetto-living, racially 
or economically segregated educational and recreational facilities 
and depressed employment areas which foster nothing but despair and 
violence.

Despite the frustrations engendered by the problems of urban strife 
and the difficulties encountered in the many attempts, federal and 
local, of upgrading our population centers, I am deeply encouraged 
by your presence here today. It is through free exchange of ideas 
among dedicated experts and laymen that insurmountable obstacles 
become less insurmountable, that lines of communication between 
experts and laymen, between federal and local agencies become less 
snarled and more open.

We in Hawaii are fortunate that the seeds of discontent have not yet 
germinated into violence on our streets. But the seeds of despair 
do exist. Make no mistake about it. It is therefore more encourag-
ing that those of you with the authority, training and experience are 
working together to meet this danger before it is too late. I believe 
that the need for keeping the channels of communication open among 
you is greater today because of the need for more imaginative, more 
socially oriented concepts of planning. This need is further aggravated 
by the forces of progress, like the influx of more visitors to our 
shores through improved transportation facilities. More visitor hous-
ing, larger and better airport facilities, more trained personnel for 
hotel and other service facilities are critical and compound the 
problems of planning. But I am confident that through the cooperative 
actions of public and private groups and all levels of government and 
private enterprise, these problems can be solved. Let me assure you, 
in closing, that I am acutely aware of the need for your talents and 
vision. I can assure you of my unequivocal support of your endeavors 
to improve our community in general through far-sighted visionary 
concepts of planning.
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WITH THE ADVENT OF GREATER MOBILITY OF POPULATION THROUGH

THE IMPACT OF MASS TRANSPORTATION, TOGETHER WITH THE RACIAL AND

SOCIO-ECONOMIC PROBLEMS RAISED BY URBAN DEMANDS AND THE VOICES

FROM THE GHETTOS OF OUR COMMUNITIES, THOSE OF YOU GATHERED HERE -

GOVERNMENT PLANNERS, TRANSPORTATION EXPERTS, PRIVATE DEVELOPERS,

AND BUSINESSMEN - ARE FORCED TO MEET CHALLENGES OF PLANNING WHICH

ARE OVERWHELMING TO SAY THE LEAST.

EVERY ONE OF YOU, I KNOW, WILL AGREE WitH ME THAT PLANNING

IS A MULTI-PRONGED EFFORT OF FEDERAL, STATE AND COUNTY GOVERNMENTS

AND THE BUSINESS AND SOCIAL COMMUNITY OF EACH AREA. THE SUCCESS OR

FAILURE OF ANY PLANNING PROJECT - NO MATTER HOW NOBLE ITS PURPOSE -

WILL DEPEND ON THE COORDINATION OF EFFORTS OF GOVERNMENT AND

PRIVATE ENTERPRISE.

PLANNING, AT
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PLANNING, AT ITS INCEPTION, IS AN EDUCATIONAL,PUBLIC

RELATIONS ORIENTED PROCESS. THOSE WHICH A PLANNED PROJECT SEEKS

TO HELP MUST BE SHOWN THAT SUCH HELP, AS PROPOSED, IS NEEDED.

THE GENERAL PUBLIC - THE TAXPAYER WHO EVENTUALLY BEARS MUCH OF ITS

BURDENS - MUST BE CONVINCED THAT THE NEED IS THERE, AND THAT THE

PLAN PROPOSED BY THE EXPERTS MEETS THE NEED MOST FEASIBLY AND

ECONOMICALLY.

THE NEED FOR PLANNING CANNOT BE MET WITH PIECE-MEAL PROJECTS

OF NEW PAINT ON OLD STRUCTURES, WITH SWIMMING POOLS AND PARKS

PLACED HERE AND THERE OR WITH NEW LOW COST HOUSING PROJECTS IN A

DEPRESSED AREA. DEMANDS OF PEOPLE FOR BETTER LIVING CONDITIONS,

RECREATIONAL AND PARK FACILITIES, BETTER TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES,

AND, IN GENERAL, FACILITIES FOR A BETTER LIFE CANNOT BE MET WITH

SUCH PHYSICAL
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SUCH PHYSICAL PLANNING ONLY. VISIONARY PLANNING DEMANDS

CONSIDERATION OF SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTORS WHICH ARE PART AND PARCEL

OF THE PLANNING PROCESS. SOCIAL PLANNING CANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM

PHYSICAL PLANNING. WHAT USEFUL PURPOSE WILL NEW RECREATIONAL

FACILITIES SERVE, IF SUCH RECREATIONAL FACILITIES ARE NOT PLANNED

WITH BETTER HOUSING FACILITIES? WHAT USEFUL PURPOSE WILL BETTER

HOUSING FACILITIES SERVE, IF SUCH HOUSING FACILITIES ARE NOT PLANNED

WITH NEARBY EMPLOYMENT CENTERS FOR GAINFUL EMPLOYMENT AND WELL-

ORGANIZED SCHOOLS AND SCHOOL SYSTEMS WITHIN THE AREA? WHAT USEFUL

PURPOSE WILL ANY URBAN REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT SERVE, IF SUCH PROJECT

IS TO BECOME A GHETTO FOR THE UNDERDEVELOPED IN A FEW YEARS? WHAT

USEFUL PURPOSE CAN PHYSICAL PLANNING SERVE, IF SUCH PLANNING, FOR

LACK OF SOCIAL PLANNING, BECOMES BUT AN INVIDIOUS TOOL FOR MORE

SEGREGATION
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SEGREGATION, RACIAL, ECONOMIC OR OTHERWISE?

HEREIN LIES THE CHALLENGE TO THOSE OF YOU WHO ARE THE

EXPERTS TO WHOM WE TURN. THE PROBLEM OF VIET NAM IS TRAGIC, BUT

EVENTUALLY VIET NAM WILL BE BUT A PAGE IN AMERICAN HISTORY. THE

SOVIET UNION’S PRESENT ACTIONS IN EUROPE PORTEND GRAVE CONSEQUENCES,

BUT THIS ALSO WILL BE BUT A DARK CHAPTER IN INTERNATIONAL HISTORY.

BUT THE HUMAN PROBLEM OF PLANNING WILL BE WITH ALL OF US AS LONG

AS THIS NATION IS POPULATED BY HUMAN BEINGS WITH HUMAN NEEDS. IT

WILL BE A PERPETUAL PROBLEM FOR THOSE OF YOU WHO HAVE UNDERTAKEN

THIS AWESOME TASK OF PHYSICAL AND SOCIAL PLANNING FOR A BETTER

LIFE FOR ALL. YOUR RESPONSIBILITY TRANSCENDS THE RESPONSIBILITY

TO PROVIDE BETTER TRANSPORTATION, BETTER PHYSICAL FACILITIES,

BETTER CITIES AND BETTER SUBURBAN AREAS. YOUR RESPONSIBILITY ENTERS

THE REALM OF
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THE REALM OF CHANNELLING THE FORCES OF DISCONTENT, THE FORCES OF

DISCRIMINATION, THE FORCES OF VIOLENCE, AWAY FROM THE AMERICAN

SCENE. THIS IS A PROBLEM OF SUCH OVERWHELMING MAGNITUDE THAT WILL

NOT END LIKE VIET NAM OR RUSSIAN AGGRANDIZEMENT. IT WILL BE WITH

US SO LONG AS CRITICAL URBAN NEEDS ARE NOT MET WITH VISIONARY

CONCEPTS OF PLANNING. IT WILL CONTINUE TO EXIST WITH THE PERPETUATION

OF THE DEBILITATING INFLUENCES OF GHETTO-LIVING, RACIALLY OR

ECONOMICALLY SEGREGATED EDUCATIONAL AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AND

DEPRESSED EMPLOYMENT AREAS WHICH FOSTER NOTHING BUT DESPAIR AND

VIOLENCE.

DESPITE THE FRUSTRATIONS ENGENDERED BY THE PROBLEMS OF

URBAN STRIFE AND THE DIFFICULTIES ENCOUNTERED IN THE MANY ATTEMPTS,

FEDERAL AND LOCAL, OF UPGRADING OUR POPULATION CENTERS, I AM

DEEPLY ENCOURAGED
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DEEPLY ENCOURAGED BY YOUR PRESENCE HERE TODAY. IT IS THROUGH FREE

EXCHANGE OF IDEAS AMONG DEDICATED EXPERTS AND LAYMEN THAT INSURMOUNT

ABLE OBSTACLES BECOME LESS INSURMOUNTABLE, THAT LINES OF COMMUNICATION

BETWEEN EXPERTS AND LAYMEN, BETWEEN FEDERAL AND LOCAL AGENCIES BECOME

LESS SNARLED AND MORE OPEN.

WE IN HAWAII ARE FORTUNATE THAT THE SEEDS OF DISCONTENT HAVE

NOT YET GERMINATED INTO VIOLENCE ON OUR STREETS. BUT THE SEEDS OF

DESPAIR DO EXIST. MAKE NO MISTAKE ABOUT IT. IT IS THEREFORE MORE

ENCOURAGING THAT THOSE OF YOU WITH THE AUTHORITY, TRAINING AND

EXPERIENCE ARE WORKING TOGETHER TO MEET THIS DANGER BEFORE IT IS

TOO LATE. I BELIEVE THAT THE NEED FOR KEEPING THE CHANNELS OF

COMMUNICATION OPEN AMONG YOU IS GREATER TODAY BECAUSE OF THE NEED

FOR MORE IMAGINATIVE, MORE SOCIALLY ORIENTED CONCEPTS OF PLANNING.

THIS NEED IS
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THIS NEED IS FURTHER AGGRAVATED BY THE FORCES OF PROGRESS, LIKE

THE INFLUX OF MORE VISITORS TO OUR SHORES THROUGH IMPROVED

TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES. MORE VISITOR HOUSING, LARGER AND BETTER 

AIRPORT FACILITIES, MORE TRAINED PERSONNEL FOR HOTEL AND OTHER 

SERVICE FACILITIES ARE CRITICAL AND COMPOUND THE PROBLEMS OF PLANNING. 

BUT I AM CONFIDENT THAT THROUGH THE COOPERATIVE ACTIONS OF PUBLIC 

AND PRIVATE GROUPS AND ALL LEVELS OF GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE ENTERPRISE,

THESE PROBLEMS CAN BE SOLVED. LET ME ASSURE YOU, IN CLOSING, THAT 

I AM ACUTELY AWARE OF THE NEED FOR YOUR TALENTS AND VISION. I CAN 

ASSURE YOU OF MY UNEQUIVOCAL SUPPORT OF YOUR ENDEAVORS TO IMPROVE 

OUR COMMUNITY IN GENERAL THROUGH FAR-SIGHTED VISIONARY CONCEPTS OF

PLANNING



SPEECH BY SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
Saturday, January 6, 1968
Hawaii Council of Teachers of English

There was a time when legislators were expected to know 
and did know about every detailed activity in our government. 
But those days are many yesterdays ago. That was a time when 
our national budget was less than half a billion dollars per 
annum. Today we are operating under an annual budget in excess 
of $130 billion. Because of the complex nature of our government 
and because of the great demands on our time in Congress, we find 
that by necessity we have become specialists in a somewhat 
confined area of government. Because of my membership on the 
Armed Services Committee I am certain I am better acquainted 
with the problems of the Polaris and Poseidon Missiles than 
the other members of the Hawaii delegation. Because of Mrs. 
Mink's membership on the Education and Labor Committee, we look 
to her as our educational spokesman. Since Mr. Matsunaga's 
expertise is an Agriculture, he is our Agriculture man. Because 
of Senator Fong's membership on the Post Office and Civil Service 
Committee we know that he is well acquainted with the intricate 
details of the Civil Service system.

What I am trying to tell you is that although I am 
deeply concerned and interested in Education, I am far from 
being an expert. Therefore I feel rather uncomfortable addressing 
a group of people who are experts in this field and who have 
spent most of their adult lives working in this profession. 
However as a legislator I have maintained that education should 
have certain goals. I wish to share my thoughts with you. I 
grant you that these are generalized but it should give you an 
idea where I stand on the matter of education.

First, education is absolutely essential to the maintenance of 
a Democratic society. Our founding fathers knew that if men are 
to govern themselves wisely they must be informed, and that to be 
informed they must be schooled. Education therefore should expose 
young people to factual information; it should train them to 
inquire and to question and to evaluate and draw conclusions.
Then in order that the wider society can benefit from the insights 
they discover, they must be trained to communicate their thoughts 
to others in an effective way. An education system could stop 
here and be like many excellent schools found in any country of 
the world. But the education for a democracy requires one 
additional quality not found in totalitarian systems: it was 
Nazi Germany that taught us that to stay free a democracy must 
teach its citizens to dissent. Without the open controversy of 
debate and argument all semblance of a free society can quickly 
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vanish. It is therefore vitally important that we help students 
form proper habits of dissent, that we teach them the skills of 
dissent, that we give them the courage to dissent against popular 
opinions, and that we give them the wisdom to use their dissent 
constructively and for the betterment of society.

Secondly, education should be available to all those 
with the capacity to absorb it. Although all of our states 
profess to have free and equal education for all of their children, 
in practice we know that this is not so. On the mainland, we find 
that with the exception of the dedicated and motivated school 
teachers, many of the teachers in the ghetto areas are not as 
competent and well-prepared as those in the more affluent suburbs. 
Under the mainland school district system we find that the curri-
culum and quality of teaching depend upon the tax-paying ability of 
a given school district. In Hawaii I sense that many of the 
teachers who are assigned to small schools in outlying areas and 
on the neighbor islands take such assignments rather reluctantly. 
Quite often I receive requests from school teachers who have been 
assigned to our neighbor island schools for assistance in having 
them Transferred to schools in Honolulu. Because of this situation 
I wonder if some of our children in these rural communities are 
receiving the quality of education equal to that received by Hono-
lulu children.

Thirdly, education should be closely related to the 
practical requirements of adult life. It should never be allowed 
to have fettish value. After school the young adult must make 
a living on his own; during his youth he should acquire skills 
and insights that will help him in that endeavor. However, I do 
not believe that the curriculum should be tailored solely to the 
trades or professions. There should be room for literature, the 
arts, philosophy or even courses which are enjoyable in and of 
themselves. Insights received from such studies are absolutely 
essential to a full and happy life. However I do somehow sense 
that because of the great emphasiS we are now placing on higher 
education we are giving the impression that it is a must, an end 
in itself, and that the young people who go on to college are 
somehow superior to those who do not. When this attitude prevails 
I fear the student himself misses a great part of what the college 
experience was intended to give him, and he emerges with attitudes 
which alienate him from many types of work that he might do. More 
important we are being rather cruel to those students who will not 
have the opportunity to go to college because of their limited 
abilities or circumstances. When a secondary school sets as its 
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primary goal the preparation of students for college education, 
in effect it tells many of our students that they are of an 
inferior breed.

I believe it would be well if our educational system 
impressed upon young people that our society is made up of many 
people involved in many different vocations that there is dignity 
in labor that a society made up of all doctors, dentists and 
lawyers would be an impossible one, and that some must serve as 
store clerks, truck drivers or street cleaners. I still remember 
a young lady who committed suicide....because she was not 
accepted by our university. She felt she had failed.

Fourth, up until recently it was the responsibility of the 
home and church to instill within the character of young people 
the important virtues of kindness, honesty, integrity, fairness 
and all the rest. But today we find in our modern technological 
society that there are many parents who spend less than ten minutes 
a day with their children. A recent survey showed that with many 
families the only time they meet is for fifteen minutes at the 
dinner table. Both parents are so busy working to pay the family 
bills that they have little time left for character building. We 
cannot expect the task to be done on Sunday either, for when 
parents do not go to church, children hardly find it necessary 
to attend Sunday school.

So now it has become necessary for the educational system 
to assume the important role of character modling.

What I have been trying to tell you is that I look upon the 
teaching profession as a most important and honorable one. With-
out it our democracy would not be in existence. I am therefore 
pleased to have this opportunity to salute all of you and to thank 
you for what you are doing for us.

In the last three and a half years I have become especially 
mindful of the importance of education. I never thought I would 
see the day when I would spend hours reading nursery rhymes to 
a little child or sitting through children's movies. My son has 
been a great challenge to me and I hope I will be successful in 
meeting this challenge. When the time comes, knowing of your 
dedication and your abilities, I will send my son to your class-
rooms with absolute confidence.



REMARKS OF DKI ON STATE OF THE UNION

President Johnson's last State of the Union message was 

a warm message of hope. At a time in our history when the 

popular pastime of many is to be critical of our government 

and to paint a picture of our nation with the dark color of 

gloom, it was most refreshing to listen to the President’s 

review of some of the great accomplishments of the last five 

years. It was reassuring to be reminded of our many assets. 

But more importantly, it was extremely significant that our 

President, who has been labeled as a war monger set aside the 

major portion of his message to speaking peace.

I pray that the next Administration will give careful 

consideration to President Johnson's advice that we begin 

discussions with the Soviet Union to limit defensive and of-

fensive missile systems. I also pray that the Senate will 

respond favorably to President Johnson's suggestion that we 

promptly approve the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. I 

hope that the next Administration will carry on President 

Johnson's quest for peace in Vietnam and in the Middle East.

The City of Washington will indeed be a different place 

without Lyndon Baines Johnson. I am happy that he will leave 

this second home, his beloved capital, with the sound of

friendly applause in his ears.



NEWS FROM SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
2, February 1968

Senator Daniel K. Inouye has advised Secretary of the Interior
Stewart L. Udall that present water quality standards for thermal discharge 
from electric generating plants could cost Hawaiian Electric consumers many 
millions of dollars and urged that they be amended "to apply more realistically 
to Hawaii. "

The Water Pollution Control Act of 1967 mandates states to establish 
standards which are enforceable, economically feasible and capable of actually 
protecting rivers, lakes and coastal waters from thermal pollution and provides 
guidelines for such standards.

Electric generating plants in Hawaii pump warm water from their 
cooling operations into the sea, including the largest plant in Honolulu owned 
by the Hawaiian Electric Company.

Under the terms of the guidelines, Hawaiian Electric could be pro-
hibited from doing this unless it constructed special towers to lower the water 
temperature before discharge. Cost of the towers is estimated at over $2 million 
each.

Senator Inouye said construction of the towers would require space 
which is not now available near the major generating facility.

"Yet to move this plant would entail some $32 million in outlays. Since 
these costs would be relayed to the consumers who, in Hawaii, already are dis-
advantaged by high energy costs, the question of water standards has come to 
involve the well-being of a major portion of the state, " Senator Inouye said.

The full text of Senator Inouye's letter is attached.



February 1, 1968

The Honorable Stewart L. Udall
Secretary of the Interior 
Department of the Interior 
Washington, D. C. 20240

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I am writing to invite your serious consideration to a problem faced by the electric 
generating plants on Oahu, Hawaii.

Since Hawaii is surrounded by ocean, its electric generating plants have always 
pumped the warm water from their operations into the sea. The present wording 
of the Water Quality Standards which limits thermal discharge to a "1.5 degree 
increase in an area of mix" would forbid this practice and require the construction 
of cooling towers. These could cost some $2 million each and would require space 
which for the downtown plant at least is not now available. Yet to move this plant 
would entail some $32 million in outlays. Since these costs would be relayed to the 
consumers who, in Hawaii, already are disadvantaged by high energy costs, the 
question of water standards has come to involve the well-being of a major portion 
of the state.

The Hawaiian Electric Company suggests that such a revision might consist of 
first limiting the area of thermal changes and then specifying the amount of tem-
perature change which can take place in that area. The firm suggests that such 
regulations might consist of a limit on thermal changes with four (4) degrees for 
a radius of 200 feet for Class A and B coastal waters.

I believe it is significant to note that temperature contracts proposed by Hawaiian 
Electric are not as wide nor do they move outside the normal and relatively speaking 
narrow fluctuations found in ocean water temperatures in Hawaii the year round. 
Further the climate, in comparison to the Mainland, is warm. To date there has 
been no evidence around Oahu of harmful effects of warm water discharges. Some 
of the plants discharge into a rolling surf which quickly dissipates the heat. The 
point of greatest thermal effect should be found in Honolulu Harbor where the largest 
and longest standing generating plant is located. It is here that the thermal change 
is not more than four (4) degrees in a 200 feet radius. But no detrimental effects 
have been observed.



The Honorable Stewart L. Udall
February 1, 1968
Page Two

More recently in studies relating to the location of a new plant at Kaneohe Bay (across 
the island from Honolulu), it was found that temperature changes anticipated from the 
proposed plant would not adversely affect plant and animal life. The study was con-
ducted by a University of Hawaii graduate student under the direction of Dr. Klaus 
Wyrtki of the University's Oceanography Department.

Hawaii's experience suggests that the effects on the ecology of temperature contrasts 
within the narrow bounds of a tropical climate may be quite different from those found 
in Mainland rivers and coastal areas into which the same amount of heat is pumped 
at different seasons of the year.

Further research is doubtless called for and I know that the need for this is recognized 
in the enabling legislation. Hawaiian Electric is willing to participate in such a pro-
ject and in fact has offered to pay one-half of the cost of a study to be conducted by 
Dr. Vernon Brock of the University of Hawaii's Oceanography Department.

But should the State of Hawaii offer for Federal approval such standards as now are 
required by the Federal Government, the company will be locked into those standards 
and further adjustments will be impossible.

The legislative mandate in the Water Pollution Control Act was to make standards 
which were enforceable, economically feasible and capable of actually protecting 
rivers, lakes and coastal waters from thermal pollution. The electric company has 
assured me that on the basis of evidence, it has yet jo know how it would violate the 
spirit and intent of the Water Pollution Control Act by not going along with the Federal 
guidelines. Should the company take the matter to court, as the official now feels 
would be their only alternative, the results, I fear, would be costly and embarrassing 
for everyone.

I do not intend to plead the special case of this company. However, it does seem to 
me that an insular state surrounded by 2, 000 miles of water in an even tropical cli-
mate poses a quite different situation for thermal pollution than does an inland state 
adjacent to limited water supply and affected by wide seasonal temperature fluctuations

I am therefore suggesting that the Department of the Interior seriously consider per-
mitting Hawaii standards which are more flexible than the across-the-board regulations 
found to be necessary to safeguard Mainland water resources.

Sincerely yours,

DANIEL K. INOUYE 
United States Senator



NEWS FROM SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
31, January 1968

Senator Daniel K. Inouye protested the current curtailment of funds 
for the East-West Center in Honolulu as "a false economy" in a letter to 
Secretary of State Dean Rusk.

Senator Inouye told Secretary Rusk that "Many of the programs are 
being so handicapped through staff layoffs and program constrictions as to 
seriously endanger their continuance. "

The Center, located on the campus of the University of Hawaii, was 
established by the Federal Government to provide a technical and cultural 
interchange center for students and scholars from the United States and 
Asia. More than 400 Asian students attend the institution.

The Center received a $5. 8 million federal appropriation for the 
1967-1968 fiscal year. In his recent budget request to the Congress, 
President Johnson asked for a fiscal 1961 appropriation of $5, 362, 000, a 
reduction of $438, 000.

The full text of Senator Inouye's letter is attached.



January 31, 1968

The Honorable Dean Rusk
Secretary of State 
Department of State
Washington, D. C. 20520

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I am sure that few individuals in government are more cognizant than yourself of 
the tremendous need to create goodwill and understanding between nations as a basis 
on which good diplomatic relationships can develop. That we have been deficient 
in establishing such bases in Asia today is evidenced by the tragic conflict in which 
we now find ourselves engulfed.

For this reason I feel the current curtailment of funds for the East-West Center is 
a false economy. Great thought and effort have gone into the development of the 
programs now sponsored by the Center. Furthermore they have proven successful 
and are in great demand by our Asian friends.

Now under the current across-the-board cuts these programs are being so curtailed 
as to endanger their continuance. Since they have been applied after large amounts 
of the funds had already been allocated to academic programs in the fall, the cuts 
are in the dimension of 20% on the remaining items, not 10%. Many of the programs 
are being so handicapped through staff layoffs and program constrictions as to 
seriously endanger their continuance.

Understandably this is a source of great distress to me. Surely such programs now 
and in the future should hold the highest priorities and rank in importance with the 
military efforts that result when their efforts fail. I believe it would be in the best 
interests of this nation if some special consideration could be given to institutions 
which have as their purpose the establishment of friendship, particularly between 
this country and Asian nations.

Sincerely yours,

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator



NEWS FROM SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
5, February 1968

Honolulu will soon be designated as an eligible port for 
bid evaluation in connection with Department of Defense procurement 
contracts, according to Senator Daniel K. Inouye.

The new designation will result directly from a revision 
to the Armed Services Procurement Regulations, the Senator explained. 
The revisions are expected to be officially published in April of this 
year.

Senator Inouye explained that in the past, Hawaii bidders 
on defense contracts had to name one of the West Coast ports as their 
port of shipping and bids had to be based on shipping costs from those 
ports instead of from Honolulu.

The Senator said the revision was scheduled to be made in 
December 1967, but had been subject to delays.

"This revision will provide an added inducement to Hawaii 
businessmen to bid more effectively on defense contracts, " Senator 
Inouye said.



NEWS FROM SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
8, February 1968

Senator Daniel K. Inouye has cosponsored a Fair Housing Amendment 
to HR 2516, the Civil Rights legislation now before the Senate.

The amendment incorporates the basic features of S. 1358, the Fair 
Housing Act of 1967 which was also cosponsored by Senator Inouye.

Key features of the amendment are:

1. Prohibits discrimination on account of race, color, religion or 
national origin in the sale or rental of housing by someone other than its occupant.

2. Prohibits discrimination in the financing of housing, and in the 
provision of services by and membership in real estate organizations.

3. Responsibility for conciliation and enforcement would be placed 
in the hands of the Department of Housing and Urban Development.

The act would not apply to owner-occupied duplex, triplex or quadriplex 
units.

Senator Inouye emphasized that the amendment does not exempt from 
coverage the sale or rental of single family dwellings.

########



STATEMENT BY SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE BEFORE SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE ON BILL TO CREATE MID-DECADE CENSUS

February 14, 1968

The massive social legislation enacted by the Congress in the past decade 
has prompted a growing interest in the proposed mid-decade census.

The reason for this interest is obvious. Our communities are confronted 
with the need to move rapidly ahead in the health, education, and welfare areas 
and they need as many facts about their growth as they can command before laun-
ching new programs.

We all know that the end of the Vietnam conflict will only make this issue 
more pressing.

The need for fresh information is even more vital in Hawaii where our 
population growth -- up 17.9 per cent since the I960 census -- is almost twice the 
national average.

The mid-decade census will not be a duplicate of the decennial census but, 
rather, it will take into account the extent to which current information is available 
from other sources and will make maximum use of sampling procedures consistent 
with statistical needs.

This flexibility should enable us to achieve the utmost in benefits from this 
most valuable tool for long-range planning purposes.

As a footnote, I should like to add that the Kingdom of Hawaii conducted a 
census every six years from 1860 to 1896.

In view of the rapid growth of our affluent society, I do not believe that we 
can ignore this need any longer.



Guidelines for 18 March Speech (Demo, fund-raiser)

( Suggested opening: ) I could very well spend a whole 

evening commenting on some of the shortcomings of the Republican 

Party, sharing happy jokes with you, and asking you to join me in 

welcoming their new Executive Secretary from Oregon. . . but this is 

not the time ....

Fourteen years ago small groups of conspirators were meeting 

throughout our Island chain planning a peaceful political revolution. 

These conspirators were politically lean and hungry. They were 

frustrated by the unfulfilled promises of the ruling party. 

They were angry men and women.

History shows that the revolution was a success and 14 years 

ago a number of men and women who were responsible and responsive 

to the people of Hawaii were elected to positions of leadership.

On November---- , 1954 there were many in Hawaii who predicted

a dark and dismal future for the Pacific territory. Businessmen 

predicted that our businesses would go bankrupt, that instead of 

economic growth there would be economic depression. There were 

others who fearfully predicted the dire consequences of our Legislature 

being taken over by radical left-wingers. Frantic messages were sent 

to Congress urging Representatives and Senators to oppose Hawaiian 

Statehood. Hawaii was no longer a democracy, they cried, but
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the first American soil captured by the communists, they declared.

The past 14 years have not been easy ones for the Hawaii 

Democrats. We had to live through the frustrations of the 1955 Legis-

lative Session. We tasted the bitter fruit of Party factionalism. But 

today here we are observing for 14 consecutive years the majority 

party of Hawaii.

It may be well to pc briefly see what happened to the dark 

predictions of 1954, As I cite a few statistics, I am not suggesting that 

all the glory and credit belong to the Democrats alone. The glory of 

the past 14 years belong to the people of Hawaii. However, I feel that 

we Democrats did play a very important role Contrary to the predictions 

we were able to inspire among the people by bringing together opposing 

forces and in general providing a climate -- social and economic and 

political climate -- that was favorable to the growth we have enjoyed.

In 1954 Hawaii was spending $______  for the education of

her children. Today we are spending $________ , more than $________

per child. In 1954 the Legislature appropriated the huge sum of 

$_________  for the University of Hawaii. It was not considered a good

university. In fact, none of the Regents sent their children to the 

University of Hawaii, but today the U of Hawaii has an enrollment of 

_________  students. It is considered one of the finest in our Nation. 

It provides______of doctoral degrees and the Legislature just appropriated



$_________ . In addition the Federal Government has provided

$__________  in grants.

In 1954 the per capita income of the people of Hawaii was 

below that of the national average. It was then $________per person.

Today our per capita income x ranks above the national average and 

we find that the above average Hawaiian earns an income of $_________ .

In 1954 the powerful corporate dynasties of the big family had

solid control of the business. Business income amounted to $_________ .

Today the business income is $____________ • In 1954 there were_______

businesses. Today we have increased this number to___________ .

In 1954 the poor, disabled, the blind and the sick were truly 

the forgotten of Hawaii. Our Legislature appropriated R $__________

for social welfare. Today we find that $__________  is being spent to

provide a better life for these people.

In 1954 tourism brought in R $______________. It was the

prediction that by year______ we would be enjoying a half a 

million tourists , but we find that today we are playing host to more 

than a million and the industry is the source of $_____________.

In 1954 there were ________ miles of roadways. Today

there are __________ . Hospital beds; government pay; school teachers;

government employees; etc.



I suppose this being a political meeting , I could refer to 

these astounding statistics and, with the demagoguery acceptable for 

such functions assure all of you that we will enjoy smashing victories 

once again at the polls. But in citing these figures, one could well

borrow a word from the new generation: To many 

statistical growth may be irrelevant to the many in the forthcoming

campaign. May questions are being asked. The outcome in November

will depend on the answers to these questions.

I will not propose any answers to these questions, but I hope 

all of us will seriously consider these questions in the days ahead, 

especially as we proceed towards our Convention and more importantly 

as we draft our compact with the people of Hawaii and our platform.

First: Are the Democrats getting politically fat and lazy?

Have we lost the zeal, the fire and imagination of 1954? Will our 

compact and our program be exciting and imaginative enough to 

attract the new generation --a generation which will not be satisfied 

with worn-out cliches and past statistics? Has our Party become a 

political haven for the anointed few, or are we able to provide 

the programs and the positions through which new blood and new 

energies can be channeled? Factionalism may be healthy in a poli-

tical program because it would bring about the debate and the discussion 

necessary to the development of programs. Can a Party enjoy the 



luxury of factionalism based not upon the difference in ideas, but 

based upon the differences in personalities? Has the past 14 years 

made some of us who have been privileged to serve a bit too arrogant? 

I realize that the answers to these questions will not come about 

easily, but when one looks at himself in the mirror everyday 

he cannot very well sense the advancement of political obesity, nor 

can he well ignore the development of an arrogant curve to his lips.

These questions are now being asked of us and for the sake 

of our Party and primarily for the sake of Hawaii, we must do our 

best to come forth with the proper answers. If not, the people of 

Hawaii will answer them for us on November ___ , 1968 and the 

answers may not be too pleasant.



DANIEL K. INOUYE
HAWAII

STATE OFFICE:
Cap ita l  Inv es tme nt  Bld g .

Hon ol ul u , Haw ai i

United States Senate
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

MORIO OMORI
EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT

4 March 1968

Honorable Daniel K. Inouye
442 Old Senate Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC. 20510

Dear Dan:

Enclosed is the information requested for your March 18

speech at the Statehood dinner.

Please call if there are any further questions.

Aloha,

MORIO OMORI

MO:eyh
Enclosures



1. Dollars per capita spent to educate children in public schools.

a. In 1954, Territory spent $56.83 and Counties spent $6.96 or 
total of $63.79. In addition, $1.25 per capita for library.

b. In 1966 fiscal year, according to U.S. Commerce Department 
report, State spent $126.20 per capita.

2. Legislative appropriation for University of Hawaii.-

a. In 1954, Legislature appropriated to University of Hawaii 
$2,567,798.87; increase in faculty salary - $130,544.00; 
increase for Civil Service workers at U of H - $42,064.00; 
addition to dental hygiene program - $10,000.00 - Total: 
$2,750,406.00

b. In 1967-1968, Legislature appropriated to U of H - $31,984,000.00; 
special research project appropriation to Legislative Reference 
Bureau - $25,000.00; transfer from other agencies - $23,039.00; 
appropriation to Governor - $83,000.00; Total appropriation - 
$32,122,000.00 less $5,250,000 from tuition, etc. returned
to State. Therefore, total appropriation was $26,872,000.00.

3. University of Hawaii enrollment

a. 1954-1955 - U of H, Hilo campus and extension day and 
evening credit courses - 6,342 students.

b. 1967 (fall) - U of H - 16,564 (day); evening (credit and non-
credit) 4,390; E-W 75 study tours; Hilo 618; Community College 
(day - 3606, evening 1,799) - 5,405.

4. Doctoral degrees granted by U of H.

a. 1954 - 3 doctorates (2 honorary, 1 doctor of philosophy)

b. 1967 - 28 doctorates

5. Per capita income of people of Hawaii

a. 1954 - $1,802.00

b. 1966 - $3,124.00

(U.S. Office of Business Economics).

6. Number of business firms in Hawaii

a. 1954 - number of firms (employing units) unavailable for 1954; 
number of firms (employing units) in 1956 was 8,602; number 
of gross income licenses issued in 1954 was 41,860.

b. 1966-1967 - number of firms (employing units) 12 ,243; number of 
gross income licenses issued was 55,674.



7. Legislative appropriation for Social Welfare

See attached report from Mr. Jack T. Wakayama - Exhibit A

a. 1953-1955 bienniem - $7,551,332.00

b. 1966-1967 - $31,170,164.00

8. Number of Hospital Beds

a. 1954 - 2,169 beds

b. 1966

Statewide acceptable by State Health Dept. - 4,844

Acceptable by federal standards - 3,214

34 hospitals

9. Number of Tourists

a. 1954 - 91,289

b. 1967 - 1,005,780 including 70,150 R&R arrivals 
(883,030 non R&R and 52,600 R&R dependents)

10. Income generated by tourism

a. 1954 - $ 48,900,000.00

b. 1967 - 302,000,000.00

11. Average wage of government employees

a. 1954 - not available

b. 1966 - average wage paid per worker - $7,071.00 
(31,600 federal employees; 30,805 State and County 
employees)

12. Average wage of teachers

a. 1954 - See salary schedule - Exhibit B

b. 1966 - See salary schedule - Exhibit C

13. Number of cars

a. 1954 - 170,447 vehicles

b. 1966 - 323,843 vehicles

NOTE: 1954 population - 505,773 (excluding military esti-
mated to be about 10,000) 1966 population - 743,878 
(including military)



To: Honorable Senator Dan K. Inouye, 
U.S. Senate

Dear Dan:

As to public welfare and social services, the following points are suggested 
which might be helpful in talking about Hawaii’s public welfare program.

1. In consonance with the "New Hawaii" program, the 3rd State Legislature 
(Democratic) in an unprecedented action (first time in 28 years of Hawaii’s 
public welfare’s history), appropriated an expansion grant of $4.5 million 
in total requirements for the 1965 fiscal year. This grant was provided to raise 
the assistance level of 25,000 needy aged, blind, disabled, families with 
dependent children, children in foster homes and or in institutions and 
other partially disabled adults to a level more nearly commensurate with 
decency and health.

a. Food was raised 20% and other basic essentials such as personal needs, 
community activity were incorporated into the department’s minimum 
standard.

The effect of this legislative policy can be measured as follows:

1954 F.Y. 1967 F.Y. Increase

Money payments $6.6 million $13.7 million $7.1 (108%)
Monthly Persons Assisted 19,526 22,350 2,824 (14%)
Ave. Per Person $28.68 $50.96 $22.28 (78%)

Per Aged, Blind, Disabled $41.00 $88.56 $47.56 (116%)
Per Family of 4 89.55 $184.74 $95.19 (106%)

2. Hawaii was one of the first 6 states to have in operation an acceptable 
plan for the administration of Title XIX, Medicaid, effective January, 1966. 
Hawaii’s medical care program has been recognized as one of the most 
comprehensive in all of the states as to content and scope. No aged, blind, 
disabled nor child need suffer for lack of medical care. Last year $7.4 million 
in medical assistance was provided to indigents and medical indigents.

3. Medi-care, Title XVIII, effective 7/1/66 has had a great impact upon Hawaii's 
38,000 aged. More of Hawaii's aged are cared for in skilled nursing homes. 
Relatives (especially Japanese) heretofore reluctant to send their loved ones 
to nursing homes because of fear of "losing face" or lacking finances to 
pay for the care, have found this legislation to be of great blessing.
The Department pays the deductibles and co-insurance under Title XIX.

4. Hawaii has been one of the few states which has provided work incentive 
program and payments in hopes of breaking the cycle of dependency. In an 
experimental project last year, 128 participated with 30 finding jobs. 
Some are still in training, others have discontinued training due to health 
reasons and a few have been drop outs. In addition to the above, there where 
approximately 125 partially handicapped persons who were assigned to the 
State's Temporary Labor Force projects and provided 11,365 man days of 
service valued at $113,650.



5. With one of the most qualified social work staff in all of the states, Hawaii’s 
social workers carried out their responsibilities of providing preventive, 
protective and rehabilitative services to help improve the well being of 
approximately 30,000 persons during the past year. A review of some of 
major activities are:

a. Nearly 15,000 members of families with dependent children received 
special help from social workers with problems such as desertion, 
non-support, child neglect, marital discord, poor health, child abuse 
and underemployment.

b. More than 650 aged, blind and permanently and totally disabled adults 
were given special attention with personal problems such as poor 
health, non-support, arrangements for daily living, self-care and 
management of finances.

c. Nearly 1,100 recipients were helped to leave the welfare rolls 
to take jobs or increase their earnings.

d. Approximately 18,457 individuals, including 2,973 persons who did 
not need regular financial assistance were certified for federal 
food stamps. $390,000 bonus food stamps were purchased.

e. About 555 children received supervision while being cared for in 
foster homes and private children's institutions*

f. One hundred eight children were placed for adoption and 97 other 
social studies were completed for the Family Courts.

g. 3 child-caring institutions, 383 foster boarding homes, 124 day 
care centers, and 66 family day care homes for the protection of 
about 8,100 children needing care away from their own homes were 
licensed. "Operation Help"—a 24 hour emergency protective service 
handled 172 referrals for children by the police. Social workers 
investigated 80 reports of child abuse.

h. Approximately 2,228 persons, mostly aged, were cared for in boarding, 
personal care and nursing homes.

i. 677 unmarried mothers were counseled and helped with making plans 
for themselves and their children. Family planning program and 
services were initiated.

j. Veterans counselors provided services to approximately 3,777 veterans 
and/or their dependents.

k. Homemaker services in Oahu provided 12,885 hours of service to 88 
families with 329 children while their mothers were incapacitated or 
out of the home.

Aloha,

Jack T. Wakayama, R & S Officer 
Dept. of Social Services 

2/29/68



HAWAII (CONT.)

assistance to local or county governments in financing 
school plant facilities. It advances funds on anticipated 
county revenues from taxes or sale of bonds, and occasional-
ly makes outright grants to the counties thru what is local-
ly referred to as the "Pork barrel" appropriation. It also 
frequently issues bonds on territorial credit for use by the 
counties. This is done because the territory can obtain a 
better price on the bond market.

Support of special projects—The biannual appropriation 
provides funds’" for the general cost of education and also 
for auxiliary educational programs such as dental hygiene, 
health education, crippled children, etc. The kindergarten 
program occupies a somewhat anomalous position in the school 
system in that it is usually provided for by an earmarked 
portion of the appropriation act. During the year, thru the 
use of federal funds, the Commissioners of Public Instruc-
tion achieved approximately full kindergarten coverage, the 
only exceptions being where plant facilities were not avail-
able in the two Oahu districts.

Vocational teachers are paid on the regular salary 
schedule with a 15 percent differential for a longer school 
day and year. Teachers of vocational agriculture receive a 
30 percent differential based on the same premise. A voca-
tional revolving fund receives and disburses federal assist-
ance grants. This special fund is used for payment of part- 
time and evening adult class teachers. These classes are 
held at the four vocational schools. This is in sharp con-
trast to other adult community schools where the cost of the 
program except for administration is supported by course 
fees. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1954, federal 
funds for vocational education amounted to $185,213. The 
federal rehabilitation program, which is operated as a func-
tion of the Territorial Department of Public Instruction, a- 
mounted to $11*2,831. 
Teachers salary schedule, Act 278, Session Laws, 1953 
(12-month basis):

Vice principals authorized by resolution of the Commission-
ers shall be paid the salary classification for teachers plus 
one-half of the principals' monthly salary differential.

Substitute teachers shall be paid per day as follows: 
CLASS I—$11; CLASS II—$12; CLASS III, $13.

TABLE 1.—COST AND SOURCES OF REVENUE, FISCAL YEAR HIDING 
JUNE 30, 1984

(Excluding 
capital 
outlay)

Source Territorial 
funds

County 
funds

Federal 
funds Total

1. Adminis-
tration $ 465,069 • • • $ 95,894 $ 560,963

2. Ins trac-
tion . . 16,188,792 $ 20,325 2,396,257 18,605,374

3. Auxilia- 
ry serv-
ices • • 939,858 127,15 127,442 1,194,450

4. Opera-
tion of 
school 
plants . 13,120 1,494,404 119,603 1,627,127

5. Mainte-
nance of 
school 
plants , 18,448 1,341,298 • • • 1,359,746

Total . $17,625,287 $2,983,177 $2,739,196 $23,31*7,660

CAPITAL OUTLAY

shall be paid what they would

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS III
Years Noncollegiate Collegiate Professional
of certificate certificate certificate
experi-- monthly monthly monthly
ence  salary salary salary

1 MID $245 $250 $275
2 X12                 250 255 280
3 255 260 285
4 260 265 290
5 265 275 295
6 270 285 305
7 275 295 315
8 280 305 325
9 285 315 335

10 290 325 345
11 295 335 355
12 305 345 365
13 315 355 375
11* 325 365 385
15 335 375 395
16 345 385 405
17 355 • • • •• •
18 365 • • • • • •

earn as teach'Principals
plus the following monthly salary differentials:

Number of Teachers under princi-
pal's supervision (figures being 

inclusive)
5

10
15
25
35

36-   45
46- 55
56- 65
66- 75
76- 85
86- 95
96-105

106-115 
116-125 or more

Differential

1.

2

Equip- 
ment . 
Land: 
Sites 
and im-
prove-
ment  
Struc-
tures  
Total 
capital 
outlay .

$336,789 $134,891 $471,680

94,558 45,000 139,558

290,238 1,818,258 2,108,496

$721,585a/ $l,998,l49b/ $2,719,734

Grand total $17,625,287 $3,704,762 $11,737,345 $26,067,394
(Including

capital
outlay) ________ ____________________________ _________________ __

             a/ Represents interest and debt retirement.
b/ Represents total cost of projects.

 TABLE 2.—EXPENDITURE-OPERATING REVENUES ONLY, FISCAL YEAR END- 
 ING JUNE 30, 1954

Territorial County Federal
funds                    funds               funds 

Total

0-
6- 

11- 
16- 
26-

$100
120
145
160
170
180
190
200
210
220
230
240
250
260

1. Per-
son-
al 
serv-
ices $16,984,186 $1,096,116 $2,440,228

2. Other
cur-
rent
ex-
penses

3. Equip-
ment
Total $17,625,287 $2,983,177 $ 2,739,196 $ 23,347,660 100.0

351,880 1,866,736 294,675

289,221 20,325 4,293

$20,520,530

2,513,291

313,839

Per-
cent

87.9

10.8

1.3



PROPOSED
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

INTEGRATED SALARY SCHEDULE

Old I N C R E M E NT STEPS LONGEVITY STEPS 9 3 YEARS EACH)
S.R. R. 1234 5 6 7 8 9 L-1 L-2 L-3 L-4

1 B 4,330 4,547 4,774 5,013 5,264 5,527 5,803 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777
I 1 I 4,834 5,076 5,330 5,597 5,877 6,171 6,480 6,804 7,144 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684

2 B 4,547 4,774 5,013 5,264 5,527 5,803 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166
2 I 5,076 5,330 5,597 5,877 6,171 6,480 6,804 7,144 7,501 8,876 8,270 8,684 9,118

3 B 4,774 5,013 5,264 5,527 5,803 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574
II 3 I 5,330 5,597 5,877 6,171 6,480 6,804 7,144 7,501 3,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9.574 

4 B 5,013 5,264 5,527 5,803 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574 9,003 
4 I 5,597 5,877 6,171 6,480 6,804 7,144 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 

5 B 5,264 5,527 5,803 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574 9,003 9,453 
III 5 I 5,877 6,171 6,480 6,804 7,144 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 

6 B 5,527 5,803 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574 9,003 9,453 9,926
IV 6 I 6,171 6,480 6,804 7,144 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084

7 B 5,803 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574 9,003 9,453 9,926 10,422
V 7 I 6,480 6,804 7,144 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 

8 B 6,093 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574 9,003 9,453 9,926 10,422 10,943 
Vi 8 I 6,804 7,144 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220

9 B 6,398 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574 9,003 9,453 9,926 10,422 10,943 11,490
9 I 7,144 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831

10 B 6,718 7,054 7,407 7,777 8,166 8,574 9,003 9,453 9,926 10,422 10,943 11,490 12,065
10 I 7,501 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473

11 7,876 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147

12 8,270 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854

13 8,684 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597

14 9,118 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597 16,377

15 9,574 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597 16,377 17,196

16 10,053 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597 16,377 17,196 18,056

17 10,556 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597 16,377 17,196 18,056 18,959

18 11,084 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597 16,377 17,196 18,056 18,959 19,907

19 11,638 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597 16,377 17,196 18,056 18,959 19,907 20,902

20 12,220 12,831 13,473 14,147 14,854 15,597 16,377 17,196 18,056 18,959 19,907 20,902 21,947

Note 1: Basic and incentive plans apply to teachers only.
Note 2: Teachers and educational officers must complete three (3) years to qualify for longevity step increments.

Symbols: B - Basic
I - Incentive



Speech by Senator DanieL K. Inouye
St. Francis Convent School Commencement Exercises
Sunday, May 26, 1968

A few weeks ago, I received an unusual letter from a most compaSSionate constituent. 
This constituent is a few years out of high school. His letter is extremely well 
written and he writes of a problem confronting many young Americans. I shall read 
a paragraph from this letter:

"If one believes that a law is wrong, that it forces people to do 
what is completely against their conscience, what is completely 
alien to their being, how should one behave? Is it right to deny 
oneself, to live a false life and comply because that is the easiest 
thing to do; or is it right to oppose the laws, the systems, and 
the people that would force an individual to become something 
less than himself? I am not against all laws or our country, I 
am only opposed to specific laws and actions, and wonder what 
I should do in order to be true to myself, and to my fellow man. 
Through the draft laws combined with the Vietnam war, I am 
sure this ordeal confronts many people, and forces so many to 
take the easy way out. What do they do to themselves? I truly 
do not know. But many others realize they could not live with 
themselves after such a surrender. And it is a disheartening 
choice. By conceding one becomes a hypocrite and false; yet, 
by opposing one ends his life as a part of this country."

I have received other letters from young constituents telling me that they will not 
wear the uniform of our Army to serve in Vietnam. These young men contend that 
the war in Vietnam is immoral and suggest that they would have gladly served in a 
"good" war such as World War I or World War II.

Today, I wish to publicly respond to these letters because the thoughts expressed 
deserve public discussion. Possibly some of you in this gathering share the senti-
ments of these youthful letter writers.

"Should one reject a law which he considers to be unjust and contrary to the dictates 
of his conscience? Should he disobey such law? More specifically, if one considers 
the Selective Service laws to be unjust and immoral, should he burn his draft card? " 
If he violates such laws, he should be prepared to suffer the punishment prescribed 
for such violation. I realize that this is a rather harsh statement.

As your Senator, I have voted against many legislative proposals. I have loudly 
spoken against laws which I have considered to be unjust and I have taken every 
opportunity to amend or repeal these laws. But I have not rejected or abandoned 
my country. I have not burned my birth certificate.
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only
If all of us were required to obey/those good laws which we considered to be just and 
moral and reject all others, this nation would surely collapse into a state of anarchy. 
The rights and privileges we cherish, such as the right of free speech, free press 
and free assembly, would most certainly disappear. Without the power of govern-
ment necessary to guarantee these rights, forcibly if necessary, such as was done 
with the use of armed troops to enforce the desegregation laws, there would be no 
rights and no protection of person or property.

Our government is imperfect because it is the creature of imperfect men and because 
of our imperfection, laws are necessary to regulate our conduct. But our system 
permits change and our laws can be amended or repealed by orderly means.

Many honor the memory of two great men who lived with us in this century. These 
two fought unjust laws and publicly defied and disobeyed these laws, but they were 
prepared to suffer the punishment prescribed by such unjust laws. They did not 
resort to violence nor did they burn their citizenship cards. They advocated the 
orderly and legal amendment or repeal of unjust laws. They are no longer with us, 
but history will forever remember them. I speak of Mahatma Gandhi and Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr.

And finally, I wish to speak on the immorality of the Vietnam war. Yes, I agree with 
my youthful constituents that the Vietnamese war is an immoral war. But I cannot 
agree with these men that World War I and World War II were "good" wars. If one 
is to determine the question of morality according to the teachings of Christ or 
Buddha, he must insist that all wars are immoral. I suggest that one of the most 
immoral wars (if there be degrees in immorality) was the medieval crusades where 
Christians in the name of Jesus Christ carried out the slaughter of innocent men, 
women and children and the plunder and destruction of cities and towns.

Like many of your fathers, I participated in World War II, a war labeled a good war 
by some of my youthful constituents I left Hawaii a young man of 18, an active mem-
ber of my church and a member of the choir. I looked upon the Ten Commandments 
as sacred and important. One commandment stated simply: "Thou Shalt Not Kill. "

However, by the time we landed in Europe I hated the Germans. The Army success-
fully converted me into a killing machine. In fact, I must confess that I experienced 
a sense of great joy and elation when I shot and killed my first German soldier. After 
that I killed many, many more. Much as I try, I find that I cannot erase these dark 
pages from my life.

In our training we were not concerned with community relations. We were trained 
to kill, not to build schools as we do in Vietnam. We literally levelled and wiped out 
the city of Dresden, not because of its military value but simply for revenge. And 
in the process of carrying out this revenge, we killed over a hundred thousand inno-
cent men, women and children. The casualties were higher than that brought about 
by the Hiroshima bomb. In the battles of Tarawa and Guadalcanal we took very, very 
few prisoners. In the case of my regiment, there was a period of over a week of 
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combat during which time no prisoners were taken.

Fortunately, we won the war. Otherwise the world would have watched the pro-
ceedings of a "Washington trial" instead of a "Nuremberg trial" and many of us 
would have been found guilty of atrocities.

In many ways, our men who are fighting in Vietnam are more compassionate than 
those of us who fought in World War II.

It is tragic that mankind still finds it necessary to resort to war and violence to 
resolve problems. Millions upon millions through the ages have killed and have 
been killed in the quest for justice and peace. All have died proclaiming that their 
cause was just. Throughout the ages great philosophers have sought the secret of 
peace. The secret of peace has been available for many, many centuries. It is 
prescribed in a set of simply stated laws -- the Ten Commandments. But most 
men, because of weaknesses and shortcomings, find it extremely difficult to obey 
these laws. Therefore, these laws have been rejected and abandoned by most men, 
resulting in a state of anarchy in the soul of mankind. When finally, mankind is 
moved to obey the Ten Commandments, peace will come unto this world. Will this 
day ever come? I pray it will.



STATEMENT BY S
August 2, 1968

INOUYE

Mr. President:

I would like to share with my colleagues this letter that

I received recently from one of my constituents. For obvious 

reasons her name has been deleted.

I am publicizing this very tragic story to help my colleagues 

who are struggling with their consciences over gun control legislation 

to realize the immediacy of the problem. Delay is a luxury we cannot 

afford, and any effort we make to avert further deaths through laxity 

in firearms regulations will mark a milestone in our search for a 

society without violence.
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July 11, 1968

Senator Daniel K. Inouye 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C.

Dear Senator Inouye:

I wish to take this opportunity to urge you to do all that you 
can to enact laws for the more rigid control of firearms of all 
kinds, including rifles.

Each person who feels strongly about this issue perhaps has his 
or her own personal reason for that view. Mine is that one
Saturday afternoon last April my husband, in a deeply depressed 
state of mind, went into a sporting goods store in downtown 
Honolulu, purchased a rifle, went to his office and shot himself. 
If it had been necessary for him to secure a permit for this rifle 
it is just possible that this tragedy might not have occurred. 
In any event, I am deeply concerned when I read the statistics of 
the number of suicides each year by gunshot. If only a few of 
these people were saved by more rigid controls, such laws would 
have served a very useful purpose.

Sincerely yours,

/



NEWS FROM SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE
September 13, 1968

The following is a direct quote from Senator Daniel K. 
Inouye:

"While Mr. Agnew is still apologizing for his "soft on 
communism" charge, Mr. Nixon now suggests that Hubert Humphrey 
is soft on crime.

The Republican presidential candidate is as poorly informed 
as his running mate when he says that Mr. Humphrey is "tragically 
naive" on the issue of crime in America.

Hubert Humphrey is the one candidate who has directly 
faced the forces of crime in America. As Mayor of Minneapolis, 
he strengthened the police force, rid the city of racketeers and won 
an FBI award for effective law enforcement.

In this campaign Mr. Humphrey has advanced -- and will 
continue to advance --a program of strong action to combat crime in 
America. From Mr. Humphrey, we get a plan of action. From Mr. 
Nixon, we get only cheap attacks.

It's now Mr. Nixon's turn to look at the evidence of the 
Humphrey record, and then apologize.

###



Mr, President:

Earlier this month a reporter from the Honolulu Star=Bulletin, 

Hawaii's largest daily newspaper, visited the Marshall Islands area 

in the Pacific and talked with former residents of the Bikini Atoll 

who were "going home" for the first time in twenty-two years.

In the belief that the article by Byron Bakerwill be of interest 

to my colleagues, I respectfully request that the full text of Mr. Baker 

article be printed in the Record.

Article which appeared in the Honolulu Star-Bulletin , Saturday 
September 14, 1968



Mr. President:

In a speech delivered at the annual meeting of the Hawaii 

Visitors Bureau in Honolulu, Hawaii, September 5, 1968, Mr. 

Najeeb E. Halaby, President of Pan American World Airways, looked 

beyond Vietnam to a postwar Pacific - to Asia as it moves into the 

last years of this century.

Mr. Halaby urged his audience not to permit disappointment 

and frustration in what we have tried to accomplish in Vietnam to set 

us back a half century in our awareness of what Asia means to us, now 

and in the future”.

In the belief that Mr. Halaby's remarks may be of interest 

to my Senate colleagues, I would like to share his address with them. 

If there are no objections I respectfully request that the full text of 

Mr. Halaby's remarks be included in the record.



OUR FUTURE IN ASIA

Most speakers in discussing our future in Asia and the Pacific do so in 
terms of the vast potential market this area can provide for our manufactur-
ing genius. I have seen extremely optimistic statistics predicting more 
than a thousand per cent increase in our volume of sales in Asia in the 
next decade. Other similarly optimistic reports speak of the industrial 
exploitation of heretofore untapped valuable natural resources found in 
Asia. Therefore, it would appear that our future in Asia and the Pacific 
is a golden one of dollars and profits.

However, may I suggest that before we can successfully enter this new and 
golden era of dollars and profits in Asia, we should take good look at our-
selves and examine our attitudes as they relate to Asia and her people.

I am fully aware that this self examination and change in attitudes may be 
an extremely difficult requirement. We know that America is really a part 
of Europe. Our culture, our heritage, our religions, our diet, our dress, 
our speech, and our physical appearance are European.

We are comfortable with our fellow Europeans. We understand each other. 
We are often very uncomfortable with Asians, those people we sometimes 
refer to as Gooks. Everything about these people is strange and bewilder-
ing. We know very little about Asians because, frankly, most of us have 
never felt it sufficiently urgent or important to acquaint ourselves with 
Asia, her peoples, her history, her problems, her religions, her cultures 
and her attitudes. However, on the other hand, Asians seem to know a bit 
more about Europeans. They seem to have long memories and/their view of 
history covers decades and centuries instead of months and years. Many 
Asians recall the degradation of colonialism. They remember the wars of 
exploitation such as the infamous "opium war" when the British forced the 
Chinese to purchase and use opium. Asians still recall the international 
settlements ----- those western enclaves that enjoyed extraordinary privileges.
These memories are not happy ones. Therefore, we should not be surprised 
if they approach us with caution and apprehension. We should not feel 
too insulted if our motives are questioned and our declarations of good 
intentions are doubted.

After all, we must admit that during much of our national history we looked 
upon most Asians as wards of colonial powers and accordingly considered 
them not as our equals. Many of us looked upon them with contempt. When 
we had a business deal in Hanoi, we often travelled to Paris to discuss 
its details. If we had a problem in Rangoon or Calcutta, we often journeyed 
to London. In 1954, we met in Geneva to discuss and resolve a Vietnamese 
problem. In 1962, we met in Geneva to discuss and resolve a Laotian problem. 
In 1968, we meet in Paris to discuss and resolve an Asian problem. We did 
not meet in Vien Tiane , or Rangoon, or Kuala Lumpur, or Colombo, or 
Jakarta, or Singapore, or Phnon Penh.

And today, many of our career foreign service officers still dream long-
ingly of diplomatic assignments in London, Paris, Rome, Geneva, and Vienna 
and frown upon assignments to important posts in Asia and Africa.



But the winds of progress and change blow furiously from the East. And 
we cannot ignore the message carried by this wind. Difficult though it 
may be for some Americans, we must consider and deal with Asians as 
equals-----as human beings with a long and proud history and as human
beings sensitive to the pain of insult, humiliation and disrespect.

And so, if we are to successfully work and trade with Asians, we must 
learn to communicate with them. We must better understand and respect 
their customs and traditions.

Historically, with admirable exceptions, colonies and provincial outposts 
have been the strongholds of misfits, soldiers-of-fortune and malcontents. 
This must change. In carrying out our important missions in Asia, we must 
search our nation for the brightest and the most talented people.

Anti-war demonstrations, draft card burnings and daily casualty reports 
should not be necessary to convince us of the importance of Vietnam in 
our daily lives. Yet after all these tragic and expensive years, isn't 
it strange that none of our universities and colleges offer meaningful 
and comprehensive graduate courses in Vietnamese history, culture or 
language? But nearly every American university offers comprehensive 
courses in European art, history, literature, languages. And, many offer 
doctorates in these fields. This must be changed. The realities of this 
century require us to know more about Asia, Africa and Latin America.

Before we can truly herald the birth of the golden age in Asia and the 
Pacific, peace and stability must first be established in Asia. I believe 
that peace in Asia and in the world will be ultimately determined by the 
three great powers: the Soviet Union, the People's Republic of China and 
the United States of America. We must learn to co-exist with these 
Communist powers. We must make every effort to increase our contacts 
with them. Our contacts with the Communist Chinese must occur in Peking 
and in Washington and not furtively in Warsaw. It may be extremely dif-
ficult to rearrange our relationship with the Nationalist Chinese on 
Taiwan, but it would be foolish and dangerous to allow outmoded habits to 
guide our diplomacy as though nothing has changed. If it is our wish to 
resolve problems, we cannot ignore their source.

The alternative to co-existence may be destruction-----mutual destruction.

If we are to have peace, we must begin to think the unthinkable. We must 
prepare ourselves for the day when there will be a Communist Chinese 
Ambassador residing in Washington and a Communist Chinese representative 
serving in the United Nations.

But if all this will result in the establishment of the age of peace and 
prosperity in Asia, we should be willing to sacrifice and endure a little 
with patience and understanding.



......

I pray for the day when man will channel his aggressive energies unto the 
battlefields of trade instead of unto the battlefields of war. I look 
forward to the day when we can listen to a news commentator report on 
trade gains-----yes, dollars and profits----- instead of war gains and casualty
lists.


