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TI1is is Ed\·-lin R. Bayley, interviewing Senator Gaylord A. Nelson for 

the Kennedy Library Oral History Project, July 1, 1964, 

BAYLEY: . Gaylord, I think your first real experience with President 

Kennedy was at the titre of the 1960 primary in Wisconsin. Would you 

explain your own position in the Kennedy-Hwnphrey contest that year? 

NELSON: I was elected Governor in 1958. The Presidential Preference 

Primary in Wisconsin was in April of 1960. Senator Kennedy came into the 

state for speeches a mutt-er of times, as I recall it, in 195 7, and very 

intensively in 1958. Hubert Humphrey also came into the state a number 

• of times. They were contesting for the nomination. Because of the political 

situation in our state, I decided to be neutral in that primary race although 

I owed, politically, support to Hubert Humphrey because he had been coming 

into our state for some ten years when we had neither a Governor nor a 

' United States Senator, campaigning for our candidates, speaking at our 

dinners. As a matter of fact, in December of 1959 I made a decision to 

announce my support for Hubert Hwnphrey and was dissuaded from doing so by 

~tiles McMillin, cl1ief editorial writer of the Capital Times. I subsequently 

decided that the best role I could play would be the role of mediator 

because I could see a serious division developing in our political party • 

The state chairman, Pat Lucey, had announced his support of Mr. Kennedy. 

The lieutenant governor, Philleo Nash, had announced his support for Senator 

Humphrey. Sides were being taken and lines sharply drawn. I was concerned 

about the possibility of a knock-down, drag-out battle which would rrean 

that we couldn't get the pieces back together soon enough to mount a 

successful campaign for our own ticket in 1960. So I decided to play the 
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role of arbitrator and announced that decision. Neither representatives 

f rom llumphrey' s staff , although i had many long standing friends among 

~1em, nor representatives from Kennedy's campaign staff solicited my 

support. That mi ght have been because I announced that I was going to 

act as an umpire early in the game. During the campaign, I criticized the 

Kennedy side once and the llumphrey side once and on each occasion my 

criticism received su~stru1tial public1ty in the newspapers. I took the 

position that it was perfectly all right for these candidates in our 

state to campaign on the issues without indulging in personalities and 

on the one occasion on the part of each, I pointed out that they were 

violating the rule I hoped that they would abide by. 

BAYLEY: Gaylord, as I remember it, what you say is probably right, 
' that no one approached you directly seeking support. But I was aware of 

the fact that both sides were actually hoping for your support, put off 

by your neutrality position, but both of them were quite bitter about the 

fact that you were not on their side. 

NELSON: Well, I think that is correct. Htnnphrey supporters and 

friends of mine in Wisconsin, who knew how much work Governor Freeman, 

Hubert Humphrey and others from their state had done in behalf of our 

party, thought that I owed them that support, and I think they had a 

perfectly legitimate complaint. On the Kennedy side, supporters of his 

out in the state were quite cool toward me because· I had not announced 

for Senator Kennedy. As a matter of fact, LeMoyne Billings raised a fuss 
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when I had my annual Governor's Day dinner to raise flDlds for my campaign 

(this has always been a non-partisan dinner). He was very critical 

because (this was after Kennedy had won the primary) I didn't have 

Kennedy's pictures up arolUld the dining hall. He wouldn't accept the 

explanation that we had never posted any other candidate's pictures at 

previous dinners and since both Republicans and Democrats participated, 

we didn't intend to • . This sort of thing went on for quite some time and 

at a later time I explained to the Attorney General, Bob Kennedy, that 

the fact was the Kennedy people didn't have any cause to be upset or 

critical because I didn't endorse Kennedy. The only people who did have 

cause to complain were the Humphrey people and Senator Humphrey, because 

our state owed them quite a political debt for all their help the p~ior 

10 years. I pointed out that we owed nothing to the Kennedy forces and 

that most of our people in our state didn't know Senator Kennedy. I 

think that forthe first time Bob Kennedy understood the reason for my 

position in the primary and the fact that the only one who had a ~egitimate 

. complaint t'l'as really Humphrey. 

BAYLEY: Gaylord, in 1960, at the Democratic National Convention 

in Los Angeles, there were two incidents, I believe, in which you were 

involved in the nomination process that are probably worthy of noting. One 

was a call that you received at 8 o'clock on a Wednesday morning, the day 

that Presidential candidates were to be nominated, from Robert Kennedy, 

asking if you would not place Senator Kennedy's name in nomination. I 
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remember this came as quite a surprise because you had continued to 

maintain your neutrality. You had made no endorsement of any candidate. 

NELSON: That's correct. I was at the convention as an alternate, 

selected after the slate of delegates had been elected in the Spring 

election. As I recall it, you answered the phone in the hotel room --
. \ 
BAYLEY: that's right 

NELSON: at 8 o'clock in the morning. I don't remember the exact 

language of our conversation except that I was invited to come over to 

Bob Kennedy's room and discuss --

side 

BAYLEY: There actually wasn't a definite conunitment on either 

NELSON: putting the name in nomination or seconding, I'm not 
I 

actually sure. 

BAYLEY: It was the actual nomination. 

NELSON: And so I had agreed to go over to his office at 9 o'clock. 

About the time we were ready to go to his hotel room, Pat Lucey came 

. running into the room --

BAYLEY: puffing into the room --

NELSON: and cancelled the arrangements. Is that right? 

BAYLEY: TI1at's correct. 

NELSON: Then the only other experience related to the President 

that I had there was the call I received, I believe it was about -

BAYLEY: four in the afternoon on Thursday --
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NELSON: the day the announcement was made that Lyndon Johnson 

was the selection --

BAYLEY: the word was just getting around --

NELSON: so I received a call and had not, as a matter of fact, 
0 

been notified that Lyndon Johnson had been selected, I don't believe. 

BAYLEY: No. His name was going to be placed in nomination that 

evening. 

NELSQ~: So I went over to President Kennedy's suite of rooms and 

when I went into the room with him, he said that he wanted to tell me 

personally that Lyndon --

BAYLEY: M1o was there in the room with him? 

NELSON: There was no one there except the President and me. There 

were a lot of people in the outer rooms -- there were several rooms 

there -- but I was in the room alone with him. The background for his 

belief, I suppose, that he should notify me personally was that in the 

'58 campaign I had given a speech that was critical of the Democratic 

leadership on the grounds that it wasn't liberal enough and this criticism 

involved Lyndon Johnson who, of course, was the majority leader. Senator 

Proxmire had criticized the leadership of Lyndon Johnson 

BAYLEY: As I recall it, he made almost a campaign out of that -

his campaign for re-election in 1958. 

NELSON: Yes. Well , my criticism is a matter of record in the Capital 

Tires. I simply said that although Lyndon Johnson was perhaps the most 

) 
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skillful majority leader in the history of the Senate, the problem was 

that the Democratic party was trying to occupy the middle of the road. 

I said that we needed a C.i f ferent kind of leadership. In any event, the 

President thought it was i mportant to notify us. lie didn 1 t ·want to talk 

directly to Senator Pn · e . 1 s.'ld I would be wi lling to tell Senator 

Proxmire and he said he would be pleased if I would. He went on to say 

then that he had agreed to Lyndon Johnson because Speaker Sam Rayburn 

had come over t o see him and _ that Sam Rayburn had said that he wanted 

Lyndon and that Lyndon Johnson wanted the nomination for Vice President. 

His question to me was: "How successful could I be as President of the 

United States if I had Sam Rayburn, the Speaker of the House, and Lyndon 

Johnson, the majority leader of the Senate, against me?" I always assume,d 

that this was a skillful and logical explanation to me as a person who 

might not be favorably disposed toward that selection. 

BAYLEY: Well, I remember that he asked you particularly -- I 

think he regarded Senator Proxmire as even more of an opponent or critic 

of Lyndon Johnson. 

NELSON: I 1m sure he did. 

BAYLEY: And he asked you to intercede with him to prevent him from 

taking the convention floor to denounce this choice. 

NELSON: Well, before he had a chance to ask me, I said I would be 

happy to tell Senator Proxmire of this selection and he said, well, I 1 11 

appreciate it very much if you will. I said I thought Senator Proxmire 

would be all right on it, which he was. 
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BAYLEY: Your most significant legislative experience with 

President Kennedy covered quite a long period of time -- your conversations 

with him and your communications to him -- on the subject of conservation. 

Where did that start? 

NELSON: l\1y first conversation with him about it occurred on the 

' occasion of his visit to speak at the Jefferson-Jackson Day dinner in 

.lilwaukee in the spring, May of 1962. I met him at the ail-port and I 

believe Attorney General Reynolds was in the President's .car with us. 

While riding in from the airport · to the hotel, \'le were visiting about 

politics and issues and the President expressed the view that unfortunately , 
the issues international affairs and national affairs-- all1he issues, 

had become so complicated the public had great trouble understanding them. 

As he stated it, there were no simple issues to explain to the people any 

more with, he said, the possible exception of medicare. It was at that 

point that I said I thought there was one other significant, important, 

appealing issue that was simple and that the people did understand and I 

said that was the field 0f conservation of our natural resources. I went · 

into an explanation of the breadth of the concern of our people -- whether 

farmers, for conservation of our soil, or fishermen or hunters or bird-

watchers or people interested in scenic beauty -- that the concern with 

conservation cuts across all walks of life and that every person has some 

concern about conservation. And when I concluded my little speech (I was 

interested in promoting the idea that he make a major issue out of 

conservation) , he responded by saying that maybe it was important, but since 
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he had been born and raised in the city he hadn't really given much 

thought to that matter. Later, I went to see Bob Kennedy on this issue 

or, rather, I went in to see him on another matter and talked to him 

on this issue and told hj m how important it was on its merits and how 

important it was politically. When I concluded my pitch to Bob on how 

important an issue this was, he walked out of his office with me and said, 
( 

"I think probably we haven't given enough consideration to the conservation 

issue." Then I arranged, after I came down here as Senator, to have lunch 

with a couple of the people from the Executive side, one of them Mr. M1ite, 

I believe. Isn't that right? 

BAYLEY: Lee White. 

NELSON: One was Lee White and the other \'las a gentleman whose name 

I've forgotten. They were sort of consultants in this field for the 

President. I talked to them about the question of promoting a major 

policy statement and a national · tour to see the problem areas and to 

discuss the conservation of our natural resources. Secretary Udall was 

interested in this, too, and so was Senator Anderson. I also talked to 

people over at "Resources for the Future." In any event, at some stage, 

the President made a decision that he would make a conservation tour. At 

that point, I dictated a four-and-a-half page typewritten letter in which 

I explained the importance of this issue and suggested that on his tour he 

should make four, five or six major speed1es. The first one, I said, should 

be in the East because of the tremendous population increase and the lack 
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of recreation facilities, pointing out that in a few years there will 

just be no place for anyone on the East Coast to enjoy nature or have 

recreation. I suggested major speed1es on water, on all aspects of 

conservation, explaining that every magazine in the country concerned 

about these issues, whether it's boating or fresh water or fishing or 

hunting, would run extensive pieces about the President's interest and 

that it Hould arouse great and needed public concern about this matter. 

BAYLEY: Gaylord, I think we should put that letter in the 

record. 

NELSON: I'll have it put into the record. [Letter attached] 

Then, subsequent to that, I had occasion to see the President about 

another matter and Mr. Ted Sorensen commen't4ed that they had ·received the 

letter, appreciated it, and thought it was very good. That made me 

hopeful that the President actually would do a series of major speeches 

covering all aspects of conservation. I think this would have been a 

great thing. On another occasion, I told the President that once the 

public was aroused and concerned about this, he ought to launch a 

$500 million to a billion dollar annual program for the preservation of 

our natural resources. Well, unfortunately, this conservation trip was 

not treated by the President's advisors as a conservation trip at all, 

but rather, I think, as an excuse to get out onto the political hustings 

because so far as I can tell the only conservation speech he gave was 

at Ashland, which was a very brief one because his stop there was very brief. 
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The brief speech at Ashland was prepared by our office [Bill Bechtel] 

and modified at the White [louse. 

BAYLEY: Wasn't it true that at the last minute the plans were 

changed so that he would skip the Wisconsin-Minnesota portion of his 

trip in which you were particularly interested? 
\ 

NELSON: Well, the Wisconsin portion was skipped and then they put 

it back in the schedule with the President saying to me on this occasion, 

when I was over there, that he thought it ought to be in .the schedule 

since I was the one who had suggested the trip in the first place. 

BAYLEY: It was on that trip that you visited the Apostle Islands, 

I believe. 

NELSON: Yes, that's right. We left here by helicopter from the 

White House with Senator Gene McCarthy, Senator HLUllphrey and Senator Clark. 

·The first stop was in Pennsylvania and the next was in Duluth. We then 

flew by helicopter over to Ashland. In the helicopter were Martin Hanson 

and two or three others. Martin explained the Apostle Islands as we flew 

over them. The President seemed impressed with their beauty and made a 

fine and impressive speech in Ashland. It was very well received. This 

speech was exclusively devoted to conservation. The background for that 

speech was prepared by my office. So far as I can tell from the press, 

that was about the last speech he gave which was really devoted to 

conservation on the whole trip. I think that was a tragic mistake. He 

would have gotten as mud~. publicity . -- he had the front page anyway 

and he would have had a tremendous impact on all conservation groups in 
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the countrv. I have the feeling that at no tin-e did those advising him 

reall~' understand the signi ficc:mce ami i mportance of this matter as an 

issue on the merits nor the importance of this conservation issue 

politica lly. 

B.'\YLEY: Did anything else ever occur as a result of this? \;·ere 

there any further talks about possible legisl ation or anything of that 

nature? 

~ELSQ\J: No, this trip \oJas in August, as I recall it, and I had 

hoped to IJursue it myself with some suggestion that they put together a 

comprehensive conservation program -- that the President do that and 

present it to the Congress, because I think it Hould be very persuasive . 

BAYLEY : ivhat other personal experiences 1·1i th the President did 

you have? 

.'JELSON: I took Louis !!anson over to introduce him to the President 

( shortly after Louis was elected the Wisconsin Democratic Chaiman . \lie 

had a very interesting 35 minutes , just the President, Louis and I, and 

He talked about his campaign in \vis cons in and he asked Louis how it looked, 

politically, around the state now. 1 recall that Louis told him th at he 

t]lOught it looked very fine, that the President \vould carry Louis' district , 

the lOth, very substantially . We discussed various Presidential candidates 

and Gold\vater ' s name came up. 'I11e President said, and I think this is an 

almost exact quote , (it's also the way Louis Hanson remembers it), "well, 

the Republicans couhln ' t possibly nominate Goldwater , could they? He's 

too damn dumb. " 
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l.L'\\'LEY : I remember vou iverc st8nding in the rain 1\·i th t he 

Presiden t at the airport in 01icago -- a rather historic occas ion 

when he r e tumed to \~ashington very suddenly 1vi th a cold. 

:~ELso:,J: Yes , \·Jc had him sd1e<.luled in '-lih;aukee . Tha t was the 

time of the Cuban confrontation -- this mus t have been a 'londav althouah 
. 0 

I 1 m not positive about that -- some\vhere around there, but it TJ1i ght have 

been a little l at er, but \ve had a --

B.WLEY : I think you should start 1vith your earlier convers ation 

that leads up to that. 

~ELSO>.J : About three 1·:eeks be fo re , in October, \ve flc1v in a private 

plane (Attomey General Bob Kennedy, Attorney General Jo~n Reynolds and 

myse lf) to the Green Bay Pac~<er-Detroi t Lions football ga111e in f;reen Hav . 

On the way up Bob Kennedy asked me 1vhat I thought about t he Cuban situation. 

I said I gathered from my trips and from visiting around the state that t he 

President 1vas just barely keeping abreast of the public opinion. Ile had 

announced an economic boycott 1vhich didn 1 t really amount to much . Tnis 

was just a matter of a fe1v Jays be fore this trip. I then s ai d to the 

Attorney Ceneral that in my judgr.1ent the time 1vas coming 1vhen t he 

President 1vas probably going to have to declare a bellige rent b lockade of 

Cuba. .1\t that stage , Sob Kennedy said, no, no, that would be the 1vorst 

possib le thinz to do . He said that once we put up a belli a;erent blockade 

the Russians 1vould start to run it and t est it at one p l ace or another 

and we would ge t into a v~ry e:x:plosive and dangerous situation and he 
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didn't think th at \vas the best altemative at a ll. \'!hat we really 

ought to do, he said , if it carne to that, rather than a be lligerent 

blockade , 1ve ought to launch an all -out attack on Cuba and clean the 

matter up invade them and clean it up in a 1:1atter of davs . 111en it 

\•las after that, that He \vere in 01icaso and we 1·1ent down to meet the 

President to come to the ~lilwaukee airport where he IJa..s t o make a s11eecl1 . 

It \\'as then announced that he 1ad a slight fever and cold, or so;ilething 

or other , and he had to go back to \\'ashington. So I met him -- I went 

out to the nirz.)Ort, shook hands 111i th him briefly and exchanged a word 

or two at the . entrance to t he plane . . As I observed to \l'hoever was \•lith 

us on the 1vay hack to t•lil\-Jaukee , the President looked pretty healthy to 

me and it seerred rather clear that some kind of crisis was on. 

13AYLEY: All right, we just have one other item in our out line 

here and that's the matter of the appointment of John Gronouski as 

Postr.1aster General. I believe you had some 1vords lvith the 1 '.~1ite !louse and 

the President on that. 

:'-JELSQ'l : h'e 11, I had a call from Ralph Dungan who asked me 1vhat 

I thought of .John Gronouski , 1v!w was mv appointment as state tax 

commissioner . I told him 1ve hadn't gotten along very well and that, as 

a matter of fact, I had appointed him -- he had been an Assistant Professor 

over in ~li chi gan -- and then in the fi rst political dispute I had with 

the State Chairman , John Gronouski joined up in an all-out battle against 

me . I was attempting to replace the State 01ai man and, therefore, my 

personal relationship har1n't been very good. 13ut , I said, that if you ask 
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rre about his ability, he is a very able, a hard worker, that he has 

lots of capacity and i f the President was thinldng of him for any 

appointment, I was sure he would be very able and would be faithful 

to the President. Dtmgan made the comment that that was the first time 

he had had anybody make this kind of objective observation about one 

who has opposed him politically. I' asked him what he was being considered 

for. Dtmgan said he wasn't being considered for anything but that he 

was in the business of recruiting talent and this just involved plans 

for the future. Well, this was probably about a Timrsday afternoon and 

on Sunday, at home, I received a call from Mike Manatos at the White 

House to tell me that Gronouski had been appointed Postmaster General 

BAYLEY: would be appointed --

NELSOO: would be appointed and it would be announced the next morning. 

And I just told him --

BAYLEY: Congressman Zablocki, I remember,announced it in Wisconsin 

on Sunday at a pimic --

NELSO.'J: so I just told him they could take that appointment and 

go jump in the lake, as this was about the third time in a row I hacln' t 

been consulted on appointments affecting Wisconsin. Then the next morning, 

early, I -got a call to come over to see the President. It was Honday 

morning and the announcement was not made J'vtonday morning. I talked to 

the President and he said to me that he thought that the consultation 

Thursday \'lith Dungan had cleared it and so forth and so on, and that he 

hoped this would be all right. I guess they annoonced it the next day. 
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BAYLEY: I think that's r i gl1 t. 

NELSON: It was on this occasion that the President told me he 

had altered his conservation trip plans and would come to Wisconsin. The 

two things may very well have been conn , 1 r • 

I # 

.I 



~Cnu~b ..!Dta"'-.G ..$~nato 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

The Honorc.b1e John F. Kennedy 
President of the United States 
The White House 

Dear Mr. President: 

Auguat 29, 1963 

Some time ago you suggested X might send you some ideaa 
respecting your proposed resources and conservation tour. Along 
with this letter I have enclosed several pages o! quotations some 
of which may be fitting for your speeches. 

Though 1t is likely moat everything l might suggest has 
been considered, 1 will toss in all that OC¢ura to me in the hope 
aomo of it might be useful. 

The fact that you are going on a nation-wide tour Will com• 
mand great attention for several reasons including the fact that no 
President has done exactly this before. The question is how to 
maximize the effect •• how to hit the issue hard enough to leave a 
permanent impression after the headlines have faded away •• how 
to ehake people, organizations and legislators hard enough to gain 
strong support for a c:omprchensive national, state and local long• 
range plan for our resources. 

In the very first speech of your tour I think it is important 
to dramatize the whole issue by stating that you are leaving the 
Capital to mal~e & nation-wide appeal for the preservation of our 
vital resources because this is America's taat chance. _That the 
next decade or 'so is in fact our last chance can be documented 
With a maGs of bone Chilling StatistiCS •• these statistics and what 
they mean will pairt a picture with a compelling force understand· 
able to everyone. Rachel Carson's book on pesticides 1s a perfect 
example of the kirxl of impact that can be made with specifics. The 
situation ia even worse in this country respecting water pollution, 
soU erosion; wildlife habitat destruction, vanishing open spaces, 
ahortage of parka etc. 

1(, 
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As you well know, for more than a hall eentury c:onael'
vationists have been writing, speaking and pleading for the 
preservation of our resources. Though the public is dimly 
aware that all around them, here and there, outdoor asseta 
are disappearing, they really don't see the awful dimension 
oi the catastrophe. The real failure has been in political 
leadership. This is a political issue to be settled at the 
political level but strangely politicians seldom talk about it. 
Now !or the first time in fifty years, eonseJ~"vationists have 
the Preaident speaking for them. SinCe your voice will be heard • 
. l Ulink you should tell the whole' story in your series oi speec:hea. 

The. public should be told= 

That there ia no doneestic larue more important to 
America in the long run than the conservation and proper use 
of our nat ural resources, including frttsh water, clean air, 
tillable aoil, forest., wilderneaa, habitat !or wildlife. minerals 
and recreational as seta. 

That, In fact, our destruction of the landscape, the pol
lution of our air and waters, the overuse and abuse of our outdoor 
resources haa proceeded at a pace in exceaa of any other culture 
in hiatory. 

That we need only look to the Middle East, China and India 
·to aee what happens to a culture and •conomy when tt destroy• ita 
:reaourcea • . . 

That the urgency of the tasue right now is that the pace oi 
our de at ruction haa accelerated in the past ZO years • and we have 
only another 10 or l5 year• ln which to take steps to conaerv.a 
wha.t ta left. 

Theodo~!e Roosevelt said 50 years ago: 

" ••• There ica no question now be!ore the nation ot 
equal gravity with the question of the eonaervation 
of our natural resource a." 

There have been many other similar warning• be£ore and 
alnee. But day in and day out, America has been too preoccupied 

~ 

with other problema to retain a sense ot urgency about the erial• 

J7 
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ln our natural resoul'Cel. 

Recently, Brooks Atkinoon, in the New York Times, reported~ 
*'No doubt, the history of Americ<:~.n civilization could be written in 
terms of our changing attitudes toward nature. In 300 yearswe have 
passed through three significant stages: (1) Indifference or hostility 
to nature; (2) romantic delight in nature, and now (3) fear that man, 
the great predator, m ay dest -roy nature and civilization at the same 
time." In the same review he states: "Lois and Louis Darling cOn• 
elude a study of the evolution and anatomy of birds ('Bird' ts their 
title) with a chapter in the sam~ somber key1 'We squander in a few 
years the fossil fuel, coal and oil, which are the accumulation o£ 
untold ages. We poison the water and the air.'" 

"In 'Faee of North America' Peter Farb makes a. similar 
conclutions 'The whole web of inter-relations developed in the 
wUdernesa over millions of years has been irretrievably lost.'" 

"If there is a fourth stage in Ameriean 'nature writing, it 
will portray a world short ot food, cramped for space and bereft 
of beauty. 111 

Americans in aU walks of 1Ue are interested in natural 
resources. However, up to now thel'e has not been any sustain
ing strong, central organization or leadership. Nevertheless, 
this interest ls ama~ingly widespread. lt cuts across political 
party lines ·, economic c:lassea and geographical barriers. 

The membere of this vast interest group include all people 
in one way or another trom ladiee with a flower box ln the window 
to the dee:r hunter a with high powered riiles: the boaters, who range 
from kids with flat bottomed scows to the wealthy yachtsmen' family 
c:ampel's, whoso numbers are growing rapidly& bird watchers& akin· -
diver&J wilderness erusaders; farme ra; soil conservationists; fisher-• 
men: insect collectors; foresters; just plain Sunday drivers etc:. 

Most of these people have their own organizations, some of 
them national as wcU as local, and they fight with a fury to advance 
and protect the-phase of conservation in which they are interested. 
They will rally behind your leadership in this field in which most 
intereeted participants have the feeling that their personal interest 
is not euUielently matched lPY.' :.Qfficial interest at the governmental 

level. Most of these groups also have their own national and local 
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publica tiona and their specialized news reporters and columnists, 
all of whom are hungry for material and will be greatly stimulated 
by any demonstration of Presidential interest in their specialty. 

The projected population growth gives one a frightening 
picture of the l<.inu of pressure we will be putting against our 
resource base a f~w years from now. It is atimated that if our 
current population of 190 million persons continues to grow for 
only one century at its present rate, the population of the United 

• States would be about 1 billion persons. This ie equivalent to one 
third of the world1a present inhabitant-a, and would be roughly 
equivalent to moving aU of the population of Europe, Latin Arre rica 
and Africa into the territory of the 50 state a. The whole populoua 
Eastern part of the United States is already in desperate circum
stances for lack of recreational opportunity fot' the ordinary Citizen, 
and the crish growa worse each year. 

l thinl( it is most important that youl" aeries of speeches
covel' the widest possible range of resource preservation, begin• 
ning with a major epeech in the East on the · crisiS in our densely 
populated arena. Then, it seems to me, all of the issues involved 
should be touehed upon as you move across the counb:Yi hydro• 
electric power, recreation, reclamation, pollution of air and water, 
acenie beauty (or, scenic pollution), wUdernesa, seashore ac:cesa, 
and the :recreational isaues including fishing, hunting, skiing, hiking • 
and camping. In other words, I am suggesting that your series o£ 
apeeches constitute a total preselrtation of the whole problem in both 
ita broadeat and its most specific aspects. 

l also thil".k that it is important to say something. on the bsue 
of comprehensive national, state and local planning ot long term re• 
creation needs, and the need !or cooperation among aU levels of 
government and all conservation groupe. The Congress has already 
made a long step toward comprehensive planning by providing plan•. 
ning grants to atates and localities for long range planning, including 
reer~ational planning. lt is nn amfortunate fact ~at no state in the 
nation has a comprehensive long range recreation plan, and wilt not 
have one until Wisconsin completes its plan with the use o£ Federal 
money, within one year from now • The same is true for all pr&ctl• 
eat purpose a cal'~· Fede1"a1 government. 

-
We have grown very rapidly. As the frontier pushed West, 

we failed to aet every .step of the way until it was too late ... recre• 
tion a1"eaa are gone, the lande are drained; the water ta polluted. 



. ~ 

• 

• 5 • 

Only when our resources have been destroyed do we begin to worry 
and think and frantically aea1.·.ch for some area to acquire and pro• 
teet ior tho public to use. 

I have rather rambled f\11 over the lot in this letter, but the 
subject m.attGr rambles t 1at way too •• into everyone's life in a 
thousand ways • 

In summary, I think it is important that you spell out the 
crisis in its b1·oadest terms, and that every aspect of resource 
management and conservation be touched upon. This is necessary 
£or public understanding. It is important also that every one of 
the hundreds of specialued magazines and newspapers be able to 
quote something from your speeches that is important to their 
field ot interest and to their read•ra. 

Sincerely, 

GAYLORD NELSON 
0. S. Senator 


