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Transcript

Andrea L'Hommedieu: This is an interview with Donaldson Koons, rediprofessor of
geology at Colby College at his home in Sidney,Mdaon December the 11th, the year 2002,
and this is Andrea L'Hommedieu. Could you begirsaying your full name and spelling it?

Donaldson Koons: Full name is Donaldson, D-O-N-A-L-D-S-O-N, KooisO-O-N-S.
AL:  And where and when were you born?

DK: Well, I was born in Korea on the 23rd of Augumsfi917. My parents were with the
Presbyterian Mission Board; my father ran a boy®mst; a middle school, of about five hundred
students, Korean students, for a period of thidgt gears until the war started in 1941, when he
and my mother were interned and my father wasisoprfor a period of time and had some
difficulty. And then both of them were exchangedlune of 1942, along with the exchange of
diplomatic personnel from Japan, Korea and sonma fthina, parts of China, and the
corresponding diplomatic personnel, Japanese peesonthe United States. So the exchange
was completed in August of 1942.

AL:  And then they came back to the United States?

DK: They went back to the United States, and nhyefathen was head of the Korean branch
of the Office of War Information, until the time bfs death. As a matter of fact, in 1947.

AL: So how, okay, | forgot when you said you wesenh so how many years were you in
Korea?



DK: I was there until | was seventeen, when | ctontbe States to go to college.
AL:  So you did all your growing up in Korea.

DK: We had a couple of short visits in the U.S.'dwake furloughs, periodic furloughs. So |
was in the United States when | was five yearsad, again when | was nine. No, more than
nine, excuse me, | was closer to, | was twelve.

AL:  What were your experiences like in Korea? Wted it, how was it?

DK: Well, it was interesting because of coursedhegre two things involved: one, we were
foreigners in another country instead of beingvestj and second thing was that Korea was
occupied by the Japanese. It had been annexed. iy &8d it was the primary continental
foothold of the Japanese prior to the beginninthefwar in 1941. And the Japanese
government, it varied somewhat depending upon wWigasituation was within Japan itself.

There was, for a period of time when | was yourgflict between a relatively liberal approach
and a very conservative approach in the governméntl during the time of the liberal
dominance in the Japanese government, the govgemaral and the government, Japanese
government officers, in Korea were on the wholéyaieasonable. In the early thirties, they lost
that argument and the Japanese, the military addhservative, very conservative Japanese
took over the operation of the government, there asgood many assassinations and so on, and
from then on the government was a very repressiverpment. Things changed in Korea and
also in Japan, and of course that was about thethat | left so that | heard about them from my
parents, but I didn't experience most of it.

AL: And so you came to the United States, and wiliergou attend college?

DK: 1 went to college at the College of Wooste®imio. And then from there | went to
Columbia University and did graduate work at Coliemland then worked towards a Ph.D. and
completed the Ph.D. work and taught for a whil€atleton College in Minnesota. And then
went into the service in 1943 and went over to @land came back, when the war ended of
course, came back to the States. And taught bréfolumbia University, West Virginia
University, and then came up to Colby in 1947 aadehbeen there since, since then.

AL: Soyou had a long tenure at Colby.

DK: Yes, along time.

AL: And you taught geology?

DK: Taught geology, | was head of the departmearetfor thirty-five years, so it was a long,
long period of time there.

AL:  And how did you get interested in environmergaiies?



DK: Well, geologists, most geologists are well awairenvironmental problems because
they're dealing with, | mean they're living and Wwog in nature so that they're aware of these
things. And I got, had worked in Arizona in thea@d Canyon area, along the Colorado River,
and got involved first of all | suppose in any kangay with the question of construction of dams
along the Colorado. And I think that my involverhérere may have been one of the reasons
that Governor [Kenneth] Curtis thought | might béerested in serving on what was then the
Water Improvement Commission in 1967, when he asked I'd join that. And | think that,
that's the background on it.

AL: If I, tell me if I'm jumping, well which camer$t, the New England Conference on Air
Pollution, or the Sugar Beet Project?

DK: Well, New England Conference on Air Pollutioasnin 1969, January of 1969, and the
sugar beet thing had come up before that, or, netlivery far apart as a matter of fact. They, |
don't remember exact dates on that. Don Nicollld/&now when the idea of introducing sugar
beets into Aroostook county as an alternative éooflarmers there, just when that came up, it
was. . . And whether it was introduced first oftall Ed Muskie or whether Freddy Vahising
went to Ed, Freddy was more of an entrepreneuhantday have seen a possible opportunity. |
don't know what the history was. Ken Curtis wokihdw what the history was on that, because
he was also directly involved. He was interestedriything like that that would be an

additional source of income for places like Aroagt€ounty, which even then was beginning to
suffer from competition in the potato business.

AL:  So what did you think of the idea?

DK: Well, the idea was, there are several aspedts One is that, to produce sugar
commercially in, with sugar beets, really requiaefederal subsidy. In other words, it's not a
cash operation. There are a lot of sugar beetsrgho various parts of the United States, but
they're really underwritten by the government beeahey're looking for, you know, the subsidy
on sugar. Beets would grow in northern Maine wizel@ of crops wouldn't, and so it was a
reasonable thing to do. In other words, it wasntirely a boondoggle because beets would
grow, and if the government's policy was one thatily subsidize and support the sugar beet
industry, why then farmers would grow it.

Well, I, my experience, and it was very limitedthwihe farmers was that they were potato
farmers and not too many of them were interestagiowing beets, at least at that time. But it
was a cash crop, and Vahlsing got money, | domtkjust what the source was, but he got
money for a refinery for the sugar beets and hitleathing up there going with a number of
farmers producing the crop which would keep hisasumget refinery going. And it, it was
another source. | think everybody recognized ithaas kind of an artificial one, but as long as
the United States was committed to that, well,auld go. And so Muskie supported it, and Ken
Curtis supported the operation as well.

Now, the, one of the things that was odd abouts that that was just at the time that the state
began to take seriously the question of water tualihe, | don't remember the date of passage



of the first statute, but it would have been inthieldle sixties, probably somewhere around '65,
and that initiated the study of water quality trghaut the state on all the primary streams and
the tributaries, certainly the major tributariesnd that was conducted by the Water
Improvement Commission set up by the legislatund,the person largely responsible for the
operation of that study program was the man wholdessh hired as the chief engineer of the
Water Improvement Commission, Rayburn MacDonald.

And if there's ever a statue built in Augusta ijbuto go to MacDonald. Nobody knows his
name even, he was a quiet man, but he was the looewith a very small staff, Dick Swayzie,
Henry Mann, two or three or four other people, ®ddhe streams in the state, all through the
state, found out what their various characteristiese, dissolved oxygen, the demand, the
discharges that were going into the streams andgh®nd that these had for the consumption
of oxygen within the streams, various other contemis, though the oxygen one was one of the
major ones, but there were other contaminants wfseogoing in as well.

And the tendency had been to attach all of the bleonindustry, which isn't entirely fair,
because all the municipal waste was going untraatedhe streams as well. And the difference
was that the total oxygen demand from industriadteabecause of the volume, was larger than
the oxygen demand for sewage waste, municipal wistke streams, so that the industries got
the attention.

But in fact we had more trouble as things wentrgimg) to get the towns to do what they ought
to do, because once the industries decided they gaing to do it they did a pretty good job.
And it was in their interest to do it quickly inatkof spreading the cost out, so that when they
decided that they were going to do it, they gemerdht a good job.

And the towns couldn't agree, you had a situatidh Waterville and Winslow, for instance, or
Augusta on two sides of the river, and Bangor arer, and the towns on the other side of the
river on each side couldn't agree that the othenmaasn't getting an advantage of some kind, and
so they would argue, no, they weren't going to gb them on a joint system or anything like
that. It was a difficulty that went on for quitendile. And the statutes had no way in which the
commission could require a joint operation. Altd@uld do was to encourage it. And right up
until the last, for instance, with Waterville andnslow, | wasn't sure whether they would go
together or Winslow would finally pull out at thesk minute. They did go together, but neither
one trusted the other one entirely. And it wakeainteresting that the towns, Lewiston-
Auburn, Waterville-Winslow, Bangor-Brewer, gaveamnewhat more trouble as things went on
than the major industries did. But the major indas got the credit for being bad, and they
really got some credit they didn't deserve.

But that, | got off the subject there some, butdbeelopment of the sugar beet industry up there
at Easton was taking place at just about the san@ethat the classification survey by Rayburn
MacDonald was being completed and published. Ardktivas a problem in that area, and |
think that neither Ed Muskie nor Ken Curtis at bBeginning got the right information. And
Muskie went to the legislature, he was in Washingtbthe time, of course he'd been governor
before that, he was down in Washington at the ame he went to the legislature and said that
the stream into which the discharge was coming fiteensugar mill ought to be classified as



Class D, which is a total loss. | mean Class D raéhat there's nothing you can do with it, that
the dissolved oxygen level goes down to zero, anahs And not very many people were happy
with that, and his reason for saying it was that #ippeared to be necessary for the economic
operation of the sugar beet mill.

Now, | went up and looked at the place. | wasm'eéagineer on this at all, but | was chairman of
the commission and | was curious about this andritwp and studied the thing for a while and
found out that in fact the, Vahlsing had boughbtaio plant, processing plant, along with the
set up of the sugar beets refinery and was rurthiaiy and that in fact it was the discharge from
the potato plant, not the discharge from the sugfamery, that was the source of a large amount
of pollution. And | don't think that, at leastthe beginning, that either Ed or Ken understood
that. | think they had been misled by Vahlsing ihatas the sugar thing. He didn't want to put
in a treatment plant for an old potato processiagtpand | think he squirmed around it a little
bit.

Ed got a lot of bad publicity out of that, and pkeop the state spoke up against it because they
were just beginning to move in the direction ofacimg up the streams, and here comes the
former governor and says you ought to make thiseoRanstead of a C or a B. And what really,
it was pretty badly polluted, the oxygen level wast about zero during the summer and it had a
reputation of having been a trout stream. A lastodams had the reputation then of having been
trout streams, you know, even though they probbhabn't seen a trout for quite a long time.

But anyway, what really made a noise out of it W the Canadians. | think a man named
[Harrison] McCain was the one who brought thinga teead. The Canadians said they were
going to dam the Prestile Stream because it waslated they didn't want it flowing into New
Brunswick. And that certainly got a lot of pubticiand that was hard on Muskie and hard on
Curtis.

Actually, the commission went to work and the desgje from the sugar beet factory was not a
serious one, it got treated fairly well. The perblwas the potato plant, and | think that, my
recollection is that the potato plant finally jeédsed and that was it. But they, the potato
processing mills up there in Aroostook county weereal problem because they had a high
starch discharge, and the biochemical oxygen amesdvery high for those discharges, and
they made a mess of things, there's no doubt aboBut they could be cleaned, and they were
cleaned as a matter of fact in a relatively shorét

AL: My gquestion is, what was your perception of\ligkkie, because he was so well known
for cleaning up the water and the air? So it sdéqasit's just the opposite of the publicity he
got on the Prestile Stream, how did people takettugether?

DK: |think most people looked at it and saw iagmolitical problem; that Muskie was hoping
for a source of additional income. And balancing timng against the other had decided the
Prestile Stream, which really isn't very big, cob&lsacrificed for the sugar, the value that the
farmers would get from the sugar production. Anldihk that people recognized that that had
been weighed by Muskie and that it was a compragrttgekind that a politician has to make
from time to time. And people made jokes aboani sort of said, hunh, you know, but my



feeling was that people thought, well, this is podi and this is the way business has to be done
sometimes. And | don't think that Ed really sugféfrom it. And also as | say | think he was
misled on it and wasn't aware that the problem Wwasally what Vahlsing said the problem was.
And people did make jokes about it and so onabtihie same time his general position,
particularly on national issues, was so powerfat ffreople recognized that sometimes there's a
price you have to pay, and that was the way | Idakgt. | never wrote him a hot letter or
anything about it. | understood what the story was.

AL: Do you have recollections of the New Englandif€cence on Air Pollution in '69?

DK: Some, not as good as | would like. The comiegevas organized and started by a grant
made by one of the trustees at Colby, who live@atifornia as a matter of fact. He was part of
the family that owns theos Angeles Times, and activity in California at that time was jusally
getting underway and California was ahead of teeatthe United States because of the terrible
quality of their air in the Los Angeles basin espllg. And it had caught his attention, and |
think that theLos Angeles Times, he was publisher of tHeos Angeles Times, or his family was,
and | think that they had taken a position and flgatame. . . [Otis] Chandler was his name, he
was born up in Albion and came from the area anglaviiustee at Colby, and | think that he felt
that Maine ought to be doing something about thinsl so he made a grant of, what for that time
was a significant amount, | think it was twentydithousand, for the college to put on a
conference, the New England Conference.

And we asked Ed to serve as honorary chairmanhardid. | did the general organizing and we
hired a fellow to do the legwork on it, and we wareearly group in the air quality thing, and
we had, it was a good group, it got a lot of goedpde. | can't remember all of their names now
but they were leaders in the air quality analysggaization business. And we had a conference
that ran for three days. We paid, we could takegtia@t and pay their expenses you see, so we
got some good people up here.

And there was a lot of good ideas that came outag one of the first formal recognitions of the
fact that a substantial part of Maine's air quabitgblem originated elsewhere, that is that an air
shed was not like a water shed, that is you dithve a divide along the headwaters of the, like

the one on the headwaters of the Kennebec, fanost in which water ran that way and water

ran this way. The air comes all the way acrossasses the divides and so on.

And that was one of the important recognitionsh® ¢onference, and of course it's something
that we're still arguing about, to get somebodihamiddle west to do something to take care of
us and they don't want to do it. At that time als® copper smelter, enormous copper smelter up
at Sudbury in Canada, was producing a tremendoosi@nof sulphur dioxide. In fact, a single
smelter up there at the, well it was copper an#letj¢he single smelter that they were running
was producing approximately one percent of alhefsulphur dioxide in the world, and that

came right across here. And we recognized thatjdentified a lot of the sources, but then the
problem became not a chemical problem but a palipcoblem, no longer, | mean it's not a
scientific problem anymore.

Everybody knows what to do about it, but the quesits whether you could get the political will



to do it in different places, and the answer is flaue problems. We still have problems today,
see, and it's thirty-two years later, you knowf'tha third of a century and we still have those
problems.

AL: Where do you think we're going with it at tp@int? Are we still going forward or are we
starting to go backwards?

DK: Oh, we'll go forward, we'll be patient on itawe'll lose a little bit sometimes and then
we'll gain some. | do think that the view of a siamtial part of the population that nuclear
power is too hazardous to accept is wrong. Nuglearer is a source of some hazard, yes, but
with care the danger from it is really very, vempadl, and it does not produce any carbon
dioxide, there's no carbon residue at all. Anccagld replace a bunch of rather inefficient coal
and oil plants with nuclear plants and improve situation. But the public has decided that
they're not going to have nuclear plants and tHeesn't seem to be any way you can argue that,
at least not at the present time. And I thinkatislunder.

They took down, closed down Maine Yankee, and weulat with two or three fairly clean
plants, well they're pretty clean but they're gaing and they have G@ischarge, and it
really wasn't necessary because Maine Yankee wasiging a lot of good clean power.

AL: Do you think it's because the public is scahed if there was a disaster it would be so
immediate and saugintelligible word)?

DK: Well, of course, the public is still scareddeath, and some people who should know
better find it convenient to continue to scare thabout the word nuclear. In fact, just as an
example, you know a commonly used medical procedoveis MRI, Magnetic Resonance
[Imagery]. MRI got started in the chemical labshaslear magnetic resonance, NMR, because
that's what it is, that's a direct short descriptid what's involved in it. And people wouldn'teus
it, wouldn't accept it, because of the word nuglearthey changed the name from NMR to MR,
dropped the word nuclear. And now everybody goelsheas an MRI scan, you know, people
don't think anything about it at all. But they wescared literally to death of it when it had the
nuclear in it.

And so you use the word nuclear energy and pe@ylegeez, got another, got a bomb here,
sitting here ready to go off. Well you don'ts ltfue that Chernobyl had a bad accident, but
Chernobyl had a built-in accident, the way the plaas designed it was going to have an
accident. So that the response to it is not ratiahall

Now, that doesn't mean that | think, for instarase] our, the commission's history with Maine
Yankee was kind of interesting, because Maine Yargk®uld not have been built where it was.
It created a problem immediately because of tgh temperature of the water that's discharged,
the amount of cooling water that had to be handied,we had problems with that. Well, it
happened they located it where they did becauselthilason plant, which was coal operated,
the Mason plant at Wiscasset already tied direottythe main network, power network, and so
they put the nuclear plant down there to use theesesonnection directly into the main network.
And it was inexpensive to install it. But from theint of view of the location of the plant, it



was a mistake, but the decision had already beele namd we had a hard time getting the,
getting Maine Yankee to re-do the cooling systerorater to preserve the fishery and so on in
Montsweag Bay, where their discharge was. And metdbut it was a bad location. They
selected the location not for its effectivenesa asiclear site, but for its efficiency for gettithgp
power into the grid, see. And then found themseilvigh a problem that was more difficult than
they had expected.

But otherwise, if | were in the business, and lwh hwould put nuclear plants up in the
unorganized towns. And all right, you pay a lithie¢ more for your power lines and so on, but
you get away from the problems, you don't haveptioblems of population and any question of
small discharges and that kind of thing that sce#esasset. Well, Wiscasset hated to see the
plant go and start having to pay taxes again, wiat another side of it. But that's an aside.

Now, Muskie of course supported Maine Yankee whevas first proposed and he carried on
the hearings in 1967, voluminous reports on thetjfying the construction of Maine Yankee.
But | don't think he realized that it would haveehéetter to have sited it somewhere else. But
at any rate, that's what happened.

We, we're strange, you know, we accept withoutgustion at all a transportation system, that
is the private car, transportation which kills fothousand people a year and injures, what, five
times as many, and we don't argue about that.aWd just say, well, that's the way things are
and | want my car because | can get there from héfe don't argue about it. And we never had
an accident anywhere, except for deliberate exphgsin Japan, that cost forty thousand lives,
and yet we accept it.

And not only that, but the major source of carbmxidle in the atmosphere is automotive
transportation. That's by far the largest singlerse, is automobiles. And, well, we're going to
use them anyways. And we get awfully worried alibirtgs that simply are not worth worrying
about, and accept things that we ought to be s¢arddath by. | mean, if somebody sat down
and said I'm going to design a transportation systdich will have a discharge that is very hard
on the atmospheric quality and which is inhereddngerous and will kill about forty thousand
people a year, people would say you are not gairtptthat, absolutely not, you know. But they
didn't get that chance, it grew slowly, and now'yewgot it and we're stuck with it and we can't
think of any way to get along without it. So, asaly, people are odd about that.

See, we haven't had a single radiation death ithted States connected with power. We've
had laboratory accidents, few, but some laboraaopydents, but we haven't had a single death
connected with nuclear power.

AL: I've never thought about it that way, that'syvateresting.

DK: But if you use the word nuclear, it scarestak out of people because each time you
use, why, they see a bomb going off in Hiroshinmal here you are. But that's an aside, Muskie
didn't have anything to do with it.

AL: At some point you testified before the Senam@mittee.



DK: That's right, it was when Muskie was workingtba Clean Water Act, and | went down
there in 1970 | think it was, | testified. And | mtedown at Muskie's specific information
because | was chairman of the commission here anebl kind of proud of Maine's
commission and what it was doing, we were buildamilities quickly and so on, and so he
asked me to come down and testify. And | haveyotsat | probably didn't do a very good job.
Don Nicoll would know better than I do, becausenas involved with Ed at the time, and | was
a political neophyte and I didn't really know tltia¢re were different things involved in

testifying in front of the, a senatorial committeéou could use it either for answering
guestions, or you could use it for making a spe@did. | answered questions rather than making
a speech and | could have said a whole lot morataghe way things were going in Maine.
Because we were doing a good job, and we were athengest in the U.S. at the time.

And it's kind of interesting, I, Muskie didn't hagay direct influence in this, in these operations,
| mean he wasn't on the phone to us saying howtajsiting at this or doing that, or what about
this, and that kind of thing. But his reputatioasasuch that a lot of people in Maine felt, well
we've got to live up to that, we've got to give hihm support and show him, show the rest of the
country that things can be done even under difficutumstances. And | think that in general
we took a lot of pride in the fact that Muskie veakeader in this, and that, but we were able to
go, run along with it, you see what | mean. Anaadrse that's one of the things a good leader's
supposed to do, and | think he certainly did itw\taine because it's hard now to realize what
the atmosphere was in this state in 1969, 197Bbedame very important, now, Muskie was
gone, he was in Washington at that time, but iab®zvery important that we do a number of
things.

For instance, the, what had been the Water Impremé@ommission became the Water and Air
Environmental Improvement Commission, and then keeted the name to Environmental
Improvement Commission because it was just too.ldBgt at the time that that was active,
that's the time that | was on the thing, and theee a lot of other people, too, | mean | didn't do
it myself by any means, had a good bunch of peoplthe commission. But anyway, the
commission was working on different things.

We proposed and the legislature adopted withoutsanjficant argument the air quality
standards, the oil conveyance statute came, ttatt dome from the commission, that came
from. . . Harry Richardson, as a matter of facbpmsed that, and it was drafted by Frank
Chapman, and several of us helped in the produofitimat, and that was adopted by the
legislature again effectively without oppositiombody was really opposing it, and as soon as it
was adopted and we began to apply it the thirtegomoil companies took us to court. We
knew they would, they had said they would and wevkithey would, and the legislature
immediately appropriated a hundred thousand buokd at that time a hundred thousand was a
lot of money, for the defense of that and we wenwnlto Washington and hired Covington &
Burling, which was a big outfit, and we won thee&as

And that was, there was no question about it, amdvere building treatment plants, the state
had passed, | think it was in 1967, might have Hg388, | don't remember exactly, had passed a
bond issue for construction of municipal sewagatinent facilities, fifty million dollars. And



again, thirty-five years ago fifty million dollaigas a lot of money. It would have been worth,
the equivalent now with inflation, that would haween close to ten times that. And that was a
very large bond issue and it was passed withofitdify. And so we had a lot of money to use
for construction of municipal facilities. And itas rather interesting -

End of Sde A
SdeB

AL: We are now on Side B.

DK: Okay, the bond issue was to pay a part of tis& cThe federal government would pay
fifty percent, | think, | forget the exact amourisit the federal government would pay fifty
percent, the state would pay forty percent, and#iance, and | may be wrong on these figures
now, probably am, the balance would be paid bynthaicipalities, you see. Well, we passed
our bond issue and were ready to go to work, aadetieral government wasn't ready to part
with the money. So we were in kind of an odd gitrabecause we wanted to build things, but
we had that fifty percent we were supposed to et the feds, and we didn't have it.

So, | don't remember who suggested this, | thimkais probably Curtis, but anyway, Curtis and |
exchanged memos in which we in effect said, “Yopheposing that it's all right to advance
money from the state's bond issue for the fedexdigm of this, and will be reimbursed by the
federal government at a later time.” We didn't,sS&lye hope.” But anyway, we did that so that
we had no statutory authorization to advance ttertd share, but we did, and the result was
that we got underway on construction of plants beeave would advance some of that fifty
million as part of the federal share. And we wamea limb, and nobody cut it off, so we got
away with it. But for a while we, each of us haghed in effect for fifty million bucks, and
neither of us could do anything about it.

But one of the things that happened there wasnbatere ahead of the federal program because
of that, because we advanced federal money orhihg Wwe were ahead of the federal program,
and we got a lot of our work done before the deadliAnd before Muskie's 1972 statute came
out, by 1972 we were well along on constructiomwf municipal facilities, and also the

industrial facilities.

Now the, we didn't advance any money for the indaidacilities, of course, that was their cost,
but we did have some joint facilities. For instaihe Oakland treatment system was a joint
project between Oakland and Cascade Woolen Milés; tontributed, we built a single system,
they contributed to the construction of that systemd contributed their waste to it, and they did
the same thing later in other places so we had foumicipal and industrial facilities. And the
system worked well, we didn't have problems.

As | say, the, generally the industrial people, witieey began to work, did a good job because
they had sources of money, they had engineers hheyhemists as part of their regular staff,
and they knew what it was they were dealing withey weren't from the outside looking in,
they were on the inside looking out, so once theey tommitted to the construction generally
did very good jobs. And we were pleased to haeentbooperate with a municipal facility



because they provided some of the technical assistihat the towns needed, and the towns in
some cases would have had a hard time paying, o it worked out well.

But we were ahead of the federal schedule ondhid by 19-, oh, by 1973, most of our major
construction had been taken care of, by that tideed, you see, when Scott [Paper] built the
plant at Hinckley, their pulp mill, you may haveticed that they built it half a mile from the

river. They discharged into the river, but onltjeatreatment. The old plant was downtown here
in Winslow and it was built on the banks of theerivfor good reason because that's where they
discharged. And the whole thing had changed byithe Scott built that plant, which they
started construction on, | think, in '73 and firedhin '76. And it was back from the river, so
things had changed quite a lot.

AL: | have a couple specific questions about yesiifiying before the Senate, and you can
just tell me if you don't remember. But I'm wonder prior to your going was there anyone
from Muskie's office that contacted you to tell ywhat to expect? Or what their office was
looking for out of the testimony?

DK: | don't recall that there was, no.

AL: And was there anyone on Senator Muskie's gtatfyou dealt with directly when you got
there?

DK:  Only with, well, possibly with Don Nicoll andith Senator Muskie, yeah. That would
have been it. It was pretty informal.

AL: Okay, was there any sort of reaction or tatkrafour testimony where you got a feeling
of how -?

DK: Idon't recall that there was. | think that,|&ay, | approached it the wrong way probably
because | waited for them to ask me questionsadspételling them what the program was, and
what we were doing in Maine that other places ctalde been doing, and | didn't emphasize
that. | wasn't a good witness.

AL: What other areas did you have contact with ®erduskie that I'm not thinking of to
ask? Or any memories you have, or impressiongo? h

DK: Nothing specific, I'm sorry to say. We knew hiife's family, the Grays, we knew them,
they're Waterville people and we'd known them farhale. And we knew her, [Jane Muskie]
and we'd known Muskie while he was here in Watkrnbkefore he went down to Augusta.

AL: Oh, you knew him, you knew of him or you hac imen?

DK: Oh, we knew him, yeah. As a matter of faébrget just what the circumstances were,
but my wife borrowed his skis, he had a pair ossad his skis were really something, | mean,
you know, Muskie was a tall man and the skis weng lanyway, and my wife's about five foot
two, and she used Muskie's skis to go out herdrartd ski in the snow and it was not a very



successful operation.

AL: These were cross-country skis?

DK: Yeah, yeah, they were really quite old andhwlite leather straps and that kind of thing,
and they weren't good for Betty, no. But he wasplyao have her use them. | don't know
whether he ever used them, actually, so.

AL:  And you knew Jane and her family, her sisters?

DK: Yeah, and her brother, must be her brothelh y@ho's with the Red Cross Blood Supply
now. What's his name? | don't know. But he'safrtbe administrators in the Red Cross blood
program in the state, and has been for quite aeewtBut otherwise |, we saw the Muskies from
time to time, you know, at Christmas parties andgs like that, but we weren't particularly
close.

AL: So you knew him when he was in the state latyist.

DK: And when he was mayor of Waterville.

AL: Well so, he actually didn't win that race.

DK: Oh, he didn't?

AL: No, but he did run, you're right.

DK: Heran, yes.

AL: He ran, but he lost to Mr. Squire.

DK: You're right, yes, yes you're right, he dign&ke it.

AL: But he was in the legislature.

DK: He was, then he was in the legislature, yeah.

AL:  So you knew him when he ran for governor.

DK: Yeah.

AL: Did you have, so you, what were you thinkidgttl think he's going to be the next
governor? Or what were your impressions when yagardhhe was running, because he was a

Democrat and it was such a Republican state?

DK: Ithink there was a question, my main questvas whether he had any chance of being
elected, you know. And he was, and he was a gowdrgor. To tell you the truth, | think in



some respects Ken Curtis was a better governoiskMwvas looking somewhere else, and Ken
was, when he was governor he was more interestine istate. | think, Ken, | would say was,
just as an aside, was one of our very good govsrnor

AL: You worked closely with him over they yeargrdi you?

DK: Yeah, and it's interesting, I'm a Republic&ut we got along very well, and | thought
Ken was a remarkable person in many ways. He wagmeat speechmaker and so on, but he
was a wonderful man at working with people. Yomeenber that he had a legislature that was
Republican, and the executive council that was Bigan, and he worked with them, he
disagreed with them from time to time, but | rememlb forget just what the occasion was, but |
had to go into his office to see him one afternand, rather late in the afternoon, and he and
Harry Richardson, who was the House majority leagiéepublican, at the time, we sitting in
there. They had just, the income tax bill had patsed and they were arguing whether that
should be called the “Richardson Income Tax Bullhich is what Ken thought, or it should be
called the “Curtis Income Tax Bill", which Richaasthought. And it was passed because
Republicans like Richardson had worked for it, padple like Joe Sewall who was president of
the senate had worked for it, and he worked closly both parties.

And when he asked me if I'd be commissioner oDbpartment of Conservation, | had lunch at
the Blaine House with him, and the other peoplerath were Joe Sewall and Curtis Hutchins,
who was not a legislator but was active in Repalplipolitics and the Associated Industries of
Maine, and Harvey Johnson who was a sort of lolblayid so on. Republican, those were the
people we had lunch with. And he worked very weth a Republican legislature, so he got
things through.

Well, look at his environmental program that wémwbtigh. The enlargement of the EIC, the air
quality standard, the oil conveyance statute, dhd luse regulation commission, the site
selection law, all of those went through with higpgort, and also with Republican support
because they wouldn't have gone. In fact, onbadd, | think, | forget now, it was either the oil
bill or the site selection bill, passed the hous wne negative vote, and that fellow said that
he'd voted against it because he didn't anythingldhbe unanimous, and it was one negative
vote in the house. That was all. And that wasatineosphere in which Curtis found himself, but
he took advantage of it and made it work. And a&eem't had anything like that since then. Of
course you have, | have to say that was before Wartin was in the legislature, or some of it,
and Martin was a very hard working legislator beitywvcombative.

AL: He was controversial, would you say?

DK: Oh, he was controversial, yeah, he was. Andheat of the difficulties that we still have
down there are because Martin was such a quarrelpenson, and he didn't have to be. | mean,
it was, it was interesting because Curtis worketth wiany of the same people and they worked
together, and Curtis got the programs he wantedjcheery well with it. | think he was an
outstanding governor.

AL: Is there anything else that | haven't askedtiiatiyou'd like to add before we end, about



Ed Muskie or any subjects that you were involvedl in

DK: Well, of course the, | was involved in a lottbings for a period of time and | found it
very interesting, but you don't want a history &.nThe main thing was that there was a period
of time when several things came together: Mus&iaein here, the general public opinion,
which Muskie recognized, came in, Ken Curtis cameéAnd the result was that, and there were
a number of people, Jim Briggs was in the legiséafar instance and he was a powerful
influence on this, the early Natural Resources Cibwwhen it was first formed, was a powerful
influence in the state, even though a small onenbuertheless a powerful one.

| think it's deteriorated since then because dtsgthe business of being against things, and it
wasn't originally, it was against things but alsavas there to help as well. And now it's mostly
negative, don't do that, don't do this, and thatseto me for a regulatory agency. Well it's not a
regulatory agency but it tries to be one, but@mss to me that a regulatory agency's job is not to
tell people you can't do this, but to show them hiogy can do it, which is a very different thing.
And NRC for a while had that approach. Now tlagiproach is, you can't do it, don't do it, you
mustn't do this, and really should be in a positbsaying, well, you can do this, here's how you
can do such and such, you can do this here, instesad/ing, cut it out. | think it's a negative
approach and | don't think it gets you anywheréhenlong run.

AL: Did you know Bob Patterson?
DK: Yes, he was a very good man, he was one addHg National Resources Council people.
AL:  What was he like?

DK: Very smart, very intelligent, very thoughtfahd interested in listening to what people
had to say on each side of a question and theh eaonclusion from it. He was a fine man, he
was a good one.

AL:  And | think I interrupted your thought by asgiyiou that.

DK: Well, no, it's, today we're in a situation wéénings are adversarial, always adversarial,
and they don't need to be. It bothers me, foaimst, to hear, you hear so much in recent
commercials for candidates that, “I'm going to fifgr this, I'm going to fight for that” and so

on. And that's what each one claims is, “I'll figtwt good rates for prescription drugs, I'll fight

for this, I'll fight for that.” | don't want figls, fights are adversarial and | had some fightswthe
was in government, too, but fights are adversamal what | want is cooperation. In some cases
compromise, you have to compromise, you have tfferdnt points of view and one holds one
view and one holds another one and you've gotaolhra compromise in something. What |
want is a candidate who will work for somethingt fight for it. | mean, there are a few things
you have to fight for, yes, once in a while, butsinihings are things you have to work for.

Don't fight, because you've got to work togethethmse things, and that's the skill that
somebody like Ken Curtis had and the result wagdtgrograms through that, if somebody put
a list of those on paper and said | want to passethwith a Democratic governor and a



Republican legislature, you'd say, forget it, yeulot going to get these things through. He got
them all through. And he did it by, | don't remeamhbim ever raising his voice in a discussion
with people, and things went well with it. So Uthhis isn't about Curtis.

AL:  Well, it's important to talk about him as well.

DK: Well, he was a good man, he was a very good arahl enjoyed the time | spent with
him, I learned a lot. And | was pleased to workwim.

AL: Great, thank you very much.
DK: You're very welcome.

End of Interview
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