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I have not set up a national office because it did not 
seem necessary or feasible for that matter. Last summer I 
requested the Governors I Conference to pass a resolution 
urging all governors to issue proclamations declaring the 
third week in April a s Earth Week. The Resolution was adopted. 
All national conservation organizations have joined in a letter 
to the Governors, and I have written to all mayors and superin­
tendents of schools of all middle size and large cities. The 
response has been excellent. Over thirty-five Governors have 
issued proclamations as have a lax ge number of mayors. After 
several discussions and correspondence with Russell Train, he 
persuaded the President to proclaim Earth Week wr..ich he did a 
few days ago. 

I have eA"plained this in some detail so that it will be 
understood that Earth Week is a different kind of event from. 
Earth Day with a different objective so they should not be compared. 

While I wish to emphasize that I think the CBS prograrn 
was a good one, it was s 'eriously misleading on the "cost" ques tion 
of environmental clean up. I know it was not intentional. · It is, 
simply, that on this critical question very few people have studied 
or understand it. Ed Muskie does understand itt but either because 
of time limitations or oversight he did not put the issue in proper 
perspective. Thus, we were left with the assertion by the' 
Philadelphia Coke Company executive that "money spent on air 
pollution controls does not produce profit" or words to that effect. 

This simplistic ass er'i:ion is widely us ed by industry 
spokesmen, begs th.e question and is tptally at odds with the 
economic facts of life. This is important and goes to the heart 
of the issue because if the pollut.er.s _can convince the public thZ!-t 
it costs too much to clean up the air ·and water, they will succeed 
in pas sing this problem on to the next generation and the one after 
it without end. 
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The question is what is the cost benefit ratio to 
the nation of cleaning up the air? By conservative estimates, 
economic damage from air pollution totals about $15 billion 
per year, not counting health hazards and health costs which 
are substantial. At a cost of about $10 billion for the instal­
lation of equipment over the next few years, 85% of the 
pollutants could be removed from the air. Once accon'lplished, 
that one time $10 billion investment would return to the nation 
an economic benefit of about $12 billion annually, or a net 
return of $110 billion in a ten-year span. 

The same principle applies to water, though the 
figures are quite different. We are now using 375 billion 
gallons of water a day. The total available suppiy is 600 billion 
gallons a day. We will be using that amount by 1981 or 1982. 
By the year 2000, we will be using 1200 billion gallons per day, 
twice the available supply. However, since water and people 
are not distributed proportionately, the major meb:opolitan 
areas on the east and west coast, around Lake Michigan and the 
Gulf, will be us ing the same water 10 or 15 times. If it is dirty,­
it will have to be cleaned 10 or 15 times at great cost. Obviously, 
using it and returning it clean will be cheaper than returning it 
dirty. 

The simple fact is that we cannot afford the price of 
not cleaning up the environment. It seems to me, this is avalid 
and neces sary point to make on any program that rais es the 
question of cost as this program did. 

I have dashed off this letter rather rapidly so perhaps 
I have not made the "cose1argument as compellingly or clearly as 
it can be made, but there is no doubt .that there is a high profit 
to be lnade from inve stlnents in ' a: ' c:leali~environment 'and a very 
high cost to be paid for a dirty environn'lent. , 
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Since Earth Day and Ear~n Week were initiated out of 
my office and two environmental exper t s on my stz.££ have s p ent 
literally hundreds of hours working on thes e proj ects with r..'le, 
I think we have more info~tion ·aboi.lt these events and the :;'1.atio:1.­
wide activities, 'accomplishments and ramifications related to 
them than any other single SOUl1 ce • . Ii at any time I can be of 
assistance to any future progra.ms related to these events, please 
feel free to call on us • 
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' . .' GAYLORD NELSON 
U. : S. Senator ... . ': . \. . 
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