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Another inaccuracy that may seem unimportant,
but I think is not, was the reference to Earth Day, 1971.
There is no Earth Day planned, but rather it is Earth Week.
I did not plan another Earth Day because it could not be
duplicated and there would be no special purpose in attempt-
ing it.

The objective of Earth Day was fully accomplished.
My objective was to have a massive nationwide demonstration
to show the politicians of the country that there was a genuine
grass roots, deeply-felt interest in the issue that crossed all
political lines and all age groups.

; It was my conviction that nothing significant could be
done until the politicians understood this. In other words, the
issue had to become a part of the political dialogue of the nation
before we could hope to accomplish anything. It has now become
part of the political dialogue and that is, in my judgment, the
" most significant environmental event in the history of the move-
ment. TUntil that happened, the environmentalists would continue
to gather and talk only to each other for the next 50 years, as
they have in the past 50.

For twenty years, I have been trying to convince
politicians that there was a rapidly growing interest, that it is
a critically important issue, and that they should address them-
selves to it. In 1959 and 1960, I attempted to persuade Jack
Kennedy to campaign on the issue, but he was not persuaded.
Again in 1962 and 1963, I explained the issue in detail to Bob
Kennedy and received what seemed to be a positive response, I
then sent the President a six-page memorandum urging him to
make a nationwide conservation tour. He finally decided to do it,
but his staff had no understanding of the jssue so the conservation
part of the tour fizzled out and he only gave one brief conservation
speech in Ashland, Wisconsin, which was written by Bill Bechtel
of my staff (perhaps one other in Wyoming at Jackson Hole).
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In 1968, neither of the Presidential candidates
addressed himself to the issue. Hubert Humphrey, who
has a good record, did not think there was sufficieat public
interest. If even a politician who is concerned about the
issue did not think that there was enough interest to warrant
his political attention, then it seemed to me we were in
real trouble.

Finally, one day in early August, 1969, the idea
occurred to me that we could get political attention by having
a nationwide environmental day patterned after the Vietmam
teach-ins two or three years earlier, The dramatic result of
~ that.event is well known.

Incidentally, in the fall of 1969, I contacted the three
networks respecting Earth Day and took a trip to New York to
meet with representatives of CBS, NBC, and ABC. After explain-
ing the event and its purpose, all three expressed interest in the
event and, in fact, programmed substantial time on the issue prior
to, during, and after Earth Day. Your involvement was a major
factor in the success of Earth Day. )

Late last summer, I planned and announced Earth Week
because it is necessary to sustain our eifort. The objective is
not a one-day spectacular like Earth Day but an attempt to institu-
tionalize Earth Week as an annual event - - an occasion each year
when we can take an inventory of progress for the past year and plan
for the next; a time set aside for the nation, the media and the
environmental groups to pay special attention to the issue. In
particular, however, my objective is to have set aside a period whe:
all the grade and high schools can bring to fruition their educational
efforts of the year - - essay and speech contests, projects and
clean-up plans. After all, education and understanding are funda-
mental to gaining commitment on this issue as with any other.
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I have not set up a national oiffice because it did not
seem necessary or feasible for that matter. Last summer I
requested the Governors' Conference to pass a resolution
urging all governors to issue proclamations declaring the
third week in April as 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 lar ge number of mayors. After
several discussions and correspondence with Russell Train, he
persuaded the President to proclaim Earth Week which he did a
few days ago.

I have explained 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 program
was a good one, it was seriously misleading on the 'cost' question
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 it, 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 assertion is widely used by industry
spokesmen, begs the question and is totally at odds with the
economic facts of life. This is important and goes to the heart
of the issue because if the polluters can convince the public that
it costs too much to clean up the air and water, they will succeed
in passing this problem on to the next géneration 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 accomplished,
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 supply 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 metropolitan
areas on the east and west coast, around Lake Michigan and the
Gulf, will be using 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 necessary point to make on any program that raises the
question of cost as this program did.

I have dashed off this letter rather rapidly so perhaps
I have not made the '"cost'argument as compellingly or clearly as
it can be made, but there is no doubt that there is a high profit
to be made from investments in a'clean environment and a very

high cost to be paid for a dirty environment,
' 4
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Since Eartn Day and Earth Week were initiated out of
my office and two environmental experts on my staff have spent
literally hundreds of hours workmg on these projects with me,

I think we have more information about these events and the nation-
wide activities, accomplishments and ramifications related to
them than any other single source, * If at any time I can be of
assistance to any future programs related to tnese events, please
Ieel free to call on us. ' ;
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