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Shore Owners Play Politics with Great Lakes
by Terry Yonker Lawrence River Basin Ecosystem who
GLU Executive Director .. depend on the health of that ecosystem couple of feet, but the impact of storms, Healthy, diverse wetlands depend on . .
A small, vocal coalition of lake front for their very existence. A group that at and the eventual erosion of the bluff water level fluctuations. The periodic

owners is stepping up its demands for mostrepresentslessthan2/lOpercentof regardlessofthecontrolsapplied,would inundationofwetlands forces out woody><
control of water levels and flows in the 

Tr 
the population of the ecosystem is deter- be inevitable. vegetation and shrubs that encroach on t

Great Lakes and St.. Lawrence River. In ̀' = mined that the governments of Canada The governments of Canada and the wetlands during low water periods.
an eleventh-hour.effort to influence the and the United States spend more than U.S. (and their respective tax payers) will Lower water levels then allowthe regen-
recommendations of the Levels Refer- a billion dollars to protect property be asked to foot the bill for: eration ofwetland vegetation through the
ence Study Board of the International owners from a threat that would exist • the construction of  dam across the germination and growth of seeds and

Joint 'Commission ̀ a ou of shore '" even Wwater'level fluctuations were con- Ni a ara River between Buffalo NY and,. ~ P
owners is playing politics with the future trolled.

g •
Fort Erie, Ontario;

health ofthe Great Lakes--St. Lawrence It is estimated that only a small per- • dredging ofthe Niagara River down-

River Basin Ecosystem. They are lobby- centage of the 100,000 riparian are ac- stream from Buffalo and Fort Erie;

it for the construction of dams, dredg- ; -,, tually experiencing serious erosion and • further balancing of water levels

ing of connecting channels, and -. `flooding problems due to fluctuating between Lake Superior and Lakes Michi-

manipulation of water levels with the.. ̀'- water levels. Erosion of lake front prop- gan-Huron by increased regulation of

mistaken notion.that control of natural erties has been shown through site stud- Lake Superior-, and

variations in water levels will prevent ies .to. be caused principally by storm • further actions to control levels and

most ofthe damage to shoreline proper- events, not high water levels. The 12- flows in the St. Lawrence River and

ties ,subject to serious erosion and flood- foot storm surges that are experienced on . Lake Ontario.

ing. Lake Erie would not be appreciably It is estimated that the cost/benefit

There are approximately, 100,000 dampened by a reduction ofwater levels ratio for construction and operation of

owners of lake shore and riverfront prop- of  foot or two. High bluffs along Lake the proposed works is .5 or less, which

ertyontheGreatLakesandSt.Lawrence Michigan may experience a temporary means that for every $10 invested in

River. There are 42,000,000 other citi- reduction in erosion if the amplitude of controls, a maximum of $5 of damage
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tens ivmg in t e reat a.% s-- L. a e eve variations were re uce y a protection mig t e rea ize n t e

` unlikely event that even one-tenth of the plants that lay dormant in wetland soils
property owners are actually experienc- during highwater periods. Asignificant

~f the' Lakes R~~~1ov e ing serious damage from flooding and portion of the remainingwetlands-ofthe .

•
erosion problems that could be miti- Great Lakes would be destroyed by the _

Deepfor New Director gated through the construction of con- construction andoperation of new levels
trol works, the bill would amount to over control structures, according to site stud-

'' $100,000 per affected property. ies conducted for the Level Reference

s., by Tim` BristoGLU.:volunteer , .' become even• more involved with his The damage that new level controls Study. Finally, little attention has been

If you're reading this,.. chances are driving passion—Great Lakes issues. would cause to ecosystemwetlands,wild- paid to mounting evidence that global 1 '

you're a fellow citizenoftheGreatLakes "Michigan Audubon is a large orga- life ,habitat, and fish spawning areas warming effects,on-the ecosystem may

'Basin and you probably agree.that these n zation, a conservation conglomerate," would be devastating, studies show. continued on page 2

freshwater oceans are our lifeblood. says Yonker. "It encompasses the entire

Terry Yonker, is a man who under- state of Michigan, supports 35 employ- T T
stands this common bond we share as ees, operates two nature centers, 15 wild- V•J

(' • Election A Breath of Fresh Air
residents of the Great Lakes region. life sanctuaries, and supports 45 local

c- - chapters. But GLU gave me the oppor- by Bruce Kersbner of Health and Human Services, whichYonker, who became the new dire 

torof GLU onAugust3,1992, GLUEditor/Field Coordinator includes the Federal Drug Administra-

is a`native of Michigan, but This November's 'U.S. elections tion' .O nlyoneappointee,HazelO'.Leary

he's quick to point out that he ,brought relief to the environmental who will head Department_ Energy,

has always considered himself community and hope that the last 12 raises concern because of her-role in'

a "citizen of the Great Lakes years .of unfavorable policies have fi- industry. in siting a radioactive waste:_~„

Basin." He believes protect nally ended. The election ofBill Clinton disposal site in Minnesota.

ing the Lakes is an issue too and Al Gore have brought hope that In the U.S. Congress, environmen

important to be defined by protecting the environment will be seen talists were verypleasedwith most of the"

boundaries that maybepohti as a priority, not as a. conflict with results, though there were some disap-'.

cally real but have little-bear- business agendas. The contrast is par- pointments. In the Senate, Great Lakes

ing ontlieebbandflowofthe ticularly dramatic between Al Gore, an supporters cheered the election of
x 

environmental leader in the Senate, Wisconsin's Russ Feingold (who beak. 'Lakes.
Yonker uses Niagara falls and Dan Quayle, whose Council on moderate Republican Bob Kasten) and

as an example of the Basin's Competitiveness attacked a wide range Illinois' Carol Moseley Braun, as well as

interconnectedness: "You look of environmental regulations. the reelectionofOhio's Sen.JohnGlenn.

The contrast is just . as great for But lakes advocates were disappoiat Niagara Falls and you 
thinknted '

that's a lot ofwater. Buttvhen Clinton's new cabinet. Former Ari- at the defeat of New York's strong envi-
F  zona Governor Bruce Babbitt, an envi- ronmentalist Attorney-General Bob
you stop and consider the size "

of the entire Great Lakes ba- ronmentalist, will head the U.S.'s Abrams to incumbent Sen. Al D'Amato,'

sin and. then you look at the primary public lands agency, the De- who has a dismal record. Also notewor=

falls 'again, you realize this is partment of Interior. . He replaces thy is N.Y. Senator Pat Moynihan, who 1 .

all we've got: Almost all the 
r ManuelLujan, who almost always sided just became the new Finance Commit-

Great Lakeswaternarrowsand with resource exploiters and industry. tee Chair, a hopeful' sign for Great Lakes

Passes through this point Gore's environmental staffer, Carol funding: '

,sooner or later," he said. Browner, who will head the EPA, In the House, many strong environ-

Yonker, who comes to brought cheers from environmental- mental supporters were elected: Ohio's

GLU with a wealth of coalition-build- tunity to take a job with a basin-wide ists. She replaces well-meaning but Eric Fingerhut (replacing retiring Great

ing experience, has dealtwith everything perspective:' impotent William Reilly, who regu- Lakes friend Dennis Eckert); NY's

from grassroots organizations to private After attending University of Wis- larlygot overruled by the Bush Admin- Maurice Hinchey (whose State Assem-

industry. cousin at Madison where he received a istration. Two cabinet appointees are bly seat was replaced by another envi-

BeforeacceptingthepositionatGLU, degree in sociology/human ecology and seen as unknown to environmentalists ronmental supporter); Ohio's Sharrod

Xonker was director of the Michigan . meteorology, he soon himself be- and it is hoped they will be receptive. Brown will represent the Black River :±

Audubon Society for five years. Yonker ing swept up in a wave of environmental These are Mike Esby of the Depart- area. Some major environmental foes ,

said he'sexcitedaboutworking for 'GLU consciousness, the likes ofwhich.North ment ofAgriculture, the second largest were defeated: Michigan's Guy

because it will give him a chance to y continued on page 2 public lands agency, and Donna Shalala continued on page M _ .{
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Shore QW{l,ers Play Politics with Great Lakes 
by Terry Yon~er" Lawrence River Basin Ecosystem who 
GLU Executivf Director .;' "","" ';"" . .-_depend on the health of that ecosystem 

A small, vocalcoa:lition oflake frOnt .. ,Jortheir very existence. A group that at 
owpers is stepping ~p' its de~aridsfor.)~~mostrepresents less than 2110 percent of 

. _ . . .~ _ ",-" . .f",:h'" < 

control of water leVels and flows in the,;!" the population of the ecosystem is deter-
Gi-~~t Lakes and St. Lawrence Rive~. In '. ".mined that the governments of Canada 
an eleventh-hour ,effort to influence the and .the United States spend more than 
recommendations ~f the Levels Refer- a billion dollars to protect property 

, en~eStudy Board of the Int~rnationalowners from a threat that would exist 
JointCommission,~ a group of shore· even ifwaterle'tifljluctuations were con-
own~rs is plaYing politics with the future trolled.,':,;: 
health of the Great Lakes--St. Lawrence. It is estimated that only a small per-
River Basin Ecosystem. They are lobby-, centage of the 100,000 riparians are ac­
ing for the construction of dams, dredg- : ,>tuallyexperiencing serious erosion and 
ing<:o(connecting channels, and ;.flooding problems due to fluctuating 
~a:~pulatiori 'of water levels With the,':" waterlevels. Erosion oflake front prOp-

\ mistaken notion that control of natural erties has been shownthrough site stud-
vari.ations in water levels will prevent ies to, be caused principally by storm 

. mos'tofthedamagetoshorelineproper-events, not high water levels, The 12-
ties subj~st to serious erosion and flood - foot storm surges that are experienced on 
ing. ~Lake Erie would not be appreciably 

,The,re are approximately 100,000 dampened by a reduction of water levels 
~wne'i-~ oflake shore and riverfront prOp- of a foot or two. High bluffs along Lake 
ertyontheGreatL,a15:es andSt. La.wrence Michigan may experience a temporary 
River., There are 42,000,000 otlier citi- reduction in erosion if the amplitude of 
zensliving in t,he Great :Lakes--St. lake level variations were reduced by a 
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,,:.IJ()ve of the Lakes Runs 
~i/~:~Deep for New Director 

"..: 

" ..... hy 'Tim"73;isiol, ~GLU:v~/unteer > ," 

; If yo~'~e reading" this,·chances ate 
,_, you're a fellow citizen of the' Great Lakes 

'Basi~ andyou probably'agreeth~tthese 
freshwater oceans are our lifeblood. 
. T erry Yonker, is a man who u.nder­

stands this common bond we shiue as 
residents' of the Great Lakes region. 

Yonker, who b~came the newdirec- ' 
to':~fGLl! onAugust3, 1992, ' 
is l'native of Mici1igan, b~t 
he's quick to point out that he 
h3;s always considered himself 
a,."citizen of the Great Lakes 
,~~si,~." He believes protect-
,ing the Lakes is an issue too 
important to be defmed by 
b'oundaries thafmay be politi-

'cally r~~f but ha~e'littlebear~ 
'ing on tl1e ebb and flow of1;he 
. Lakes." ',': " ". .' 

~ ..• ,J". ~, ...... " .~'" 

.~;,. Yonker uses Niagara falls' 
,: as .an t,xample Of the B'asin's ' 
. interconnectedness. "Y oulook . 
, at>~iagaia'Falls andy~u think 

that;s a lot of water. Butwh~n 
I~ " . ', , 

.yolLstoP and consider th~ size 
Of the entire Great Lakes ba­
;ifi and then you look at the 
falls 'again, you realize this 'is 
allwe've got. Almost all the 

,:" G~eai: L~kes water-narrows ~nd 
· 'passes through .this point 
;:soo~er or l;ter,"he said. . 
,'- Yonker, who comes to 
GLU with a wealth of co31ition-build­

· :ing experience, has dealt with everything 
from gras'sroots organiiations to private 
industry."...' 

"/' Before acceptingthe positi~nat GLU, 
'.",:Yonker was director of the MiChigan 

Audubon Society for five years. YOnlcer 
:" s,aid he~s-excited about worki ng forG,LU 
· ,because it will give him. a <:hance to 
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become even· more involved with his 
driving passio~-Great Lakes issues. 

"Michigan Audubon is a large orga­
'nization, a conservation conglomerate," 
says YoUker. "It encompasses the entire 
state of Michigan, supports 35 employ­
ees, operates two naturecenters, 15 wild­
life sanctuaries, and supports 45 local 
chapters. But GLU ga~e me the oppor-

tunity to take a job with a basin-wide 
perspective." 

After attending University ofWis­
consin at Madison where he received a 

- degree in sociology/human: ecology and 
" meteorology, he soonfound himselfbe­
irig s~ept up in a wave of environmental 
consciousness, the likes of which North 

continu~d on pag~ 2 
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couple of feet, but the impact of storms, 
and the eventual erosion of the bluff 
regardless of the controls applied, would 
be inevitable. 

The governments 0 f Canada and the 
U.S. (and their respective taxpayers) will 
be asked to foot the bill for: 

• the construction of a dam across the 
Niagara River between Buffalo, NY and 
Fort Erie, Ontario; 

• dredging of the Niagara River down­
stream from Buffalo and Fort Erie; 

• further balancing of water levels 
between Lake Superior and Lakes Michi­
gan-Huron by increased regulation of 
Lake Superior; and 

• further actions to control levels and 
flows in the St. Lawrence River and 
Lake Ontario. 

It is estimated that the cost/benefit 
ratio for construction and operation of 
the proposed works is .5 or less, which 
means that for every S10 invested in 
controls, a maximum of $5 of damage 
protection might be realized. In the 
unlikely event that even one-tenth of the 
property owners are actually experienc­
ing serious damage from' flooding and 
erosion problems that could be miti­
gated through the construction of con­
trol works, the bill would amount to o'ver 
$100,000 per affected property. 

The damage that new level controls 
would cause to ecosystem wetlands, wild­
life ,habitat, and fish spawning areas 
would be devastating, studies show. 

Healthy, diverse wetlands depend on 
water level fluctuations. The periodic 
inundation of wetlands forces out woody 
vegetation and shrubs that encroach 'on 
wetlands during low water periods. 
Lower water levels then allow the regen­
erationofwetland vegetation through the 
germination and growth of seeds and 

NEWS FLASH;' 
On January 25, 1993, the Levels 
Reference Study Board voted to op­
pose the con~truction of control 
works described in this article. The 
:decision will be hotly contested by 
the shore owners.coalition at the 
upcoming F ebru;.ry' hearings:' The 
no vote was caused by the last-minute 
revelation that damage to the St. 
Lawrence River and the costof dredg~ 
ing and shore protection structures 
to handle extreme water flows would 
have cost more 'than $4 billion. 

" plants that lay dormant in wetland soils· 
during high water periods. A significant 
portion of the remaining wetlands of the 
Great Lakes would b'e destroyed by the 
construction and operation of new levels 
control structures, according to site stud-
ies conducted for the Level Reference -. ,1.\' 

Study. Finally, little attenti,on has been 
paid to mounting evidence that global 
warming effects,on-the ecosystem may 

continued on pag~ 2 

u.s. Election A Breath of Fresh~Air 
hy Bruce Kershner 
GLU Editor/Field Coordinator 

This November's 'U.S. elections 
brought relief to the environmental 
community and hope that the last 12 
years of unfavorable policies have fi­
nallyended. The election ofBill Clinton 
and AI Gore have brought hope that' 
protecting the environment will be seen 
as a priority, not as a conflict with 
business agendas. The contrast is par­
ticularlydramatic between AI Gore, an 
environmental leader in the Senate, 
and Dan Quayle, whose Council on 
Competitiveness attacked a wide range 
of environmental regulations . 

The contrast is just, as great for 
Clinton's new cabinet. Former Ari­
zona Governor Bruce Babbitt,an envi­
ronmentalist, will head the U.S.'s 
primary public lands agency,' the De­
partment of Interior. He replaces 
ManuelL'ujan, who almost always sided 
with resource exploiters and industry. 
Gore's environmental !>taffer, Carol 
Browner, who will head the EPA, 
brought cheers from environmental­
ists. She replaces well-meaning but 
impotent William Reilly, who regu­
larlygot overruled by the Bush Admin­
istration. Two cabinet appointees are 
seen as unknown to environmentalists 
and it is hoped they Wil} 'be receptive. 
These are Mike Esbyof the Depart­
ment of Agriculture, the secoridlargest 
public lands agency, and Donna Shalala 

of Health and Human Services, which 
includes the Federal Drug Administra­
tion.Onlyone,appointee,HaZelO'Leary ,; l' 
who will head Departme~t,:::9..f Energy, . 
raises concern because of her"role in' '. 
industry in siting a radioactive waste, -,. 
disp~sal site in Minnesota. .:.. • 

In the U.S. Congress, environmen-: "'''" 
talists were very pleased with mo~tofthe "'- ': 
results, though there were some disap-·. 
pointments. In the Senate, Great Lakes ., , 
supporters cheered the election of' 
Wisconsin's Russ Feingold (who beat., 
moderate Republican Bob Kasten) and 
Illinois' Carol Moseley Braun, as well as 
thereelectionofOhio's Sen.John Glenn. 
But lakes advocates were disappoin'ted 
at the defeat of New York's strong envi­
ronmentalist Attorney-General Bob 
Abrams to incumbent Sen. AI D'Amato, 
who has a dismal record. Also notewor': 
thy is N.Y. Senator Pat Moynihan, who 
just became the newlFinance Commit:' .. , 
tee Chair, ahopefulsign for Great Lake~ 
funding. 

In the House, many strong environ- '. 
mental supporters were elected: Ohio's 
Eric Fingerhut (replacing retiring Great 
Lakes friend Dennis Eckert); NY's 
Maurice Hinchey (whose StateAssem­
bly seat was replaced by another envi- " 
ronmental. supporter); Ohio's Sharrod " 
Brown will represent the Black River' 
area. Some major environmental foes' 
were defeated: Michigan's Guy, 

continu~d ~n page 11 '" 
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New Director Sees Expanded ---- --- Lakes' Future Lies in Levels Decision:I
.

I -..
a Grassroots Effortfor GLU contlnaedfrompage] dencesawayfromtheshore, andlimita-

verywell lower water levels permanently tions on the construction of infrastruc-
!

cont nried front page t adversarial atmosphere. There was no by .S to 1.5 meters or more within the ture improvements in hazar&prone

. America had never -seen before. The government intervention and no media next 50 years. Construction works in- areas. There is widespread support for
,." `r, publishing of Silent,Spring, the imple- involvement and that, says Yonker, al- stalled today may be worthless a few these non-structural measures.- - .

mentation of the Clean Water Act and lowed conversationbetweenthetwosides years from now. The Great Lakes-,United' Board of -1

the arrival ofother environmentally aware to be uncharacteristically open and lion- The Level Reference Study Board Directors adopted a resolution on janu- - -

' • writings made average Americans, as est. He said he hopes to foster that same will likely recommend other shoreline ary 17, 1993, reaffirming GLU's oppo-
well as their government, sit up and take air of cooperation between GLU and its management measures to reduce dam- sition to the construction of; major

t" notice of the harm they were.doing to member organizations. age from fluctuating water levels. These additional structural works and' GLU's -
r i their land, air and water. For Yonker, "I thinkone of our main objectives is measures includeland use setbacks, flood support for land use management mea- I
`--x-

-
who comes from a family whose love for the care and. feeding of our coalition; elevation requirements, shoreline alter- sures as the most acceptable and efficient I
the Lakes runs deep, the country's new- there are more groups that need more ation requirements, real. estate disclo- methods to alleviate adverse .impacts -

1 found concern meant opportunity. . support. I think we need to be, more sure, changes in flood and erosion from fluctuating water levels. ' - '
I . -Having nothing to lose; Yonker sent single-minded about doing that," he said. insurance programs, relocation of resi- Hearings will be held on the final

a letter to Michigan Governor Milliken Among his ̀other past accomplish- draftreport ofthe Level Reference Study ;

in February of 1969. By May, he was ments, Yonker says he is particularly _ Board onFebruary22inSaultSte.Mane1.;,,-
working for the Governor. He says- it proud of the Great Lakes Regional Cor- much of his knowledge about the Great Ontario; on February 23 in Chicago'

t
was an exciting time. One of their first porate Environmental Council's drive to Lakes from personal experience as he Illinois; onFebrurary24inBuffalo, New,

! assignments was to do the unheard of- develop a more comprehensive recycling does from books and meetings. An avid York; and on February 25 'in Dorval', ,.
.11

{ shutdown industrial operations orNhe -program throughout the basin. Using a
,

sailor, Yonker talked about a month- Quebec. Individual GLU members and
Detroit and St. Clair Rivers that were - pragmatic approach to the problem, the long trip he, his brothers and several ' members ofthe GLU coalitionare urged .

0 1 '' releasing mercury into the water. council was able to convince some of' friends took around the Lakes last sum- to speak, out at these hearings. • -
"It was our, first real toxics emer- Michigan's biggest companies and envi- met. He saw the Lakes both as adanger- Write or call Terry Yonker, GLU's /i '4.

# -"gency. We found mercury levels up to 2 ronmental groups to purchase only re- ous adversary as he battled waves and executive director, for more informa-- 't~: '_
' 

i
ppm in fish," said Yonker. "But at the cycled paper for printing operations". storms and as victim when they came tion. .

~ time we had absolutely nothing to go on; `What we did is create a market in across sick and dying fish and waterfowl. . .

there were no records to compare our the basin for recycled paper." "Throughout the trip I was con- .

i findings to. It was an extremely steep As Yonker talks about these accom- stantly struck with the reality of 'how

~ learning curve for me but then again, it plishments very matter-of-factly, it's powerful and at the same time how Les a =, ' "'

~ was for all of us." apparent that the welfare of the Lakes fragile the Lakes really are," he said. ,

Yonker went on to work for the state and their citizens are his overriding pas- Now that the break-in period is over,

ofMichigari for 17 years before moving Sion—not padding for his portfolio. he hopes to get some of his plans for :rethe Unwed States;

on to Audubon. What he considers as He speaks in a clear, subdued voice GLU on the table. He said one of his Bu .1.1.1 tate College,Cassety Hall

one of the best projects he was. involved about a range of topics, from family to major priorities will be to assess the ~ Elmwaod Ave., Buffalo, NY 14222
716-886 0142

with was the establishment of the Great the trout flies he ties, but the conversa- success or failure of the governments in

Lakes Regional Corporate Environmen- tion always comes back to the environ- implementing the Great Lakes Water "' Canada
P_O $ox 541.8, Station Atat Council. The binational organiza- merit and particularly, the Great Lakes. Quality Agreement. "If thin s are notQ h' g g Windsor OnumbN9A6M6

tion was designed to bring industry and Tall, trim and athletic looking, the 49- progressing the way they should be; it's 319 255 7141
k environmental groups together nanon- year old-Yonker, is a man who gets as up to us to point that out." ,Y

beard of directorsE ,;
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A quiet.but determined struggle is now

- __

municipal treatment plants, an industry

- ,.a.

not locate in the Basin because of the_11 

Erie Pernsylsna
Sarah Msller; vile president

Taronto bncana,

-~

=
taking place between the corporate and sritdy concluded, "could increase the initiative's restrictions; those remaining Dorreen Carey, aemeftry
environmental community. The focus is average. homeowner's sewer bill in the will incur higher regulatory costs, plac-

nw 
 Wh1.,tmg', Indiana. the Great Lakes Initiative, a U.S. federal region by $75 per year." Further, indus- ing them at a competitive disadvantage 7eanne Iabar,osk~, Ca., dra,~,Mdwrcr

proposal that would establish stronger tries that discharge into such systems with their counterparts in other areas of
Torontoy Ontariorm:l ,

Fred L Bmwn PhD US trrasurerregulation of municipal sewage treat- would also see costs rise. the country. They claim, "We're not sure Midland,Mich#gan
I merit11.1-plants and businesses discharging Our response: True, the initiative will that the Great Lakes Initiative, which is1. john Jackson;past president

treated wastewaterinto the Great Lakes. cost companies, municipalities and resi- based on somewhat shaky data, is really 1. Mtchener1­1, Ontario;
Until recently, the corporate sector, sup-' dents a significant amount of money needed." And to this point the € reg:otrvLdtrectars'
ported by the now-departed Bush ad- (EPA officials saythat these costprojec- Manufacturer's Association is working Scot 5tevart, Region I Lake Super~rf ministration and a number of state lions have been dramatically overesti- to organize businesses, municipalities johnWtzke,Regonl=11l—Lake Huron' -governors, has been successful .in pre- mated by industry). But after all, we are and residents in the region to "moder- Gl1.enda Damel, Region III Lakr Mirb:gay
venting publication of the document in the polluters, and in myviewshould bear ate" the initiative. Pam LesmgeyRgron IY Lake Erse .
the Federal Register. This. would allow the burden. Besides, what is the cost of Our response: Competitive disadvan-

11
Pad Muldoon Region i11 ~ Lahr ~ntarro

comment from the public, including the continuing the current level ofpoisoning tage will disappear ifwe.have the cour-
Carsvlla Smith Reg:on'Y: Iavrrence R1w

, : regulated, community,. which could of the environment, ourselves included? age to apply the principles of the Great at-l­11argedrrectors
modify and perhaps improve the.docu-. Cost-benefit ratio. International Lakes Initiative to the rest of the nation. Chris Giark Thunder Bay tlnrarfo

1 merit. The end result would be reduc- Paper's Hammermill plant argued that Why couldn't the Great Lakes commu- RrckCoronado1­1„Windsor, Onrarta
lion of the toxicloadingofthe lakes (137 based on the above study "only 20 per-. nity, including its businesses, serve as an Yves Conrveau, lllontrra~ Quebec
pollutants would be regulated): cent of Great Lakes pollution comes exemplar totherestofthecountry? Why M' Dickman,St.;Crttheri1, I Cnrar-,

Btett Hulsey, Ma''A' - W1, - rnThe question before us is: Why from point sources. Do you want to couldn'twe lead the charge for,environ- Ann Ilnnt,Lake Michigan
1. .

~”
would the business community oppose spend $2.7 billion to address 20 percent mental change! By doing so we remove Sister Pat Lupo, O S,B , Er:e, Fennsy/manra .
the initiative's-publication and the.envi- of the pollution?" In other words, too competitive etitive disadvanta a and enjoy aP g J Y

_
jack I4lanno, S'acuse New _York
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-

I ronmental and economic benefits that much money for too little benefit. much more healthful environment. Carole Mills, Ottawa ©iraro.1.1111.111,111,
t would accrue from cleaner lakes? Our response: First of all 20 percent This would also give us the incentive

W;lliarn __u us.11 a -sha, iiystonsrn
Pennsylvania's reasons were. published in my view is a hell of a lot! One of the todevelopenvironmentallyfriendlytech1.-

Bruce Walker, Montreal Quebec

~ . .in anErieDailyTimesarticleofSeptem- benefits would be a reduction in envi- nologies and create the jobs that we all Staff -
I ,
I

ber2,1992.Theartid'esummarizedthe ronmentallygeneratedrllnesses:cancers, need,notjustforthe2lstcentury,butfor1. -- rxviews of local. industries presented at a respiratory. diseases, behavioral abnor- the next several centuries.
I. ?<,oIer'T ,.; en~`~=rector

Bruce Keshner, editor/freJd tvardrnator1.11-111.meeting of the Manufacturer's Associa=. malities. And what about the benefit to Finally; for the environmental com- xarerr Murphy, fddroordrtator `
tion. of Northwest Pennsylvania called a $4 billion fishery now increasingly munity, light has appeared at the end of Mary Guuiebaugh, lirrndsor o_1 director
specifically to discuss the initiative's im- plagued by contaminated fish adviso- this tunnel. A few days ago a federal11

Ite
~` 1-- . p1-9 : .ott~onp ev.,ent a» word na or

_ pact on local businesses and municipali-
"state

ties? Would a Great Lakes bald eagle judge ruled that the initiative must beeB
G,~bert' pubhrarr°"m r~irrrnger

Michelle Downey, admmtrhntive
N.

ties. .The Department of
Environmental Resources was, repre-

population free of contaminants and
normally reproducing itself be worth

published. in the Federal Register, for
public comment within the next 120

amsfartY
1.geanEnrgl,t,mfor,,,atton,nanage,

Y?orothyWhte;arcounant
sented; no representation was solicited something? How about the reopening days (by April). Let's all participate inmr. _
from the nongovernmental environmen-. of beaches long closed in the Basin -- this democratic process for a cleaner ~olt~nteers
tat community. would their use not improve the lakes' Great Lakes and a healthier world. Tnn Brist 

-1.111 
ol, auriter

Following are industry's arguments tourist economy? This will cost, but I would appreciate hearing your re- Tom Grey,li6rary sums
against the proposal, with our responses: there are tremendous benefits to bereal- spouse to these ideas. Please contact me Mike Surnmgu:t, database maragen~enr"

`
Cost. A local tannery led the charge ized from removing "only" 20 percent! at 814-824-2345 (work), 814-899-9676

Jennifer Lambert, rrsrartTi
('ari Bolst research: here arguing that being forced to comply Competitive disadvantage is claimed ' (home), or at 2534 East 33rd Street,

er, ,
with the draft proposal would "blow us by the Manufacturer's Association and Erie, Pennsylvania 16510.
out of the marker." The regulation of

_ ...

International Paper, new business will
-

Dick Kubiak

o,.,
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New Director Sees Expanded 
Grassroots Effort for GLU 
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America had never ·seen before. The 
publishing of Silent Spring, the imple-

· mentation of the Clean \Vater Act and 
· the arrival of other environmentally aware 
writings made average Americans, as 
well as their government, sit up and take 
notice of the harm they were,doing to 
their land, air and water. For Yonker, 
who comes from a family whose love for 
the Lakes runs deep, the country's new­
found concern meant opportunity. 

Having nothing to lose, Yonker sent 
a lette'r to Michigan Governor Milliken 
in February of 1969. By May, he was 
working for the Governor. He says'it 
was an exciting time. One of their. first 
assignments was to do the unheard"of: 
shutdown industrial operatiohs,ori'~e 
Detroit and St. Clair Rivers that were 

· releasing mercury into the Water . 
. "It was our, first real toxics emer-

.genCY:,\ye found mercury levels up to 2 
ppm)n fish," said Yonker. "But at the 
time we had absolutely nothing to go on, 
there were no records to compare our 
findings to, It was an eXtremely steep 
learning curve for me but then again, it 
was for all of us." 

Yonker went on" to work for the state 
of Michigan for 17 years before moving 
on to Audubon. \Vhat he considers as . . " 

9ne of the best projects he was involved 
with'was the establishment of the Great 
Lak~~ Regional CorPorate Environmen­
ta! Council. The binational organiza­
tion was designed to bring industry and 

· environmental groups together in a non-

adversarial atmosphere. There was no 
government intervention and no media 
involvement and that, says Yonker, al­
lowed conversation between the two sides 
tobe unch;uacteristically open and hon­
est. He said he hopes to foster that same 
air of cooperation between GLU and its 
member organizations. 

"I thi'nkone o(our main objectives is 
the care and. feeding of our coalition; 
there are more groups that need more 
support.: I think we need to be more 
single-minded about doing that," he said. 

Among his' other past accomplish­
ments, Yonker says he is particularly 
proud of the Great Lakes RegionalCor­
porate Environmental Council's drive to 
develop a more comprehensive recycling 
'program throughout. the basin, Using a 
pragmatic approach to the problem, the. 
council was able to convince some of 
Michigan's biggest companies and envi­
ronmental groups to purchase onlyre­
cycled paper for printing operations. 

'What we did is create a market in 
the basin for recycled paper." 

As Yonker talks about these accom­
plishments very matter-of-factly, it's 
apparent that the welfare of the Lakes 
and their citizens are his overriding pas­
sion-not padding for his portfolio. 

lje speaks in a clear, subdued voice 
about a range of topics, from family to 
the trout flies he ties, but the conversa­
tion always comes back to the environ­
ment and particularly, the Great Lakes, 
Tall, trim and athletic looking, the 49-
year old-Yonker, is a man who gets as 

Lakes' Future-Lies inLevelsD~cisiono 
, '~,,<-I'" 

continued from page 1 

very well lower water levels permanently 
by .5 to 1.5 meters or more within the 
next 50 years. Construction works in­
stalled today may be worthless a few 
years from now, 

The Level Reference Study Board 
will likely recommend other shoreline 
management measures to reduce dam­
age from fluctuating water levels. These' 
measures include land use setbacks, flood 
elevation requirements, shoreline alter­
ation requirements, real estate disclo­
sure, changes in flood and erosion 
insurance programs, relocation of resi-

much of his knowledge about the Great 
Lakes from personal experience as he 
does from books and meetings. An avid 
sailor, Yonker talked about a tjnonth­
long trip he, his brothers' and several 
friends took around the Lakes last sum­
mer. He saw the Lakes both as a danger­
ous adversary as he battled waves and 
storms and as victim when they came 
across sick and dying fish and waterfowl. 

"Throughout the trip I was 'con­
stantly struck with the reality of how 
powerful and at the same time how 
fragile the Lakes really are," he said. 

Now that the break-in period is over, 
he hopes to get some of his plans for 
GLU on the table. He said one of his 
major priorities will be to assess the 
success or failure of the governments in 
implementing the Great Lakes Water 
Qyality Agreement. "If things are not 
progressing the way they should be, it's 
up to us to point that out." 

dences away from the shore, and limita­
tions on the construction Of infrastruc­
ture improvements in ,hazard-prone 
areas, There is widespread support for 
these non-structural measures. '. : 

The Great Lakes.UnitedBoard of 
Directors adopted a resolution onJanu­
ary 17,1993, reaffirming GLlJ's-oppo-' 
sition to the construction of major 
additional structural works and GLU's 
support for land use management mea­
sures as the most acceptable and efficient 
methods to alleviate adverse impacts 
from fluctuating water·levels. 

Hearings will beheld oil the final 
draft report of the Level Reference Study 
BoardonFebruary22,inSaUltSte.Marie, .. 
Ontario; on Febru~23 ·in Chicago; 
Illinois; on F ebrurary24 in Buffalo, N.e~ 
York; and on February 2S'in DorV~/,· 
Qyebec. Individual GLU members and 
members of the GLU coalition are urged 
to speak out at these hearings. 

Write or call TenyYonker, GLU's 
executive director, ,for more informa-. 
tion. 
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A quietbutdetermined struggle is now 
taking place between the corporate and 
environmental community. The focus is 

, the Great Lakes Initiative, a U,S, federal 
proposal that would establish stronger 
regulation' of municipal sewage treat­
mentplants and businesses discharging 
tr<:ated wastewater into the Great Lakes. 
Until recently, the corporate sector, sup­
.ported by the, now-departed Bush ad­
ministration and a number of state 

,g?vernors, has been successful in pre­
v~nting publication of the document in 
the Federal Register. This would allow 
comment from the public, including the 
regulated community, which could 
modity and perhaps improve thedocu- . 
ment. The end result would be reduc­
tion,of the toxidoading of the lakes (137 
pollutants would be regulated); , 

The question before, us is: \Vhy 
would the business' communi,ty oppose 
the initiative's .publication and the. enVi~ 
ronmental and economic benefits that 
would accr,ue from cleaner lakes? 
Pennsylvania's reasons were. published 

·in an Erie Daily Times article ofSeptem­
ber2, ,1992, Theartide summarized the 
views of local industries presented at a 
meeting of the Manufacturer's Associa':" 

. tion of Northwest Pennsylvania called 
specifically to discuss the initiative'sim": 
pact on local businesses and municipali­
ties. '" The state Department of 
Environmental Resources was. repre­
sented; no representation was solicited 
from the nongovernmental envirorimen-, 
tal community. . 
. . Following are industry's arguments 

, against the proposal, with our responses: 
Cost. A local tannery led the charge 

here arguing that being forced to comply 
With the draft proposal would "blow us 
'out of the market." The regulation of 

municipal t;eatment pl~ts, an industry 
study concluded, "could increase the 

. average. homeowner's sewer bill in the 
region by $ 75 per year." Further, indus­
tries that discharge into such systems 
would also see costs rise. 

Ourresponse: True, the initiative will 
cost companies, municipalities and resi­
dents a significant' amount of money 
(EPA officials say that these cost projec­
tions have been dramatically overesti­
mated by industry). But after all, we are 
the polluters, and in myviewshould bear 
the burden, Besides, what is the cost of 
continuing the current level of poisoning 
of the environment, ourselves included? 

Cost-benefit ratio. International 
Paper's Hammermill plant argued that 
based on the above study "only 20 per­
cent of Great Lakes pollution comes 
from point sources. Do you want to 
spend $2.7 billion to address 20 percent 
ofthepollution?" In other words"too 
much money for too little benefit. 

Our response: First of all, 20 percent 
in my view is a hell of a lot! One of the 
benefits would be a reduction in envi­
ronmentally generated illnesses: cancers, 
respiratory diseases, behavioral abnor­
malities~-And what about the benefit to 
a $4 billion fishery now increasingly 
plagued by contaminated fish adviso­
ries? Would a Great Lakes bald eagle 
population free of contaminants and 
normally reproducing itself be worth 
something? How about the reopening 
of beaches long closed in the Basin -­
would their use not improve the lakes' 
tourist economy? This will cost, . but 
there are tremendous be'nefits to be'real­
ized from removing "only" 20 percent! 

Competitive disadvantage is claimed 
by the Manufacturer's Association and 
International Paper: new business will 

not locate in the Basin because of the 
initiative's restrictions; those remaining 
will incur higher regulatory costs, plac­
ing them at a competitive disadvantage 
with their counterparts in other areas of 
the country, They claim, 'We're not sure 
that the Great Lakes Initiative, whicli is 
based on somewhat shaky data, is really 
needed." And to this point the 
Manufacturer's AS,sociation is working 
to organize businesses, municipalities 
and residents in the region to "moder­
ate" the initiative, 

Our response: Competitive disadvan-: 
tage will disappear if we have the cour­
age to apply the principles of the Great 
Lakes Initiative to the rest of the nation. 
\Vhy couldn't the Great Lakes commu­
nity, including its businesses, serve as an 
exemplar to the rest of the country? V\lhy 
couldn't we lead the charge for, environ­
mental change! By doing so we remove 
competitive disadvantage and enjoy a 
much more healthful environment. 

This would also give us the incentive 
to develop environmenta:l1y friendly tem­
nologies and create the jobs that we all 
need, not just for the21st century, butfor 
the next several centuries. 

Finally, for the environmental com­
munity, light has appeared at the end of 
this tunnel. A few days ago a federal 
judge ruled that the initiative must be 
published in the Federal Register for 
public comment within the next 120 
days (by April). Let's all participate in 
this democratic process for a cleaner 
Great Lakes and a healthier world . 

I would appreciate hearing yourre­
sponse to these ideas. Please contact me 
at 814-824-2345 (work), 814-899-9676 
(home), or at 2534 East 33rdStreet, 
Erie, Pennsylvania 16510. 

-Dick KuiJiak 
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Local Groups Work to Protect 1000 Islands
by Thomas Cutter,
St. Lowrenee-Fartern Ontario Commission
'om! Sissy here. Remember that

Eaglewing UTM I gave you off the
Bartlett Point light? It's a live one.
About a tenth acre—la real beauty for a
bald—maybe a 4. Get me the parcel
numberand digout the ESFdata. Gerry's
already checking for habitat. I think the
owners interested, and the board will act
if the bio raw score is high enough—but
it could go fast, so we'd better get a move
on. Gotta hit the water now catch me
after 2 on the island phone... Click'.

High seas intrigue? No,just another
day of technical jargon in a three-way
partnership to protect dwindling reserves
ofsmall, natural-state islands and emer-
gent shoals in the St. Lawrence River.
But we're a bit ahead of ourselves
here—let's start at the beginning.

The Thousand Islands area is a strik-
ing waterscape—North America's third
largestriver threading itswaythrough an
enchanting labyrinth of bedrock-domi-
nated islands and shoals concentrated in
the first 48 miles (77 km) of the St.
Lawrence Rivers flow to the Atlantic. A
navigator's nightmare, theThousand Is-
lands area sustains critical habitat for
vast numbers of resident and migratory
species. The area's visual and biological
resources are of world-class quality.

Blessed with scenicbeauty, abundant
shoreline access to navigable waters and
renowned sportsfishing, the Thousand
Islands area has attracted intensive hu-
man development, mostly concentrated

on the mainland and larger islands. man presence. One small island sud-
Small islands and shoals were tradi- denly erupted in a barrage of repetitive,

tionally bypassed as generally unsuited simulated gunfire; ascare tactic designed
to development, offering far too little to drive gulls and terns from their nesting
living space to warrant the cost of con- grounds.
struction. By the mid-1980x, however, Clearly, centuries of benign Native
shorefront property was at a premium in and Euro-American stewardship on be-

Example ofenre- now ml St. Lawrence island, filled in with rock. Note bridge to shore

the Thousand Islands area, and seasonal halfof the River's small island and shoal
residents and boaters increasinglylooked habitats was coming to an end. Devel-
to smaller islands, and even shoals, as opment was poised to compromise a
lower-cost alternatives to parcels along pristine legacy ofthe Thousand Islands.
mainland and larger islands' shores.
Human domination began to exert

Humans have long peacefully coex-
isted with the river's small islands and

greater influence, with small islands and shoals, lightly using them forocrasiona]
shoals sprouting seasonal cottages, docks picnicking, fishing and waterfowl hunt-
and associated artifacts ofpersistent hu- ing. More recent introductions of hab-

Illegal Kenosha Diversion Is Ended
by Bruce Kershner, that the diversion was temporary. The Lowell diversion (vetoed by Michigan
CLUField Coordinator compliance agreement between Ws- Governor Engler last May) was killed in
An illegal out-of-basin diversion of consin and Pleasant Prairie originally committee by now-retired Rep. Henry

Lake Michigan water that Great Lakes required the diversion to be temporary, Nowak (D-NY), a longtime Great Lakes
United discovered 18 months ago has but thatwas deleted from the final agree- champion who headed a key subcom-
beenended. GLUs investigation ofthe mentwithout the knowledge ofthe pub- mittee. However, Rep. Pete Visdosky
incident prompted investigations by the lic or, as it appears, top DNR officials. (D-In.) has reintroduced the bill in the
Michigan attorney general and a com- In fact, the Wisconsin DNR admit- current Congress. We murtwork to defeat
mittee of the Wisconsin State Senate. ted to the Senate investigative commit- this bill.

Around August 1991, the city of tee that its copy of the compliance The authors of one of the diversion
Kenosha, Wisconsin, a Lake Michigan agreement had been mysteriously al- bills was Rep. Jim Jontz (D-Indiana),
port just north of Illinois, connected its tered, with the result that it deleted the whose district included Lowell. Ironi-
water line on the outskirts of the city to provision requiring that the diversion be tally, Jontz was known as a strong friend
the sewage treatment plant of a neigh- temporary. ofthe Great Lakes, with an excellent 100
boring community. The problem was Although the Kenosha diversion has percent rating by the League ofConser-
that this sewage plant discharged into now ended, GLU is pressing for the two vation Voters. Jontz was defeated in the
the Mississippi River basin. U.S. law investigations to continue. The ending November election.
requires thatanysuch movcmentofGreat of the diversion does not correct the
Lakes water out of the Great Lakes improper actions and apparent viola- Future Diversions
Basin must be approved in advance by tions ofthe law that took place for both
the governors all eight states that border the Kenosha and Pleasant Prairie diver- The publicity about the Kenosha, Pleas-
the Great Lakes. sions. GLU wants the following ques- ant Prairie and Lowell diversions has

However, these approvals were not tions answered: had another effect. The Council of
sought. Furthermore, the Wisconsin . Who made the decision not to seek 

Great Lakes Governors is currently de-
Department of Natural Resources knew 

gubernatorial approvals for 
Kenosha's 

diversion.? 
vising a Basin-wide strategy to address

about the diversion and let the city go water-use and diversion decisions in a
ahead with it anyway, even though the rational and systematic way. The plan
departmentwas responsible for ensuring s WhotwicealteredthePleasantPrai- will be presented to the public for their
that the approvals were obtained. rie compliance agreement? review during 1993.
Kenosha s intention was to increase the. Why were the other governors and 

Despite these developments, interest
illegal diversion to a volume that would 

the wereublic told that the Pleasant 
in diverting Great Lakes water by other

have exceeded the Lowell, Indiana, di- communities remains high. One major
version that raised so much controversy Prairie diversion was temporary, 

diversion proposal that hassurfaeedcould
last spring. when cite legal obligation for this divert 57 million gallons a day (com-
GLU members in the Kenosha area had been secretly deleted. 

pared to Lowell's 1.2 to 3.2 million
became suspicious when they saw the In the meantime, GLU members gallons per day) from Lake Huron to
one-way water line being constructed, have discovered possible plans for an- Toronto, thus bypassing Lake Erie and
and alerted GLU staff. other illegal diversion to a nearby com- its connecting channels.

GLU's investigation also turned up munity. This has raised questions about Vigilant GLU members have been
similar problems with anothcrdivasion whetherthere are otherillegaldiversions responsible for detecting and ending il-
by the village of Pleasant Prairie, which now taking place in the region without legal diversions, and have helped defeat
the state approved in 1989. GLU found public knowledge. various other diversion proposals. Ifyou
that Wisconsin failed to obtain all ofthe 

Update on Lowell Diversion 
live near the Great Lakes watershed

governors' approvals and that it seemed boundary and suspect thatwateris being
to have deliberately misled the other Meanwhile, congressionallegislationin- piped across the watershed line without
governors and the public into believing troduced in 1992 intended to allow the being returned, please contact GLU!

iable structures and docks alter the co-
existence equations, transforming hu-
manpresence to a position ofdominance
over their biological and visual character.

Concerned with the spectre of small
islands and shoals being overwhelmed
by development, the Thousand Islands
Land Trust (TILT), the Nature Con-
servancy, and the St. Lawrence-Eastern
Ontario Commission (SLEOC) focused
their collective expertise on inventory
and assessment of small island resources
and trends in their development.

The Nature Conservancy compiled
field observationrecords leavingno doubt
as to the repercussions that undisciplined
development would have on native spe-
cies' habitat on the islands and shoals,
some ofwhich serve as the last vestige of
viable habitat for threatened species in
the Thousand Island area.

SLEOC-sponsored analysis of vi-
sual quality in the area indicated that
adequate natural buffering of develop-
ment on small islands and shoals would
prove virtually impossible. TILT and
SLEOC documented the presence of
372 U.S. islands and shoals of less than
two acres, 51 percent of which were
already developed.

The inventory detailed critical re-
source values attributable to each island
and shoal remaining in an undeveloped
state, providing TILT a strategic base of
operation in leading local efforts toward
their protection.

Acting in concert, the three partners
are working to monitor and sustain the
vital ecological,visual and economic roles
small islands and shoals play. The Na-
ture Conservanryand SLEOC nowpar-
ticipate in two U.S.-Canada working
groups monitoring colonial waterbird
and wintering bald eagle populations.
These are measures in monitoring small
island and shoal habitat utilization by
bald eagle, common tem, loon and other
critical wildlife species.
SLEOC is working with a consor-

tium of federal and provincial Canadian
agencies developing strategies for eco-
system management ofTI area resources,
including small islands and shoals in
both U.S. and Canadian waters.

The partners routinely provide com-
ment to land use regulation proceedings
addressing proposals for development
on small islands and shoals, and TILT
and SLEOC promote open space plan-
ning partnerships with area municipal
authorities. The Nature Conservancy
often puts TILT in contact with land-
owners considering easement donations
onTI-areaproperties, and supplies base-
line documentation required in execu-
tion of conservation easements.

TILT raises the funds required to
deliver educational services and to nego-
tiate, implement, and manage conserva-
tion easements protective ofsmall islands
and shoals. Its membership has elected
a Canadian citizen to its governing board,
thus strengthening Canadian and U.S.
cooperation in promoting the role of
trusts in protecting island resources
throughout the intemational waters of
the St. Lawrence River. In its crowning
achievement, TILT has secured protec-
tion of twenty-five small islands and
shoals in the TI area: fifteen via outright
purchase and ten acquired, protected
with conservation easements, then deed-
ed over to adjacent, private landowners.

"Well, Sissy, that's 25 down, only
157 to go ..."
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greater inllucncc, with mlillisb.ndl uod 
Ihl)llb'prouli"8te1f,Ofl.ll~,dod ... 
and u.ociued uriCact. of ""ninenl llU-

mon pr ... ence. Onc ,nun islond Iud· 
denlyerupted ill I bunge f>f repetitive, 
lim1..bledgllnflle;ll(Ncta~d~ 

todrivegulh andtellilfromtbeir DU~ """",. 
Cleariy,ccnrurietf>fbenlgn f'.llti~ 

and Euro·Amcrian IIcwua.hipf>nbe-

halfoflheRiver· •• milli.landarodshoal 

habilall "'ill coming to an end. Devd· 
opmml w;u poi,ed to compromiR I 
priltine kgacyofthe ThowiJ>d 1. landl. 

Hwnlru ha~ long puccfUlJycoex· 
i.ted with the rivdl IIn2IJ idands IUld 
sho:&ll.liShllYUlillG lhern foroccasion.oJ 
pi"l\iclcing. li,h'ng IRd waterfowl hunt­
ing, Moten:ccotintrodlKtionlofhlb-

Illegal Kenosha Diversion Is Ended 
? H.urI K""''''~r. 
CLU F"IJ CHrrl"u'lc, 

An illegal oot-o{·buin diVl:nion of 
Lili J\.1ichig:>n w,otu thu Great L~ka 
United di~red 18 mo~thl 19o has 
becncnded. Gur,'n.-cstigotione>(the 
incident prompted invesl;g,tion. by the 
Michigul Utomey gcn...,a1 ~nd a «1m· 
mi"~f>ftht \VileoruinStateSenll'. 

Around August 1 ~1. the city of 
!(e.-h., 'Vi.conlin, a Lake Mid.igan 
pon jurt n<>rth ofIllino;'. ronnKl~d Ito 
W'O.ttt hl"lC on theoollkjnl of.h~ city 10 
th~ acwage treatment pbnt ofa neigh' 
boring Q;lmmuni'Y' The: I'roblelR w,J., 

that thio .~¥~ pb,,,t dikh .... F ;mo 
the Mininippi Riva twin. U.S. l~w 
requiresdlltlnyrttchmove'TICrlo fGro1 
Lakca walet OUI of the Greal Lakes 
Buio mWI be approved in .dvane.: by 
thegovtmf>nllilcight llatestN.lboTder 
theGrutLHCf. 

However, th_ Ipprovlls were 001 
",ught. Furthermore. tht \-\!i,conlin 
Depanmenl ofNalUl"l1 Raoum:ll knew 
1boul the diVl:rnGn and let the CIty go 
ahead with il . n )way. ellen though the 
dep.artmenlwal rttporuible foremuring 
thaI the 'PP' OVII! were f>buined. 
Kenosha·, intcntion WlIr 10 incrcuc the 
illq;:a.\ divenio n 10 a volume Ihll woold 
hlveCUJ!ededthe Lowell. India"". di· 
Y'CnLon Ih.I r:ai.ed so mu~h ~ontrove"y 

It" 'pnng. 
CLU mcmbcn in \he Kcnolh.> 11(1 

b~am. IUlpio ..... when they .. w th~ 
one-way ...... t(:r line bciflg COMtruet.d. 
IndlliertcdCLU.taff. 

CLU", inveniga.tion >bo lut""d up 
.. miluproblen\Jwith .... ot.l, .... divtlli~,' 
bylhe ';lbge GfPluun. Pl'"l i,;e, which 
the.Ulc approvcdin 19S9.CLUfound 
thl! \V,lCOnsin failed tOoblain ~llorthe 
govcmon' aPJl.ow.lI LIld th~! i! ... med 
If> bl~ delibemely milled the other 
gGVttnf>n and the public inlo believing 

that the divcnlon WI' telnpont)'. The 
compll>ncc .grumem buwu n \\~.­
COnlin wd Pla.aant prune origin.oJly 

I<quircd the di~nie>n 10 be IUUpc>ntY, 
butthatv. .. ,deletedfromthefmaliiJ"Ce­
menlwitholl1theknow!edgcofthcpub­
lie f>r.II;I 'ppcan, top DNR f>fficiab. 

In f~.", Ihe \Viomn,in Df'.l R Idmit­
ted to the Sen.te invcsligf.ti~ comttUt­
tee IN.t ita copy f> fthe compliance 
agreement had been myotcriowly .1-
!cred, with Ihe . cault thu it deleted the 
p.o..;.ion . e'luiring thl! the divenion be 
tcWpotlry. 

Although the Kertosh.diVl:mon hal 
now ended, CLU i, prclling for the twO 

invcltiga.tioru to continue. The ending 
of th~ diVl:nion dOCI not COI'rcct the 
improper amoru mel appount viola­
(iDIU oCthe hwth.I took p!aoc for both 
IheKtnoshaand l'Ieuanl Prairiedi1lCl'­
lions. GLU W1.nu the foUowing qutl­
tiO/lllI~red 

• \Vbomadeth e decioion nollo..,ek 
gubernatorial Ipp.ovah (0. 
KerlOfhi. divm ion? 

• \Vhotwioe alteroedtheP'leasanI Prai -

• \Vby werelhcOlhergovemonand 
the public told thl! the Pleau.nl 
P/lllJ\C divcn.ton Will temporary, 
when.he legal obligallon for WI 
hJdbcen~cretlyde1eted~ 

In the rnelllt;mc, GLU mtm'ocnt 

h>ve diJCOVCred po .. ible plain for an­
other illq;al di ..... ion to • nearby rom' 
",,,,ut)'. TIli. h:uralacd'l1Xltion."OOuI 
whcthcrthcrcaJcolhcrillcg:r.ldivusiolli 
now uking place in the region withOlol t 
pubJicknf>W!edgc. 

Upd.t", O n Lo...,U Di-nnOoft 

Meanwh~e. rongreuionallegillalionin­
lroducedinl~2intendedloall .... thc 

LoweD dive .. if>n (veloed by Michigan 
Govemor Engler 1m J\.by)w.u killed in 
committee by now-retired Rtp. Henry 
NO'\VIk(D.NY),.longtimcCrut Ukca 
chlmpion who headed _ key Iybcom· 

millee. Howevl:r. Rcp. Pete VisdOiky 
(D-In.) hu reinn-odUtt<l the bill in the 
",ment Congrcos.W.mOUIwtH"IrI.tltftlll 

'huhi'l. 
Th. :nllhonofone of the di~liior. 

biUs was Rep. Jim 10n~ (D- i ndillllj, 
wbOfe di~IriCl included Lowell. }rom· 
caUy,lon:~wa. knownll. st"'ngfriend 
oftbeGrutr...u •• witbllllucelltntIOO 
pcr~Rl ... ungbJ Iht L..eagueofColUu­
",lion V01C!l. Jonn Wit defeated in the 
NOVl:mbu election. 

The publicity about the Kenosha, PI.u­
ant P rairie and Lowell divcnioM h:ll 
had anolhn cff~ . Th: Council of 
CIOI L:Ikes Covemon il CWTcntiy de­
vising. Buin-wide 1I~legy to .ddrcsa 
WlIter·u~ Ind di~rlion decisions in l 
r.l.lioll1land ')"'I tem:ttic way. The pl.a.n 
will be p temlled tGlhe public for theit 
reTiewdyri l18 1993. 

Dupilcthesed..vclf>pmenn , inl ...... r 
in di~ni"8 Great L.kes .... terby other 
comrn"n.itiel.emainlhigh. OnonujOl 
di~lOnp,opoWtlallwrur&a.:lcould 
di...,rt 57 million gallons a day (eom­
pared 10 Lowell'. 1.2 10 32 millior. 
galloOi pct day) from LaItt Huron to 
Toronto, Ihu,bypulingl..a.keErie Uld 
i1~connC<1ingcha"nel'. 

VIgibnt GLU memben h~ve been 
IctporuiblefOl"delcaing:a.ndendingil· 
leglldivellion.,~ndhlvehelpeddefut 
~O\1Io!hel divcl'"$lonproP'O'ab. lfyoo 
li~ nUl 1he Grell ~ WlIreooed 
bo;l.lndll}"lnd""pectlhIlWlllcrilbeing 
pipedaero,sthcw:ltcNhedlioe withoul 
being rel\il'nc:d. pl ... e OOlillct CLU! 

illble .lnKttlraanddockaaltc.rtheco­
Wltncti e<jWItiOfll, tnN£orming hu­
"""'prcaena: IOlpotilionofdomitul"loCt. 
ovutbeirbiolopcaland Yiftlalcharacter. 

Conccmcd with the lpectre of,mall 
i' land, andshoaJs beinioverwhdmed 
tor deYdopmern. the Thousand Islana. 
Land Trust (TILi). the f'.latUle Con­
JCI"l'Incy, and the St. Lawrence-Eutcm 
OnruioCommission(SLEOC)foc:used 
theirQ;lUCdi"~oni/lV'Cnt<xy 
Uld ukI,tnCntof unaIl. iollild resouren 
and trernh in theirdevdr>pment_ 

The Nature Coruervanq compiled 
fie1df>be.etvationteCOtd,lcavilllnodoubt 
aa lotherepcn:u.ioMth1fundiociplincd 
devdGpmenl would have on IU.D~ Ipc­
riel'hlmlll on lhe ioland'"M Ih....J •. 
IOOlCO(wtUdt.crve U the Jut vutige of 
.....blelubitatforthrattnedlpcci .. in 
theThowtmd ltlanduea. 

SLEOC-tpotuored In.o!yti, of vi, 

• ...! q..ality in the ... el indiat lcd thai 
adequate natunl butTering: of develop­
ment on ,null ;,IARd,and ahoalJ WDUld 
prove virtually impouibLe. TILT and 
SLE OC documented the praence Qf 
372 U.s. island, and .hoW ofl_ than 
two u:ra, 51 pcccnl of which wen:: 
already devdoped. 

The inventory dmited aitieal re­
IOW'CC valUCIlttribuublc 10 ac:h ialaoo 
and aholl ramlnlnc in an Wldevdoped 
' Ule. pf'f>VidinaTIL T 1'lntegicbNCOf 
opcntion inleadill( loaldfom lowud 
thcirprotenion. 

Acti,,&"in mn<rrt, the thlCe partnen 
are workine; to m onitor ""d Iwtlin the 
vito.lec:ological.viouallooeconomie .olu 
small ial.a.nds Ind .hoala play, The N.· 
futeCor\lOl:rVlnCJ'andSLEOC_pu' 
ticip,uc in twO U.S.-C,.,.dl _lOng 
grouP' mOrnl"';", mlon.io.l walerbin:! 
and wintering bllld cagle popwa!lo .... 
Thac a.te maIUfU in IllOnitori", am.aI.I 
ifland and lharJ habiol utilization. by 
blld eagle. ronvnon 10m, loon Ind other 
critica1 wildlife sptcia. 

SLEOC ia workill8 with a COlllOt· 
tiwn of federal and prll'Vinciai Cauadi:a.n 
IIItnci ... developiog 1tJ1.legiea for ceo­
I)'lIClTl IIlI.lU8emeRlofTI iII'CI. resour<:a, 
induiing: amtII illtoo. and , hoa1s in 
both U.S. and. Ctnadian WIlen. 

The pmncnr rOl.lline1rpnwidecom­
ment 10 land use rcgullDOn proceedill£l 
addrating propouJs for dnoelopmeru 
on ,maH il\.ancb and ,harJa.and TILT 
and SLEOCPronlOleop<=n'paecpltll' 
rung partnenhip1l with UCI municipll 
.",horiritll. The NINn u.nten'lnqr 
otten putt TILT in o:>rtlUlwitb Ilnd­
awntn conoid ... ,,&" CIHmCnt d_tiOlll 
onTI .... eapcopertitll,andwpplielbaK­
line documcntt.tion IC<]uited in CCCal­
riO<lof~tiO<l eucmcll .... 

TILT railCl the 1Unci. l'e<juited 10 
de1ivcredllCltio.woervicco ln.dlonego­
tia\C,ilOylemw.r. .. ,d'llllnagccOlllcrv::l­
lion cucmmu protecriVl:f>flmaU illulcl, 
IOdlhool. ltltnmlbenhiphasdcaed 
.ClUUdiancitnentoj"govmUrc boarci, 
thUl'trengtheni"& Ca/lld,UI and U.S. 
COOpen1l1on in ptomoO", the ro!e of 
1rWI1I ill protecting ioland .esOutUI 
througbwt the illtenu.tional waten of 
theSt.t..wrcnccRivu.lnillaowning 
Ichievemcllt. TILT h&l.e~ed p rol«­
!If>n of twenty-five ,mall illand. and 
.hoalJinthen .... CIl!fiftccnviIOllrrigbl 
purc:h1lM: and ten uqujred, pl"oteCled 
witbconaervalionClKmcn1l. thendccd­
ed over 10 adja«tu. priWie t..ndownen. 

"W~l, Sit?". that', 25 down. only 
157togo .•. R 

so.,n..".,..1;..,n., 11ooo.o&o"/wu,w.JnoMJ. 
..JG.Mis..a, en-JNYIMJ~rf'" 

N./Oln c.......,. """'".,.. .. .rodt. 
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Lake Superior and Zero Discharge
The Effort By Government

by Chink  Ledin, Wisconsin DNR, and nally provided by the Lake Superior
fake VanderWal, Ontario Ministry of Centre in Duluth, Minnesota, but is
the Environment now housed on both sides of the border

Inits Fifth BiennialMeetingin Ham- at the Sigurd Olson Environmental In-
ilton, Ontario in 1989, the International. stitute in Ashland, Wi. and Lakehead
Joint Commission (IJC) recommended University in Thunder Bay, Ontario.
that, "The parties designate Lake Supe- The Lake Superior Forum has con-
rior as a demonstration area where no ;:''ducted 31 stakeholder interviews in the
point source discharge ofanytoxicchemi- basin. to identify barriers to pollution
cal will be permitted .7 '' reduction and to propose means of over-

i In response to. this challenge; the coming them. An executive summary is
governments of Canada and the United available. The Forum has also en-
States formed a Task For of Senior dorsed a vision statement

Managers to outline "A Binational Pro- (January '31, 1991),
gram to Restore and Protect the Lake has promoted aware
Superior Basin." This program reflects ness of the Lake Su-
a -'strong commitment of the govern- perior Binational
ments ofCanada and the U.S., the states Program through
ofMichigan,Wisconsin;Minnesota,and „ public outreach
the province of Ontario to restore de- (e.g., Inland Sea
graded areas of the basin and protect this Symposium, Bay-
Great Lake for future generations. field, Wi.; National

i In the early development of this pro- Council on Air and
gramitwas recognized that dealingwith Stream Improve-
toxic chemicals alone, as specified under ment, Minneapolis
Annex2ofthe Great LakesWaterQua17 Mn.; MultiStakeho.
ity,Agreement, would limit the effec- Meeting, Sarnia,
tive'ness ofany efforts to protect the Lake These activities have b,
Superior ecosystem in the long term. by the Governments.
Thus, a broader, more extensive and The Superior Work Group, com-
comprehensive approach to managing prised of technical and scientific profes-
the watershed evolved. The Lake Supe- sionals from each of the sixth
rior Binational Program was released at jurisdictions, is in the process of devel-
the IJC's 1991 Sixth Biennial Meeting oping and implementing the Lake Su-
in Traverse City, Michigan. perior Binational Program. Aworkplan

;The ultimate goal of this program is addressing each of the thirty-seven ac-
to restore and protect the integrity of the tion items in the Program has been
Lake Superior ecosystem through the drafted. The development of this docu-
development of creative pollution pre- ment has already stimulated binational
vention strategies, enhanced regulatory dialogue and resulted in greater program
measures, and, where necessary, reme- coordination between Federal, State and

`-^ -medial p'rog'rams-'-The'uruque'character ̀  Provinaalageneies. NiwWin hatves$ave'-
and pristine nature of Lake Superiorwill been proposed, and some existing pro-
be highlighted through a special desig- grams have been expanded or acceler-
nation status, and, as immediate progress ated to meet the IJC's challenge.

l is made towards virtual elimination of Accomplishments to date include:
designated persistent bioaccumulative 

pollution Prevention
toxic substances, a broader, long-term
program will be developed to protect the • An Environmental Community Ac-
basin from the release of other toxic tion Plan program has been launched by
substances and from further habitat de- Environment Canada and the Conser-
struction. { vation Council of Ontario on the Cana-

The broader program embodies a than side of the Lake Superior Basin to
holistic approach to understanding and introduce this program in four focus
managing this headwater lake. As part communities. CommunityAction Plans
of this program, the state of the basin is provide a framework for increasing the
being assessed and a "vision" is being effectiveness of environmental problem
developed from which goals and objec- solving, by identifying and prioritizing
fives will be stated. This information issues, developing a community network
will provide the foundation necessary to and seeking technical and financial as-
complete a long-term, basin-wide man- sistance.
agement plan. - This broader program • Domtar, Inc., Environment Canada
will include measures to control point and Environment Ontario have initiated
and'non-point source impacts, habitat a feasibility study ofchlorine free bleach-
management (with special emphasis on ing technologies that will be demon-
rare or endangered species), and activi- staated at Domtar's Red RockMill. This
ties to reclaim and restore degraded ar- laboratory program will focus on ozone
eas. r It will also fulfill commitments delignification or oxygen/peroxide
underAnnex2 ofthe Great Lakes Water delignification as a first stage, enhanced
Quality Agreement (revised, 1978). A by pretreatment such as with enzymes or
monitoringand surveillance strategy will sequestering agents. Pulp brightening
be established to track the success of the agents such as hydrogen or sodium hy-
program. drosulfite will be used to achieve the

The Lake Superior Binational Pro- target brightness for semi-bleaches pulp.
gram builds upon the development of Bleaching technologies that approach
partnerships between all levels of gov- 80+ pulp brightness levels will be inves-
ernment, and incorporates the expertise tigated, thereby increasing the number
of industry, municipalities, universities, of mills capable of implementing the
aboriginal peoples, environmental orga- research findings.
nizations and the public. To facilitate US EPA is conducting an inventory of
citizen input, the Lake Superior Forum hazardous waste sites in the Lake Supe-
was created, and has been supported by rior Basin and identifying pollutants dis-
the parties. This public advisory group posed of, generated, or stored at these
has both Canadian and U.S. co-chairs, facilities. The three basin states are also
and a membership of twenty-two indi- conducting facility audits to evaluate f ir-
viduals representing the various interest they reduction opportunities.
groups identified. Secretariat was origi- 4 AU.S.-based agricultural Clean Sweep

i -

Environmentalists Respond
by Gayle Coyer, National Wildlife Fed- the use and release` of persistent toxic
eration and john fackson, Ontario Toxic pollutants. It means,giving special des-
Waste Coalition ignation in the U.S.. and a comparable
The words "zero discharge" are not designation in Canada—to prohibit new

even mentioned in the governments' ar- or increased sources of persistent toxic
ticle (see adjoining) on the Lake Supe- pollutants. The designations must be
rior Agreement. This omission, more given to the entire Lake and not just little
than anything else, shows the failure of pieces ofit, as the governments propose,
the governments to live up to the com- since pollution knows no boundaries.
mitment made a year ago to achieve zero Bold, innovative programs are also
discharge in Lake Superior. needed to eliminate pollutantsthatcome

The Lake Superior Binational Pro- from the atmosphere.:,
cram was released with much In its Sixth Biennial Report, the IJC

fare in Traverse City, evaluated the Lake Superior Binational
Michigan, at the In- Program. The Commission astutely
ternational Joint concluded that the Binational Program
Commission's Sixth appeared to be more of a program to
Biennial meeting reduce and manage persistent toxic pol-
in October 1991. lutants, rather than to eliminate them.
In the Binational The IJC defined for the governments"-
Program, the gov- what zero discharge for Lake Superior
ernments with ju- should mean: prohibit new or increased'
risdiction in the sources of point source discharges and;
Lake Superior ba- phase-out existing sources. The-Com-

;in—Canada, Ontario, mission also recommended that the gov-
United States, Wis- ernments establish a specific date by
Michigan and Min- which no point source releases of any ..

mitted "to achieve zero persistent toxic substance will be al-
discharge and zero emission of certain lowed into Lake Superior orits tributar-
designated .persistent; bioaccumulative ies.
toxic substances, which may degrade the The six governments -deserve credit
ecosystem of the Lake Superior basin." for the unprecedented waytheyarework-
Regrettably, the governments are not ing together to develop programs for
developing programs that will achieve Lake Superior. However, the govern
zero discharge. Instead, they are focus- ments still have not gotten it right—they
ing on monitoring and cautious volun- are not implementing programs that will
tary toxics reduction programs. achieve zero discharge. It is up to the

The whole point of zero discharge citizens of the Great Lakes basin to
and the thrust of Lake Superior as a continue to pressure the governments
demonstration area for zero discharge is until they truly understand zero dis-
a recognition that we must fund-amen- charge means changing productio;, pro-'

_ _ '4~ y. 
r - -,..~e.+xf.~..-J L --1F- -.i .£'ii,?Y-•-'c ..€""i 1' v..+.~~w-.-~..+

tally'sliift how -we deal witl `control ` cesses and"until programs to 0o this are
measures have not and will not work. implemented for Lake' Superior.
Only by changing production processes The United States Congress has justT
so that we do not use, generate or dis- appropriated an additional $950,000 for -
charge these substances will zero dis- the Lake Superior Binational Program.
charge be achieved. We call on elected officials to ensure that

Achieving zero discharge in Lake this money and additional monies from
Superior means examining existing in- Canada are used for zero discharge pro=
dustries on a sector by sector basis, ana- grams and not for monitoring and vol-
lyzing the wastestreams of the industries untary toxic use reduction programs.
in that sector, and determining alterna-
tive production processes to eliminate

program has been implemented to prop-
erly dispose of banned or cancelled pes-
ticides to prevent contamination of the
watershed in four Minnesota Lake-Su-
perior Counties.
• US EPA has launched a Lake Superior
"Mini Exchange" to permit individuals
and organizations to access a clearing-
house oftechniral, policy, programmatic,
legislative and financial information on
efforts to reduce pollution in the area.
This information can be accessed by any
computer with a modem at (703) 605-
1025. For more information, please
contact Chris Flaherty, US EPA—Re-
gion 5 at (312) 886-4077.
• The Lake Superior Partnership is a
joint project between the State of Min-
nesota and the Western Lake Superior
Sanitary District in Duluth to conduct
multi-media compliance inspections and
identify pollution prevention opportu-
nities. Ten inspections have been un-
dertaken over the past year, each
reflecting the type of operation and per-
mits held by that facility. This multi-
media inspection, involving air quality,
water quality, solid waste, hazardous
waste and wastewater pretreatment, dem-
onstrates, at a smaller scale, the holistic
approach which is being applied to the
Lake Superior watershed. The Lake

The Great lakes United

Superior Partnership is an example of
government, industry, small business,
academia, and environmental organiza-
tions working together to reduce the
discharge and emissions of toxic sub-
stances into the environment.
• The Western Lake Superior Sanitary
District (WLSSD) has conducted four-
teen householdIazardous waste collec-
tions in northeast Minnesota in the last
year, and has established a permanent
hazardous waste collection site as part of
their regular operations. Over the last
three years, this facility has been utilized
on an average of over 3000 households, '
per year, which is effectively diverting
tons of hazardous waste from improper
disposal at landfill sites. In addition, the
WLSSD has developed programs for
collectingnickel-cadmium (rechargable)
batteries and button batteries, and is in
the process of developing a program for
collecting materials containing mercury
from small business.

Control and Regulation

• A demonstration project to develop
comprehensive stormwater management
plans for nine Lake Superior cities in the
United States is underway. Monitoring
stormwater discharge for the presence of..',

continued on page S „
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Lake Superior and Zero Discharge 
The EfJor.t.!3Y Government 

by Chuck Ledin, Wisconsin DNR, and nally provided by the Lake Superior 
-< J,!ke VanderWal, Ontario Ministry of Centre in Duluth,' Minnesota, but is 

the Environment now housed on both sides of the border 
Inits Fifth Biennial Meeting in Harn- . at the Sigurd Olson Environmental In-

ilton, Ontario in 1989, the International stitute in Ashland, \Vi. and Lakehead 
. Joint Commission (IJC) recommended University in Thunder Bay, Ontario. 
that, ''The parties designate Lake Supe- . The Lake Superior Forum has con-
rior as a demonstration area where no • '<'ducted 31 stakeholder interviews in the 
point source discharge of any toXic chern i- ,/ ):>asin to identify barriers to pollution 
cal will be permitted:~,;- .' .. ', reduction and to propose means of over-

i In response to thi~ challeiige; the corning them. An executive summary is 
. governments of Canada and the United available. The Forum has also en-

States formed a Task Force of Semor dorsed a vision statement 
Managers to outline "A Binational Pro- (January 31, 1991), and 
gram to Restore and Protect the Lake has' promoted aware-
Superior Basin." This program reflects ness of the Lake Su-
'~ :istrong commitment of the govern- perior Binational 
m~nts of Canada and the U.S., the states . Program through 
ofMichigan, \Visconsin;'Minnesota, and ,public outrea-ch 
th¢ province of Ontario to restore de':', (e.g., Inland Sea 
gr~ded areas of the basinandprotect this· Symposium, Bay-
Great Lake for future generations. field, \Vi.; National 
, . ; In the early develop~ent of this pro- Council on Air and 
gram it was recognized that dealingWith Stream 1m prove-

---to;oc chemicals alone, as specified under ment, Minneapolis, 
A~nex20ftheGreatLakesWaterQy.al- Mn.; MultiStakeholder 
ity~Agreement, would limit the effec- Meeting, Sarnia, Ont.). 
tiv~ness of any efforts to protectthe Lake These activities have been suppqrted 
Superior ecosystem in the long term. by the Governments. . 
THus, a broader, more extensive and The Superior Work Group, com-
. cotnprehensive approach to managing prised of technical and scientific profes-

= thf[watershed evolved. The Lake Supe- sionals from each of the sixth 
rior Binational Program was released at jurisdictions, is in the process of devel-
th~ IJC's 1991 Sixth Biennial Meeting oping and implementing the Lake Su-
in Traverse City, Michigan. perior Binational Program. Aworkplan 

The ultimate goal of this program is addressing each of the thirty-seven ac-
to ~estore and protect the integrity of the tion items in the Program has been 
Lake Superior ecosystem through the drafted. The development of this docu-

<:;.~ development of creative pollution pre- ment has already stimulated binational 
vention strategies, enhanced regulatory dialogue and resulted in greater program 

, measures, and, where necessary, reme-' coordination between Federal, State and 
~ -,-...dial·p'rogtam;r; .. ,;"Plre~uhi·que-chai-attet - Provincra:l igeiki'es:New'i'fiitiatives nave " , 
I and pristine nature of Lake Superior will' been proposed, and some existing pro-
t be ~ighlighted through a special desig- grams have been expanded or acceler-
I- ", nation status, and, as immediate progress ated to meet the IJC's cllallenge. 

, , 

is made towards virtual elimination, of Accomplishments to date include: 
des~gnated persistent bioaccumulative 
toxic substances, a broader, long-term 
progi~m will be developed to protect the 
basin from the release of other toxic 
substances and from further habitat de­
strUction. ! 

The broader program embodies a 
holistic approach to understanding and 
managing this headwater lake. As part 
of this program, the state of the basin is 
being assessed and a "vision" is being 
developed from which goals and objec.­
tives will be stated. This information 
williprovide the foundation ne~essary to 
complete a long-term, basin-wide rn:in­
agement plan.' This broader program 
will include measures to control point 
and 'non-point source Impacts, habitat 
management (with special emphasis on 
rare or endangered species), and activi­
ties to reclaim and restore degraded ar­
eas. I It will also fulfill commitments 
under Annex 2 of the Great Lakes Water 
Qy.ality Agreement (revised, 1978). A 
monitoring and surveillance strategy will 
be es'tablished to track the success of the 
program. . 

The Lake Superior Binational Pro­
gra~ builds upon the development of 
partnerships between all levels of gov­
ernment, and incorporates the expertise 
of industry, municipalities, universities, 
aboriginal peoples, environmentalorga­
nizations and the public. To facilitate 
citizen input, the Lake Superior Forum 
was created, and has been supported by 
. the parties. This public advisory group 
has both Canadian and U.S. co-chairs, 
and a membership of twenty-two ind.i­
viduals representing the various interest 
groups identified. Secretariat was origi-

Pollution Prevention 

• An Environmental Community Ac­
tion Plan program has been launched by 
Environment Canada and the Conser-
vation Council of Ontario on the Cana­
dian side of the Lake Superior Basin to 
introduce this program in four focus 
communities. Community Action Plans 
provide a framework for increasing the 
effectiveness of environmental problem 
solving, by identifying and prioritizing 
issues, developing a community network 
and seeking technical and financial as-
sistance. 
• Domtar, Inc., Environment Canada 

and Environment Ontario have initiated 
a feasibility study of chlorine free bleach­
ing technologies that will be demon­
strated at Domtar's Red RockMill. This 
laboratory program will focus on ozone 
delignification or oxygen/peroxide 
delignification as a first stage, enhanced 
by pretreatment such as with enzymes or 
sequestering agents. Pulp brightening 
agents such as hydrogen or sodium hy­
drosulfite will be used to achieve the 
target brightness for semi -bleaches pul p. 
Bleaching tecllllologies that approach 
80+ pulp brightness levels will be inves­
tigated, thereby increasing the number 
of mills capable of implementing the 
research findings. 

US EPA is conducting an inventory of 
hazardous waste sites in the Lake Supe­
rior Basinand identifying pollutants dis­
posed of, generated, or stored at these 
facilities. The three b~in states are also 
cond ucting facilitY audi ts to evaluate fur­
ther reduction opportunities. 
• A U.S.-based agricultural Clean Sweep 

Environmentalists Respond 
;.:. 

by Gayle Coyer, National Wildlife Fed- the use and release of persistent toxic 
eration andJohnJackson, Ontario Toxic pollutants. It me~~:giving special des-
Waste Coalition ignation in the U.S; and a compaI'\lble 

The words "zero discharge" ~e not designation in Canada-to prohibit·'~ew 
even mentioned in the governments' ar- or increased sources of persistenttOJoc 
ticle (see adjoining) on the Lake Supe- pollutants. The designations must be'-
rior Agreement. This omission, more given to the entire Lake and not just little 
than anything else, shows the failure of pieces ofit, as the governments propose, 
the governments to live up to the com- since pollution knowS no boundaries. . . 
mitment made a year ago to achieve zero B 01 d, innovative programs are also 
discharge in Lake Superior. needed to eliminate pollutants that coine 

. ~~:~~: ~ 
.:_ ... 

'. f 

The Lake Superior Binational Pro- from the atmosphere. 
gram was released with much In its Sixth Biennial Report, thelJC 

fanfare in Traverse City, evaluated the Lake Superior Binational 
Michigan, at the In- Program. The Commission astutely 

ternational Joint concluded that the Binational Program ~ 
Cornrnission'sSiXth appeared to be more ofa program to 
Biennial meeting reduce and manage persistent toxic pol-
in October 1991. lutants, rather than to eliminate them. 
In the Binational The IJC defined for the governinents'-' 
Program, the gov- what zero disc1arge for'i,ake Superior '. 
ernments with ju- should mean: prohibit new'or increased' 

risdiction in the sources of point source discharges and C 

Lake Superior ba- phase-out existing sources. The'Com- ,., 
sin-Canada, Ontario,' mission also recommended that the gov-

the United States, \Vis- ernments establish a specific date by . 
consin, Michigan and Min- which no point soUrce releases' of any' 

nesota-committed "to achieve zero persistent toxic substance will be al-- ~. 
discharge and zero emission of certain lowed into Lak: Superior or its' tributar-
designated. persistent, bioaccumulative ies . 
toxic substances, which may degrade the The sixgov~rnments °deserve ;edit " 
ecosystem of the Lake Superior basin." for the unprecedented way they are work-
Regrettably, the governments are not ing together t~ develop programs for 
developing programs that will achieve Lake Superior. However, the govern::· . 
zero discharge. Instead, they are focus- ments still have not gotten it right~ihey" 
ing on monitoring and cautious vol un- are not implementing programs thatwill 
tary toxies reduction programs. achieve zero discharge. It is up to the 

The whole point of zero discharge citizens of'the Great Lakes basin to 
and the thrust of Lake Superior as a continue to pressure the governments 
demonstration area for zero discharge is until they truly unaerstand zero dis-
a recognition that we must fund amen- charge means changing' production prci-' , .. 
tally·cSltift howcwe aeii'W1th"'confror'" ''"cesses~and'u{ritir'pf~s''t~dotHis;'are ~--~+ 
measures have not and will n~t work. implemented for take'. Superio~. c' ~" r . ~·.i"r"" 
Only by changing production processes The United St~tes Congress has just '. '~;:''': .. 
so that we do not use, generate or dis- appropriated an additional $950,000 for ., 
charge these substances will zero dis- the Lake Superior Binational Prograrn. 
charge be achieved. \Ve call on elected officials to ens~e that 

Achieving zero discharge in Lake this moneyand:idditional monies frOnl 
Superior means examining existing in- Canada are used for zero discharge P!o:' 
dustries on a sector by sector basis, ana- grams and not for monitoring and vol-
lyzing the wastestreams of the industries untary toxic Use reduction programs. 
in that sector, and determining alterna-
tive production processes to eliminate 

prograrn has been implemented to prop­
erly dispose of banned or cancelled pes­
ticides to prevent contamination of the 
watershed in four Minnesota Lake·Su­
perior Counties. 
• US EPA has launched aLake Superior 
"Mini Exchange" to permit individuals 
and organizations to access a clearing­
house of technical, policy, programmatic, 
legislative and financial information on 
efforts to reduce pollution in the area. 
This information can be accessed by any 
computer with a modern at (703) 605-
1025. For more information, please 
contact Chris F1aherty, US EPA-Re­
gion 5 at (312) 886-4077. 
• The Lake Superior Partnership is a 
joint project between the State of Min­
nesota and the Western Lake Superior 
Sanitary District in Duluth to conduct 
multi-media compliance inspections and 
identify pollution prevention opportu­
nities. Ten inspections have been un­
dertaken over the past year, each 
reflecting the type of operation and per­
mits held by that facility. This multi­
media inspection, involving air quality, 
water quality, solid waste, hazardous 
waste and wastewater pretreatment, dem­
onstrates, at a smaller scale, the holistic 
approach which is being applied to the 
Lake Superior watershed. The Lake 

Superior Partnership is an example of 
government, industrY, small business, 
academia, and environmental organiza­
tions working together to reduce the 
discharge and emissions of toxic sub­
stances into the environment. 
• TheWesternLakeSuperiorSanitary 

District (WLSSD) has conducted four- .. ; 
teen household' hazardous waste collec­
tions in northeast Minnesota in the' last - , 
year, and has established a permanent 
hazardous waste collection site as part of 
their regular operations. Over the last 
three years, this facility has been utilized 
on an average of over 3000 households, 
per year, which is effectively diverting 
tons of hazardous waste from improper 
disposal at landfill sites. In addition, th,S 
\i\TLSSD has developed programs for 
collecting nickel-cadmium (rechargable) 
batteries and button batteries, and is in 
the process of developing a program for 
collecting materials containing mercury 
from small business. 

Control and Regulation 

• . A demonstration project to deVelop' 
corn prehensive stormwater management 
plans for nine Lake Superior cities in the 
United States is underway. Monitoring ~ 

stormwater discharge for the presence of .. 
conti~ued on page 5 .. 
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hCanada R ht-to-Know
~ ~

Decision Imminent
bypohn Jackso n,' 'y Imagine leaving the kind of information soil, and we feel, should provide infor- apfront the need to keep NPRI reports'

Ontario 1 oxic Waste Coalition, rand that can leverage industrialists to reduce ' oration on the use and storage, of toxic confidential

Karen Murphy, GLUField Coordinator emissions and lobby politicians to pass chemicals.
-Imagine lia%* free access to. the -: better Canadian environmental legisla- The NPRI is anEnvironment Canada Reporting Information of the Use of

..Most up-to.-date information on indus- tion at your fingertips. initiative (recommended in the Green Toxic Chemicals

trial <polluters in your community in Unfortunately, we do not now have a Plan) that could establish an extensive
Canada. Imagine being able to find out ' "right to know programme in Canada. database on the release of toxic • The purpose of the National Pollut-pure if

the composition and volumes of chemi- And it may not occur unless the Canada substances into the air,water, and soil, as ant Release Inventory should be ex-

cal emission's to the air, water, and soil;' EnvironmentMinisterJeanCharestsup- well as their use and storage. Based on panded to include information on the

the names and locations of the worst ports it. the U.S. Toxic Release Inventory (TRI), . use of toxic chemicals.
f

polluters in the country; and the extent The NPRI is intended to be an ex= the NPRI would make public the total • Companies should be required to

of .waste reduction efforts in Canada tensive database on toxic chemical re- annual emissions of some 180 specified report on the total quantity of a hazard-

with the.ease of consulting an almanac. leases and emissions to the air, water and pollutants, and the names and locations ous chemical that is manufactured, pro--

of the emitting facilities. The NPRI cessed, used, and generated as by-product #

would be a powerful tool for community prior to any treatment, handling, trans-

t Lake Superior.Program activists. fer or release, and report the amount ofGov " tFor the last year a Multi-Stakeholder that substance consumed, recycled or

Committee has been. developing the - transferred in or as product.
continued from page S fourvolumes thatwill identify the agency outlines for NPRI: what should be re- • Information on production activity

persistent bioaccumulative substances strategies, chemical threats and impair- ported, who should report, and what. shoui&be included in- order to gauge
1

will help to identify sources and lead to ments, the management challenges and chemicals should be covered. The com- how production changes affect reduc-. '.

greater control. The need for Best Man- a binational, basin-wide management mittee did not agree on a number of key.
n-. ti

lions or increases in the use and release

agement Practices to control pollution _plan that will restore degraded portions issues. Two of the key issues that will of toxic chemicals.

from bulk storage sites along the water- of the Basin, and protect the integrity of soonbe decided byMinister Charest are: • Facilities should be required to re7. t

front in these nine shies will also be this Great Lakes ecosystem. port the quantity of substance used by =

evaluated. ( • Remedial Action Plan programs will What is being reported?—The use" category, i

• Canada has finalized the Pulp and be accelerated where possible. Contami- Committee could only agree that chemi-
Paper Regulatory Package to ensure nated sediment remediation programs cals being emitted from a facility be Waste Stream .Reporting

stricter and consistent regulations for are underway at two Areas of Concern reported. This means that large volumes
pulp and paper mills in Canada, by (Torch Lake and Thunder Bay), while of toxic substances stored, treated,incin- On-site treatment, recovery, reuse,-

reducing conventional pollutants and degraded aquatic ecosystems are being erated or recycled on-site are not re- recycling, and incineration of wastes

eliminating dioxins. This new iegisla- restored at Thunder and Nipigon Bays. ported. It also means that the use of toxic should be reported under the NPRI. In r..
lion_ sets more stringent effluent limits The current status and loadings of substances by a facility are not reported, addition, companies should be required

on BOD and total suspended solids, no persistent toxic chemicals in air, water, thus making it impossible to track re- to report the total amount of an NPRI ? -

acutely lethal effluent, no measurable sediment and biota are being collected as ductions in the use of these chemicals. substance generated aswastepriorto any

concentrations' of 2,3,4,8-TCDD and part of the State of the Basin Report. Environmental and Labour representa- treatment, recycling, reuse, recovery, or

2,3,7,8-TCDFinpulp mill effluent, and Water quality standards,sedimentguide- tives on the committee also argued that disposal.

a ban on the use of pentachlorophenol lines and fish consumption advisories information on the maximum quantity
treated wooddiips by, pulp mills. Envi- will be compared to ambient levels of of toxic chemicals stored at a•facility at Emergency Response Planning Infor-

r>i
ronmentCanadaiscurrentlyimplement- contaminants. Exceedance of acceptable any one time should be reported so that mation
ing these regulations - , =' levels will .define ."critical" pollutants, communities could be prepared to re- j

- • Ontano sMu i4'al=Industrial Strat- and identify,where immediate action is, spond in the event of an accident involy- Facilities should be required to report on
egy for Abatement (MISA) is finalizing necessary to reduce loadings. January ing these chemicals, the maximum quantity of substance on- +

#regulations for the pulp and paper. Ne- : 1991 has been established as a baseline site at any time during the year. i
gotiationswith the pulp and paper sector frornwhich to measure success. Trade Secret and Confidentiality
are currently underway to finalize these •. The SuperiorW.orkGroup has iden- Claims—When potentially sensitive in- Reporting Thresholds and NPRI

regulations: Federal-provincial discus- tified the need to develop a coordinated formation is reported .to .the U.S. Toxic -Listed Chemicals 1't,
sons are being undertaken concurrently and complimentarymonitoring and sur- Release Inventory, American industry
to harmonize -MISA regulations with veillance program to track progress of must prove to the U.S. Environmental • The use of the 107employee thresh= i

recent -Canadian Environmental Pro- restoring and protecting Lake Superior. Protection Agency that the release ofthe old should be eliminated for futurere- - P

tection Act and'Fisheries Act amend= . Government agencies are developing data threatens their business and should' '' porting years.

ments'. standards for identification of chemi- therefore not be released for public re- • The number of NPRI chemicals
r

Lakefilling and Sediment Quality cals, loadings, use impairments and eco- view. In Canada, however, under con- should be significantly expanded in .fu-

Guidelines were released by the prov- logical indicators of environmental fidentiality provisions of the Canadian tune years. ` -

ince in June 1992 that will ensure- that health. Over the next five years, existing Environmental ProtectionAct, a request
materials added to Ontario's waters will programs will be integrated and new by a company that data be kept confi- Public Access to NPRI Data

set safe levels for metals,- nutrients and programs developed to ensure stream- dential automatically ensures that this ,
organic compounds. lined and efficient reporting ofthe status information is withheld from the NPRI. • The federal government should sup-

In May of 1992 the province released of the Lake Superior basin. It is then up to Environment Canada to port a public education programme that .:

a Candidate Substances List for Bans or As the Binational program develops prove that an industry's report is not could include the preparation of a city-

Phase-outs, composed"of21 of the most and unfolds, Lake Superior has its own confidential and can be reported. zens' guide, an NPRI newsletter, adver= 
,t 
'

hazardous substances.

'•

_chagter-in IJC's Sixth Biennial Report In order for the NPRI to be _a com- tising, and training workshops. Most

The U.S. initiated a comprehensive on Great Lakes Water Quality. The munity right-to-know program, public importantly, it should include a toll free

lake,' tributary and atmospheric moni- Commission recognized that "over the access to the data is essential. The, number to respond to requests for infor=. r

toriiigprogram tofurtheridentifysources past two years, no other recommenda- Minister needs to take steps to develop mation:

ofpersisientbioaccumulatirig sub stances. tion has generated more enthusiasm and a separate legislative mandate for the • The NPRI should be available at

AnewlnternationalAtmosphericDepo- hard work on the part of governments, NPRI that would protect the public's municipal and university libraries, re-

sition Network Station has been estab- non-governmental organizations and right to know. This could be done by gional provincial ministry of the envi- }

lished on, the Keweenaw Pehihi ula-. individuals to develop such a program." amending CEPA or by developing sepa- ronment offices and at regional

Special Designation,
The program is in its infancy, and as rate legislation. — - - Environment Canada offices. People

`such, it remains exciting and the chal- Through the CanadianEnvironmen- should be able to gain access totheNPRI

• The U.S. will explore the possibility lenge's are great. Success ofthis program tal Network, a caucus of environmental database without cost at these locations.

of a Lake Superior Water Trail : , depends onbuilding strong partnerships representatives from across Canada was • The federal government should fa-

• The U.S. and Canada are exploring between government agencies and all established to review proposals on the cilitate access to and use of the computer

.,the potential of .a "binational" Lake Su- other stakeholders. The Parties and NPRI and to provide guidance to the database by citizens and community or-

- perior Biosphere Reserve as part of the jurisdictions have demonstrated a strong stakeholder committee. Some ofour key garuzations.

UN's Man and the Biosphere Program. commitment to Lake Superior by focus- recommendations are: The NPRI is expected to go "into

• The U.S. has proposed a designation ing significant financial and technical
system for 'Odtstanding National and resources to build these partnerships and Use Environmental Protection Act
International Resource Waters`in"the deliver a program to restore and protect
Lake Superior .Basin:!'under the. Great this Great Lake. Lake Superior will be We recommend that the Canadian
Lakes Water.Quality Initiative and`En- the model-for the remaining four Great Environmental Protection Act be
vironment Canada is considering a simi- Lakes, :and . set an example of global, amended or developed as a separate leg-
lar designation. proportions! isiative framework for the NPRI.that

Restoring and Protecting the..
will ,protect the .public's right to know.

..E.
Lake -Superior. Basin

Theauthors;co-ehair,rh'e Superior workGroupfora Newt, islationor amendments to CEPA
Bintitioital Program'. to Restore and.Protect the Lake can protect public access to NPRI data

• ̀TheSuperior Work Group will issue ` -Superior Basin. by requiring companies to substantiate

fall/WiMer 1993 - The Great Lakes Unified

force later this year, and the toxic releas-
ers will have to report their discharges
for 1993. These 1993 data will be re
leased by Environment Canada by the '.
end of 1994.

See comparison of right-to-know :
programmes on the next two pages.
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Canada, Right-to-Know Decision Imminent L 
j, 

" .. 

byJohn Jackso n, ""~,-,. 
Qntario Toxic Waste'Coa!itiod;::ii~f! ' 
Katen Murphy,GLU Field Coo~dinator 

~Imagine ha\jng free access t9 the 
m~st up-to,-dateiriformation on indus­
trial ,polluters_in your community in 
Cariada: Imagi~e being able to find out 
the co'mposi tion and volumes of ch'emi­
cal emissions to the air, water, and soil;' 
tht; names and'locations of the worst 
polluters in the country; and theeXte~t 
of-waste reduction effor~s in Canada 
with the ease of consultiilg an almanac. 

Imagine having the ki~d of information . 
that can leverage indu~trialists to redu.ce! 
emissions and lobby politicians to pass. 
better Canadian environmentallegisla- ' 
tion at your fingertips. 

. U rifortllrately, we do not now have a 
right-to:~ow programme in Canada. 
And it miy' not occur unless the Canada 
EnvironmentMinister Jean Charest sup­
ports it. 

The NPRI is intended to be an ex~ 
tensive database on toxic chemical re­
leases and emissions to the air, water and 

Gov.'t Lake ~uperior Program 
continued ftom page 5 four volumes thatwill identifY the agency 
persistent bioaccumulative substances strategies, chemical threats and impair-
will heIp tOidehtifY source~ and lead to ments, the management challenges and 
greater controL The need for Best ~an- a binational, basin-wide management 
agem,ent Pr~ctices to conqol pollution plan that will restore degraded portions 
from bulk storage sites along the water- of the Basin, and protect the integrity of 
front in these nine cities will also be . this Great Lakes ecosystem. 
e~luated. (. Remedial Action Plan programs will 
• Canada has finalized the Pulp and be accelerated where possible. Contami-

Paper RegUlatory Package to ensure nated sediment remediation programs 
stricter and consistent regulations for are underway at two Areas of Concern 
pulp and paper mills in Canada, by (Torch Lake and Thunder Bay), while 
reducing (onventional pollutants, and degraded aquatic ecosystems are being 
eliminating dioxi!1s. This new legisla- restored at Thunder and Nipigon Bays. 
tion sets more stIjngent effiuent limits • The current status and loadings of 
on BOD and total suspended solids, no persistent toxic chemicals in air, water, 
acuF.~!Y leth~l effluent, 1).0 m~asurable sediment and biota are being collected as 
concentrations' of 2,3,4,8-TCJ)Dand part of the State of the Basin Report. 
2,3,7,8-TCD F in pUlp mill effiuent,and Water qualitystandards, sediment guide-
aban on the use, of pentachlor?phenol lines and fish consumption advisories 
treated woodchips by pulp mills. Envi- will be compared to a~bient levels of 
ronment Canada is culTendy impl~!}1enJ= ____ cont~minants. Exceedance of acceptable 
irtg t~es5Je~~q?~~~,-:~~ .. ' ",,'," c. _, levels will}efine "critical" pollutants, 
• ,:9.-n.~rio·sM~qpal"In~,~?_~~l~tra~- ._ and identiiY,wht;re immediate action is" 

egy fo!Abatemenr(MISA)is fil1:alizingnecessary to'reduce loadings. January 
regulations f~~ dl~ pulp .and paper. Ne- : 1991 has been established as a baseline 
gbtiations~th the pulp and paper sector from·which to measure success. 
are curr .. C:p,dy und~ay to finaljze these. The Superior Work Group has iden-
regtilations: Fed~ral-Fro~nci~l discus- tified the need to develop a coordinated 
sio~ta!e beingull~ertaken co~currently andcomplimentarymonitoring and sur-
to H~i~o~.~. MIS1\. regulations with' veillance pr9gram to track progress of 
recenr:Canadian Environmental Pro- restoring and protecting Lake Superior. 
tecti~~ Act '~~d:'Fisheri~s A~t ainend': Government agencies are developing 
ments. " ", '",' '.", '" ,.' " standards for identification of chemi-

'~ Lakefilling and Sediment Qyality cals', loadings, use impairments and eco-
Guidelines Were released by the prov- logical indicators of environmental 
ince in June 1992 that will ensure that health. Over the next five years, existing 
materials added to Ontario's waters will , programs will be integrated and new 
set'safelevels for metai~,riu"trients ~nd programs developed to ensure ,stream-
organic compounds. . . lined and efficient reporting of the status 
;. .' in May of1992-'th:~ province released of the Lake S~perior basin. 

a Ca~didate Subst~nces List for Bans ot As the Binational program develops 
Phase-oats, co~posed~ot21 ?fthe most and unfolds, Lake Superior has its own 
~azardous,.su~stances: , .,~,~, '-"'7" " ~chapJei'_in IJC's Sixth Biennial Report 
'. The U.S. initiated a comprehensive on Great Lakes- Water Qyality. The 
l'ake;'tributarj' and atmospheri~ motu- Commission recognized that "over the 
I . ". ." ; •.. ~. . _ .• " 

torihgprogram to further!d~ntifYsources past two years, no other recommenda-
ofpersistentbioaccurriulatirigsub~tances. tion has generated more enthusiasm and 
AnewlntemattonalAtmosphericDepo- hard work on the part of governments, 
sition NefworkStation'has been e~tab- non-governmental organizations and 
lished 0;' the KeweenawPerurisula: indiViduals to develop such a program." 

- SpecialDesignatiolL . 

:. The u.s.Wiil ~Ioie the possibility 
9{;'Lake Superior Water Trail.' 
• Tile U.S. and c~nad~ ar~ exploring 

"the potential ofa "binational" Lake Su-

~~-'Plle program is in its infancy, and as 
such, it remains exciting and the chal­
lenges are great. Success of this program 
depends on building strong partnerships 
between government agencies and all 
other stakeholders. The Parties and 
jurisdittion~ have demonstrated a strong 
commitment to Lake Superior by focus­
ing significa;t financial and technical 
resources to build these partnerships and 
deliver a program to restore and protec: 
this Great Lake. Lake Superior will be 

, . the- model for the remaining four Great 
Lak~s, ,and set an example of global 
proportions! 

perior B'iospher~ 'ReserVe' as 'part of the 
UN's Man and tlkBiosphere Program. 
. • ~th~U:S.h;sp~op~sed ~designation 
system 'tor 'Outsfanding National a~d ' 
International Resource Waters'in>the 
Lake Superior Basintunder the Great 
Lakes Wat'erQialitr1nitiative.andEn-, 
vironment Cariada:is cdnsiderihga simi- ' 
lar' aesign~rion.' " . .' 

;R~storingand Protecting ,the .. ' '0 

j.. • Lake Superior BaSin ' ''the auth("s cO-£air th' Superior WorA Group for 'a 

Bin~ijonalProgramto Resti71'e, and .. Protect the Lake 

. Superior Basin. 
, , 

i • ·theSuperiorWorkGroup~llissue 

soil, and we feel, should provide infor­
mation on the use and storage, of toxic 
chemicals. 

TheNPRI is an Environment Canada 
initiative (recommended in the Green 
Plan) that could establish an extensive 
database on the release of specified toxic 
substances into the air,water, and soil, as 
well as their use and storage. Based on 
the U.S. Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) , 
the NPRI would make public the total 
annual emissions of some 180 specified 
pollutants, and the names and locations 
of the emitting facilities. The NPRI 
would be a powerful tool for community 
activists. 

For the last year a Multi-Stakeholder 
Committee has been developing the: 
oudines for NPRI: what should be re­
ported, who should report, and what, 
chemicals should be covered. The com­
mittee did not agree on a number of key . 
issues. Two of the key issues that will 
soon be decided by Minister Charest are: 

What is being reported?-The 
Committee could only agree that chemi­
cals being emitted from a facility be 
reported. This means that large volumes 
of toxic substances stored, treated, incin­
erated or recycled on-site are not re­
ported. It also means that the use of toxic 
substances by a facility are not reported, 
thus making it impossible to track re­
ductions in the use of these chemicals. 
Environmental and Labour representa­
tives on dle committee also argued that 
information on the maximum quantity 
of toxic chemicals stored at a'facility at 
anyone time should be reported so that 
communities could be prepared to re-

. spond in the o/fint of an,accide~t involv-: ' 
ing these chemicals. ' 

,I'lpfrontthe need to keep NPRI reports' 
'confidential. " 

Reporting Information of the Use of 
Toxic Chemicals 

• The purpose of the National Pollut­
ant Release Inventory should be ex­
panded to include information on the 
use ·of toxic chemicals. 
• Companies should be required to 
report on the total quantity of a hazard­
ous Chemical that is m.anufactured, pro­
cessed, used, and generated as by-produet 
prior to any treatment, handling, trans­
fer or release, and report the amount of . 
that substance consumed, recycled or 
transf~~ed in or as product. 
• I~f(hmation on production activity 
sho~a.t:he includedjiii:order to gauge 
how'p'foduction ch?:Jge's affect reduc-. 
tions or increases in'tli~ use and release 
of toxic chemicals. 
• Facilities should he required to' re~ 
port the quantity of substance used by 

, '''use'' category." 
i 

"l .• 

Waste Stream Reporting 

On-site treatment, recovery, reuse,' 
recycling, and incineration of wastes 
should be reported underthe NPRI. In 
addition, companies should be required 
to report the total amount of an NPRI 
substance generated as waste prior to any 
treatment, recycling, reuse, recovery, or 
disposal. 

Emerge~cy Response Planning Infor­
mation' 

Facilitiessh~uld be required to Feport on. :. 
theinaxiinum quantity of suo stance on';' . 
site at any time duririg the year. .' 

. , 

Reporting Thresholds and NPRI 
-Listed' Chemicals 

Trade Secret' and Confidentiality 
Claims-When potentially sensitive in­
formation is reported to the U.S. Toxic 
Release Inventory, American industry 
must prove to the U.S. Environmental • The use of the lO~employe~ thr"esh:.. 
ProtectionAgencythatthereleaseofthe old should be eliminated for future"re-
data threatens their business and should .' porting years.. ' 
therefore not be released for p~h.l~c re-' • The number of NPRI chemiCals 
view. In Canada,however, under con- should be significandy expanded infuo-
fidentiality provisions of the Canadian ture years. 
Environmental Protection Act, a request 
by a company that data be kept confi­
dential automatically ensures th,at this 
information is withheld from the NPRI. 
It is then up to Environment Canada to 
prove that an industry's report is not 
confidential and can be reported. 

; 

Public Access to' NPRI Data 

. . 
• The federal government should sup-' t 

port a public education programme that,' :t 
could include the preparation of a citi.:· ~',,' 
zens' guide, an NPRI newsletter, adver..:f 
tising, and training workshops. Most 
importandy, it should include a toll free 
number to respond to requests for infor': (c. 

. 
S ., 
. , 

. ~. 

~J .. 
, , 

, 

i, 
) 

·t ". 

In order for theNPRI to.lJe_a com­
munity right-to-know program, public 
access to the data is essential. The. 
Minister needs to take steps to develop 
a separate legislative mandate for the 
NPRI that would protect the public's 
right to know. This could be done by 
amending CEPA or by developing sepa-

mation; . ,,,,,.,, 

rate legislation. -- ---
Through the Canadian Environmen­

tal Network, a caucus of environmental 
representatives from across Canada was 
established to review proposals' on the 
NPRI and to provide guidance to the 
stakeholder committee. Some of our key 
recommendations are: 

Use Environmental Protection Act 

We recommend that the Canadian 
Environmental Protection Act be 
amended ordevelopeq as a separate leg­
islative framework for the NPR;I that 
will protect the public's right to know. 

'. New legislation or amendments to CEPA 
can protect public access to NPRI data 
by requiring companies to' substantiate 

• The NPRI should be available at­
municipal and university libraries, re-
gional provincial ministry of the enVi­
ronment offices and at regional 
Environment Canada offices. People 
should be able to gain access to the NPRI 
database without cost at these locations. 
• The federal government should fa- ~, 

cilitate access to and use of the computer 
database by citizens and community Or-
ganizations. ~ 

The NPRI is expected. to go:i~to . I 
force later this year, and the toxicreleas- : -;. 
ers will have to report their discharges 
for 1993. These 1993 data will be re­
leased by Environment Canada by the ' , 
end of 1994. 

See comparison of right-to-know,,' 
'programmes on the next two pages. ~ 

".! 

,'~', 
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Some Differences in Right-to-Know Programmes
U.S. Canadian
Pollution U.S. Canadian National
Prevention Community Chemical Pollutant
Act/EPCRA/ Massachusetts/ Right to Know Producers Release
Toxic Release New Jersey More Act (3) Association Inventory (5)

(See article, "Canada Right-to-Know Decision Imminent," on page 5) Inventory (1) Laws (2) (proposed 1992) (4) (proposed 1993)

Legend

This table covers only the primory,issues (particularly unresolved issues) addressed by the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee.

✓ indicates that the specific component is part of the legislation or programme. For the National Pollutant Release Inventory, a check indicates consensus on the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee about a specific approach.
rrn indicates that a specific component is not part of the legislation or programme.
? is used only with respect to the Notional Pollutant Release Inventory. It identifies those issues that the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee did not reach consensus on and therefore remain unresolved.
N. A. indicates not applicable to the programme or, legislation.

Notes r_

1. The Toxic Release Inventory (TRO is one section of the 1986 U.S. Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act (EPCRA, and also known as SARA Title III). EPCRA requires reporting of routine releases of toxic chemicals and both accidental releases and
storage information for hundreds of other chemicals; in particular those that could cause catastrophic accidents. The U.S. Pollution Prevention Act, enacted in 1990, significantly expanded EPCRA's TRI reporting requirements. Additional-gaident preventiop
requirements were enacted with the 1991 amendments to the Clean Air Act.

2. Massachusetts passed the Toxic Use Reduction Act in 1989. the act required companies to report process-specific reductions in the use of toxic chemicals and to prepare pollution prevention plans.
New Jersey enacted the Worker and Community Right to Know Act in 1983: The act required companies to report routine releases of toxic chemicals and information on facility-wide tax!( use and toxic materials throughput. The federal right-to-know-legislation
of 1986 was based on this law: New. Jersey supplemented the low in 199.1 by enacting the Pollution Prevention Act, which requires companies to report information on reductions in the use of toxic chemicals on a production unit basis and to prepare pollution'
prevention plans: New Jersey has a separate law dealing with emergency planning and oacident'prevention.

3. The Community Right to Know,More Act was introduced into the U.S. Congress in 1992. There were more thon.160 cosponsors in the House of Representatives; making passage of some form of the bill likely in 1993. The bill proposed significant expansion of
existing right-to-know and pollution prevention reporting requirements and would require companies to report production unit and focility-wide toxics use information.

4. The Canadian Chemical Producer's Association has established a reporting programme for its member organizations called -the National Emissions Reduction,Masterplan.. Programme information was obtained from'o draft November 28, 1991, association document
`whose contents were verified with the association by phone in January 1993. The ossatiation plans revisions to the-progromme for the 1992.reporting-yeoi.

5. Information on the National Pollutant Release Inventory was drawn from' the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee Report. A question mark indicates that the committee did not reach consensus on the issue..

6. In Massachusetts companies are required to report the amounts used by 'use' category on a facility-wide basis. The.use categories include'monufactured; "processed; _'produced as byproduct; "shipped in product,' or 'otherwise used.' In addition, companies
report the use of toxic chemicals on a production unit basis (in ranges for each use category) and'on byproduct reductions and increases.
In New Jersey actual quantities of substances used per production unit are not reported. Companies are required to reportpercentoge reductions and increases in usage from one year to. the next and to indicate, the amount of material used in ranges so. that the
state environmental piotectionagency will be able to tell whether or note reduction or increase is significant.
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Some Differences in Right-to-KnowProgrammes 
U,S. Canadian 
Pollution U.S. Canadian National 
Prevention Community Chemical Polluta~nt 
Act/EPCRA/ Massachusetts/ Right to Know Producers Release 
Toxic Release New Jersey More Act (3) Association Inventory (5) 

(See article, "(anodo Right-to-Know Decision Imminent," on page 5) Inventory (1) Laws (2) (proposed 1992) (4) (proposed 1993) 
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This table lOvers only the primary, issues (particiJIarly unresalved issues) addressed by the Multi-Stakeholder Advisary Cammittee. ';.\''''0' 

"" indicates that the specific co~pone~t is port of the legislatian or programme. For the Notional Pollutant Release Inventory, a check indicates consensus on the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee about a specific approach . 
• 0 indicates'that a specific component is not part of the legistotilm or programme. ' , 
? is used only with respect to the Notional PoliutlintReleose Inventory. It identifies those issues that the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee did not reach consensus on and therefore remain unresolved. 
N. A. indicates not applicable to the programme or legislation. ' 

Notes .; . 

1. The Toxic Release Inventory (fR1) is one sectional the 1986 U.S. Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act (EPCRA; and also known as SARA Title III), EPm requires reporting of routine releases of toxic chemicals and both occidental r'eie~ies a~d 
storage information for hundreds of other chemicals; in particular those thot could couse catastrophic occidents. The U.S. Pollution Prevention Act, enacted in 1990, significantly expanded EPCRA's TRI reporting requirements. A~ditional9ccident preyention ~':. -
requirements were enacted with the 1991 amendments to the Clean Air Act. " 

2. Massachusetts passed the Toxic Use Reduction Act in 1989. The act required companies ta report process-specific red~ctions in the use of toxic chemicals and to prepare pollution preveniion plans. , '< .,. ,: " 

New Jersey enacted the Worker and Community Right to Know Act in 1983: The oct required companies to report routine releases of toxic chemicals and information on facility-wide toxic use and toxic materials throughput. The federalrighl-to~know·legislation,· 
of 1986 wos based on this low; New Jersey supplemented the law in 1991by enacting the PoIluiion Prevention Act, which requires companies to report iniormation on reductions in the use of toxic chemicals on a production unit basis and to prepare pollution 

, prevention plans: New Jersey has a separate law dealing with emergency planning arid accidenrprevention. ' 

.' 
3. rhe(ommunity Right to Know'More Act wos introduced into the U,S. (ongress in 1992. , Theie were more than 160 cosponsors in the House of Representotives;moking passoge of some form of the hill likely in 1993, The bill proposed significDnt exp0nSion of 

existing right-to-know ond pollution prevention reporting requirements and would require companies to report production unit imd facility-Wide toxics use information, , ' 

4. ,The Canadion ChemicolProducer's Ass,ociation has established a reporting programmdor its member orgonizations called the National Emissions Reductio~Mosterplan .. Progromme informoiion was obtain~d from a draft November 28,1991, ossociotion documeiii " 
'whose contents were verified with the ossociation by phone in Januory 1993. The ossotiation plans revisions to theprogromme for the 1992ieportingyear: ' ,," 

S. lriformation on the National Poliutant Release Inventory wos drown/rom the Multi-Stakeholder Advisor,y Committee Report. A question mark indicatesthlitthe committee did not reach conSensus on the issue,. 

6. In Mossochusetts componies are required to report the ~mounts used by 'use' category on a facility-wide basis. The use, categories include ·manufactured,' 'processed;' 'produced as byproduct,"shipped in product,' or 'otherwise used." In addition, companies 
Il8port the use of toxic chemicols on a production unit bosis (in ranges for each use cotegory) ond'on byproduci reductions and increases. , " "" " " ,,',' 
In New Jersey actuo'l quontities of substimces used per production unit ore not reported. Companies are required to report'percentoge reductions ond increases in usage from one yeor to the next and to indicate, the amount of moterial used in ianges so thot the' 
stateenvironmeniirl protection'ogency will be able to tell whether or nota reduction or increase is signifiCont., , ' 
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(Differences in Programmes, cont'd)
U.S. Canadian'..

Pollution U.S. National:
Prevention Community Canadian Pollutant'
Act/EPCRA/ Massachusetts/ Right to Know Chemical Release

. Toxic Release New Jersey More Act Producers Inventory
Inventory Laws (proposed 1992) Association (proposed 1993)
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(Differences in Programmes, cont'd) 
u.s. 
Pollution U.S. 
Prevention Community 
Acf/EPCRA/ Massachusetts/ Right to Know 
Toxic Release New Jersey More Act 
Inventory Laws (proposed 1992) 

,rhirtable ,covers only the prinrolY'issoes (particularly unresolved issues) addressed by the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee. 

Canadian 
Chemical 
Producers 
Association 

'" indicates that the specific component is port of the programme or legislation. For the Notional Pollutant Release Inventory, a check indicates consensus on the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee about a specific approach. 
IU' indicates that a speCific component is not port of the legislation or programme. 
? is used only with respect to the Naiional Pollutant Release Inventory, It identifies those issues that the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee did not reach consensus on and,therefore remain unresolved. 
N.l indicates not applicable to ,liep'tagromme or legislation. . . 

• ' 7, Companies in MasSDthussetts that meet this threshold for one chemical must report on all other chemicals whose manufacture, processing, or use exceeds -4,500 kilograms. 
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' Detroit Sewage: Good News & Bad Groups Demand Freeze on. .
by Mary Ginnebaugh, ,
GL U Windsor Office Director

'correct CSO discharges, 2) limitations
on the discharge of persistent, toxic sub- Toxic Dischar~

1 First,;.th d the news.: The combined stances, and:3) increases in 
secondaryKodakn s es

y
sewer.ove flow problems in the metro- treatment capacity. Detroit as well as by Ed Cooper AtlanticStatesLegalFoun- Lakes-St. Lawrence River ecosystem t;

1 politan Detroit area moved toward reso-_ several other communities contested this dation and Diane Heminway, have been virtually ignored by DEC in "
lution in August when the Michigan..' permit, claiming that the requirements Citizens Environmental Coalition the development of this draft permit;'
Water Resources Commission unani-' were too stringent. -A freeze on all toxic discharges by said Karen Murphy, a GLU field coor-

'

mously voted to accept the modified _. Several environmental organizations, Kodak is what Atlantic States Legal dinator. "DEC should inquire Kodakto
National Pollutant Discharge Elimina- including Great Lakes United, National Foundation, Citizens' Environmental eliminate the use and discharge of per-_
lion System (NPDES) permit. Affect- Wildlife Federation and the Michigan Coalition and Great Lakes United have sistent toxic substances altogether. "`-
ing some two dozen southeast Michigan United Conservation Clubs, contested asked for from the NY Department of The groups recommended that the
communities, the new permit reflects a the permit, claiming that its require- Environmental DEC amend th'eper- `
compromise in a three-year dispute over ments did not aggressively pursue a reso-`:Conservation mitas follows:
CSO problems in the Detroit area. lution of the CSO issue or adequately (DEC). We also `

And now, the bad news. The modi- address toxic substances discharged from wantDECtoman-
• Set limits, for all

ficationstothehighlycontested NPDES the treatment plant. date reductions in , w ,~ 
y nir~t

_~
`v' r H

pollutants autho- - -p

t permitP. Further com licatin the situationP g . toxic discharges a _ sized to be ..

ment Plant do little to eliminate toxic ~.Detroit and the coun116s`ofOaklandand from Kodak's
discharged.

substances, such as PCBs, mercury, and _'Wayne filed federal court petitions ask- Rochester, New -3 Impose an initial''"'
heavymetals from being discharged into ing for district court oversight of the York. facility, and rT freeze oncurrent dis-

1
the Detroit River. The permitmodifica- dispute based on its involvement in the to require that charges. The'-limits
lions lower the daily maximum effluent Detroit permit dating back to the 1970s. Kodak eliminate its' should then be made '-
limitations for cadmium, copper and In order to sort out the various claims discharge and use of more stringent in

t lead to be 63,129, and 732 times higher, made by all the parties involved, U.S. persistent toxic substances within five. each successive year to ensure that
respectively; than the Michigan Rule 57 District Judge Fikens appointed Dr. years.Kodak'stoxicdischargesare reduced
(2) allowable levels. The permit also Jonathon Bulkley of the University of "The draft permit is indirect contra- significantly over a five-year period.-
lowers the amount of wet weather flow Michigan as court monitor and instructed diction to the goals of the Clean Water '
for which the perm ittee is required to him to negotiate a settlement.RequireAct and the Great Lakes Water Quality

• 
Kodak to make, a serious :Require

provide secondary treatment. - . After many months of negotiations Agreement," said Ed Cooper, legal coun- 
advance towards achieving the goal:

The Detroit Waste Water Treat- conducted concurrentwith state admin- sel forAtlantic States Legal Foundation.
of zero discharge of persistent toxic - -

" ment Plant has been identified as the istrative proceedings, a settlement was "We should be moving towards reduc-
pollutants. By the final year-of the ._

largest point source of pollutants in the reached: The settlement specifies that lions in discharges; this permit would
permit, the discharge,of these pol- ,

entire Great Lakes Basin: The need to CSO correction projects must be imme- authorize the discharge of more chemi-
lutants .should .no Ion er,.be,g

control and eliminate the toxic substances diately undertaken by the permittees,authorized.cals to the Genesee River.
that are being discharged by the plant is and demonstration projects carried out

'technologies.
Kodak's Rochester facility is one of

.

• Develop timetables "and' programs
obvious. Any progress that can be made to test alternative Af- the largest polluters in the Great Lakes for sunsetting the 'use of chlorite '
toward remediating the Detroit River as fected communities must also begin to Basin. The Citizen's Fund and the and chlorine=containing com-
an Area of Concern. and the western address the issue of financing the CSO Industrial States Policy Center, in a re- pounds:
Lake Erie Basin hinges directlyonwhat remediation projects. The year for final port entitled"Poisoning the Great Lakes:
is allowed to be discharged through the control of CSOs is set for the 2005. Manufacturers Toxic Chemical Re-

• 
Require regular and frequent moni-

NPDES process. The Great Lakes Water. Quality leases"_ (1992), identified the facility as
toring for all pollutants authorized

The permitting battle began in Oc- Agreement calls for virtual elimination the second largest source of toxic chemi-
to be discharged, ;as_well,as,.for a

•
.

tober 1989 when the Michigan Water
g '

of ersistent toxic substances This: oal •P g 
^

cal,discharges (17 million pqug4s).into
number of highly .toxic substances„ ;

--.~- ; __ _gT _
Resources COmm1SS10[1> issued a nett/

_ _
can only he reache$'wherrtobl~ such as '' the Great takes' Basin in 1989, A very

-that are-mandfactured and" used rn 
-;--~

permit to Detroit and several other corn- the NPDES are applied properly.largesignificant quantity of toxic chemicals,
quantities at .Kodak's facility..

munties requiring 1); specific actions to more than 415,000 pounds, -were re- The current permit, issued in 1984, was `

leased to water (the Genesee River). supposed to be in effectfor five years. It

V ha n ted: Kee ers o r~o f the snore Kodak Park was ranked fourth as an has takenDEC and Kodak threeyears top industrial discharger oftoxics to water in negotiate the new permit; while Kodak

t by Margaretll. Rader Bay and Lake Michigan in northeast the Great Lakes states (and by far the continues to operate' under the' 1984 i .

Lake Michigan Federation Wisconsin. Over 100 organizations and largest in New York). It was also iden- permit, thus-,making it, in essence,'~an

Earlier this year, the Lake Michigan individuals have signed up for the pro- tified as discharging more known or eight-year permit.

Federation (LMF) launched a new vol- gram this far. Volunteers include schools_ suspected carcinogens than any other It is unacceptable that in`1992 com

unteer program called "Shorekeepers" and church groups, youth organizations industrial facility in the Great Lakes` panes are still allowed to discharge hun

to y nonitor the shores of the lake. and private citizens. states, and far more known or suspected dreds of pounds of chemicais-eacli day

S.461ekeepers adopt a stretch of shore- So far, volunteers have reported pos- carcinogens directly to water than any that are known or suspected of causing '

'line to' observe on a regular, basis for sible illegal filling inwetlands and emp- other facility. cancer and birth defects. The DEC

a problems including pollution discharges tying of bilge into the lake, as well as Things havegottenworse since 1989.1shouldbebannrigpoisonsin the public's

and beachlitter, aswell as natural aspects dune erosion and damage to revetments. Kodak's Rochester facility currently dis- drinking water rather than issuing per .

of the shore. Besides pointing out problems aloe; charges as much as 640,000 pounds of mits for their discharge: - ="

LMF= Executive ;Director Glenda1.
dea

the shore; the program has proven a toxic pollutants into

Daniel. explained:. "The i for valuable tool for environmental educa- the Genesee River
Cif f 8 

Shorekeepers out of a - program tion. Kohl Children's Museum in each year. The
D~}~r~0-✓l` "G

called Lakewatch that some ofour Board Wilmette, Illinois has adopted a beach Citizen's Fund and the

members organized several years ago in alongwith aWilmette Girl Scout troop. Industrial States

Chicago. Similar progra exist along Shari Leyshon, chair of the museum's Policyc5' Center estimate "
some.rivers and sections of the marine
coastline but not around an entire Great

environmental Focus Team, accompa-
nies the girls on their monitoring trips.

that the total quantity
of known, suspected

Lake. Wehopetheprogram can serve as "The girls have been really excited or experimental car-

a model for others in the region." about shorekeeping," she said. "They're cinogens currentlydis-

Lastyear's Great Lakes Beach Sweep developing apersonal connection to their charged by the facility x

pointed out the need forshorelinemon- beach that we hope will turn into a may amount to as

toring. Cleanup workers along Lake, lifelong concern for natural places." much as 189,000 "
Michigan found medical wastes, wild- Eventually the Lake Michigan Fed- pounds per year. They

life strangled by beach litter, and exten- eration will extend the Shorekeepers also estimate that the

sive evidence of combined'- sewer Program to cover all public shoreline in facility presently re-

overflows. Many Shorekeepers became the four states surrounding the lake. leases as much as
219,000 ofinterested in protecting the shore after

in the Beach Sweep and
Workshops will be scheduled around

the lake to train volunteers. If or

pounds
known or suspectedparticipating you
reproductive toxins

_

F witnessing the threats to the lake first- your organization. is interested in
hand. shorekeeping in your community, con- and 248,000 pounds

The first group of Shorekeepers be-

mi onitoring the shoreline this spring

tact Margaret Rader at 312-939-0838,

a with name,

of known or suspected
teratogens. The draft

N 
.

Ou r. tas k, g e nt ie me n, ~s togait or send postcard your
in Illinois and immediately became busy organization (if applicable), address and permit would allow

find that backyard as,far as .documenting this year's unusually large
dieoffs.ofalewives and salmon. Recently .

-phone number to: Lake Michigan Fed-
eration, Shorekeepers, 59 East Van

these amounts to in-
crease dramatically.

"The
possible from our own

'
a group of volunteers started' workinggr. p g Bureri Suite.2215 Chicago, IL 60605.g . impacts of , « 

tibackyard.along.the shores .of the Fox River, Green persistent toxic sub-
stances on the Great
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Detroit Sewage: GoodNews & Bad 
by Mary Ginnebaugh, 
GLU Windsor Office:I>irector, , 

:correct CSc. .discharges, 2) limitations 
ori1he discharge of persistent toxic sub­
~tahces, and. 3) ,increases in .secondary 
treatment capa<;ity. Detroit as well as 
several bther communities contested this 

First, the good n~w~.: The co~blned: 
sewer,ov~hlow problems in the nletro­
politan D'etroit area movedtoward reso-' 
lution in August when the Michigan" ~ ,perm~t, claiming that the requirements, 
Water Resources Commission un~ni- ' were too stringent. 
mously voted to accept th~ modified -, Several environmental organizations, 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimina- including Great Lakes United, National 
tion System (NPDES) permit. Affect- Wildlife Federation and the Michigan 
ing some two dozen southeast Michigan United Conservation Clubs, contested 
communities, the new permit reflects a the permit, claiming that its require-
compromise in a three-year dispute over ments did not aggressively pursue a reso-
CSO problems in the Detroit area. lution of the CSO issue or adequately 

" And now, the bad news. The modi - address toxic substancc:s discharged from 
fications to the highly contested NPDES the treatment plant., 
permit for the DetroitWastewaterTreat- Further complicati.ng the situation, 

"ment Plant do little to eliminate toxic cpetroit and the coun,f,\¥sofOaklandand 
substances, such as PCBs, mercury, and "~~,;Wayne filed federalcburf petitions ask­
heavymetals from being discharged intoing for district court oversight of the 

'theDetroitRiver. Thepermitmodifica- dispute based on its involvement in the 
tions 10~er the daily maximum effluent Detroitpermit dating back to the 1970s. 
limitations for cadmium, copper and In order to sort out the various claims 
lead to be63, 129, and 732 times higher, made by all the parties involved, U.S. 
respectively, than the Michigan Rule 57 District Judge Fikens appointed Dr. 
(2) allowable levels. The permit also Jonathon Bulkley orille University of 
lowers the amount of wet weather flow Michigan as court monitor and instructed 
for which the permittee is required to him to negotiate a settlement. 
provide secondary treatment. , After many months of negotiations 

The Detroit Waste Water Tteat- . conducted concurrent with state admin­

Groups Demand Freeze <)11.' 
K;odak'$ Toxic Discha .. g~s 

i ;. . ): J .. ,' 

by EdCooper, Atlantic States Legal Foun- Lakes-St Lawrence River ecosystem 
dation and Diane Heminway, have been virtually ignored by DECii1 ~ 

, , Citizens Environmental Coalition the development of this draft pernlit/; 
. A freeze on all toxic discharges by said Karen Milrphy,a GLU fieldcoor-

Kodak is what Adantic States Legal dinator. "DEC shouldreqillre KodaJc to 
Foundation, Citizens' Environmental eliminate the use and 'discharge of per'-' 
Coalition and GreatLakes United have sistent toxic substances altogether." 
asked for from the NY Department of The groups recomme~ded that the 
Environmental ' w' DECamendiheper-
Con s e r vat ion mit as f~llows: ' . .-
(DEC). We also 
want DEC to man­
date reductions in 
toxic discharges 
from Kodak's 
Rochester, New 
York. facility, and 
to require that 
Kodak eliminate its 

, ,discharge and use of 
persistent toxic substances within five 
years. 

• Set limits for all 
pollutants autho-:" 
rized ;' to be, 
discharg~cL ' .,. 

-/O-V: 

• Impose an initial'" , 
freezeoneurrentdis- ' 
charges. The"limits 
should tlien be made' 
more stringent" iil 

each successive year to ensur'e that 
Kodak's toxic discb:argesare rec:hiced c' 

significandy over a five:.yeat period.' . - . -. -": 

ment Plant has been identified "as the 
largest point sourc~ of pollutants in the. 
entire Great Lakes Basin. The need to 
control and eliminate the toxic substances 
that are being discharged by the plant is 
obvious: Any progress that can be made 
toward remediating the Detroit River as 
an Area of Concern and the \vestern 
Lake Erie Basin hinges direcdy on what 
is allowed to be discharged th:rough the 

'The draft permit is in direct contra­
diction to the goals of the Clean Water 
Act and the Great Lakes Water ~aiity 
Agreement," said Ed Cooper, legal coun­
sel for Adantic States Legal Foundation. 

istrative proceedings, a settlement was 'We should be moving towards reduc-
reached. The settlement specifies that tions in discharges; this permit would 

• Require Kodak to make a serious 
advance towards achieving the goal, .. 
of zero discharge of persistent toxic, -
pollutants. By the final year of the, 
permiJ, the discharge;~fthesepol- T, ' 
lutants .. shouldn6 longer ,be , 
authorized. 

NPDESprocess.' , " 

eso correction proj ects must be imme- authorize the discharge of morechemi-
diately undertaken by the permittees, cals to the Genesee River." 
al1d demonstration projeCts carried out Kodak's Rochester facility is on~ of 

. to test alternative technologies. Af- the largest polluters in the Gr~at Lakes 
fected communities must also begin to Basin. The Citizen's Fund and the 
address the issue of financing the CSO Industrial States Policy Center, in a re-
remediation projects. The year for final port entitled "Poisoning the Great Lakes: 
control ofCSOs,is set for the 2005. Manufacturers Toxic Chemical Re-
, The Great Lake~ Wate~ sYa~ity leases" (1992), identified the facility as 
Agree~ent call~ for Vlrtual ehml~a~on the second largest source of toxic chemi-

• Develop timetables"indprogr;uns 
for sun~etting the 'use 'of clilorine" 
and chlorine':co'ntaining "con;....: 
pounds~ ", 

. 
• Require regular and frequent moni­

toring for all polhitants authorized 
to be discharged,l\Swc;ll,.~,.fqr a 
)l~be_r of highl}" .toxic.subs,tan,ces." 

i.";;"" 

The permitting battle began in Oc­
tober 1?89,tr~~,p: y?-,e,!1ip?-igap. Water, , 
Resources -:C§mmi~siqii;:isiued i ~new' 
permit to Detroit and several other com­
munitie~ r~quiring 1) specific actions to 

of~erslste_~t0JO.,c~u~st_~rr.~~~~J~s.g~~"" .'. cal,discl;ar~es q 7; IlliW0'.l:,P9;11~~s)into" 
can only De reached When tOlL, such as the Great Lakes Basin in 1989, A very 
the NPDES are apphed-properly. "significant quantity of toxic :chemicals, 

- 'thatare.manUfactured'and'lise~Un ',",~ " 
large quantities at Kodak's facility., 

Wanted: Keepers Of the Shore 
,by MargaretA. Rader Bay and Lake Michigan in northeast 
Lake Michigan Federation Wisconsin. Over 100 organizations and 

Earlier this year, the Lake Michigan individuals have signed up for the pro-
Fed~ration (LMF) laul}<:ll~~!l.e~y'Ql:~' __ gram tNs f~Y oJ~ntel!r_s ing~de ~cbools_ 
unt~'er program called "Shorekeepets" and churCh groups, youth organizations 

more than' 415,000 pounds, ,were re­ The current permit, issued in 1984, was 
supposed to be in·:effect'.~or·five·years. ·~t .. ;.~. 

has taken:DEC and Kodak three years to 
negotiate the new permit; while Kodak 
continues to' operate under the' 198~'j, 
permit, thU:s'making it, inessence;,cin ' 
eight-year permit. ,,"" 

to Ii!nonitor the shores of the lake, . and private citizens. 
" ,,' 'Sfl~rekeepers adopt a stretch of shore-: So far, volunteers have reported pos-

leased to water (th~ Genesee River). 
Kodak Park was ranked fourth as an 
industrial diRcharger of toxics to water in 
the Great Lakes states (and by far the 
largest in New York). It was also iden­
tified as discharging more known or 
suspected carcinogens than any other 
industrial facility in the Great Lakes 
states, and far more known or suspected 
carcinogens directly to water than any 
other facility. 

It is unacceptable 'that in'1992 com- '/' 
panies are still allowed to di~charge hun-A .... !' 

dreds of pounds of chemicakeacl1 d.ay;· ~ 
that are kilown or suspected of causing . " 
cancer and birth defects. The DEC '; [. 

I~ 

~'~:~,i;)ine to' observe on a regular basis 'for' sible illegal filling in wetlands and emp-
problems including pollution discharges . tying of bilge into the lake, as well as 
and beach litter, aswell as natural aspects dune erosion and damage to revetments. 
of~t; s~,9re. '" Besides pointing out problems along 

LMF.i\Executive Director Glenda the shore; the program has proven a' 
Da,~ie1 ,explained: "The idea for valuable tool for environmental educa-
Sh~rekeepeis 'grew out of a program . tion. Kohl Children's Museum in 
called Lakewatch that some orour Board Wilmette, Illinois has adopted a beach 

, members organized several years ago in along with a Wilmette Girl Scout troop, 
Chicago. Similatptogtains exist alorig Shari Leyshon, chair of the museum's 
some rivers and sections of the marine environmental Focus Team, accompa-
coasdine but not around an entire Great nies the girls on their monitoring trips. 
Lake. We hope'the program can serve as "The girls have been really excited 
a model for others in the region." about shorekeeping," she said. 'They're 

Las t year's Great Lakes Beach Sweep developing a personal connection to their 
pointed out the ne'ed forshorelin¢ moni- beach that we hope will turn into a 
toring.Cleanup workers along Lake, lifelong concern for natural places." 
Michigan found medical wastes, wild- Eventually the Lake Michigan Fed-
life strangled by beach litter, and e..'.::ten- eration will extend the Shorekeepers 
si veevidence of combined· sewer Program to cover all public shoreline in 
overflows. Many Shorekeepeisbe?lme the four states surrounding the lake. 
interested in protecting the shore after Workshops will be scheduled around 
participating in the Beach Sweep and' the lake to train volunteers. If you or 

,witnessing the threats to the lake first- your organization, is interested in 
hand.' shorekeeping in your community, con-

The first group ofShorek~epers be- tact Margaret Rader at 312-939-0838, 
gan'inonitoring the sh~reline this spring or send a postcard with your name, 
in Illinois and immediately became busy organization (if applicable), address and 
documenting this year's unusually large phone number to; Lake Michigan Fed-
dieoffsofalewivesandsalmon. Recently eration, Shorekeepers, 59 East Van 
~grl)~pof volunteers started wotkingBureri;Suite2215, Chicago, IL 60605. 
along the shores of the FoX: River, Green 

..:.;-%,'; .. ,.. -.. ""'.' ~ 
" , "-: .... ,. - ~ 

~",:.: .. " J"~" .; 
~;.,.: ," 

Things havegottenworsesince 1989. 
Kodak's Rochester facility currently dis­
charges as much as 640,000 pounds of 
toxic pollutants into 

, shouldbebanniilgpoisonsinthepubliC's " '# 

drinking water rather than i~suing per~: , ' 

the Genesee River 
each year. The 
Citizen's Fund and the 
Industrial States 
Policy Center estimate 
that the total quantity 
of known, suspected 
or experimental car­
cinogens currently dis­
charged by the facility 
may amount to as 
much as 189,000 
pounds per year. They 
also estimate that the 
facility presently re­
leases as much as 
219,000 pounds of 
known or suspected 
reproductive toxins 
and 248,000 pounds 
of known or suspected 
teratogens. The draft 
permit would allow 
these amounts to in­
crease dramatically. 

mits for their discharge: " " ,rr:". 
-,-,.~", 
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.. OUf task, gentlemen, is to" 
find that backyard as.faras 
possible from ourown 
backyard." ' ' 

, 
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"The impacts of. 
persistent toxic sub- ' 
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Lessons of the UN Conference ...
by Jack Manno, and conceptual linkages between, on the
Great Lakes Researrh Consortium and one hand, global and local issues and
Tom Princen, University of Michigan trends, and equally importantly on the

This summerwe attended the United other hand, between ecological under-
Nations Conference on Environment standing and wisdom, and political tar
and Development (UNCED) in Rio de tics and strategies. They must "think
Janeiro, as well the Global Fortsn, the globally and act locally" and also think
parallel events attended by thousands of locally and act globally.
environmental activists from around the Likewise, what GLU does best is to
world. We went to Rio as researchers, demand that every local and regional
developing our ideas about world envi- decision in the basin take account ofthe
ronmental politics and also as represen- basin-wide ecological and political con-
tatives of Great Lakes United's text, and that basin-wide decisions take
International Committee. Along with account of local needs and interests.
GREEN, the Global Rivers Environ- Even more important than the scale of
mental Education Network, we held a action, NGOs perform the essential task
workshop on "Lessons Learned from of translating and redefining ecological
the Great Lakes." Our intention for that insights into political terms. The most
workshop was to draw upon GREEMs important problems in the Great Lakes:
experience with hands-on river-basin toxic chemical pollution, ecological
education and GLUs experience as a instability, proliferation ofinvading spe-
binational coalition devoted to protect- cies, and loss of wetlands and other
ing the Great Lakes. wildlife habitat all result from the aggre-

You ve probably already read about gation of numerous individual actions
Rio: the hope and the disappointment, that appear minor alone but combined
the anticipation and exhilaration, the seriously disrupt the environment.
poverty and the wealth, the military To reverse negative trends in the
seauity and the festival atmosphere, Bush Great Lakes, patterns of life and liveli-
and Mulroney, the posing, and espe- hood will be affected. This is also true of
cially the excitement of witnessing the the set ofglobal problems addressed at
coming together of over 100 heads of Rio: climate change, loss ofbiodiversity,
state, thousands of diplomats, and tens ozone depletion, forest decline. In both
ofthousands ofconcemed world citizens the Great Lakes and globe, top-down
in a stunningly beautiful tropical city. strategies directed by government lead-
We all hoped that, finally, they were ers will not work without widespread
getting staious about the most important consistent efforts at the local and per-
issues facing the people of the Earth. sonal level. Local efforts will mean little

Our research suggests, and GLU has without coordination on a larger scale.
demonstrated that, citizens' coalitions The connections between local and glo-
and other non-governmental organza- bal must be made and sustained. Na-
tions(NGOs) an significantly affect the tional governments seem incapable of
outcome of international politics. doingit bemuse they are simultaneously

Great Lakes United was one of the too big and distant to think locally, and
first environmental NGOs in the world too small and self-interested to act glo-
to build and maintain a broad bally. In addition, they me politically
transnational coalition focused on an resistant to the fundamental changes
international resource—he Great Lakes. implied by an ecological understanding
The logic behind this binationalism is of the crises. The international iastitu-
straightforward. The environmental tions they create, like the United Na-
problems of the Great Lakes know no tions, or even the International Joint
borders and understand no jurisdictions. Commission, often recognize the prob-
As citizens ofthe Great Lakes region, we tern but they are constrained by the
have a right and a responsibility to nations that created them.
organize, speak and be heard on both Thus international organizations look
sides of the border, regardless oftradi- toNGOstoprovide apolitical constim-
tional notions of the sovereignty of na- ency to support the international
tional political authority. GLU asserts organizationsrecommendatiom.Clearly
that the plight of the ecosystem takes the IJC has turned to GLU and others
precedent over the prerogatives of na- for support in recent years. The involve-
tional rulers. When trarisnational NGOs ment ofthousands of NGOs in Rio was
join governments at the table to resolve largely the result of the UNCED
environmental problems, their presence secretariat's need for political support
helps to shift negotiations for what UNCED was
away from traditional na- askinggovernmentstoac-
tional-interest bargaining to complish. From one per-
discussions of cooperative spective it looks like
action onbehalfofthe shared UNCED and the IJC are
environment. coopting citizens organi-

In Rio the lesson was zations for their own pur-
dear: environmental prob- poses, from another
lems arc global in character. perspective it looks ifthey
Furthermore, industrial and f
business interests have long ago shifted
from economic nationalism to interna-
tionalism. Governments in Rio were
struggling with the building blocks of a
global political system. As the necessity
and inevitability of institutions ofglobal
authority emerge, it is the transnational
NGOs who mustmake certainthat such
institutions are environmentally respon-
sible and democratic.

This is no small task. It is, we believe,
the most important political and social
issue of the next century. It is exciting
that GLU is among those leading the
way. We have found that among the
most important things international
NGOs can do is to make the political

are cooperaung or mu-
tual benefit.

The leadership and members ofGLU
and the NGOs at UNCED should
think carefully about their relationship
to international organizations. In the
GreatLakes,iis ahvaysbeena perplex-
ing political dilemma about how much
time and effortto put into IJC activities.
On the one hand, critics dismiss the IJC
because it lacks the authority to enact its
positions or implement its recommen-
dations. On the other hand the IJC
represents the placewhere the Canadian
and U.S. governments act in mutual
cooperation onbehalfofthe interests of
the Great Lakes as a whole. GLU
should, as it has in the past, support a

... and Closer to Home
by Sean Enright, lands in local regions and conduct tours
GLUlnformation Coordinator for media, neighborhood associations,

Nearly 140 individuals from around school groups, environmental groups,
the Great Lakes Basin attended the Si- city planners and PTAs;
errs Club's Great Lakes Ecosystem Pro- • Expand outreach to inner city youth
tection Conference July 17-19, and and to other cultural communities in the
established action plans to protect and Indiana Dunes and other Great Lakes
restore the Lakes.national parks and lakeshores;

"Unlike the Bush administration, • Provide support to indigenous
these Great Lakes citizens did not just peoples for land claims that will increase
talk, they acted," said Brett Hulsey, di- protection of natural resources.
rector, Sierra Club Great Lakes Pro- Ohio Senator John Glenn keynoted
gram. the conference and attacked the then-

Hulsey said participants establishedBush administration for its eleventh-

several binational, regional, and local hour mentality in cleaning up Great
plans to protect and restore wetlands,Lakes pollution.
forests, lakeshores, and parks. Glean also urged the President to
He also said the group established

Great Lakes goals on land use issues,
implement the Great LakesWaterQual-
ity initiative, which would establish uni-

rights for people of color and Native form water quality standards for all eight
Americans, biodiversity levels, human Great Lakes states.
health problems and human population Participants came from all areas of
pressures. the Basin, including: Minneapolis,

These actions plans would require Toronto, Ontonagan, NU; Syracuse, NY;
citizens, industry and government to: the Oneida Nation; Lansing, MI; The
a Develop a project to identify wet- Assembly ofFurst Nations; and Toledo..

Ohio Sen. Jobn Glenn displays poster with Sierra Club i Brett Hulsey at last Ju1y i
Ecosystem Conference in Bowling Green. Ohio.

strong, active IJC, but it also must make Minister jean Charet cited the example of
national and local governments respon- U.S. cooperation in the Great Lakes as a
sivetothe mission and objectives ofthe valuable model for Rio.
Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement, The IJC representative to Rio, Com-
not only in water quality regulations but missioner Gordon Dumil, pointed to
in land-use planning, economic devel- the IJC as a model ofinternational orga-
opment, energy policy, etc nizations. Manyscientists have expressed

Likewise, the documents in Rio can the opinion that the Great Lakes have
play an important role in clearly identi- benefited from extensive long-term sci-
fying the commitments the govern- entific investigations ofecologialprob-
ments have made. AGENDA 21, the lems, their causes and solutions.
broadest and perhaps most substantial We believe that the experience of
of the Rio outcomes, provides a blue- GLU and other citizens groups in the
print for government action on a wide Great Lakes is also an invaluable model.
range of topics. This document can be We can show how others in shared
used to legitimize and strengthen the ecosystems around the world, including
position of NGOs. U.S. and Canadian the shared global commons, can orga-
representatives adopted AGENDA 21. nize across national boundaries and
Along side the Great Lakes Water provide a voice for the natural world and
Quality Agreement, it can be used to those too often left out of diplomatic
reinforce GLUs positions, and perhaps gatherings where the future of the earth
help shape domestic legislation. is decided.

One of the most effective political Coalitions in Canada and the United
moves NGOs can make is to use inter- States are being formed to promote sus-
national agreements as the substance for tainable development and the specific
legislation. When the U.S. Congress outcomes of Rio. It would be valuable
passed the Great Lakes Critical Pro- if Great Lakes United and other Great
grams Act, it committed to Lakes organizations participated. For
imlementation of the terms of the Great more information contact: Jack Manno,
Lakes Water Quality Agreement. The Great Lakes Research Consortium, 214
Canada-Ontario Agreement, and sub- Baker Lab, Syracuse, NY 13210.
sequent provincial legislation can do the
same thing. This is another example of JactMasnouaGLUbmrdssn"berandc&;nour
Great Lakes activists showing the way lntmutim al Cmmnime. v.ticb Ain<m mho sift on.
for effective linkages. Tory ne rat46orati^d m abaf NCO. and World

1. Rio, both then US EPA director En i—enni Pditica

William Redlyand Canada Environment
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Lessons of the UN Conference . . . 
";rJ .. ,1. M"",,o, .... I.,.,~tw.lIinb.g~Ib¢lWten,onthe 
C .... I t..IuJ Ru~....o c. .. »ffi,,"'..... one hand, alobal and \ocal ;,tlleJ and 
To ... Prill"", U"iwnity-!M;u,;glltl mnd., and e<JuaUy impom.ntly on the 

Thillummer~m~edmcUniled otherhlllld,between ecologicalundu-
NltiOlll Confmnce on Environment ltanding and wiJdom, and poIitiea1 be-

lndDevdopmcnt(UNCED) in Rio de riO! and ltr.iltcg;l:I. They mllll "think 
JIlJIeiro , as """II the Global Forum, the globAlly and ~ I~ IDdaho think 
paralld evcnlt ITlcn.lcd by thouurwh of locally and let g1o!>a1Iy. 
cnl'ironmcna.lactiYila&om around the Likewite, wru\ CLU does best it to 
world. We went 10 Rio at ructrdlen. dem.uId riut ~ Joal and regional 
d~loping l)1li' ideal about world cnvi- decilionin die balinw..: lttOUnt aimc 
rOl\JllCfltal.p<>titiaandalsou~n- !m;n-wideecologicsl.ndpoliti...tmn-
UI;vn of G,eat L.ke. United'. Icd.andthatbu.inowidc decilionnu.e 
Intematiorul Comminee. Along with ilCCO\IIlt of local ned. and ;nlCrelU. 

CREEN. me Global Riven Em'iron- Even more impomnl than the K:l!c of 
ma\ta1 Edl.lC*tion Nctwotlt. we htld a aetion.NGO.~ormthcelt4mtiaJwk 

WOI'bhop on "I..ellom Wmcd from oftnra\ning.M .eddiningec:olClgial 
the Gtnt lA.kes."Outintentionforthlt iruightl inlOpolitioltumt. ~most 
""",Johop W1Illod"",upon GREEN'. importllm problem! in meerut I..akes, 
ClCpaieme with kand.-o .. riyu-buin tame ch~ pollution, ecological 
eduation and GLlr. apmencc u a innability,ptolifmtionofinV'1dinglpe-
bin:uiorul rollition devoled 10 protect - ciel, lnd lOll of weUlrnll and other 
ing the Grat Lakct wildlife h.bitat all rewJt fulm theaggn-

You'''C probably.ue.dr read about guion of nUltlCfOUI individual aetionl 
Rill.: the hope and Ibe dilsppo;lI.trncnr, WI .?PC .... .u;IlOt 'llo .... but combi .... d 
the amicipatiOfl and ahilantiorl, the leriouolrcfurupttheenvironmenL 
povt:ny ami the walth, the miliwy Til. reverse ncgalivc ucrxh in the 
ICacityandthefatMIlllmOlphae,8uah Great LaItet, patterN ofllfe and 1iYcli-
and MultoM;y, the pot~, and es~- boodwillbuHeete<l,'Thi.isabolJ1lClI.f 
cially the excitement of ""tnetling the the ICI: of global probleml addrCllM at 
comit!g togethCfo;>f~ 100 hesds II.f Rio:dimatechange,louofbiod.i~iry, 
"ate, tho ..... nd •• r diplomat>, and Ie", o;>zone depl.uon, forat dcclioe. In both 
o;>fthoulamkof<Xll'lCCmCdworldcitizcm me Creat I..Ua and globe, to~ 
in I mwu.ngly beautiful tJ"o?ial cit:'. nntegia diucted by government lead-
We all hoped thai, finally, they wele el'l will DOt work "',thout widespresd 
gertinglCriou .. bounhemostimporunl OODlillent cffom at the local and per-
iUlles (acing the pe<>ple of the Eanh. son.allevd.Loealeffortswillmunlinle 

Our .~tuggUtt, 1M CLUh... withoul .,...,rdin.o.tio .. on • larger lak 
dernoruolr.lted thlt. citi%.Ctll· coilitio;>nI Thcconnea:iOl1lbctwccnlocalandglo-
and other non'govanmcntJJ orgsni..... bill IJMII be mAde and lustained, N.-
tiorll(NGo.)c:anlignifiea.ndyaifecuhe tiona] govemmcntl ICC:Ill ina.plble of 
outClOme ofintctNtionIl politia:, doinril b«swe they .. ef.lJDUlt~ly 

G.at Lakes United .... :11 II.ne of the 100 big .nd di".nr 10 think 1000y, aM 
ftnl erMronm<:nllll NCo. in the" .. o.1d 100lmaU.nd ",]f·inle~ltd 10 lid gIo-
10 b<iiJd ~nd mlintain a o.o~d o:UJy. In addition, they :lte politi.:Jly 
I ... nlnauonal to.!iu()n fO<:llled on an rwttnt to the fundamental changes 
imermtiom.i ref;OIlKe-heGtut Ltktt. implied by an ecoJogic:lJ UnduflioMi"l: 
The logic behind tM binttionali,m i. ofthecri,u. The inlel1lJuon:d Lnltif\.l· 
lIuightfol'Wlld. The envUonmentll tionl they =ltC. likc the Uni.ed N.· 
p.obleml of the G.ell Lakes kn"", no UOIlI, o. even the Inle'llJtiorW JII.im 
borden andu,,,kntan<ino junldietiON. Commill;On, often r«:agni" Ihe plQb· 
A.citizcrnoftheGRaILakctrqpon,w.:: ltm but ther arc constrained by the 
luve a right and I .espolllibility 10 /Utioru that autro than. 
orpniu: . f~ak and be heard en both Thusinttlt'l.1tiona1organiutiom look 
.ides of the border, reprdlell oitrsdi- toNGOlloprovide I po1irietJ Mlllriru· 
lion.lnotionlloithtlowreigntyoflU' cney 10 'lIpporl the inttrnuion.:al 
tiona! political 'IItbOrity. CLU .....,n. orpniz:ation' .. _~ndlllio .... CIQrIy 
!lUI the pliahr of the ""':"pu.ol taka the J}C has rumcd to GLU:and othen 
pRcedent OYer the prerovliVC$ of IU- f01'lupportinre«ntyeut. The inYO!YII=' 
UonalNIen. \VhenUalllnallonalNGO. men! ofthow:an.dsof NCO. in Riow:u 
join govemmentl at the table IQ .esolve largely the .",ull of the UNCEn 
environmenlalprobleml.theirpretenc.e lecretariat'. need for politiallllppon: 

E~:ES) ~·F. IctiononbchalCofthc.haml UNCEDand the iJC iIIe 
ellYironment. eooptingcitiunlorganl-

In Rio the 1"'lIOn wu utlom(orthei.ownp""," 

~= ~~~~:~:~::: ~·.~:;i71~~;~~ 
FurthermQJe,induuritiand Ill: cooperating (or mll-
bllJino:utnter«tJhlvelong1ogGlhiltcd tualbcnefit. 
(fom economic nationililm te intmu· Thelead.cnhipandmembcnofCLU 
lion~li5m. Go..cnmcIlU in Rio ... ere md the Nco. at lINCED .hould 
nrugglina: with the building block. of a think cuefiilly abo!,ir their .elatioNbip 
globa\pol;tic:all,.._an.ruth~"""","ity to illt~mational orlllniulioBl.ln the 
aO.iit)cvitlbilityofinllirutiOllSofg]oln] GfeJ.ll.tke1.il'l alwaysbeen. perplex· 
luthority emage, it il the tranlnatlonai ing politial dilemml about ho" .. much 
NGo.who mustmaUcCilaintlu! luc:h lime~ndcffonloplIl into IJC activitiel. 
irulil1.ltions are envi.'OfImentally .«pon- On the OfIe lund, criTia di,mill Ihe TJC 
.ible1M dernoxntie. becaI.KC ill~dud",authoritylO~lUIo(\itl 

nililnolmallwk. hi.,wcbclievc, poritiol\llorimplunentitl r«ommen· 
the moot impon:anl politic:al and oocio.l datioru. On the other lund the IJC 
i .. "" II.fthe nat century. It il exciting .ep.escnu!hepliKewhaetheC,..,..dian 
th~t CLU iI lmong thOit lm!ng the lnd U.S. govcrnmentl act in mutual 
w:ay. We b.aw.: found lhal among the ~tiononbehalforlbe interettJof 
mosl imponanl thing'l intelnaliorul the G.e~t Lakes U ~ whole. GLU 
NCDs .... n do;> il 10 mili the polirieal ,boold, .. it h .. in the past .• upport • 

. .. and Closer to Home 
IrySt,,~Enri,hr. 
GLU r .. ftt1Mhon C,mlirlllr.. 

Nearlr1.cQindividuaJ.tfomuound. 
the Creo.t Uk.a Buin .tten.dcd the Si­
crnCloo', GreatLaW ECOIplern Pro­
taction Conference. July 17·19, md 
atablishedou:tioo.pl&ruloprolcctand 
leltOfethc Lakes. 

"Unlike the Bush Idminilll':ltion, 
tbCSCGRltLakctcitizoc=ntdidnot,iwt 
talk, theyacted,~llld 8rett Huber,di· 
rector, Sicm CIIlb CrHt Lam Pro­
gnm. 

HllisrywdparticiPlnll"'tlblil hco:l 
--=1 bill1tiOll1!, regiMUl, and 10caI 
placa to p.olett Vld .alOJe wetlandl, 
foresn,]tker.hores,tndparlur, 

Hcalsouidthcgroupelwlilbed 
CrHt Lakes goals on Jand \lie iuun. 
rigbts for people Q{color Ind NatiVl! 
Amuie:ano. biod.iv.:nil)' Icvdo:, t.wnan 
health probleml and hwnan popl!btiQII 
pressumr. 

The.~ aeUOIll plant w()IJ]d req\lirc 
cinuM, indusuy and govounmcnl to: 
• Develop a project to identify wet' 

bnd. in local regia", and condUClIOlln 
{or media, neighborbood usoc:illiont. 
ochoolgroupc,~'=cntalgroupt, 

eityplannenlndPTAt; 
• ExpandOlluo=btoinnucityrouth 

tndtootbcrculrun.icommw:litidinthc 
Indiana Dunes t.nd other Ctcll Lakes 
nstiorul porb Ind Ilhsl>orer, 
• P. O";dE IlIppOrt 10 ;ndillenolll 
~Ia for bnd dairos th.twill inatue 
proto::c:tionofnan.anJ~. 

Ohio Senator John Glam keynoted 
the CIOnferenccand anaclted the then-
8 .. h IIdminUtruion fOl' its ele'fICnth· 
hour mEntaliry in cleaning up Creat 
LaketpoUIIUOfI. 

CleM alto urged the Pretidcnllo 
implcmenttheGreatLaketWataQW­
itylnitiatiw:,whichwouldest3blilhWli· 
form ...... terqualityltandard.fOJrdlCght 
C.eat Lakes lUtes. 

Puticipantl a.me from all artal of 
the 8uiIl. illdudillfl:: Millncapolis. 
TOI'onto.Onlo~,Ml;Syn.cwc,NY; 
the Oneida NaUoo; Laniing. MI; The 
AuemblyofF"nrt NaUoIII; .OOT oledo .. 

O/)i. S",- jNt" Gk"" '"'''':It ;mit,. ",ith SkmI a".i B,m H"IRy.r lim j .. lyi 
EcDf)'f ... m C"'fi""ff '" &",/i"K G"~". Oh .... 

Itrol13.lctive IJC,bllt il'lllom .. tnukc 
nttiotW and local governments Itlpo<'-

• i~etothe II';'oionandoojeetivaofthe 

CrutLakc:tW~te:r~tyAg:r«m""r. 
notonirinWl!tcr q.ulityrcgulatiOl1lbul 
in land·1aCp1tnning, economicdcvtl­
opmenl, enag}' policy, ne. 

U!<ewisc,fMdocumenll i .. Rio"", 
pl'J Illimpomnt rok inckulridcnti· 
fri"8 the wmmitmenll the g<>vetn. 
menu hi..., made. AGENDA 21, the 
broadest and ~fh~p' most ,ubluntial 
of the Rio OUtCOI'llCl. proYides ablue­
print Cor govcmmentadion on a wide 
n~ II.f topi",. Tni. d"""metlr an "" 
lUtd to legitimizoc= and . ltengthen the 
pooition of NGOI. U.S, and Canadian 
Rpr .... mltivar.dopl~d AGENDA21. 
A10tli . ide the Greal Lakes WUCI 
Qlu.Iiry Agtr:ernau, il Ofl be IDCd 10 
leinfOl'ce GLtr.potitiOfll.lnd pcrhlPl 
help .hape oom",tic legid~tion. 

Onc of the mOlt effceti..., political 
II10va NCOI ain uuke ilto 11K inter­
national :agreernentJ u the luhou,,,,,,, for 
lcgil]anon. When the U.S. CongteU 
pilled the G.eat Lakes Critic:al Pro­
g .. rnl Aet. it ~ommilled 10 
iml~mtnutionoflhele.m,oflheCR~t 

i.aktl Watu ~tyAjp"«me:nl. The 
Ca/Udt-OnurioAgreemenl,rndsub­
IcqllcntprovinciallqpIJ.tionc:andothe 
flmCwng.TbltulllIOthelex:amp]eof 
Grcat l.Un Itd'ilb IhowL", the way 
(oreff.(tivelinkai!"' 

In 11. •• , ~.,~ 1/",. US EPA Jiml., 
Wilt ... ,.,R.i/ly."'C._J..£,.";,.."",,,,,1 

Mi"imr jt." Q.w nwi tilt .... mpI • ..r 
U .. t UUI'''''/;'',. j,. lIN Crt.1 i.J,J"" ••• 
.... f""~h "",,It! for Ri~ . 

TheIJC .eprescnwivctQRio. Com· 
millioncr Goldon Durnil. pointed to 
the lJC as l model ofintemalion.al otgl­
niDIiont.Manytc:io:ntiatabaftcxprcucd 
the IIpinion th~1 the G .... t Lakco h.ve. 
beneflled from Q;t<N1ve 101'I6-tc:rm.a­
entilieinvutigatiONof «ologi<al prob­
Imu, their OUICI ~nd IOllInolll. 

We bd.e.-e mit the expericoa: of 
CLUandothucitiWlfi g100psin the 
ClUt Laket it allO 1Il in'llluabic model. 
\Ve """ ,,,-, how othen in .h~ 
eeotyllerno uo.wl the _Id, ind!1ding 
tbeshlUedslobol WIIIIDOf1I,""'Oop' 
niu &a0l1 nationtl boundaries IIld 
providelYOiceforthenarun.iwotldo.nd 
those too often left OUI of diplomatic 
g:llhcringt .... hete the fuMe of the earth 
itdccidcd. 

COrlitiolllin Clnad.andtbe United 
SUtesucbcing{ormedtll.ptomOtcIUf­
wrublc devclopmentand thelpec:i6c 
OIItCOfl'oC$Or Rio. hwouldbcva1uable 
ifG.e,n LaJr.tI United IlId II.mu G.eolt 
Lalto:s o.pniuri ..... putic:ipated. For 
mort infom'lluon wntJet, JadtMonno, 
GrClt l..akc. RaearmColllOrUwn, 214 
Baker Lab, Sync.ase. NY 13210. 

P<A ,Il_ • • GLUHMJ ............ _ 

I~c....-........ p,;.". ..... ... 
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A Lake Erie Alliance Finally Forms and to publish
The Erie 

Coonnttiontrarterlynewsletter

by Mary Ginnebaugh The Alliance is now looking for a

GLU Windsor Office Director cate with one another and develop strat- mental integrity ofthe watershed. Some hill-time coordinator (see adjoining ad).

Twentyyears after conditions in Lake eghes for joint action. ofthe priority issues that werc identified The Gund grant will also be used to

Erie led to predictions ofits "death ,"the Organizationalmeetings held inboth include industrial and agricultural con- mount a citizens campaign in the Basin

lake finally has an advocate of its very Canada and the United States over a tamination, Lakewide Management in order to develop a citizen's version of

own: the Lake Erie Alliance. period of seven months, culminating in Plan, coastal erosion and sediment run-

The condition of Lake Erie was an a meeting this January in Windsor, fi- off, RAPs and natural area protection.
a Lake Erie Lakewide Management

Plan.

important impetus in the organization n ally resulted in the formationofa mis- To ensure that the alliance has re- Ifyouwant tobecome involved in the

of the first Earth Day in 1970, and in sion statement and organizational goals: sources sufficient to fulfill its mission, Alliance or learn more about it, contact

focusing public attention on the envi- the Lake Erie Alliance will coordinate GLU helped find available grant money, Cheryl Wolfe, do Friends of the Black

rotunental problems ofthe Great Lakes and facilitate a binational network for which was provided by the Gund Foun- River, P.O. Box 838, Elyria, Ohio,

Basin as a whole. Basin eutrophication, communication among the nongovem- dation, and has offeredto act as the fiscal 44035, 216-322-4187, or the GLU

bacterial contamination, and toxic sub- mental organizations within the Lake agent for the organization. The Gund Windsor office at P.O. Box548, Station

stances threatening fish and wildlife all Erie Basin, and identify and address grantprovides the money needed to staff A, Windsor, Ontario, N9A 6M6,519-

first gained wide public acknowledg- common issues that impact the environ- offices in Canada and the United States 255-7141.

ment in the context of Lake Erie.
Yet despite the lake's role in focusing

attention on the Great Lakes, it has
remained in the shadow ofits big sisters.
The Lake Erie Alliance should change
all that. A network of environmental,
labor and local community groups from

across the Lake Erie watershed, the group
was formed to help organizations con-

cemed with Lake Erie issues communi-

• 

— 

•

Environmental
Coordinator
Lake Erie Alliance

For more information, contact
Cheryl Wolfe
P.O. Box 838,

Elyria, Ohio 44035
by March I5, 1993

Did You Know This About Lake Erie? a
Ar rymoarr.estyatr S., a..aas tvanr

.!„rssemtua...errrr ~' "sr.:sre,rargo.p~

d Onrar,,, uw,L, A. rion ~,'r~~rn rr"wL,.0 
G fI }a ~^i flWfW

0

tA'orld1 AirM,,.rHy
p3ft1 

.New York

!."rice rorn{uorNY loren,Jie,ha"". Mrnewerr~i,nw

B

lake s<<7a;r 
,prrfmrdpm,vulalnwal4'ar/a vs rrryA"yrr.et

lkuai, tpM,iranv
O

p t~~a,L„r Larga„porofuM,

1 ofrHCr,ur laM r(araYayAer

Mich$ n
r'rerurb43.e.aar n.,,a,t p—.rtrBanw y

~ r,.a,rraA., t: a,rar mup,.a,n Us 4
rert lame onry aaea.,ai o e-.” ra ae,,.,/.
Para "a inA,Err ,/•m qrf to-,"

M.-hfi.,i4o/fa rant N'affryrrvpiml ofrH umlA efwaf ll"l pnu.'r plan, .eh

rarno QRAlr,rer.l,raorlw~,w,n,w,rpornr Pennsvlrania

rn [u.Ma r,mi,AofUvaae~j

O 
(:IrvrUnA

f. rq,(oin

Oho

A Spill a Day Keeps the Clean Water Away
by Tim Bristol, GLUvolunreer benzene contamination. Superior, Wisconsin. townhall.TlaeSierraClubandtheLake

The word "chemical spill" usually 
NemadjiRiverSpill

The slick oftoxinsfloweddownrivcr Superior Greens have called on Rep.
conjures up images of fouled beaches

and dead wildlife in beautiful Prince In the United States, local and national

and out into Lake Superior, leaving dead

fish and birds in its wake and necessitat-

David Obey and Sen. Herb Kohl to

investigate the incident. '

William Sound, the Shetland Islands or environmental groups have called for a ing the evacuation of 50,000 area resi- Brett Hulsey, director of the Sierra
hellfire visions from the Persian Gulf congressional probe of the state and dents. The Milwaukee Sentinelreported Club Great Lakes Program, said the
War. But there's no need to go trotting federal government's spill preparedness that a lack of protective clothing kept Environmental Protection Agency and
around the globe to find examples of after a rail car tipped over last June, crews from cleaning the spill. the Wisconsin Department of Natural
these avoidable abuses of our precious spilling 20,000 gallons of benzene When state assembly members met Resources are usingthepeopleandwild-
water resources. Thousands of spills dicyclopentadiene into the Nemadji in August to discuss clean-up proce- life oftheLake Superior regionas"guinea
occur right here on the Great Lakes River, a Lake Superior tributary near dures, community members packed the pigs" to determine long-term effects of

every year. dicydopentadiene, a known carcinogen.
According to Spills Action Centre, A new federal regulation calls for

run by the Ontario Ministry of the En- Workshop Reveals « ))Deep Secrets appropriation of Great Lakes funds for
vironment, there were 5,686 reported thepwchaseofsuits and other dcan-up
environmental spills and another 5,419
violations of discharge permit allow- by Sean Enright, GLU interviews, discussed innovative ways to

equipment but the Bush administration

stalled the laws implementation.
antes in 1990 alone in Ontario. Over An anonymous source code-named use the electronic media (including the Jan Conley, co-chair of the Lake
one-thirdofthesespillsoccurredinwater. "Deep Float" has leaked information to basics of producing radio and television Superior Greens, said spills can only be
There is no comprehensive information Great Lakes environmentalists that

on spills on the U.S. side of the border. proves what we've known all along: there

spots), and guided participants ondevel-
oping effective overall press strategies.

eliminated by going to the source: ban-

Ping all toxic use, production and trans-
The Great Lakes-related water fea- has been a massive, high-level govem- "I think everyone came away better port throughout the GrwtLakes region.

tures hit hardest according to the report ment cover-up of Basin pollution prob- equipped to deal with the media, and Other spill news includes two
were Lake Ontario, with 111 reported lems. better able to get positive media cover- St.Lawrence Rivercompanieswhowere
spills, the St. Clair River, with 73 spills, Well, sort of. "Deep Float" revealed age," said Karen Murphy, a GLU field fined $45,000 for a spill of2 1,000 litres

the St. Lawrence River, 67 spills, and the "secret information" to participants coordinator who helped organize the ofnitric add, and a$38,000fineforWeil

Lake Erie, 26 spills, of a weekend media training workshop event. The workshop was funded by the Food Processing, who spilled ammonia
sponsored by Great Lakes United and

Sarnia Hot Spot conducted by the Safe Energy Commu-

Gund Foundation and Great Lakes Pro-
tection Fund. Scholarships for travel

and phosphorus into a tributary to the

north shore of Lake Erie, killing 80,000

One of the agency's areas of high con- nimtion Council (SECC). In one of and accommodations were provided by fish.
cemisSarnia's"Chemical Valley" on the many intensive but fun-filled exercises the Environmental Support Center.

St. Clair River. It is the site of550 spills held in the Center of Renewal at Stella SECC is a nonprofit coalition of —~

in the last six years. With a long-term Niagara, New York, participants devel- national environmental organizations Hold your next retreat at the

goal ofno spills into the river, some area oped strategies for handling important

indusrrieshavealreadybeen slapped with news sources and use important new
founded to help environmentalists

counter expensive media campaigns by CENTER OF
governmental restrictions while other environmental information; then par- the energy industry. SECC conducts RENEWAL
companies have implemented plans on a ticipant subgroups presented mock on- workshops and promotes safe energy

located at Stella Niagara
voluntary basis. camera press conferences to each other, options around the country. alongthe banks of the Niagara River

The new get-tough attitude was evi- SECC's Chris Nichols and Scott

dent when an Ontario court recently Denman also explained how to write
SECC an be reached at 1717 Mas-

sachusetts Ave. NW #LL215, Wash-
near Niagara Falls

FORINFORMATION, rAL17167517376

ordered the Dow Chemical company to effective press releases and conduct good ington, D.C. 20036, 202-483-8491.

The Greollokes United -- foil/Winler 1993

A Lake Erie Alliance Finally Forms Ind to publilh die q\Wterly newslener 
Tbt Ern (Amu,ti,,.. 

The Alliantt dnowlooking (or . 

fulI-timeCOOC"dilU.tor(ue.adjoini,",ad). 
The Gllnei SJVII will Ibo be wed [0 

mountl citi%cn'tamp. in !he Buin 
in order to d~lop I citiwa·. venionof 
I Lab: Eric Laltewid~ ~ment 

Phn. 

Jo,M"ryGi""'N/Ifb 
Cl.U Wi"is~r OJFu Dinrtcr 

Twent,.yeantfterrondilioruin We 
Erie led 10 predictions ofiu ·death,~ the 
Wtc fuWly hu an advocate of itt 'Rry 
own: the Lake Eric Allianee. 

Clt~withoneaoother:r.nddewclopllJ'lr­

~ ... r<lfjoinfaawn. 
Organiu.,wl\.llmccringlhddinbolh 

C.ru.cb. I nd the United Stata <>Va" a 
period or seven monlh~, OJIminati,", in 
a muting thil JlnU&l)' in Windsor, fi­
nally rctultro in !he fcmmtio n or a mil' 
.l<»l ltatcmenl and organi2.ation2l goals: 
lhe L)ke Erie Alliance wiU o»«dinal~ 

coomlllniClllionamongthe nDn3~­

memtl orga.niutions within the l...au 
Erie Buin. and .ckntifr Ind Iddreu 

memal im~ityofth.WlIt.n;hed. S<.>me 
of Ihe prioriI)' iUII'" Ihll werc identified 
indud. indUltrW and agriculn.anl wn­
tamination. Lt~de MtnaSemenl 
Plln. C:OUlal CfOIion IlQd cedimenlNn-
o ff. RAP, Ind IU.lW':II. vea protection. 

To eruwe ilia! the alIitr= hu re-
The condition of Lake Eric wu an 

imporuJ\I impmll in me org:miution 
of!},,; finl Earth DIY in 1970. and in 
focul ing public attention on the (n";­
roMlenul problenu of the Creu Lakes 
Buin as a whole. B.un eutrophication. 
bIClcrillronuminali(Kl,andlonesub· 
, t:J.nca Ihrc~lenin.g fish and wildlife all 
lint gained wide public ad:n<>Wblg- oDnullon ;"uc:uhllimpICllhemvilon-

1000cet mfficient to fulfill it! million, 
GLUhclpedfind..V1iI.blegrmtmoney, 
which wu provided by lh. Gund Foun­
dalion,lndhlofferedloilCfuthefiKllI 
agent ror the organlu.tion. Th e Gund 
gntmprovides the money needed 10 1liff 
offices in Ca""dll1ld the United Sta la 

Ifyouwantlobcconxinv-cmedinthe 
Alliu .... e or 1..m more about iI, conoct 
Cheryl \Volfe,do Fricnda oflhe Blade 
RiVe>", P.O. 8m:- 838, Elyria, Ohio, 
«OJS, 216-322-4187. or the GLU 
Windwr Oflii;Cl! P.O. BcD:S48, Station 
A, Wmdsor,Ootuio, N9A6M6,51~-
2S5-71U 

mcntinthe ~lcxtor lA.ke Eri c. , -------------- ------------, 
Yetdapitc the lrn'lrolcinfocusi~ 

UlCr'ltiOfl on the Cl'C:lIl L:lkCl, il bl! 
.errWned inthc,hldowofi~biglilten. 
The Lake Erie AlIi&!K'e , bould du ng" 
allthll. A Ilcrwork ofcn";ronrnent:al. 
boo, and local community group' f.om 
aa"O$Ithcwt Erie .... ·:t\mhcd,the~ 
WlS formed 10 help G<gUIiutions COn­

«medwirh Lake Erie iJl~ communi-

Lake Erie A lliance 

For more information, cona.(t 

Ch.-yfWoIfe 
P.O. b 8l a, 

Elyria, Ohio ~401S 
byMarm I5.1991 

Did You Know This About Lake Erie? I 
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A Spill a Day Keeps the Clean Water Away 
6y Ti", 8ri1l41. CLU 110/''''1''' 

1be _d ~ch.m:iClI .pill" uo ... ..uy 
conjllre3 lip im.~ o f fouled bc.eha 
and dead wildlife In bclllliful Prince 
\ Vtlliam SoIInd. theSh~dand J.land.or 
hellfire: vili"nl !'ronllhe rCflim Gulf 
\VI<. Bill there', no """II t"got~ottill8 
around the globe 10 fIDd CXllmpla of 
Ihele . voidable abuses of ow pm:iQU$ 
W1Iter ~CIOW"tCI. Thoound, of Ipilll 

o«w right here on rhe Grat J....k .. 
t:YCryyut. 

AQ;Ording 10 Spilll Action Centse, 
nm by the Onurio Mini11ly ofth. E n· 
vifo nmem, therc were 5,686 r.p"II:J 
.nvironmernal'pilh and anolhcr S,419 
viol.tion, of di,,:lurgc permir allow­
Inca in 1m .Ione in Omano. Q,.",r 
onc- thinlofthCK'pilll<>CeUrreIlinWlltel. 
111C'·C;1 oowmprehelllivc i,,(ollll-Oltion 
on.pill. on the U.S. tide of the bOlda. 

11M: Crat L.k .. -rc!,'cd wll~r fa­
tur .. hit hardeJlaccording 10 Iher~on 
were Lake Ontal;o. wilh I I I repomd 
Ipill.,theSI.Clair Rjv.,-,wilh 731pil1o, 
the 51. Lawrence River. 67 Ipilli. and 
Wke Eri~, 26 . pill •. 

Stu"ni.HoI Sp<>1 

Oneoflh •• g.""1"I ..... ofhigh.-on­
cemi,Samil'I-Chemical Valley" on Ihe 
St.C!airRlver. l tilthtsilcofSSOlpilh 
in the lall la yun. Wilh, long- ferm 
god of no fpilll intO Ihe river .Iome :on:. 
mdumiclh • ..,alr""dybr.enslappcdwilh 
governmcnral I"GlneUon. while other 
comp.nicshtvcimplementedp!an'<m. 
voh.lll~tulil. 

The new get-tough lttitude Wali evi­
dent when an Ontario coon recently 
ordeled Ihe Dow ChemiaJ camp.nylo 

NeOllldj'Ri~tSpili 

IntheUnikdSt:l1a,loc:tIandrut:ontl 

environrncmtl S""'P' ha.ve tlIUed for I 
COnIVe .. ional probe: of the .ta le .ud 
fed-to'! go_anment' •• pill preparedne .. 
.fia a n..il. car tippc:d 0'""" lUI June, 
,pilling 20,000 gallOtU of uenune 
diqdopcnudi.n. iOl" the Nemadji 
River , • \..a.kc Superior tril>\lwy neu 

SUperiOl, .... 'iKOouin. 
TI.e .lid< of t.wlU f1QWCd dowu.iycr 

andoulintQLakes....perior.1QviJljj;dcad 
f .. htndbinl!iniflW1lkeandncoell;ut­

ing Ihe CVJCUltion of SO.OOO =a ra;­
deuti. n\eM,·'-u~ .. S.,,'i..dreported 
thai. l.de. o( pr<>l.ctive dOlhing kepI 
ore .... from d"an;ug the 'pill. 

\Vlmll-l~ te ."(muly m"Dlbert mel 
in Augull 10 di. cu. .. dun-up prace­
dUlel. (Ommunity mcmbal ploCked the 

Wo rkshop Reveals "Deep" Secrets 
", $e,,~ £~";Khl, CLU 

An. ""'n)""Out ..,urce rode- named 
·D~ep F100.r- h ... lcaltcd iniQrnution 10 
Great L.ke. environmentali. t. thLI 
prOVdwh:l.Iw<:'""ltn.ownolluong:therc 
h .. bc<n a mutivc.lUgh-lcvd go"Ull­
menr <XIvcr-up of B ... in polllltiOn pr<>l>­
len'l. 

\Vcll."rlor."Dc~F1 ... t" r .... calcd 
lh" ~I=~' informati",,~ to participant. 
of a ~ekcod medii training workshop 
lpoouo«d by Greal Uk .. Uni.ed .nd 
"ondu<;led by the Sue Ene'lY Commu­
",ari"" Coww:il (SECC). In one of 
m.nyirncn.i"""'-nr....n-f.JledelCera ... 
neld in the Center Df Rrnewal at Stclla 
Niagat:ll, New York. participantJ d""",I­
"pcd .tralogic. ('" hlndli~ important 
new-s SOUrce. u-.d life impomm new 
.n";ronmenral information; th.n par­
,lapan! lubgrouP' PrQented mod on­
ame ... prcw con(erencea loeach olha. 

SECC. Chna Nichol. and Sc()O{I 
Denm.ln aho explained how 10 write 
cfTcci ... pretsrelcaoctlndconduclSood 

intcrviewi,di.Kllucdinnovative Wll)"l to 
..... th. tl~<tr<>niem(di.(iftdudi"8the 
buies o( producing ... dio and Ic!o:vi.ion 
.p<>u)"ndpdcdparticipanll<>O.dcvel­
opingeffed""overt.llpr ..... tNlcglea. 

"I think ev~ryoneC&n"lC owarbc:UCl" 
cqWpped '0 dca]...;th the rnedi •• and 
bemr able 10~' po.inve media COVQ""­

age: lI,d Karen Murphy,. G LU field 
COQIdilU'o' who helped o.gaQ:E.e tho 
e\·enl. Thcwoduhopw.ulUndedbytho 
Glln.! FounduionandGN:ul.Uet Pro­
lection Fllnd. Scholanhipo f.,.. m""l 
ancl.""on,rnodlriona """eprovided bT 
,he Env"onmen<tl SlIppm Cen.e,. 

SECC il a n.>nprofil coalition o( 
IUt;on:r.\ environ"",nul organiUtlOIll 
fOllnded 10 help environmentalim 
coun'crCXJ>"nlive medlleampaignt by 
the energy indllltt),. SECC conduat 
WOI"Qhop. Ind prOmolQ ,.fe energy 
oprion. around the collnuy. 

SECC ean be reached ,I I i l 7 Mat­
•• chuoelU A ..... N\V McLLlI5. \Vuh· 
ington, D.C. 20036, .202~83 -8491. 

lownhall. TheSiemoClllbaodtheLake 
Supc:r;Of G'ena have called Oil Rep. 
David Obq aDd Sen. Herb Kohl lo 
i~tiaaretbocincidoUlt. I 

BN:ll HulIq, dir«lW of the Sierra 
ClubG..,.tl...aJr. .. ~m,.aidth. 

Environmcm.a.l Prolcction ~ncy ,..,d 
the \VlKO(l:fin Dcpuunent ofN.,,,,"! 
Rewufl.u """ .... "l!:th.pcoplcaod wild­
li(eofllteLakeSupaiol l~lIJ"su.if\Cll 
pigs-lodelcnninc!ong-Icrmeffccliof 
dicyd"P"n~,lknownc=ci""8"n. 

A nrw fedcnU resulati"" .,an. f<J( 
apprvprUliunO{Crcal LakcI{"",bf<J( 
li ... l""ch ..... of.uilland other clQn-up 
e<juipm.m but the Bush . dminiwation 
l talled th.I.....'. implementation. 

Jln Conlcj-. co-dW< of the Lake 
Superior Creen. , .aid . piU. an "nly 1Jc 
diminatcdb,.-s<>inI!tothcllOUra , b:l.n­
ningolltoxiellle.prodocUonil-.dlnlU­
pon thruugboulwe G ,atLda reg1""-

Othu .pill newa incllldcl Iwo 
SLL...wr" .. C"' Ri"<'= eGI1lpanic:o who""",,,e 
fin.,.) 145,000 (or lipill 0(21,000 lilr.,. 
ofaitricaci.d.and. S38,OOOlinc forWei1 
Food Proceu;ng, '"'0 .pitled anunoni. 
and pholphoru. iOlo I tribulal}' 10 the 
north .hor. of Lake. Erie, killing 80.000 
fllh. 
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Come to Beautiful Kingston for,t
k: - LU Annual Meeting

On "May47; 8and 9, 1993, -Great eludes Kingston Mayor Helen Cooper,
Lakes United will hold its 11th Annual Glenda Daniel of the Lake Michigan
General Meeting ̀ on the"grounds of Federation, Sally Lerner, Maxine
Queen's University in the beautiful..St. Caldwell, Mark Richy, Michelle
Lawrence River. city of Kingston*bn- Sworenchukand other distinguished gov-
tario. Tlie thee of this year's meeting

+"Acting
emment, environmental and citizen lead-

is for yHealthy Communitie's." ers. Six GLU taskforces will focus on-' 
`Registration begins on Friday after- important policy resolutions for Sun-

noon and participants.will-havethe4op-days general membership Meeting.
portunity to.get together and share ideas GLU will be reserving blocks of
at the ,evening's reception.rooms atQueen's University as well as at

Saturday's agenda includes panel dis- local hotels. Information on hotel reser-
cussions on-the theme of this year's vations can be obtained by calling or
meeting. Speakers will talk on environ- 

e

'writing the GLU office.
mental stress in the inner cities, Native_ Registration will cost $40 and there
People in the inner city, grassroots stew- ' will be a'$10 late fee for participants who
ardship and a variety of other iopics. do not meet the April 23rd registration

Saturday will be topped off with a deadline. Registration information will
banquet at the General Wolfe Hotel on be mailed to GLU members and others,
Wolfe Island, a short ferry ride from the and should be arriving very soon. So
University, where, GLU will present its mark down May 7, 8 and 9 on your
annual awards and speakers will talk on calendar now. We look forward to see-
the Health of the Great Lake's cities and ing you and working with you at another
commuruties. -- productive and exciting Great Lakes

They list. of speakers has. not been "United Annual Meeting along the shores
finalized, but the -preliminary list in-of the beautiful St. Lawrence!

11903 Elftc*,foszs

President, Vice President; Secretary,
_,_:.U.S.-and-Canadian Treasurers,
Regional Directors for Lake Huron,

Lake Superior ani the St. Lawrence. River, and
2 Canadian and 4 U.S. At-Large Directors

3ER3r- ,a
SAY ViHAZ"?
All nominees must be members of a member organization. Please send the names of
suggested nominees, their addresses and their member groups by March 1, 1993, to
Glenda Daniel, Lake Michigan Federation, 59 E. Van Buren #2215, Chicago, IL
60605, or far nominations to 312-939-2708.

_ . Fo(l/Wn1er

-GLU Publishes Two New Books,
Want to read about how a GLU board chosen, and a blow by blow narrative on
member, caused an international inci- the first decade of the coalition that .
dent when he carried GLU tee-shirts Great Lakes citizens created.
across the Canadianborder? Orthe"real" All this is celebrated in "Ten Years of
story about the role of the (in)famous Action... Ten Years ofAchievement:A
'60s radical Abbie Hoffman played in Celebration of Great Lakes United," a
the co-founding of GLU? Or why Lake 40-page book packed with early photos,
Superior is not the biggest Great Lake? stories, facts, newspaper articles, songs
Or which lake means "Lake of the and cartoons.
Shaggy-Haired Tribe"? ONLY LIMITED COPIES ARE

If these tidbits get your curiosity, you AVAILABLE. To orderyourcopy, write
maywant to read the rest of the fascinat- to GLU, Cassety Hall, 1300 Elmwood ,
ing story about the early years of GLU, Av., Buffalo, NY 14222. Suggested do-
our first victory, how our name was nation is $8.00 plus $2.00 postage. }

Announcing the Guide to Pollution Pre-
vention in Your Community, possibly the
definitive reference for community mem-
bers wishing to do something about local
pollution problems in
both Canada or the
United States. Discussed
at length in the 128-page
8"x11" book:
• Pollution prevention
as a philosophy ofenvir-
onmental protection dis-
tinct from traditional
pollution control.

Getting all kinds
comprehensive informa-
tion on local pollution
problems and specific
polluters.

Organizing your
community to pressure industryand gov-
ernment to take needed environmental
protection measures; included are every-

thing from how to go doorknocking to " -
howto conduct a professional press con-
ference
• Pollution prevention success stories

implementedbyindus-
try, local government;
and sewage treatment -
plants
• Eighteen appendi-
ces, including lists of
regulated chemicals, .
sample pollution re-
porting forms, meth-
ods of assessing the '--
pollutingandpollution- -
prevention activities 'of x'
industrial facilities, and
requests.:afor' govern-
ment information.''.

The guide was
funded by the Great Lakes. Protection
Fund. For a copy send. GLU $2.00 for
postage.

State Election 
lZesults Were 

Mixed

continued from page I

Vanderjact lost in the primary,
Minnesota's Vin Weber was beaten by
David Minge, an environmental friend;
Michigan's Bob Davis was defeated by
moderate Bart Stupak, (who represents
Michigan's upper peninsula, the only
U.S. district that touches three Great
Lakes); Michigan's dismal Don Ritter
was replaced by Paul McHale, a Sierra
Club endorsee. Several well-known
Great Lakes friends were reelected:
Ohio's Marcy Kaptur and Louis Stokes;
Minnesota's Jim Oberstar.

Onthe downside, manygood friends
retired: Buffalo, NY's Henry Nowak
(replaced by Jack Quinn, an unknown
moderate Republican); Michigan's Den-
nis Hertel and Howard Wolpe; Ohio's
Dennis Eckart. Major disappoint-
ments include the defeat of long-time
friends: Pennsylvania's Peter Kostmayer
(replaced by moderate Republican Jim.
Greenwood); Indiana's Jim Jontz (de-
feated" by Steve Baier with strong sup-
port of anti-environment forces); and
Minnesota's Jerry Sikorski (beaten by an
unknown Rod Grams). In Ohio, Doug
Applegate, who has a "lousy" record, got
on the House Committee that deals
with the C1eanWater Act. The appoint-
ment of Wisconsin Congressman Les
Aspin, who: had a mediocre record, to
Clinton's Secretary of Defense, left a
vacancy to be filled by special election.

The storywas very mixed in the state
races. Moderate supporter Indiana Gov-
ernor Evan Bayh was reelected. There
were similar trends in the State Houses
of Indiana and two other states, Michi-
gan and Ohio: the loss of two major
environmental supporters in each. state.
Twogood Indiana Senate friends, one of
them Betty Good of South Bend, lost to
unfavourable -candidates. Republicans
expanded their majority in the Indiana
Senate, while Democrats gained in the
House. In Michigan, two environmen-

tal friends lost; but most candidates en
dorsed by the Sierra Club won. In Ohio,
Senator Henry of Youngstown, the Re-
publicanwith the best voting record; was
defeated while another Great Lakes
friend, Eric Fingerhut, retired from his
seat (to run successfully for Congress)"
and was replaced by someone with an
unclear environmental stance. • .,:.

Othernews in Ohio: with Fngerhues
move to Congress, there is no environ
mental champion in the State Senate any
more. However, long-time powerful
Speaker of the House, Vern Riffe, an
environmental foe, was considerably
weakened in strength.
Two state houses. -- Michigan and

Pennsylvania -- became tie with each
party holding anequal proportion. Penn-
sylvania Senate's even split has an inter-
esting story. A Pittsburgh Republican "
State Senator ran as a Democrat for
Congress but lost. His fellow Republi`
cans punished him by literally moving
his district across the.state and thus he no`
longer has his original voter base (and
can't reside in his own district). He then
got even by switching to the Democratic
Party, ending the Republicans majority'
and creating a tie.

Little change occurred inMinnesota's'
Legislature,whichthe SierraClub's Keith
Bellairs says is very good since his state's
voters continued the- trend of 'electing .-
solid environmentalists. In Illinois, the
Senate became Republican-dorininated
for the first time. One disappointment
was the • defeat of a strong ally, ;John
Matijevich, from Lake County: It is
uncertain what his replacement is like.. y
However, most Sierra Club-endorsed;;
Illinois state legislators won. In. New.
York, there were no surprises, since the
return rate was 90 percent. One notable
improvement was that one major envi-
ronmental committee positionwas taken; .v;.
by an ally, Richard Brodsky.
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. ii[i,Cometo -Beq,utiful Kingston for 
<~~~t;L,UAnnu'~Z.,Meeting 

", "'::~n~MiY2;:,(and_ 9,1993, 'Greatcludes Kingston Mayor Helen Cooper, 
"'Lakes Uruted will hold its 11th Anillial ' Glenda Daniel ofthe Lake Michigan 

? General 'Meeting "~ii 'tIle' grolmds of Federation, Sally Lerner, Maxine 
"Q,yeehis (jniv~~~ity in'the beautifuLSt. Caldweil, M~lrk Richy, Michelle 
,Lawrence Rive!. city ofKings~ori' On- 'Sworenchukand other distinguished gov-
'~tano'.' The theme' ot this year's meeting ernment, environmental and citizen lead-

.. 'i~' ';Aciing fo~ -HealthY' Coirimu~ties." ers. Six GLU taskforces will focus on 
, "'Rebs'tratiori begin~ o~ Friday ;fter- important policy resolutions for Sun-
,n~on a~d participaritsWi~'have·the op- days general membership Meeting. 

,'portUilltyto.&~ttogethei~~dsh~e~deas 'GLU will be reserving blocks of 
'::',at the,evenings reception~'. ;~f· , rooms atQ!een's University as well as at 

\, 

, SatUrdays agenda includes p:meldis- lo~ hotels. Information on hotel reser-
cussions 01) the theme of this y~ar' s' -, vations ~an be obtained by calling or 
meeting. Spe3J<.erswill talkon~nViron-,-' ~ting the GLU office. 
mental stress in the inner cities, Native Registration will cost $40 and there 
People i~ the inner city, grassroots s.t~- \ will be a$10 late fee fo~participants who 
ardship and a varietY of other topics. do not meet the April 23rd registration 
: Saturday will be topped off with a deadline. Registration information will 
banquefat the General Wolfe Hotel on be mailed to GLU members and others, 
WolfeIsland, a short ferry ride from the and should be arriving very soon. So 
Uci~~rsity, whereGLU will present its mark down May 7, 8 and 9 on your 
annual awards and-~p'"eake;swill talkol). calendar now. We look forward to see-
the H~a1th of the Great Lake's cities and. ingyou and working with you at another 
communities. , -,":' ~" ,." .' productive and exciting Great Lakes 
'.:Ttle_list~fspe~ers has not bee~ , United Annual Meeting alongthe shores 
finalized, but the -preliminary list in-of the beautiful St. Lawrence! 

WANTED DEAD OR ALIVE 
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GLVB04R,D 
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:£orGreaii, Lakes "IJ':ni:tecl.'s 
, -, ,;; 1993 Elec'tioD.s 

President, Vice President~ Secretary, 
.. _~ __ U.S."and ,Canadian Tre'~surers, 

RegioJlal Di~ectors for Lak~ ~11!0n, 
Lake Superior ~na the St. L~wrence River, and ~, 

2 C~nadian and 4 U.S. At-Large Directors 
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All nominees must be members of a member organiZation. Please send the names of 
"suggested nominees, their addresses and their member groups by March 1, 1993, to 

"Glenda Daniel, LaXe Michigan Federation, 59 E. Van Buren #2215, Chicago, IL 
60605,or fax nominations to 312-939-2708.' - .. . 
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GLU Publishes Two New Books 
Want to read about how a GLU board 
member caused an international inci­
dent when he carried GLU tee-shirts 
across the Canadian border? Or the "real" 
story about the role of the (in)famous 
'60s radical Abbie Hoffinan played in 
theco-foundingofGLU? Or why Lake 
Superior is not the biggest Great Lake? 
Or which lake means "Lake of the 
Shaggy-Haired Tribe"? 

If these tidbits get your curiosity, you 
maywant to read the rest of the fascinat­
ing story about the early years of GLU, 
our first victory, how our name was 

chosen, and a blow by blow narrative on 
the first decade of the' coalition that ; 
Great Lakes citizens created. 

All this is celebrated in "T ~nY ears of 
Action ... Ten Years of Achievement: A 
Celebration of Great Lakes United," a 
40-page book packed with early photos, 
stories, facts, newspaper articles, songs 
and Cartoons. . ' 

ONLY LIMITED COPIES ARE 
AVAILABLE. Toorderyourcopy, write 
to GLU, Cassety Hall, 1300 Elmwood. 
Av., Buffalci, NY 14222. Suggested do­
nation is $8.00 plus $2.00 postage: 

Announcing the Guide to Pollution Pre- thing from how to go doorknockingto 
vention in Your Community, possibly the howto conduct a professional press con-
definitive reference for community mem- ference 
berswishingtodosomethingaboutlocal • Pollution prevention sucCess stories' 
pollution problems in r------'----~___,' implementedbyindus~", 
both Canada or the Guide to try, local government, ' 

. ,~ 
, -, ... 

I 
I 

United States. Discussed ' . . and sewage treatment 
atlengthinthe 128-page Pollution·Prevention in',' plants . 

8"xll" book: You/Community. Eighteen appendi-
/! 

• Pollution prevention ces, including lists of; 
asa philosophyofenvir- 'regulated chemicals, " 
onmental protection dis- sample pollution re-
tinct from traditional ,porting forms, rnt~J",'..: 
pollution control. ods of a~sessing 'tH~~~~', 
• Getting all kinds 'pollutingandpolll!.~81ig~-

comprehensive informa - prevention activities"ot '-.~, 
tion on local pollution industrial facilities, and . 
problems and specific requestsl<;>r' govern-
polluters; ment information.' 

• Organizing your The guide \vas 
community to pressure industry and gov- funded by the Great Lakes. Protection 
ernment to take needed environmental Fund. For a copy send GLU S2.oofor 
protection measures; included are every- postage. 

State Election Results Were Mixed 
continu~d ftom pag~ 1 

Vanderjact lost in the primary, 
Minnesota's Vin Weber was b~aten by 
David Minge, an environmental friend; 
MichIgan's Bob Davis was defeated by 
moderate Bart Stupak, (who represents 
Michigan's upper peninsula, the only 
U.S. district that touches three Great 
Lakes); Michigan's dismal Don Ritter 
was replaced by Paul McHale, a Sierra 
Club endorsee. Several well-known 
Great Lakes friends were reelected: 
Ohio's Marcy Kaptur and Lows Stokes; 
Minnesota's Jim Oberstar. 

On the downside, many good friends 
retired: Buffalo, NY's Henry Nowak 
(replaced by Jack Quinn, an unknown 
moderate Republican); Michigan's Den­
nis Hertel and Howard Wolpe; Ohio's 
Dennis Eckart. Major disappoint­
ments include the defeat of long-time 
friends: Pennsylvania's Peter Kostmayer 
(replaced by moderate Republican Jim 
Greenwood); Indiana's Jim Jontz (de­
feated by Steve Baier with strong sup­
port of anti-environment forces); and 
Minnesota's Jerry Sikorski (beaten by an 
unknown Rod Grams). In Ohio, Doug 
Applegate, who has a "lousy" record,got 
on the House Committee that deals 
with the Clean Water Act. The appoint­
ment of Wisconsin Congressman Les 
Aspin, who had a mediocre record, to 
Cliriton's Secretary of Defense, left a 
vacancy to be filled by special election. 

The storywas very mixed in the state 
races. Moderate supporter Indiana Gov­
ernor Evan Bayh was reelected. There 
were similar trends in the State Houses 
ofIndiana and two other states, Michi­
gan and Ohio: the loss of two major 
environmental supporters in each state. 
Two good Indiana Senate friends, one of 
them Betty Good of South Bend, lost to 
unfavourable 'candidates. Republicans 
expanded their majority in the Indiana 
Senate, while Democrats gained in the 
House. In Michigan, two environmen-

tal friends lost,. but most candidates en­
dorsed by the Sierra Club won. In Ohio, 
Senator Henry ofY oungstown, the ,Re­
publican with the best voting record; was 
defeated while another Great Lakes 
friend, Eric Fingerhut, r~tired from his . 
seat (to run successfully for Congress) 
and was replaced' by someone with an' 
unclear environmental stance.' "'; , 

Othernews in Ohio: with Fingerhut's 
movero Congress, there is no environ­
mental champion in the State Senate any 
more. However, long-time powerful 
Speaker of the House, Vern Riffe, an 
environmental foe, was considerably 
weakened in strength. ' 

Two state houses -- Michigan and 
Pennsylvania -- became tie with each 
party holding an equal proportion. Penn~ , 
sylvania Senate's even split has an inter-' 
esting story. A Pittsburgh Republican: , 
State Senator ran as a Democrat for . 
Congress but lost. His' fellow Republi­
cans punished him by literally moving 
his district across the. state and thus he no' ,_ 
longer has his original voter base (ahd, ' 
can't reside in his own district). Hethen ' 
got even by swifchingto the Democratic~ • 
Party, ending the Republican's majoritY· ",' 
and creating a tie. . '" .' :~ ..... ; .-

LittlecbangeoccurredinMinneSota's·, , 
Legislature,whichtheSierraChib'sKeit1i;; " 
Bellairs says is very good since his state's = - ' -, 
voters continued the trend of decting . 
solid environmentalists. In lliinois, the , ' 
Seriate became Republican-do~nated 
for the first time. One disappointment 
was the, defeat of a strong ally, john 
Matijevich, from Lake CountY: )t is ,. . 
uncertain what his replacement is like.'...; 
However, most Sierra Club-endorsed, 
Illinois state legislators won. InNew . 

e·,. 

York, there were no surprises, since the . 
return rate was 90 percent. One notable 
improvement was that one major envi- '. 
ronmental committee position was takeri'.i·~~'~ , 
by anally, Richard Brodsky. ' ·,~y'~'5~~;;</; 

i 

, , 

-faII/Win/er199!; ___ ~ __________ -=-__ The Grea/Lakes United ~-----------_______ --':" __ --,-~ll 

, .. .,.,,: , 



Vol. VII, Nos. 2 and 3 an international coalition to conserve and protect the Great Lakes/St. Lawrence River ecosystem
i

,. Quebec's  St. Lawrence flans: A Continuin
Fall 1992andWinter1993 

gChallenge 
_`­.

Le Plan de St. Laurent du Quebec: Un Defi sans Fin
The St. Lawrence River is the major outset. High on the priority list was the development and implantation of sur- being carried out for the benefit of all

maritime access to the heart of Canada, .oxi'tc loading: it was determined that vival plans =- the fourth objective -- for Canadians and all those who 
use'the.andhenceadrivingforcebehindQuebec's :` much effort would be devoted to reduc- dozens of endangered species, including River. This is why,aince the beginning

economy for the past three centuries. `<} iiigby 90%the toxic effluents discharged the beluga whale, the striped bass and of this program, the'public and the me-
But it has suffered mjunes which will by 50 significant industrial plants lo- the piping plover. dia were kept informed by means of
affect its integrity,-if not counteracted. cated along the St. Lawrence as well as Finally, the fifth objective is the pub- annual reports, newsletters, fact sheet
Centuries of neglect and careless eco-on the Saguenay River. It is now being lication of the first "State of Environ- maps and other informational 

material.nomicdevelopment has leftthe conven- ascertained that this objective may be ment" report 'for the St. Lawrence, aWelook forward to increasing our.focus
tional pollutants and stripped offwhole met by 1995, when new" -regulations on compendium ofresearch data and infor- on public participation for the success of
sections of its productive shoreline. pulp and paper, both federal and provin- mation generated by hundreds of spe- environmental intervention dependsnot

Today, five'million Quebecers -in- vial, become fully in force. Pollution cialists who devoted in the past much only on government programs but also
habitthe St. Lawrence Lowlands. Some abatement programs and enforcingregu- efforts on learning about the St. Lawrence onthepopul'ation's concernan3 involve
threemillion depend on its resotirces for lation are also supported .by the St. and also by those who participated to

ment.theirlivelihood. The basin provides LawrenceCenterTechnologyDevelop- this more recent initiative.
habitats for a multitude of plant and meet Branch. This unit works closely Managing the St. LawrenceAction flndre Marsan, Ministerr— de
animal species. with industry to develop and demon- Plan is a challenge to be proud of. Al- I'Environnement du Quebec

Thissituation has been, over the past stmte,wheri needed,newpollution abate- though this program has been most grati-
few decades, of increasing concern for ment and control technologies. fying for its results and scientific jean-Pierre -Gauthier, Conservation et
scientists,environmentalgroups andgov- A second important objective was to developments, it must be remembered Protection Environnement Canada-"
ernments alike.. The St. Lawrence,Ac- secure 5000 hectares ofprime biological that the St. Lawrence Action Plan is
don Plan,- announced to 1988, is a habitats for conservation. Today, 4000

mgovernental initiative toprotect, con- hectares ofhighly productive and diver-
serve and restore the water quality, the sified habitats have been so protected.
biological diversity and the shoreline Moreover, the Saguenay Marine Park
habitats of the river. The Plan results _concept has become a reality. It is now
from a cooperative agreement that was being implemented jointly with the
signedbetweenthe govemments ofQue- tninistre des Losirs, de la Chasse et de la
bec and,Canada in orderto coordinate ro Pech du Quebec.

and harmonize intervention plans Aefforts third objective -- the cleanup of

ofQuebec's

ina common approach, Altogether, two contaminated'federal sites and the resto-
ministries (Environnement rationofwetlan 'd's --:'has-led to -signifi-

and Loisirs, Chasse et Peche, [Recce- ''cantimprovements indredgingmetliods
ation, Game.& Fishery]) agreed to re- and equipment, as well as in sediment
allocate an equivalent $65 million from trea tment techniques.
their current programs, as Quebec's con- After consultation of the federal and
tribution to the federal $110 millionprovincialteams of biologists, a priority
outlay over five years.. list of threatened'plants and animals was

Five objectives were stated at the drafted. This formed the basis forthe

This mosaic of Great Lakes, mottos and emblems captures the essence of GL U s first decade; "as
described in our 10th anniversary commemmorative book.(ree pagell)
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Fall 1992 and Winter 1993 

Quebec)s St .. Lawrence Plans: A Continuing Challenge . 
. Le Plan de St. Laurent du Quebec: Un Deft sans Fin 

The St. Lawrence River is the major outset. High on the priority list was the 
maritime access to the heart of Canada, :'~oxic loading: it was determined that 
and hence a driving force behind Qyebec's 6~,fuuch effort would be devoted to reduc-

"J •. !I.... . 

economy for the pastth;tee centuries. ';,'.' irigby90% the toxic effluents discharged 
But it has suffered injurl~s which' will by 50 significant industrial plants 10-
affect its integrity,if not counteracted. cated along the St. Lawrence as well as 

.,~ Centuries of neglect and carelesseco- on the Saguenay River. It is now being 
nomic developmenthas left the conven- ascertained that this o1;>jc;ctive may be 
tionalpollutantsand stripped offwhole' met by 1995, when n~'regulations on 
,sections of its productive shoreli'"ne. . pulp and paper, both federal and provin-

,; Today, five 'million Qyebe2ers'in- cial, become fully in force. Pollution 
, habit the St. Lawrence Lowlands. Some abatement programs and enforcing regu-

development arid implantation of sur­
vival plans "'- the fourth objective -- for 
dozens of endangered species, including 
the beluga whale, the striped bass and 
the piping plover. 

being carried out for the benefit of all 
Canadians and all those who use ~the 
River. This is why, since thebeginn,ing 
of this program, the public and the Ple,:­
dia were kept informed by mea,n~,.<>f 
annual reports, newsletters, fact she~,t:s, , 
maps and other informational materi3.I .. 
We look forward to increasing ourJocus 
on public participation for the succ;ess of 
environmental intervention depends not 
only on government prograrrsbut also 
on the population's concerna~dinvolve- ,." 
ment. . . ,~ thr~~ million depend on its res~Urc.l~ for lation are also supported by the St. 

',-"/ .. ', tlieir livelihood. The basin provides L~wrenc~CenterTechnologyDevelop-

Finally, the fifth objective is the pub­
lication of the first "State of J;:nviron­
ment" report 'for the St.' La~en~e, a 
compendium of research data and infor­
mation generated by hundreds of spe­
cialists who devoted in the past much 
efforts on learning about the St. Lawrence 
and also by those who participated to 
this more recent initiative. 

Managing the St. Lawrence 'Action 
Plan is a challenge to be proud of.Al­
though this program has been most grati­
fying for its results and scientific 
developments, it must be remembered 
that the St. Lawrence Action Plan is 

i.;. 
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habitats for a multitude of· plant and ment Branch. This unit works closely 
animal species. with industry to develop and demon-

This situation has been, over the past strate, wheri needed,newpollution abate-
few decades, of increasing concern for ment and control technologies. 
scientists, environmental groups and gov- A second important objective was to 
ernments alike. The St. Lawrence Ac- secure 5000 hectares of prime biological 
tion Plan" announced in 1988, is a habitats for conservation. Today, 4000 
governmental initiative ~~ protect, con-, hectares of highly productive and diver-
serve and restore the water quality, the sified habitats have been so protected. 
biological diversity and the shoreline Moreover, the Saguenay Marine Park 
habitats of the river. Tlie Plan results, concept has become i1 reality. It is now 
from a coope~ati:v~ '{[~(f~~ent th,at was being, implemented jointly with the .• ' 
signe~betwefn the gov,emments ofQye- lnirustre d~sL0isirs, de la Chasse et de la 
bee arid ;Canad:i in order to cooidinate Pe~~ du ~~B~~: ; ., 
efforts and harmoniZe intervention plans 1\ third obJect:ive -- the cleanup of 

_' inca P~rnmon approach: Altogether, twocontimiilated'federal sites arid the resto­
',;of@~Bic$ ministries (Environrtement 'ritioii ofwetliin'a~ -~.h~s:leatosignifi­

and Loi~irs; ,Chasse et Peclte, [Recre~';';antimproveme~tsindred~ngmetliods 
ation, Game'& Fishery]) agreed to ~e- and equipment, as well as in sediment 
allocate an equiv~le~t $65 million from' treatment techniques . 

. their current programs, as ~ebec' s .con- After consultation of the federal and 
tribution to the federal $110 million provincial teams of biologists , a priority 
outlay over five years. ". ' listyf threatened'plants and animals was 
'-/ Five objectives were stated at the drafted. This formed the basis for the 
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This mosaic of Crea~ LakeJ, mottos and emblems captures, th.e essence of CLUJ first decadi;~Jis:' 
described in our 10th anniversary commemmorative book ;'(u/page 11)' '. ':,j.~ 

Great Lakes United 
Buffalo State College. Cassety Hall 
1300 Elmwood Avenue 
Buffalo. New York 14222 
716·886·0142 

.. ' 

- ",,,,...-ifti<,>h:' ~4 

NON·PROFIT';ORG, 
U,S~P,OSTAGE 

PAID ' 
BUFf-AlO, ~.Y. 

PERMITNO, 1762 
\. ~ .... ' 

.. l .... ;.;.,: •• "',· 

<t.'. ,-..... 
- -~- ~ . 

.t 

. ' 

, ~ ~ 

i-. '''1-

-"",. - / ~l.. .. ~~ 

,."' ~A~.'-
:;L ~1' .'~ :;.:~. ~ 

~ ~ . 
c~~~. 

'~''',L ~ ~"'«:~~~";~'.',' ~r1::.:, 
--.;,~~-,..-"--,,...,.-----:----,-,,,,:,-,-,-----,-,,,,,,,,----,-,,----'-----'----~-"':""'--";;';'---'-'----""""'-~-----'-------'~--"-'-'---'-------;.;;....~-"-"'~'. ,,,;,~ 

. .' :-?-- \~ \-! .... ~- ---

,>-""' ' .... t .• .... ...... ", 
,~:,~ •. ::,;" ,~, ti.;;\~~ •• ~"; ::i:=~~'.; .. : ?~~:,;.::~ . 

~~,_. _A. ~~~-,:~<~~~~.:::~~~?;~:~:~~~ .. ~.;~,~.:"j~~~ ~:p ~'. 


