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WASHINGTON (UPI)— A na-
tiona] survey showed yesterday it
would take between $33 and $37
billion in public funds to effective-

ly fight water pollution over the
next six years. The federal
authorization for the current fiscal
year is $1.25 billion.

Muskie: Is Mr. Nixon a pinchpenny?

B Prelan dphad

Water Pollution Fight

The survey, a joint effort by
the National League of Cities and
the U.S. Conference of Mayors,
was made at the request of Sen.
Edmund S. Muskie, D-Maine,
chairman of the Senate air and
water pollution subcommittee.

Muskie has proposed legislation
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© authorize ?2.5 billion7a(31ear for
five years, a total of $12.5 billion,
as part of a $25 billion program.
The remaining $12.5 billion would
be financed at lower governmental

levels.

Patrick Healy, executive vice
president of the National League
of Cities, and John J. Gunther,
executive director of the U.S. Con-
ference of Mayors, endorsed
Muskie’s bill.

They said “a new funding pro-
viding at least $2.5 billion a year”
is needed but that “a $3 or $4
billion-a-year federal program can
easily be justified in light of pres-
ent needs.”™” :

The survey included the speci-
fic needs of 1,008 cities, counties
and special districts responsible
for water pollution control. These
jurisdictions include about 8.4
million persons.

Mrs. Edmund Muskie

To Campaign Solo

Mrs. Edmund S. Mus-
kie, wife of the Demo-
cratic Presidential Candi-
date, makes her first solo
tour- of this year's cam-
paign ‘today in  Denver.
She left her husband’s en-
tourage in Western Penn-
sylvania last night and
flew to Denver where she
has a full schedule today.
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Conservation copy for the Muskie Archives, Bates College, 1985.
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' May Cost $37 Billion To Clean Up Water

2
Nixon Underspending On Pollution:; Muskie “**

WASHINGTON (AP) — Or-
ganizations representing more
than 1,000 localities estimated
today the nation-wide cost for
providing facilities for control-
ling water pollution may total
$37 billion over the next six
years.

*| The report was issued by Sen.

-|Edmund S. Muskie, D-Maine,

’[| chairman of the Senate Subcom-
mittee on air and water pollu-
tion. Muskie claims that the
Nixon administration isn’t budg-
eting enough money for the con-
trol of water pollution.

' i

Prepared by the National
League of Cities and the U.S.
Conference of Mayors at Mus-
kie’s request, the report was
based on a survey of 1,008 cities,

counties and other jurisdictions
serving 89.4 million persons.

The report estimates total na-
tional needs for state and local
water pollution control facilities
at between $30 billion and $33
million today.

“Adding a 5 per cent inflation

factor,” it said, “we believe the
total costs to provide these facil-
ities over the next six-year peri-

SRR |

od will range from $33 billion t
$37 billion.”

The Nixon administration i
recommending a four-year a

$2.5 billion-a-year federal cornt
bution to a five-year, $25 billi
construction program.

The two city associatio:
backed Muskie’s proposal.

Under present law, the fed
al share of the program is
thorized at $1.25 billion for t

has voted $1 billion.

L

present fiseal year. The House

The 1,008 localities said their
own needs for the next six years
will total $19.9 billion, including
$8.7 billion for primary and sec-
ondary treatment, $3.9 billion
for tertiary treatment and $7.3
billion for interceptor and storm
sewers.




INSERVAT'ION QO ‘I'HE 3 7 S
PY FOR ‘I'HE MUSKIE ARCHIVES, BATES COLLEGE, 1988. RETAIN WI'TH ORIGINAL DOCUMENIS

(Sentinel Bureau) an independent watchdog
| WASHINGTON — President|agency on the environment.
Nixon’s reorganization plan for While applauding the Presl-
environmental protection won|dent for setting a course of ac-
the warm endorsement Thurs-|tion which should be ‘useful”
day of Sen. Edmund S. Muskie, |in the nation’s battle for a clean
(D-Me.), who said he.expects environment, Muskie said the
to support it in the Senate. . administration must bolster its

The Maine Senator, chairman |action by increased funding for
of the air and water pollution |the programs involved.
subcommittee, said the reshuff-|- “This reorganization should
ling of agencies and related re-|{not be an excuse for budget
forms proposed by Mr. Nixon |cutbacks in the name of effic-
will largely accomplish what he jency,” he said. “Much more
had in mind when he filed leg-|money is needed for a strong
islation last April to createlattack on air, water and land
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pleased that the proposed
new environmental agency will
embrace federal radiation
protection programs. The plan
would combine the Bureau of
Radiological Health (now in the
HEW department) and the
radiation standards section of
the Atomic Energy Commission
in the proposed Environmental
Protection Administration.

More on MUSKIE, Page 2

Muskie said he was especially |
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(Continued From Page-1)
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Bishop Charges :
Sen. Muskie

Neglects Dutjes

cumbent

Democratic Sen. E und S

Muskie hag neglected hig duties
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e BISHOP

(Continued From Page 1)

of Muskie’s neglect of his sen-
atorial duties.”

Bishop said if Muskie was
more interested in the future
of Bath Iron Works “than he
is in his own personal plans for
his own self gain, maybe Maine
would have had a better
chance.”

The Augusta civics teacher re- |
peated his pledge that, if elect-
ed, he would ‘“‘work tirelessly,”
for his constituency.
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THE"PHILADELP’HIA INQUIRER SATGRDAY ‘MORNING, JANUARY 24, 1970

: uuw ellled Friday for
a: Hv\‘r*yea"l '$12.5 billion l"ed-"‘

| cleaning"

tiou’l
i watenvays EHIE,

1 to hhve the money, the man-
power and’ the resources: t0:.do"
the' ''job.” ' Muskie - “told*
newsmen. “You don’t ‘get::dt
sunply ‘by exhorting “house-’
| wives to clean up their livin;
rooms.”

The' ‘1968 Democratic ' vm
1 presidential candldm,gqnp;
the Senate’s best-kmown anf

; prpmue of §10
| years for clean W,

ASKS EXTRA

, ifless,& ‘Muskie 'said! The “en-
1 eral op%::utmn _toward:}: :

“At some’ Bomt you ve ,(ota 3

pron a0

»

““We ‘cannot aﬁoﬂ%

will not wait for

. sus,msm“ year in Federal |

dm Wlwaah,'to the citi-

.,es .‘Congress ‘last year: -appro-
;.ﬁpnihd 1$800;*million for’ this

.+ million.! :more

| purpose=-$586
'than the ‘President had ‘asked.

- Senate - Republican leader

Hugh Scott 'of -Pennsylvania |
said Mr. Nixon’s ‘plan. would |
| embody the ~concept that -

‘Muskie said-:
tually would, ;] ]

Y ! “tho I ) :
tir-'| problem: ought tn?eont,r' te
astes.  This'| to the solution.” ¢

ng Muskie’s” pian to

“|"nearly $15 billion. : ' - ¢

3 v

- contribale to' the

‘,

Scott added that there was
no thought of establishing ‘a
“pollupon tax’ or- fee @
dustries which pollute pwers
and streams, as proposed hy
Sen, - Willigm . Proxmire (D.,
Wis.)., Scott hmted ‘though,
that “the Nixon approach
.would allow states and locali-

-ties to impose such a fee.
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Muskie Hails N ixon’s “Concern’
On Pollutzon iut Asks Specifics

ByE.W. KENWORTHY
th:w to'The New York Times
' . Llegislatnon now on the books.
~At the outset of an hour-
long news conference today in
¢ which he presented a legisla-
‘his|tive prqg@m Afor this year, Mr. ||

Muskie said. he_did not expect |
specifics in a State of the Un-
ion Message.: Nevertheless he
added that ‘the best evxdence
he had been able ‘to .gather
elabout what the President may

‘ S‘,Contlnued on Page 17, Column 3
=

erdi§ w2 "excellent" but
‘that EEStital ju gment of the
T ¢he ‘President's com-

_ogr in“1972, is
“+ Democratic

he environment.
He is of the Senate
»'on -Air and Wa-

ter Pollutlon. and has originat-
ed most of the antipollution

' |constfucting waste

|Muskie said, is that Mr. Nixon

Y, JANUARY 24, 1970

Continued From Page 1, Col. h

propose indicated that - Mr.]
Nixon’s program would disap-
point ‘“‘the great expectations”
he hadaroused and even fall
short of “programs already on
the books.”

Calls Statément ‘Amblguous’

‘Pr- example, Mr. - Muskie
said. tHat Mr. Nixon’s state-
ment ~yesterday about a five-
year, $10-billion clean waters
program was ‘“ambiguous” be-
cause - he did not make clear

total cost of the program for
disposal
plants or the Federal Govern-
ment’s contribution to it. -

But the best evidence, Mr.

was talking about the total
cost and that the Federal Gov-
ernment’s contribution would
be spread over nine years.

most comprehenswe and cost-|
ly program in this field ever
in the nation’s history.” But he
said that Mr. Nixon's program

“|gram, if carried buliifen
ceed -expenditures. |
present legisiation ‘3
ther President Johy
Nixon. has .request®

whether this was to he the(d

vide figures: yesterda
programs' he may r
air pollution control 4
waste disposal. Nor:did he say
anything about industrial pollu-
tion of lakes and

Mr. Muskie noted the Presi-|fore, Mr. Muski #:had no
dent had said that the program’ idea how costly lhmtdent s
he would propose “will be thé|entire program mlzlt

mated the total®®Federal ‘ex-

for waste disposal plants “falis'at $15.5-billion through the

However, Mr.;

The President) di -

' However,  the' Or esti-

enditures -of the programs he

If. wil] -propose this year

Senator Edmund S. Muskie
| -at Washington conference.

'|which would have to be very

' |air and water poflutxon was to

B |This total of $12.5-billion, he

fiscal * year ending’ June - 30

1974.
He  said this

expenditure|1
should generate at léast’ an|disposal, his bill would author-

equal outlay by states and
muncipalities. On top of this,
he said, would be expenditures
by private industry, which
could not be estimated - but

large'if the job, otdcleamu

be done.

up m for studies to be con-
¢ by a new office of noise

. billion in:the fiscal year 1971,

ize . appropriations of $772-
million ‘over four years. Both
these .programs. expire « next
June 30.
Finally for.noise abatement
he _would' authorie $30-million,

- |pollution abatement and cons,

which,;"his bill would
estabhsh in the’ Department of
Hea Education-and Welfare.
- Senator said his proposed
lation would require Fed-
.expenditures of nearly $2-

said, would be the Federal
share of $25-billion wonh of
facilities.
f For tH& air. quahty prograrn.
Mr. Muskie said -h&"would pre-
pose . authorizations of $975-
nglhon for the fiscal year 1971,
72 and 1973. For solid Waste

n"1972.

es. ”
* stern Penalties*Backed

And, in an obvi usion to
Mr. leons call” erday for
each citizen “to résolve each
day” to leave his home, his
property and his city "a little
cleaner,” Mr. :‘Muskie,
“You-don't " get it:{a better
environment}, sy exhortmg
houSewnlgs to clean ‘up their

next July, and 335 ;

Vironment ‘will ‘not wait fot|W
priorities to reorder them-|

Hundreds of billigns would
have 10.be spent by the.turn of

the ceaturyr -Andﬂﬂre must
be to igh -pen the
he

: P of g
‘m@; said: he
would also propose legislglon

to*authorize “thé compensated
acquisition by thé& Federal Gov-
etnment, less cists’ and dam-
ages, of all oil deases;in«the
Santa Barbara Channel” ;and
provige f val of all
drillin

' ,the bil leak
e. sald

B : t.q be tapped
only ‘in a “time of national’
emergency or by act of Con-
gress.

Mr. Muskie also said he would
shortly hold hearings on a bill
that would provide effective
public partiéipation in the selec-
tion of sites for electric power
plants and require that each
power facility meet environ-

litter.”

—

mental standards.
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THE EVENING

Washington, D. C., Friday, ‘lﬁ,‘ & 1970
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“In Pollut

By ROBERTA HORNIG
Star Staff Writer |

Sen. Edmund S. Muskie today
proposed a 5-year, 50-point pro-
gram that would cost $15 billion
in federal money alone to re-
store the quality of the nation’s
deteriorating environment.

Muskie, one of the Senate’s
leading environmentalists, out-
lined his legislative proposdls;
for the coming year and ' criti-]
cized President Nixon’s State of
the Union message yesterday.

The senators, who is respon-
sible for most of the country’s
anti-pollution legislation now on
the books, said the pollution war
“needs money, resources and
manpower, and not housewives
to clean up their litter,” a refer-
ence to Nixon’s speech. -

He said the President’s. specif-
ics in his pollution program “‘aré
}ggging” and “should be clari-
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executive reory 1on, *
rine resources portection, elec-
tric power as it affects the envi-
ment. g %

‘Muskie said the nation must
get” away from technological

New products, hé said, must
be dealt with “before they dese-
crate the environment:’?:~ s

He said he plans to'continue

Lhearings in the Air and Water

Pollution Subcommittee - which

he heads -on the gnvir tal
eI Y retiirionic os-
port, ~ the “underground uses, of
nuclear: energy and use of -st-
per-tapkers in the "Northwest
Passage. -~

ronment. and, technology assess- 7

whims and “establigha m-
atic method of assuring Hih¥the | |
environmental effects’ .of  new
technologies  will ".:be.:qnder-
stood.” e “

He also pledged to seek early|

See ENVIRONMENT, Page A-6],

Muskie Asks Boost

d e
In..Polluti
yiet i vod8

; Continﬁanrom Page #1;

gction on a_fésolution 'he’
introduced providing incréas
support for ec#logical res

on Fight -

in an internatiofial program. -
Muskie also called the location

of industries, particularly elec-
tric power plants.

He said he'will begin holding
hearings Feb.- 3 on a bill provid*
ing for effective publjc partici-
pation early in the site-selection
process, and require each pro-
posed facility meet certain
standards before being licensed.

Muskie said that the#Nixon
administration’s over-all $10 bil-
lion, 5-year anti-pollution ‘plan
cannot meet the needs'to build
the necessary sewage treatment
plants that will clean:up the
nation’s waterways. ‘

Alluding to Nixon’s message,
Muskie said that “expressions of
concern and urgency will not re-

store the quality of the environ-
ment; action and money will. I,
hope the President will join us in|
this effort.” !

‘Control Administration that

Outlines Program

Muskié!then outlined his o
program’ specifics for the 1;%
decade. It would establish a
stronger role for government
and require $pending nearly $2
billion in fiscal 1971, and $3.5
billion in fi 1972, “beclez;gse
we cannot afford to spend i
His plan caj]‘g?or:f P 3
® Water — Stricter: stanidards

faster , timetables, Ol% 1gher en-
fmcem%n&%&dter ﬁtxb ic partic-
ipatgnn;. {¥he spending : of
much moregmeney. . i |

He xeg;gnmends amendme;nts
to the Federal Water Pollution

Control Act to provide for au-
ihg $2.5 billion_a year in

A i ¢

five yearsias the federal

céntives tp encourage river ba-
sin’ development, extending wa-
?I:rﬂb (%uality standards to all nav-

e waterways, a minimum
requirement for all‘industrial fa-
eflities using ‘these waterways to

use the begt pollution control.de-
vices, tightér “énforcement pro-|,
cedures and fter public par-

ticipation{/in developing stand-
ards.

e Air—A doubling of the pace
of the present air quality stand-
ards -setting process.

,He said he will seek a;n%:d-
nts -to. the Ait#Quality 7Act
fequiring the, immediate gesig-

[}

policy stressing conservatjon of |.
scarce resources through a bet-
ter use of things now thrdwn
away. w8

@ Noise — He said there should
be an office of Noise Pollution
Abatement ‘and Control in the
Department of Health, Educa-
tion and Welfare. 2

e Executive reorganization —
He wants an Environmental

would be the operating environ-
mental agency in the executive
branch.

e Marine resources — He pre-
posed a Marine Resources Pres-

ervation Act as the first stépyin}
planning the future of thé%er '

Continental Shelf and :Seas.
White House sources said Nix-
on had intentionally talked in
generalities because hard deci-
sions still need to be made on
how the pollution war will be!

waged.

|
|
|

He
lans. Lo peoy ative
finapeing ;methods” for' Puying
up open Spage8Apd parklands,
but gave no-: ““,1,1 esterflay as)
to what these Wethods’: will
involve. - ni (&% ¢
Presmpaﬁb,.. 8 parks plan
will also bg pro +through
long-term b the gov-
ernment is mpn P
;Ni?:gfsmglg >p<§ ut?mobile
as the “wop .’ saying
that adequafle -ctnf “’require
further adv iengine de-
sign and fuélicomposition.”
Nixon's campaign against auto
pollution will, sk by-year

by  col jes. The
House, however, is gi

Even Nixon’s proposal for a
$10 bilHon, five-year “‘clean wa-
ters™ pfogram, the most specific

statément 'in -the message, was
not spelled oufs-« - - - ‘
an, meanwhile, bad intentionally |
talked in -genepalities because
hard decisiotts 8t need to be
made on how: on war

wall be"Wagggﬁ; "

evefy'f-.p‘h‘ég;b}
they areneeded certain-
ly 1nvolves X nhncing,

presumabjy through gov
guaranteed bonds to be floated :
J ite

changes "iin “exh

cials say. 7
. Reseakch Stress Hinted

The - money he will recom-
mend, he indicated, will proba-
bly #go chiefly for research. Sev-
eral government teams have vis-
ited automobile manufacturers
in Detroit recently, asking ques-
tions about their research pro-
grams.

Nixon did not give Congress
the answer to the question it has
been asking — whether he in-
tends to let go of the $800 million
it wants to go to the states for
sewage treatment plants in the
current fiscal year. Thus far,
the administration has only
agreed to spend $214 million.
There are indications that it will
release most of the money ap-
propriated.

Nixon did not announce an
expected reorganization which
would put responsibilities over
various pollutions in one place.
The department most likely to
get responsibility- over air pollu-
tion and solid wastes is Interior,
which already has jurisdiction
sver water pollution.
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‘Muskie Riding the Crest

In Crusade on Polluhon

WASHINGTON (AP) — Sen.
Edmund S. Muskie says he is

happy that fighting pollution— |,

once ‘‘a lousy speech subject'
—now has audience appeal.
‘The Maine Democrat, who

views President Nixon as a rela-

tive newcomer in the crusade
against environmental filth, was
delighted by the crowd of news-
men showing up Friday for a

briefing on his pollution control _

proposals.
“Pollution is a great cause—
but it is a lousy speech sub-

ject,” Muskie said when asked .

how more ‘‘sex appeal” could
be added to attract interest to
the costly crusade.

“You seither cry with alarm

- and hold up all the horrible ex--

amples—which are endless—or
you. talk about techniques of

dealing with pollution, which is-—-

very dull and technical. There’s
no happy- medium,” said the

oo

chalrman of the Senate subcom-

mittee on air and water pollu-
tion.

The senator, last year’s Dem-
ocratic vice presidential nomi-
nee'and who is now viewed as a
possible contender for the White
House in 1972, said Nixon's pol-
lution control references in the
State of the Union address
Thursday were unclear on fi-
nancial details.

The senator put forth his own
50-point pollution battle plan
calling for federal spending of
$15.5 billion through 1976, with a
matching total in state and local
government funds, plus a vast
amount of private investment.

Nixon told Congress he would
recommend a $10 billion ‘‘na-
tionwide clean-waters program
to put modern municipal waste-
treatment plants in every place
in America where they are
needed . . . and to do it now.”

Muskie said it ‘‘seems in-
creasingly clear” that the Presi-
dent means total cost and if this
is the case ‘‘then the program
he has in mind is not the pro-
gram that he described in his
rhetoric in which he said he is
going to propose the most costly
and expensive program in this
connection that’s ever been pre-
sented.”

Informed administration
sources later confirmed Mus-
kie’s estimate that the federal

. share of the $10 billion would be

$4 billion—with state and local
governments expected to pay
the remainder.

These sources conceded there
is no fixed plan as yet through

which the non-federal govern-

mental units would pay their
portion—and new legislation
may be required. i

: The Sedalla Democrat Sunday Jan, Za 1970—9A
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