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DATELINE A report to Hawaii from ____
WASHINGTON

Senator DANIEL K. INOUYE

Aloha,

The critical question faciag our nation today concerns the
proposed deployment of an anti-ballistic missile system.

Like many Americans, I was deeply disappointed with President
Nixon’s decision to develop and deploy an anti-ballistic missile
system. With this decision, our President missed a rare opportenity to
take this earth one step away from the threat of nuclear war and one
very important step closer to peace,

The balance in the instruments of death which currently exists
between the United States and the Soviet Union makes this the ideal
moment to initiate meaningful discussions with Soviet officials to
reduce the bulging stockpiles of offensive and defensive nuclear
missiles. I sincerely feel that unless our President’s decision is
overturned, we may have extinguished the last glimmer of hope for
an early end to an arms race which is fast consuming both our spirit
and resources.

I can assure you that every effort will be exerted in the United
States Senate to veto the President’s “Safeguard™ decision and place
ourselves in the pathway of nuclear sanity.

It was twenty-four years ago — August 6, 1945 to be exact — while
I was recuperating in an Army hospital that [ heard President Harry
S. Truman announce the detonation of a new and powerful bomb
over the city of Hiroshima. Later I was stunned to learn that this new
weapon — called the atomic bomb — had the explosive power of
20,000 tons of TNT. Since that fateful and fearful day, the picture of
the mushroom cloud has become rather commonplace, the explosive
power of the bomb has multiplied, and sophisticated delivery systems
have been developed to carry these nuclear warheads to distant
targets.

Today, twenty-four years later, our country possesses a strategic
nuclear force, with an explosive, capacity estimated at 2ﬂ,000
megatons or £Weiy billion tons o & trillion pounds of TNT. The

. ] . magnitude of our destructive capability can be clearly shown when

| am convinced that the threat of the dreaded we recall that less than two megatons of explosives were expended
mushroom cloud hovering over the heads of our during all of World War II. Two of our Polaris missiles alone carry
young people is, to a large extent, responsible for explosives more destructive than all the bombs, mortar shells,
the unrest fermenting on our college campuses, in artillery shells, grenades, mines and booby traps detonated during the

our homes, and on our streets.” Second World War.

At this very moment, our strategic nuclear force is capable of destroying two-fifths of the Soviet population and about
three-quarters of its industrial capacity even after sustaining the heaviest nuclear attack the Soviet Union can inflict on us. In all
practical terms, this is total destruction!

As powerful as our current strategic force is today, our destructive capacity will increase many times over with the operational
deployment of two new strategic missiles, the Poseidon and Minuteman IIl. Both strategic missiles are programmed to carry MIRVs
(multiple individually guided re-entry vehicles), which are capable of ejecting warheads separately on different targets, and decoy
devices which make each missile appear on the enemy radar screen, not as one warhead, but as several dozen. The combination of
decoy devices and targeting flexibility will give the multiple warhead missile the amazing ability to elude and overwhelm ABM defense
systems.

The destructive power of the Soviet Union vis a vis the United States is equally great. A study released by the Pentagon reported
that the Soviet Union has a first strike capability to kill over sixty per cent of our population or over one hundred and twenty million
Americans. This attack could also destroy over sixty per cent of our industrial and productive capacity.

For the past two decades, nuclear holocaust has been prevented by the realization that nuclear war can only result in mutual
destruction. The assured destruction capacity of both nations has, thus far, been powerful and persuasive enough to deter the use of
nuclear weapons.

This nuclear detente which has forestalled the eruption of a thermonuclear war is threatened by the development of nuclear
weapons by Communist China. To date, the Red Chinese nuclear arsenal is reported to have less than twenty primitive nucléar bombs.
Last year, the Pentagon estimated that the Chinese could probably generate enough resources to support a moderate and
unsophisticated intercontinental ballistic missile delivery system by 1975.

Fear of a nuclear attack by Communist China has led some of our most powerful political leaders and most of our military leaders
to advocate the development and deployment of a so-called thin ABM system to protect us from a relatively unsophisticated Red
Chinese nuclear attack.




As a member of the Senate Armed Services Committee, my interest in the anti-ballistic missile system has been more than casual.
Although T am not an expert in this field, my study of the ABM system has led me to a definite conclusion that it is in the national
interest of the United States to stop the deployment of the system, whether it be thick or thin. I am opposed to the establishment of
an ABM system in the United States for a number of reasons.

First, I am convinced that the “Safeguard” system will be obsolete and ineffective by the time it is deployed. It will be an expensive
and ineffective nuclear “Maginot Line.”

I cannot conceive that this “thin” system is necessary against a highly improbable Chinese nuclear attack. It would be absolutely
suicidal for the Chinese to launch a nuclear attack. Our response would be swift and deadly. Against any Soviet attack, the
“Safeguard” system will be absolutely ineffective. This element of “Safeguard’s” ineffectiveness would only serve to weaken the
“credibility” of our deterrent.

Second, it is clear that in order to maintain an effective defense against the predictable increase in the number and sophistication of
the Soviet’s and Red China’s weapons and missiles, the “Safeguard” system will require thickening — that is, more and more missiles.
This can only begin the dreaded and costly arms race. A case in point is our development of the Minuteman III and Poseidon missile
systems with MIRV in response to reports of the Soviet deployment of an ABM system around Moscow and Leningrad. Since

: j deployment, we have learned that the Soviet ABM
system would be absolutely ineffective against any
massive nuclear attack by even our less sophisticated
Minuteman I and II and the bulky Titan.

%-iiu'wmwx;w&u;;
i *

If there is one thing we should have learned in our
nuclear contest with the Soviets, it is that an
advancement by one side will always be met with a
response aimed at making this advancement as
ineffective as possible. We should also have learned
that we cannot piously seek nuclear negotiations,
while proclaiming that we will negotiate only from a
position of “superiority.”

The deployment of President Nixon’s “Safeguard”
system could well develop as a base for a Soviet
oriented thick ABM system. After serving for six
years on the Senate Armed Services Committee, I am
convinced that the deployment of a thick ABM

system will be astronomically expensive, impractical,

..every effort will be exerted in the United States Senate to veto dangerous and, above all, contrary to our national
the President’s ""Safeguard’’ decision. . " Senator Inouye confers interest.
with Senator Ted Kennedy on Iegislatlve strategy to achieve this
goal. This leads to my third reason — cost. While
President Nixon’s “Safeguard” ABM system has a present price tag of over $6 billion, I am sure that as the system requires more and
more missiles, it will require more and more dollars. I am convinced that like all other defense projects, its final cost will exceed the
initial estimated cost. Senator Stuart Symington of Missouri, who served as our Nation’s first Air Force Secretary, recently suggested
that a thick ABM system may cost approximately $4 hundred billion.

While an ABM system can guarantee no security, it can, and most certainly will, trigger the escalation of the nuclear arms race to a
level of even greater destruction. It will, I am sure, motivate the Soviet Union to develop more and better offensive nuclear weapons

with which to innundate and, thus, offset our defensive strength.

And in speaking of cost, I do not believe I need to dwell upon the domestic needs of our nation. I do not need to convince you that
our nation must act swiftly to respond to the decay and sickness of our great cities, to eradicate hunger, to assure our citizens
adequate housing and jobs. National human needs must be given a much higher priority than an ABM system.

Fourth, the deployment of an ABM system awakens in me a dreadful fear that the leaders of a nation may, on the basis of an
erroneous assumption that their citizens will be saved by their “foolproof” ABMsystem, decide to trigger a pre-emptive nuclear war.

Fifth, I cannot help but believe that our President’s desire to meet with Red Chinese officials in an effort to resume normal relations
with Red China will be greatly jeopardized by the deployment of the “Safeguard” system.

Finally, I am convinced that the threat of the dreaded mushroom cloud hovering over the heads of our young people is, to a large
extent, responsible for the unrest fermenting on our college campuses, in our homes, and on our streets. I suggest that domestic
tranquility may once again return to our land if we replace the deadly mushroom cloud with the cloud of hope.

No, I cannot ask the American people to finance a system which may trigger a new round in the costly and dangerous arms race or a
nuclear war itself. Instead, I do ask that we direct all efforts towards negotiating with the Soviet Union on the reduction of offensive

and defensive nuclear missiles. A decision to delay the initiation of talks today may be a decision we will not live to regret.

Sincerely,

N €

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

April, 1969
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The critical question facing our nation today concerns the
proposed deployment of an anti-ballistic missile system.

Like many Americans, I was deeply disappointed with President
Nixon’s decision to develop and deploy an anti-ballistic missile
system. With this decision, our President missed a rare opportumity to
take this earth one step away from the threat of nuclear war and one
very important step closer to peace.

The balance in the instruments of death which currently exists
between the United States and the Soviet Union makes this the ideal
moment 1o initiate meaningful discussions with Soviet officials to
reduce the bulging stockpiles of offensive and defensive nuclear
missiles. 1 sincerely feel that unless our President’s decision is
overturned, we may have extinguished the last glimmer of hope for
an early end to an arms race which is fast consuming both our spirit
and resources.

I can assure you that every effort will be exerted in the United
States Senate to veto the President’s “Safeguard” decision and place
ourselves in the pathway of nuclear sanity.

It was twenty-four years ago — August 6, 1945 to be exact — while
1 was recuperating in an Army hospital that I heard President Harry
S. Truman announce the detonation of a new and powerful bomb
over the city of Hiroshima. Later I was stunned to Iearn that this new
weapon — called the atomic bomb — had the explosive power of
20,000 tons of TNT. Since that fateful and fearful day, the picture of
the mushroom cloud has become rather commonplace, the explosive
power of the bomb has multiplied, and sophisticated delivery systems
have been developed to carry these nuclear warheads to distant
targets.

Today, twenty-four years later, our country possesses a strategic
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the unrest fermenting on our coliege campuses, in artillery shells, grenades, mines and booby traps detonated during the

our homes, and on our streets.” Second World War.

At this very moment, our strategic nuclear force is capable of destroying two-fifths of the Soviet population and about
three-quarters of its industrial capacity even after sustaining the heaviest nuclear attack the Soviet Union can inflict on us. In all
practical terms, this is total destruction!

As powerful as our current strategic force is today, our destructive capacity will increase many times over with the operational
deployment of two new strategic missiles, the Poseidon and Minuteman III. Both strategic missiles are programmed to carry MIRVs
(multiple individually guided re-entry vehicles), which are capable of ejecting warheads separately on different targets, and decoy
devices which make each missile appear on the enemy radar screen, not as one warhead, but as several dozen. The combination of
decoy devices and targeting flexibility will give the multiple warhead missile the amazing ability to elude and overwhelm ABM defense

systeims.

The destructive power of the Soviet Union vis avis the United States is equally great. A study released by the Pentagon reported
that the Soviet Union has a first strike capability to kill over sixty per cent of our population or over one hundred and twenty million
Americans. This attack could also destroy over sixty per cent of our industrial and productive capacity.

For the past two decades, nuclear holocaust has been prevented by the realization that nuclear war can only result in mutual
destruction. The assured destruction capacity of both nations has, thus far, been powerful and persuasive enough to deter the use of

nuclear weapons.

This nuclear detente which has forestalled the eruption of a thermonuclear war is threatened by the development of nuclear
- weapons by Communist China. To date, the Red Chinese nuclear arsenal is reported to have less than twenty primitive nuclear bombs.
Last year, the Pentagon estimated that the Chinese could probably generate enough resources to support a moderate and
unsophisticated intercontinental ballistic missile delivery system by 1975.

Fear of a nuclear attack by Communist China has led some of our most powerful political leaders and most of our military leaders
to advocate the development and deployment of a so-called thin ABM system to protect us from a relatively unsophisticated Red
Chinese nuclear attack. T
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A€ a member of the Senate Armed Services Committee, my interest in the anti-ballistic missile system has been more than casual.
Although 1 am not an expert in this field, my study of the ABM system has led me to a definite conclusion that it is in the national
interest of the United States to stop the deployment of the system, whether it be thick or thin. I am opposed to the establishment of
an ABM system in the United States for a number of reasons.

First, | am convinced that the “Safeguard” system will be obsolete and ineffective by the time it is deployed. It will be an expensive
and ineffective nuclear “Maginot Line.”

1 cannot conceive that this “thin” system is necessary against a highly improbable Chinese nuclear attack. It would be absolutely
suicidal for the Chinese to launch a nuclear attack. Our response would be swift and deadly. Against any Soviet attack, the
“Safeguard” system will be absolutely ineffective. This element of “Safeguard’s” ineffectiveness would only serve to weaken the
“credibility” of our deterrent.

Second, it is clear that in order to maintain an effective defense against the predictable increase in the number and sophistication of
the Soviet's and Red China’s weapons and missiles, the “Safeguard” system will require thickening — that is, more and more missiles.
This can only begin the dreaded and costly arms race. A case in point is our development of the Minuteman III and Poseidon missile
systems with MIRV in response to reports of the Soviet deployment of an ABM system around Moscow and Leningrad. Since
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If there is one thing we should have learned in our
nuclear contest with the Soviets, it is that an
advancement by one side will always be met with a
responsc aimed at making this advancement as
ineffective as possible. We should also have learned
that we cannot piously seek nuclear negotiations,
while proclaiming that we will negotiate only from a
position of “superiority.”

The deployment of President Nixon’s “Safeguard”
system could well develop as a base for a Soviet
oriented thick ABM system. After serving for six
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*+ .every effort will be exerted in the United States Senate to veto dangerous and, above all, contrary to our national
the President’s "‘Safeguard’’ decision. .. .”” Senator Inouye confers interest.
with Senator Ted Kennedy on legislative strategy to achieve this
goal. This leads to my third reason — cost. While
President Nixon’s “Safeguard” ABM system has a present price tag of over 36 billion, I am sure that as the system requires more and
more missiles, it will require more and more dollars. I am convinced that like all other defense projects, its final cost will exceed the
initial estimated cost. Senator Stuart Symington of Missouri, who served as our Nation’s first Air Force Secretary, recently suggested
that a thick ABM system may cost approximately $4 hundred billion.

While an ABM system can guarantee no security, it can, and most certainly will, trigger the escalation of the nuclear arms race to a
level of even greater destruction. It will, I am sure, motivate the Soviet Union to develop more and better offensive nuclear weapons
with which to innundate and, thus, offset our defensive strength.

And in speaking of cost, I do not believe I need to dwell upon the domestic needs of our nation. I do not need to convince you that
our nation must act swiftly to respond to the decay and sickness of our great cities, to eradicate hunger, to assure our citizens
adequate housing and jobs. National human needs must be given a much higher priority than an ABM system.

Fourth, the deployment of an ABM system awakens in me a dreadful fear that the leaders of a nation may, on the basis of an
erroncous assumption that their citizens will be saved by their “foolproof” ABMsystem, decide to trigger a pre-emptive nuclear war.

Fifth, I cannot help but believe that our President’s desire to meet with Red Chinese officials in an effort to resume normal relations
with Red China will be greatly jeopardized by the deployment of the “Safeguard” system.

Finally, 1 am conviuced that the threat of the dreaded mushroom cloud hovering over the heads of our young people is, to a large

extent, respousible for the unrest fermenting on our college campuses, in our homes, and on our streets. I suggest that domestic
tranquility may once again return to our land if we replace the deadly mushroom cloud with the cloud of hope.

No. I cannot ask the American people to finance a system which may trigger a new round in the costly and dangerous arms race or a
nuclear war itself. Instead, I do ask that we direct all efforts towards negotiating with the Soviet Union on the reduction of offensive

and defensive nuclear missiles. A decision to delay the initiation of talks today may be a decision we will not live to regret.

Sincerely,

(

DANIEL K. INOUYE
United States Senator

April, 1909




