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The IJC was created in 1909 as a forum
for discussion of disputes between the United
States and Canada over border waters. For
decades the .commission concerned 1tse1f
with water levels and other arcana.

But in the 1970s the IJC was given the
task of monitoring the recently concluded
Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement be-
tween Canada and the United States. That
agreement and its later revisions provided a
framework for thinking about Basinwide
pollution problems and steps that could be
taken to remedy them.

In 1986, the citizens of the Great Lakes
Basin called upon the IJC to become an
advocate for thelakes. A Great Lakes United
document from that time, Unfulfilled Prom-

ises, summarized the voice of citizens articu-’

lated at nineteen hearings held throughout
the Great Lakes by GLU that yedr. It said,
“The public expects the IJC to be more
aggressive and militant in carrymg out the
Agreement.” '

The IJC heard the message from the

public and the message that the scientists

brought to them from the birds, fish, and
wildlife.

The commission effecnvely began using
two tools to strengthen the voice of human
and nonhuman inhabitants of the Great
Lakes.

One of the tools, the IJC’s biennial re-

ports, became passionate documents that

clearly pointed out the urgency of the crisis.

inthe Great Lakes and drewup road maps to
lead usinnew directions aimed at long-term

solutions. '

- The IJC’s other tool was its biennial
meetings, powerful gatherings of Basin citi-
zens in which the commission, the govern-
ments, the polluters, and the wider public
through media coverage heard the concerns

~of the basin’s residents, activists, and scien-

tists—and their proposals for solutions. .
But now the IJC appears to be weaken-
ing its use of these two tools that have proven
to be so effective,
The IJC's Eighth Biennial Repart quite
rightlycriticizes government proposalsinall
jurisdictions to “weaken regulatory frame-
works” and “erode funding.” Butits recom-
mendations call on the governments only to
“identify and review” proposed reductions in
regulations and funding. The report adds

little that is new, repeating its past recoms .

mendations. This repetition is an unfortu-
nate necessity that reflects government
inaction on previous IJC recommendations,

butthe report fails to provxde any leadershxp
in moving us forward to new solutions.

Citizen activists from around the Great

Lakes Basin put considerable effort into
preparing their presentation to the commis-
sioners at the IJC’s biennial meeting in Du-

luth last year. This presentation included

125 recommendations for moving forward
to protectandrestore the Great Lakes Basin.
The IJC’s report contained only ten general
recommendations that fail to move us for-
ward. Of major concernis that the [JC failed

to move along any further in the past two
years in helping us to understand how to-

develop and implement transition plans to
moveus awayfromasocietybased on persis-
tent toxic substances,

. Hurley resigns
continued from the cover page
The report, written by the commission’s
International Air Quality Advisory Board
and signed by its lead Canadian and U.S.
scientists, predicts that the air quality in
. southern Ontario, New Hampshire, and
Vermontwill suffer from theincreased quan-
tities of coal likely to be burned in the Mid-
west plants. Coming deregulation will give
them a price advantage over cleaner-burn-
ing gas-and oil-fired plants elsewhereinthe
United States.
" The report also suggests that changes
would lead to increased emissions of mer-

cury, whichwould bea violation of the Great
Lakes Water Quality Agreement 51gned by
the United States and Canada.

Official submission of the report would
likely lead to official action under the U.S.

Clan Air Act. During the runup to the U.S.
presidential election, thatin turn might have

political consequences in Pennsylvania and -

other coal-producing states.

Hurley, a founder of the Canadian Coa—
lition on Acid Rain, leads the Canadian half
of the six-seat commission. According to
the Toronto Globeand Masl, Canadian com-
missioner Frank Murphy sided with the
U.S. members of the commission in voting

to suppress the report. Murphy is a

DougDraper, an environmental reporter
at the St. Catherines Standardwho hasbeen
covering Great Lakes issues for the past
sixteenyears, concluded that the “TJC report
on Great Lakes is gutless stuff” and that the

“watchdog wimps out.”

Now the IJC has decided to toss out the
other tool that has proven so powerful over
the past decade—its biennial meetings.
While the proposed roving consultation fo-
rums are potentially valuable additional op-
portunities for publicinput, aseries of smaller
meetings cannot replace the unique gather-
ing that the biennial meetings have become.
These meetings provided the opportunity
for thousands of citizens from all parts of the
Basin to gather, to develop a broad, Basin-

wide understanding of our shared problems,
and to search together for solutions to the
problems.  They have become a unique
opportumty for the commission, all govern--
ments in the Basin, and the polluters to hear
the passion and the reason of the concerned
residents of the Great Lakes. The replace-
ment of the biennial meetings eliminates
this important opportunity.

A speaker from Save the River at our
hearingin Kingston ten years ago articulated
the challenge to the IJC stated by so many
others at the hearings we held around the
lakes that year:

The choiceis toaccept the re.rpamib ility that
issquarely on them to take concrete measures
to deal with this pmblem, or to go down in
history as a small group of indifferent bu-
reaucrats who, through their lack of leader-
ship and commitment, siood idly by and
witnessed the death of a magnificent ecosys-
tem, and failed to protect the lives and
health of millions of innocent peaple.

We repeat our call of a decade ago for the
International Joint Commissiontobe aleader
and an advocate for the Great Lakes. Ten
years ago, the commissioners successfully -
rose to the challenge. For the sake of the
Great Lakes Basin and all its inhabitants we
urge the current commissioners to do the
same. '

‘L
+

Vancouver lawyerwithno previous environ-
mental but substantial Liberal political ex-
perience.

Accordingto the Globe, Hurley attempted
to have the government remove Murphy
from the commission, but it refused to act.
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Wh‘ite Pine

contznued  from the cover page

mine, pumping millions of gallons of sulfu— ‘
ric acid into it, waiting for the acid toleach

the desired mineial from the interior minq
debris, suctioning out and processing the
mineral-richslush, then reinjecting the acid
for permanent storage in the mine.
White Pine gatastrophé

Located five miles from Lake Superior, ad-

jacentto the Mineral River near Ontonagon, |

Michigan, the White Pine mine smelter

was shut down in 1994 by environmental
lawsuits for gross violations of the Clean Air [

Act. Theownersleftan eleven-square-mile

metallic sulfidewaste dump on the shores of -

the Mineral River, which ﬂows into Lake
Superior.

Toronto-based Inmct has stockpiled an
unknown quantity of sulfuricacidat thesite,
and is already pumping it into the mine.
The company's full-scale mining plan in-
volves injecting an astonishing 11 &illion .
gallons of sulfuric acid solution into the
eleven-square-mile underground caverns of
the mine. The long-term environmental
effects would be catastrophic.

" Lake Supenor citizen activist Walter
Bresette, former chair of the Indigenous
Subcommittee of EPA’s National Environ-
mental Justice Advisory Council, declared
in a July call-to-action letter, “Fifty years

Pavla Borkowski

from now, if nothing is done now, acid and
chloride-laced brine will begin flowing into
the Mineral River. One hundred years from
now the Mineral River and many acres of -

"Lake Superior will not support life. One

hundred and fifty years from now—seven
generations—our great, great, great, great,
great grandchildren will wonder what we
were thinking when the acid. spigot was

. turned-on in the summer of 1996.”

Citizen ca»mpaignﬁ

Bresette resigned in protest from the advi-

sory council in early July and initiated a

. citizen campaign against the White Pine

mining operation.

Anishinabe Og1tch1da bcgan holding
spiritual ceremonies on Wisconsin Ccntral
Railroad tracks in the Bad River reservation
near Ashland, Wisconsin, in late July to
preventi transpbrt of sulfuric acid to the
mine., The tracks are the only railroad link

to the White Pine mine.

The action resulted in a month of nego-

~ tiations between the activists, the Bad River
_ tribal government, and railroad officials,

ending in an agreement to temporarily end

shipments of sulfuric acid through the res- .

ervation until safety issues are resolved.
Activists are also seeking federal and

.state investigations of the proposal and fuller

environmental assessment of the long-term
consequences of permitting the acid-min-
ing operation. Meanwhile Inmet is free to
continue operating the mine. Ifdiscussions
drag on too long, mine officials are likely to
plan alternative methods of getting acid.
Further information is available on the
Internet’s Worldwide Web at http://www:

menominee.com/a-one/mccombs/, or by

contacting Wialter Bresette at the Lake Su-
perior Alliance, (715) 779-5071; fax -3465,
bresette@win. bnght net.

. gas development
continued | from the previous page
rights on hundreds of thousands of acres

of public land and rescinded the policy.

‘& MERC was instrumental in convincing
‘Terra Energy, the state’s largest natural
_gas producer, to withdraw its applica-

tions to drill what would have been the
first wells in the Jordan River Valley.
This valley, with its thickly forested hills
surrounding the picturesque Jordan River,
is seen by thousands as one of the crown
jewels of the Midwest. Protected since
themid-1970sunder a special state man-
agement plar, the valley plays a critical
role in the rcgion’s tourist economy.

. MERC now is working to permanently

. protect the 22,000-acre wilderness area -
from oil and gas dcvelopment

5 MERC’s organizing has brought oil and

gas issues to a high level of visibility

amongpohcymakers Fourbills arcpcnd—
-~ ing in the state legislature to give local
governments authority to oversee energy
exploration and production. Two more
bills would glve landowners who do not
" own their mineral rights more control
oover the use of their property.

Hydrocarbon dévélopment pians -

MERC’s long-term 'goal is to protect

" Michigan’s rivers, lakes; and streams by re- .

quiring the writing of plans based on the
Pigeon River model Zefore new wells are
drilled in sensitive watersheds. Such “hy--
drocarbon development plans” would be re-
viewed and approved by a balanced
committee of citizens, industry representa-
tives, local governments, and state agency
staff responsible for safeguarding forests,
land, wildlife, fisheries, and water.

The idea of hydrocarbon developmcnt
plans isbased on the prem1se thatoil and gas

‘production can exist in sensitive watersheds

without harming the resource or the charac-’
ter of the area—if it is carried out carefully.

" The state has allowed Michigan’s North

Woods to be riddled with wells and frag-

~mented by roads- and pipelines, without
" properplanningor public participation. This
was a tragedy that could havebeenpreverited

without significantly reducing production

oorprofitability. Requiring hydrocarbon de-

velopment plans will simply bring a badly
needed balance to oil and gas development.
- .Formoreinformation, contactthe Michi-

‘gan Energy Reform Coalition, P.O. Box

228, Benzonia, Michigan, 49616, (616)882-

0063, mlul@traversc com.

Hans Voss is associate dz rector of the Michigan
Land Use Institute." .
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BIODIVERSITY & HABITAT PROTECTION TASK FORCE

“Lost 1n an aspen monoculture

by K. Cash Luck

Oneof the methods thatTuse tofind myway
through the woods without getting lost is to
carefully note various tree species and relate
them to their diverse place in the develop-
ment of a young or older forest. In other
words, I relate them to the point theyare in
the succession from a young to a climax or
. old forest. This perception makes eacharea
recognizably different from another. "To
“relate this concept to citypeoplewho

seed trees, ‘and noted the understory It
seemed broken, not the “right” species and
notat all what 'm used to. Will this change
inunderstory negatively affect soil nutrients
and also change the food.source of the her-
bivorous species ? -

‘As 1 proceeded to search for more tree
species, I realized there were no guides. The
cold feeling of panichitme. Itwas all aspen.
It did not have the dxversny, the guideposts

ture is the * mining’ ’of calcxum, potassium,

and magnesium from the soil of 71 percent
of the acres cited for cutting. It was entirely
possible that when this monoculture was cut
it would not regrow, and would leave a

ined forest with precious little regrowth, a
travesty from our wanton misuse of the land
for financial gain.' This could become the
landscape, statewide, .

* may only see green when they enter

a forest, I might explain it simply as
“a diverse forest posts its own street
signs.”

Last August, onaheavilyclouded
day, I decided to explore a ten- to
fifteen year-old aspen-monoculture
toseeif the forester’s claims of diver-

+ The millions of 1.5-inch aspen
were fifteen feet tall and six inches
apart. 1 noted the sun was over my
- right shoulder. I managed to enter -
by followirg the openings made by
fallen “seed trees.” I proceeded to
search for tree species other than
aspen. I observed only three or four
sticks of oak and maple peracre. No
other tree species had survived the
clearcut. These oak and maple were
only two feet high, while the tower-

__ﬁk s

-

o
inl‘)qu ﬁbbo

ing aspen were fifteen feet high.
Knowing oak and maple are shade tolerant,
I initially had hope they would grow over a
period of fifty to sixty years, begin to reseed
“themselves and in a hundred and fifty years
or so regenerate the biodiversity that once
existed before the clearcut.
" Thenmyhopes dimmed as I recalled the
plan to come back and recut the aspen in
forty yeats. Clearly on the next cut these few
shade-tolerant species would not have had
enough time to produce an acorn or aseed to
regenerate itself or provide food for wildlife.
The diversity of the forest would not recover
~even in fifteen years, perhaps never, not in
econs. There is not enough time planned
between logging cycles for oaks, maples, or
 other tree species to catch up. '
Isearched onward on my broken path of

I normally use to find my way. It was a
monoforest. I tried to find the sun, but the
sky was a solid canopy of aspen leaves. I sat
down and told myself, “I'm not lost, the
cabin islost” and I tried again to find thesun
without success.

As I wandered around (lost) I became
concerned not only for my own safety but I
thought about the regrowth after the next
cutting. Tbecame more concerned. Perhaps
when this monoculture is grown and cut
.there will not be a regrowth or perhaps only
a stunted re-growth. This concern arose

from the fact that aspen uses five times the
" calcium of a red pine, and here were millions

of aspen. The soil would be depleted.
One of the outstanding impacts of
clearcuts and the resulting aspen monocul-

Fortunately, in what seemed hours, I

. permanently ravaged clearlandscape—aru— "

Pavla Borkowski

found alarge enongh openingin the canopy

" (caused by other fallen “seed trees”) to see

the sun. I sighted the sun over my left

“shoulder. Iheaded out of the monoculture,

squeezing between the aspen prison bars
and was relieved when I found the logging
trail I had left a few hours before. I told

‘myself that I'd never do this again. Ido not

recommend beinglostin an aspen monocul-
ture as a life experience.
I did make six solid observations:

ulture and is not biodiverse.

& Theaspenmonocultureistrulyamonoc-

& The understory is being adversely af--

fected by clearcutting.
& The other species (often shade tolerant)
tantmued next page
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CTION TASK FORCE

quke trout self-sustammg in parts of Superlor

by David Mahony

Lake trout has apparently become self-sus-
taining in the Lake Superior, 2 major victory
inthe struggleto repopulatc the Great Lakes
withindigenous species thréatened by over-
fishing-and exotic species such as the sea
' lamprey.

Asaresult, state, federal, provmcml and
tribal management authorities have decided
. toeliminate stocking of federally reared lake

troutin the area of the lake extending from
- Wisconsin’s Apostle Islands eastward ‘to
_. Grand Marias, Michigan.
" Anumber of areas

vide an averagc yield equal to that attained
during 1929-1943.” :

Lake trout restoration efforts bcgan in
Lake Superiorin the 1950s—coincidentwith
the beginning of sea lamprey control—and
managers spread their. efforts to the other
Great Lakes during the ensuing decades.
Since the 1950s, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, the Ontario Ministry of Natural
Resources, the states of Wisconsin, Michi-
gan and Minnesota, and more rcccntly the
Keweenaw Bay Tribe, have been trying to

_increase lake trout populations through
' s : ‘ b -

trout, and commercial fishermen sent mil-
lions of them to restaurants and packing
houses annually, supplying the region and
the world with some of its best fish. .
In the middle part of this century, how=
ever, the species experienced the unthink-
able: near extirpation in the Great Lakes.

' Overfishing and sea lamprey predation

caused such devastation to lake troutstocks

- that harvcstmg in the Great Lakes fell from

about 17 million pounds annually to almost
nothing. Thelake trout,once the kingof the
Great Lakcs ﬁshery, fell so quickly in num-

bers that many

in Ontario waters
have also shown im-
provements in lake
trout populations:
such thatstocking has
been reduced toabout
a third of what it was -
in the 1980s.
Currently, Lake -
Superior is the only
* lake to hostself-sus-
taining lake trout

questioned
whether the spe-
cies, let alone the
fishery, could sur-
vive.
, “Thcrecoveryof .
" lake trout in Lake
Superiorisindica-
tive of what is pos-
sible in other
lakes,” said Lake
- Superior Com-

< populatlons "Accord- .

ing to arecent report by Michael Hansen of
the National Biological Service, i some
areas of Lake Superior populatxons are up to
80 percent of the levels existing before the
sealamprey invaded and lake trout popula-
tions crashed.
The ultimate goal of the Lake Supcrlor
Committee, as reported in the 1990 Lake
- Superior fish community objectives, is to
“restore self-sustaining stocks that can pro-

stocking. The Great Lakes.Fishcry Com-
mission, created by Canada and the United
States, has complimented these efforts by

controlling sea lampreys and coordinating

fishery research and management on the
binational level. :
Naturally existing lake trout once sup-
ported 2 major commercial and small sport
fishery in the Great Lakes. Anglers came
from far and wide to catch Great Lakes lake

mittee Chairman

-Bill Horns of the Wisconsin Department of

Natural Resources. “This achievement gives
us renewed hope for ongoing lake trout
restoration efforts in the lower lakes.”

In other areas of Lake Superior, such as
the waters off Minnesota, western Wiscon-
sin, and lower Keweenaw Bay, stocking will .
continue because natural reproduction has
notyet taken hold atalevel that would hkely :

allow self-sustainability.

“lost in an aspen monoculture”

continued from the previous page
found inside the monoculture will not
have time to mature bcforc theyareagain
récut. -

- & Thebasisofour ecosystem isfoundin the

soil. Our forests ar being mined by this -

“natural” tree farm plan for cutand recut
of the fast-growing aspen. Due to soil
loss, I foresee a state of ecological ruin.
6 The “sced tree” method of clearcut is
" valuable not for regrowth of its species,

but it is helpful in allowing a person’losf
-in a monoculture to see the sun through
‘the canopy and find a way out!

& When_ exploring monocultures, either
only study the perimeter, of take a com-
passalong, because there is nobiodiversity
to guide your way.

Please. work to stop the massive
clearcutting of Minnesota forests. The as-
pen monoculturc will not provide the

‘biodiversity necessary for wildlife. Soil will

be mined, and plans for diverse regrowth are
naivewithout massive and expensive inputs.

Cash Luck, a teacher, advocate, and writer for

- sustainableforests, livesin St. Louts Park, Min-

nesota, andnear Remer, Minnesota, on Thun-
der Lake.. This article was reprinted from the
surmmer 1995 issue of Community Connec-
tions, a.newsletter of the Minnesota Project.
The graup can be reached at (612) 645-1262.
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BIODIVERSITY & HABITAT PROTECTION TASK FORCE

Canada restores funds to control sea lamprey

by David Makony

Minister of Fisheries and Oceans Fred

Mifflin announced in August that Canada
- will contribute an annual $§C5.1 million this

year and next to the sea lamprey control

efforts of the Great Lakes Fishery Commis-

sion. The announcementreversedlastyear’s.

decision to reduce funding to $C3.8 million.
The cut galvanized the Ontano Federa-
tion of Anglersand Hunters, the
Ontario’ Fish Producers Asso-
ciation, Great LakesUnited and
other groups and citizens into a
- months-longeffort to restore the
money.

Treaty

Ina 1956 treaty Canada and the

_ United States established the
Great Lakes Fishery Commis-
sion to coordinate fishery re- - |
search between the two nations
and to develop and implementa -
joint sea lamprey control pro-

- gram in the Great Lakes.

The treaty funding mecha-

nism provides for the United'

. States to pay 69 percent of the
lamprey control program, :
Canada 31 percent. This ratio roughlycoin-
cideswith the area of the Great Lakes within
each country’s boundaries and the value of

~ the respective historical fish harvests before
the sea lamprey invasion.

The sea lamprey is a parasitic exotic
species that preys mostly on lake trout (see
accompanying article). Currentefforts have
reduced the lamprey populationin the Great

Lakes to less than 15 percent of its historic °

highs, except in northern Lake Huron.

The animal hasits major breedingground
in the St. Mary’s River, around Sault Ste.
‘Marie. The area produces more sealamprey
than all of the rest of Great Lakes combined.
Fifty percent of Great Lakes trout are show-
ing lamprey wounds; the lamprey have now
begun to go after smaller fish, threatening
the entire fish resource. Stocking has been
. scaled back until the problem is under con-
trol. Lake trout restoration in Lakes Huron
is nearly impossible and the lake’s fish com-
munity is very unstable.

Success so far

The good news is that the ‘commission is
close to bringing the lamprey under control
inthe St. Marys River. The organizationhas .
established state-of-the-art trackingoflam-
prey populations, hasimplemented effective
treatment of spawningareas, and is develop-
ing new trapping techniques in partnership

‘with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

However, continued funding of existinglam-
prey programs and continued research into
alternative control techniqués is necessary
for the job to be completed. .

At this summer’s Great Lakes United
annual meeting, the GLU Habitat and
Biodiversity Task Force offered a member-
ship resolution calling on the Canadian gov-
_ernment to restore its

funding of sea lam-
prey control efforts.
Afterdiscussionled by
Dwight Ullman of
Michigan United
Conservation Clubs
and Ed Michael of
Trout Unlimited, the
membership passed
the resolution with an
amendmentcalling on
the governments to
increase efforts to re- .
duce reliance on the
use of pesticides for
controlling the sea
lamprey.

Asea lamprey primer |

Sea lamprey are aquatic vertebrates resem-
bling eels, but unlike eels, they feed on large
fish. Theycanliveinboth saltand freshwater.
Now found in all the Great Lakes, sea lam-
preys attach to fish with a sucking disk and
sharp teeth. They feed on body fluids, often

scarring and killing host fish.

Sea lampreys were 2’ major cause of the
collapse of lake trout, whitefish , and chub

_populations in the Great Lakes during the

1940s and 1950s. These fish were the main-
stay of an important commercial fishery..
Sea lampreys are native to the Atlantic
Ocean but migrated into Lake Ontario. Nia-
gara Falls was a'natural barrier to their spread
into the upper Great Lakesbut when the
Welland Canal was constructed in 1829 and
then deepened in the early 1900s, a new route

for sea lampreys was opened. By the late

1930s, they were in all five Great Lakes.

Adult sea lampreys move into gravel areas
of tributary streams during spring and early

summer to build nests and lay eggs before

dying. The sea lamprey larvae are swept

“downstream and burrow into sand and silt,

feeding on bottom debris and algae carried to
themby stream currents. This stage can range
from three to as many as seventeen years,
during which the larvae grow to about 15 cm
(6 inches) long.

After the larval life stage, sea lampreys
transform into their parasitic stage and mi-
grate into the Great Lakes. They spend the
next twleve to twenty months feeding on fish.
Eachsealamprey can kill more than 18 kg (40
pounds) of fish during its lifetime. Adultsea
lampreys grow to an average length of 18
inches. The total life cycle, from egg to adult
averages approximately seven years, and may
take as long as twenty years.
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BIODIVERSITY HABITAT PROTECTION TASK FORCE |

'The mayfly, an ecosystem canary, recovers

by David Makony -

The burrowing mayfly is returning to the
Great Lakes Basin, providing proof of im-
proved Great Lakes water quality. Large
numbers of mayflies have béen sighted in
the Bay of Quinte on Lake On-

including the food chain for game fish.
Jack Christie, retired director of Ontario’s
Glenora Fisheries Research Station, recalls
newspaper reports of mayfly abundance so
great that piles of dead mayflies under street

In mid-June, Christie found some sixty
adult mayflies resting on his house. Helater
learned that provincial biologist Al Mathers
found “windrows” of cast-off juvenile skins
(left emerged adults) on the surface of the

. bay near Indian Point.

. tario and in Toledo, Ohio, on
Lake Erie.

Themayfly disappeared from
Lake Erie, Green Bay, the Bay
. of Quinte, and other areas be-
cause it could not tolerate ‘the
low-oxygen conditions caused
by the release of untreated hu-
man waste. One of the chief
indicators of Lake Erie’s declared
“death” in the 1960s was the
mayfly’s disappearance.

"The mayfly belongs to the
order Ephemeropters,sonamed
after its short adult life. The
insect spends two years asa wing-
less juvenile, called a “nymph,”
in the sediment of the Great
Lakes. The creature thenenters

- Mid-June also saw the sur-
prising report that clouds of
mayflies had swarmeda Toledo

* Edison electricsubstationsoen-
thusiastically that they short-
circuited equipment, briefly
browning out ten Ohio coun-

ties.

Heidelberg College’s water
quality laboratory in Tiffin,
Ohio, and the National Bio-
logical Service of Ann Arbor,
Michigan, have been taking a
census - of mayfly nymphs in
samples of Lake Erie bottom
sediment. Accordingto Heidel-
bergCollege’s Kenneth Krieger,
“Theconsensus s that through-
out much of the western basin

an ugly aquatic crawling phase

" before attaining its graceful adult winged
form, about two inches in length with long
tails. At normal densities, the mayfly is an
important elementin the aquatlc food chain,

lights in Belleville csu,sed a nuisance. And

many shoreline property owners recall may-

flymatingspellsinvolving swarmsgathering -

on their homes and cottagcs

of Lake Erie, there’s a very dra-
matic increase in the abundance of mayflies,
and that’s generally a very positive sign that'
cleanup efforts are working.” :

Marshes have numerous soc1a1 beneﬁts

by Amy Chabot

Long Point Bird Observatory

Wetlands are important ecologically, eco-
nomically, and socially to the health of the
Great Lakes ecosystem and to all those who
live in the Great Lakes Basin. In spite of
their value, wetlands across North America
and the plants and animals inhabiting them
continue to face threats from development
and pollution.

From colonial times until recently, wet-
lands have been regarded largely as nui-
sances. They have been exploited for the
resources that could be extracted from them
. and drained for agricultural and residential

development. Less than 47 percent of the
original 221 million acres of wetland remain

- phibians.

in the contiguous United Statcs and similar
losses have occurred in Canada. In devel-
oped areas of the Great Lakes Basin, two-
thirds of the wetlands have been destroyed

and few wetlands have escaped the impactof

pollution.

We have only recently begun to realize
that in their natural state, wetlands produce
numerous benefits for society. Wetlands
provide habitat for many species of fish and
wildlife, including migratory birds and am-
As natural regulators of water
flow, wetlands providea cost-effective means
of flood control by slowing and retaining

water during periods of high runoff. They

also help buffer the impact of storms, reduc-
ing shoreline erosion. By holding waterand

releasing it slowly, wetlands hclp to replen-
ish groundwater supplies and offset the ef-
fects of drought. Wetlands also filter out
pollutants and trap sediments in the water,
thus helping to maintain water quality. -

One of the goals of the Marsh Monitor-
ing Program s to educate people around the
Basin about the value of marshes. In work-"
ing to meet this goal, MMP staff recently
participated in the annual meeting of the
Federation of Ontario Naturalists, held in
Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario, in the middle of
the St. Marys River AOC.

The St. Marys River, one of 42 Areas of
Concern in the Great Lakes; is a 112-kilo-
metre connecting channel between Lakes
Superior and Huron that divides Sault Ste.

8 Greal Lakes United
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B-IOIV'ERITY & HABITAT PROTECTION TASK FORCE

“Takings” battles dominate task force efforts

A serious fight is shaping up overa propose&
Pennsylvania “takings” law, an “attorney gen-

eral review” bill introduced into the Penn-'

sylvania Senate as SB 1587. The bill would
prohibit thestate from creating, implement-
ing, or enforcing any regulation until the
attorneygeneral assessesit for potential “tak-
ings” of private property. If the assessment

* shows thata “taking” is likely, the state must

identify and pay affected property owners. -

Unlike other state and federal “takirigs”
bills, SB 1587 does not define a minimum
threshold oflost value that would contitute
a “taking,” making even the most be-
nign government regulation and
standards subject to payments or
legal challenges. .

The bill also prevents
the state from denying
or placing conditions
onpermitsuntilit per-
forms a “takings™ assess-
ment. If the assessment
shows that a “taking” is likely, -
the permitcanbe denied or granted
with conditions only if the state pays
the applicant.

_The bill would greatly inhibit state pro=
grams protecting wetlands and high-quality
streams, implementing sewage permitting
and planmng, oversecing mine safety, re-

" stricting mining in areas unsuitable for it,
and preserving historic sites.

The Senate’s Environmental Resources

4

and Energy Committee voted SB 1587 out
of committee by a disappointingly strong 9-
1 vote. However, because the bill was not
voted on before the legislature went into
summer recess, it must go back to commit-

“tee before the full legislature can considerit.

Committee hearings on the bill before it is
voted on-again will be held September 19.
The Chesapeake Bay Foundation is the
main organizing group in Pennsylvania on
the “takings” bill. The Habitat and
Biodiversity Protection Tas Force, which is
working against the bill with the founda-
tion 'and GLU board member Marty
Visnosky, held a conference call in
Augustwith fifteen citizen groups
to help them organize for the
upcominghearing. Thecall
gave the groups an op-
portunity to planstrat-
egy as a coalition and
brainstorm on who else to
involve in the campaign.
" Formore information contact
_ Jan Jarrett of the Chesapeake Bay
Foundation at (717) 234-5550.

'Ohio “takings” bill

The task force will also-be continuing its
work with the Ohio Community Protection
Alliance to assistits campaign to defeata bad
Ohio “takings” bill. The Ohio Senate State
and Local Government Committee met in
May to hear opponent testimony on HB

533, the “Takings Assessment” bill. The .
hearing started four hours late, so many that
wanted to testify were unable to do so.
Groups testifying against the bill included
Rivérs Unlimited, Sierra Club, National
Audubon Society, Ohio Environmental
Council, Ohio Planning Conference, and
the Ohio Preservation Alliance.

The committee will probably take the
bill up -again sometime this fall. Those
unable to testify at the May hearing should
getan opportunity then. Formoreinforma-
tion contact the National Audubon Society
at (614) 224-3303.

‘Upcoming events

The task force will be hosting two forums in
the next few months. One is a forum tenta-
tively planned for the weekend of November

30 on the deregulation of Ontario’s forestry

regime and related issues. The forum will
include panel presentations, workshops on
skills needed for public oversight, and a
strategy session. The meeting place will
likely be Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. '

The task force is also planning a post-
U.S. election information sharing and strat-
egy meeting for the weekend of November
23 in Buffalo. We want to gather environ-
mentalists, hunters and anglers, and others
to assess election results and the state of the

-anticonservation “wise use” movement, and

to identify areas likely to need the attention
of conservationists in the medium term.

Marie, Michigan, from Sault Ste. Marie,
Ontario. Remedial Action Plans focusing
onafiecosystem approach (thatis, consider-
ing air, land, water, wildlife, and humans as
equally crucial parts of an area’s ecology),
have been developed for each of the AOCs.
The St. Marys River RAP is being devel-
opedunder thejoint leadership of Michigan
and Ontario. The problems faced by this
binational AOC includerestrictions on fish
and wildlife consumption, degradation of
fish and wildlife populations, fish tumors
and other deformities, beach closures, deg-
" radation of aesthetics and loss of fish and

wildlife habitat. Of particular concernis the:

loss of wetlands and rapids habitat due to

urban and industrial development.

. As part of the agenda of the federation’s
annual meeting; interested naturalists had
the opportunity to participate in a MMP
demonstration and marsh hike at Echo Bay,
one of the area’s most spectacular, but now
threatened, marshes. A four-lane highway
was recently planned thatwould run through
the middle of the marsh. The efforts of Ed

Czerwinski, a member of the Sault Natural-

ists Club and Marsh Monitoring Program
volunteer, and other concerned citizens re-
sulted in a diversion of the highway around
the edge of the marsh.

Marshes are an unportant part of Sault
Ste. Marie’s community’s heritage and the

- Marsh Monitoring Program providés agood

opportunity to foster citizen commitment
and responsibility for cleamng up thls and
other AOCs. .
More than 850 Marsh Monitoring Pro-
gram volunteers are now signed up to moni-
tor marshes in Areas of Concern and
elsewhere around the Great Lakes. The .
volunteers are helping to protect and restore
the marshes by taking anactiverolein moni-
toring the biological diversityof marshbirds
and amphibians andin assessing the succéss
of specific marsh rehabilitation efforts.
For more information on the program,
contact Amy Chabot at (519).586-3531,
fax: -3532, mmp@nornet.on.ca. '
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BIODIVERSITY & HABITAT PROTECTION TASK FORCE

Wetland losses continue, despzte the law

Despxte stateand federal safeguards designed
to ensure no net loss of wetlands, the agen-
cies charged with administering these safe-
guards in Ohio are still allowing losses to
take place.

A study released by the National Audu-

bon Society’s Great Lakes Regional Office *

shows that standards for wetland permit-
ting have not been uniformly applied and
-are resulting in a net loss of state wetlands.

Anyone planning an activity that will
result in a discharge into Ohio wetlands
must apply for a permit from the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers and the Ohio Environ-
mental Protection Agency. To receive a
permit, an applicant must demonstrate that
all unavoidable impacts to wetlands will be
mitigated by the creation, restoration, or
enhancement of wetlands elsewhere. This
requirement is designed to ensure that no
loss of wetland functions or acreage occurs
in the state.

Audubon examined thirty-two md1v1dual
permits issued from 1990 to 1995 to see

how this mitigation requirement was being .

implemented in Ohio. Some of the findings
include: -

% One quarter of the permits required no
wetland creation or restoration as mitiga-
tion.

& More than one-third of the permits allow
for anetloss of wetlands acreage. Thisis
despite the fact that the Ohio EPA and
several Corps districts say they require
1.5 acres of mitigation for every acre of
impacted wetlands.

% More than 18 percent of the wetland -

acreage impacted will not be replaced
through mitigation. This does not in-
clude the probable loss of wetlands that
will occur when some of the required
mitigation projects fail. Studies from
other states have shown that many miti-

‘The Impact
of Individual

104 Permits on

" Ohio Wetlands

90-1995

ALOCK AT

- gation projects fail to become fully func-

tioning wetland systems.

Over 60 percent of the wetlands im-
pacted will be replaced with deeper water
wetlands, or with ponds. This is despite
the many unique functions performed by

smaller, shallower wetlands in flood con-

trol; amphibian habitat, and water qual-
ity 1rnprovements

“These ﬁndmgs should be of concern to

cles.

alt Ohioans,” said Audubon’s Steve Sedam.
“Ohio has alreadylostabout 90 percentofits
wetlands. What will we be leaving behind
for future generations?” Of the fifty states,
only California has losta greater percentage
of its original wetlands.

Wetlands perform some very valuable
functions in Ohio. They store excess rain-
fall, reducing downstream flooding; they
filter pollutants out of surface water; they
provide recreational opportunities; and they

- serve as critical habitat to many species of

wildlifeand plants, including over twodozen
of Ohio’s threatened and endangered spe-

Audubon’s recommendations to improve

' protection for the state’s wetlands, include:

§ The establishment of a consensus on
goals for the future of Ohio’s wetlands,
including uniform mitigation criteria,

~ among the state and federal agencies in-
volved with wetland permitting

& The adoption of wetland water quality
standards for the state

$ A strict requirement that wetlands be
mitigated only by other wetlands, not.
ponds

& Uniform enforcement of mitigation stan-
dards for all projects to ensure the re-.
placement of both wetland acreage and
functions;

% Better record-keeping by agenciesand a -
tracking system for wetland impacts

& Astatewide publicinformation campaign
to reduce the amount of unauthorized

" activities affecting wetlands,

WATEI{fRO\NT

KAI'L

LAKE ONTARIO

New available is the second edi-
tion of The Waterfront Trail, a
guidebook toa walk and bikeway

. that runs nearly the length of the

Canadian side of Lake Ontario.

The Waterfront Trail was
born from recommendations in
the 1992 final report of the Royal

Commission on the Future of

.the Toronto Waterfront.

- Theguidebookhassomething
for everyone. It is organized by

area on the trail, going west to
east, each with maps and direc-

tions for hikers, bikers and just .

plain tourists, notes of interest for
local history buffs, and nature lore
for all of us. Local attractions and
amenities are listed for each mu-
nicipality along the trail.

An overall map is placed up
front showing the entire region

‘with major cities and conriecting

trails marked. However, all of the

cities described in subsequent chap-
ters are not shown, a major omis-
sion. A series of vignettes are
scattered judiciously throughout,
makingforinteresting andinforma-
tive reading. The book is 300 pages -

long with 47 full-color photographs

of trail attractions printed in a beau-
tiful center section on coated stock.
For more information call the

Waterfront Regeneration Trust at

(416) 314-8572.

‘10 Great Lakes United
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CLEAN PROI

Ann Arbor——area EQ landf Il wants PCBs

continued from ‘the cover page

Belleville Lake, which is part of the Huron

River system, whose waters eventually flow”

into Lake Erie. Operated by parent EQ Co.
and its subsidiaries Wayne Disposal and

" Michigan Dlsposal the landfill is already

permitted to receive hazardous wastes gen-
erated by facilities covered under the federal
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act.

Opponcnts of the PCB proposal cite

concern over the inevitable
. and eventual migration of .
". PCB and other pollutants
into Lake Erie as one reason
to deny botha renewalofthe
dump’s current RCRA per-.
mit and the Toxic Substance
control Act permit that is
required for the PCB dump-
ing. . ‘
If the government grants
the permit, the EQ landfill
will be the only one in the

Since 1993, the company has been forced to
pump several million gallons of liquid per
year from between the two liners that sepa-
rate the waste cells from the aquifer below,
an indication that the landfill is badly leak-
ing: WECARE also has found that concen-
trations of two chemicals, toluene and
methylene chloride, have been increasing in

both the leachate collected and in monitor--

ing wells, another sign of leakage.

Midwest allowed to accept
PCBs, and one of only seven
in the United States. The
owners will legally be able to
import PCBs from Canada
and Mexico. .

“It’s plain to see that this
isn'ta good idea,” says Andy
Winnie, president of the lo-
cal community group that
has organizedtostop the pro-
posal. The group, We're
Everyday Citizens Against
Ruining the Environment
{WECARE), has documented a numbcr of
problems at the facility:

& ''The landfill is already lcakmg
& The landfill is hydraulically linked to

regional waterways and is considerably

lower than the seasonal water table; fed-
eral rcgulatxons require that the landfill
be fifty feet above it
& Themonitoring systemisinadequateand
" there has been lax enforcement of the
. monitoring effort by regulatory agencies
& EQ_has a history of accidents and non-~
" compliance with existing permits .

 Anaerialview of the EQ landfill, which includes most of the six squares at
upper center. Baseball diamonds and residences are visible at upper right,
I-94 is at lower center, and a residential area and Belleville Lake is at
bottom. Underground leaksfrom the landfillwillflow south and :out/:ea.rt,
into Belleville Lake and thence into Lake Huron.

An explosion and fire at thc landfill in
May 1994 caused authorities to close nearby
Interstate 94 for two hours; community resi-

‘dents were evacuated. Residents note that

ongoing operations have resulted in nurer-
ous odor complaints againét thefacility; sev-
eral have filed suit in state court claiming
that the foul'odors have caused health prob-
lems, have diminished property values, and

impinge on the enjoyment of their homes. -

After the accident, the then-head of the
Michigan Dcpartmcnt of Natural Resources

-wrotethatthe compamcs managing theland-

fill rcpcatcdly failed to “properly test, treat,

dispose, or othcrwmc manage wastes. .
Even before the May 18, 1994, fire, thcsc

violations represented a pattern of non-com-

pliance which raised serious questions re-
garding [the companies’] ability to operate
their facilities in an environmentally sound

"manner.” The state attorney general entered

into a consent judgment with the company
that required operational changes and levied

a $500,000 fine, the largest ever pald bya

Michigan waste manage-
ment company.

v

Incompetence okay

Despite these strong words
from a former head of the
state’s  environmental
agency, regulators repeat-
edly said that EQ_will be
granted the necessary per-
mits. All that is in question
are the conditions that will
be attached to the permits
“based on public comment.
Alreadyupsetwithwhat
appears to be state bias in
favor of the dump opera-
tors, landfillopponents were,
shocked to see a copy of a
“ letter from current Depart-
ment of. Environmental
- Quality Director Russell
Hardingto the EPA urging
~ the federal agency to decide
“on the permit by June 21,
concurrent with the state’s
decision. Harding cited a
dcsuc by Ford Motor Co. to save money by
using the landfill to get rid of PCB waste
from one of its own. contaminated sites,
thereby avoiding construction of an onsite
disposal facility. :
Despite Harding’s desire to cxpcdltc the
permitting, EPA was forced to schedule a

SEMCOG

. second public hearing and comment period

this summer when it came to light that the
agencies. had provided inadequate public
notice of the spring comment period.

Great Lakes United attended the sum-
mer hearingand submitted commentsto the

DEQand'EPA opposing the proposal.
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CLEAN PRODUCTION TASK FORCE

Medlcal mcmerators let off the d10x1n hook

: by Scott Sederstrom o '
Belying campaign efforts to distinguish it-
self from anti-environmental forcesin Con-
gress, the Clinton administration’s

Environmental Protection Agencyhas caved -

.in to industry pressure and proposed weak
new standards for medical waste incinera-
tors, one of the largest sources of dioxin in
the Great Lakes Basin.

Thenewstandards replace stronger pro-

_ posed emission standards establishedin Feb-
ruary 1995. One of EPA’s justifications for
the change is that it has significantly low-
ered its estimate of dioxin and mercury re-
leases from the incinerators.

Under the Clean Air Act, EPA is re- -

qurred to issue standards for new and exist-
ing medical waste incinerators. Referred to

as Maximum Available Control. Technol- ‘

ogy (MACT) standards, the new emissions
limits cover dioxin, particulate matter, car-
bon monoxide, hydrochloric acid, sulphur
dioxide, nitrous oxides, lead, cadmium, and
~ mercury. EPA is under a court-ordered
deadline to promulgate a final rule for medi-
cal waste incinerators by July 1997. EPA’s
proposal would allow medical waste incin-
" erators to release ten times more dioxin than

’

allowed under proposed rules for hazardous
waste incinerators.

" “It’s Christmas in July for the hospital
industry, and EPA is playing Santa Claus,”
says Jackie Hunt Christensen of the Insti-
tute for Agriculture and Trade Policy. .

Initsoriginal dioxin reassessment, EPA’s
Office of Research and Development esti-
mated that medical waste incinerators re-
lease more dioxin than any other source, 2
total of between 1,600 and 16,000 grams
from an estimated 6,700 incinerators. This

estimate was based on limited data and was -
deterniined using hospital-to-population ra-

tios.

The American Hospital Assocmtlon a
hospital industry lobby, responded to the
dioxin reassessment and the February 1995
proposed rule by stating that the highest-
polluting medical waste incinerators, usually
small machines operating without pollution
control equipment, had been mostly closed
down jn favor of larger, newer facilities with
advanced pollution control equiprhent.

Theassociation submitted databased on
test burns at approximately 24 medlcalwaste
incinerators, and then extrapolated from

these limited tests to cover the esnmated‘ :

universe of 2 400 incinerators. AHA also
argued that a distinction needed to be made
between medical waste, consisting of the
entire hospital wastestream, infectious waste,

-such as used syringes, bedpans, and blood

bags, and pathological waste, predominantly
human tissue.

EPA is apparently conflicted over its’
estimates of dioxin releases from medical .
waste incinerators. On the one hand, the
agency's Clean Air Office incorporated vir-

tually all of AHA's recommendations into

the just-released MACT proposal. The

- Federal Registernoticeofthenew rulelowers

its February estimate of dioxin emissions
from 5,100 grams per year to 150 grams per
year—a staggering and unjustifiable reduc—

“tion of 97 percent. .

On the other hand, EPA’s Office of
Researchand Development—responsiblefor

the dioxin reassessment—is said to berevis-

ing its estimate of dioxin emissions from
medical ‘waste incinerators down to only
1,000 grams per year for the final version of
the reassessment,
The upshot is that when EPA’s overall
dioxin reassessment is finalized next year it
continued on page 18

Task force update

by Scott Sederstrom
Canada pesticide network

-A Canada-wide effort to link pesticide ac-
tivists has been initiated by. Sierra Club of
Canada, Toronto Environmental Alliance,
Canadian Labour Congress, World Wild-
life Fund, and Citizens for Alternatives to
Pesticides.

Called the Campalgn for Pest1c1de Re-.

duction, the group aims to develop an effec-
tive network on pesticide issues. The
organization’s founders want CPR to:

& Build a cross-Canada network of activ-
ists, including groups of all sizes, indi-
viduals, farmworkers,” other pest
management professionals, unions, and

whoever is dedicated to reducing urban, -

agricultural, forestry, aquatic, and other
pesticide uses

% ‘Support activists by facilitating access s to
the latest news on health and environ-
mental science and on government ini-
tiatives; by offering campaign and public
awareness expertise; and by story-telling

$ Act as government and industry watch-
dog, monitoring the activities of federal
.and provincial regulators, pesticide in-
dustry lobbyists, and others involved in

pesticide registration, reevaluation, food -

residue monitoring, environmental con-
* tamination, and the development of al-
ternatives to pesticides
& Coordinateadvocacyandawareness cam-
- paigns by helping develop shared cam-
paign goals and public awareness
-strategies.

“Thusfar thlrty—ﬁve environmental andlabour

groups have joined CPR 'in its first two

months of activity. Membvership 1s C$25.
For more information or to join CPR, con-
tact Angela Rickman ¢/o Sierra Club, (613)
241-4611, fax: -2292, sierra@web.net.

Wet Cleaning Update

The Center for Neighborhood Technology’s
Wet Cleaning Project has released an infor-
mational videotape and a compréhensive
report on the first year of wet cleaning at
Chicago’s The Greener Cleaner.

Thevideo, available for US$10 postpaid,
introduces the process and The Greener
Cleaner; the report, available free, includes
data on the year-long project and the results
of limited research at two other shops.

Toorderthevideo or thereports, contact -
thecenterat 2125 W. NorthAve., Chicago,
Illinois, 60647, or call Sylvia Ewing-Hoover
at (312) 278-4800 x299. Credit cards are -
accepted

12 Great Lakes United .
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CLEAN PRODUCTION TASK FORCE

More U.S. fac1ht1es may report toxic releases

by Scott Sederstrom

TheU.S. EnvuonmentalProtectlbn Agency .

has proposed cxpandmg the number of in-
dustries required to report pollution-related
information under the Emergency Planning
and Community Right-to-Know Act.

Under the proposed rule, several indus-
tries outside the manufacturing sector will
be required to report on their toxic releases
and other waste managementactivities. The
réports are collected and made available to
the public as part of the Tox1c Release In—
ventory (TRI).

Great Lakes United submitted testimony

to EPA ata'public hearing on the reporting -

expansion held in Chicago in August.
Up for addition to the TRI program are
metal mining (Standard Industry Classifi-
cation 10), coal mining (SIC 12), electric
utilities (SICs 4911, 4931, 4939), commer-
cial hazardous waste treatment (SIC 4953),
wholesale chemicals and allied products (SIC
'5169), petroleum bulk stations (SIC 5171),
and solvent recovery services (SIC 7389). .

The proposal marks the first addition of

new, nonmanufacturing industries to the

TRI list since the 1994 addition of federal

facilities. In 1995 EPA required companies -
- EPA has proposed reporting loopholes for

toreporton 286 additional chemicals begin-

ning in the 1996 reporting period. That

expansion nearly doubled. the number of
toxic chemicals that must be reported on.
While environmental groups who use

TRI data are generally supportive- of the

EPA proposal, they also note that there are

still some significant gaps in the TRI pro-

gram. These include no reporting require-
ments for some verysignificant toxic releasers,

- including garbage and medical waste incin-
erators, public sewage treatment plants natu-
ral gas processors, airports, marine loading
terminals, large industrial dry cleaners, natu-
ral gas processors, and oil and gas explora—

_ tionand production facilities. Also currently
exempt are agricultural users of pesticides.

Also problematic is the number of sig-
nificant chemicals that industry either does
not have to report on at all-—dioxin, for
example—or must do so only at an unrealis-

. tically high thresholds of activity. Many

“persistent toxic chemicals are subject to the,

~same threshold reporting requirements, as

chemicals of far less concern.
' Currently, a facility must file TRI re-

ports if it has ten or more full-time employ-
ees or equivalent and manufactures or -

processes at least-25,000 pounds of listed
chemicals or otherwise uses at least 10,000
pounds of the chemicals. Under this regime,

releases exempt from reporting include mer-

cury released from power plants, dioxinemis-

sions from waste combustors, and heavy
metal leachate from mine tailing'dumps.
Also on the down side of the proposal,

hydroelectric, nuclear power, and natural
gas facilities, power-generating facilities, and
coal extraction activities (but not ore pro-
cessing activities). :

EPA requested public comments on
whether the extraction exemption should
apply to metal mining as well.

At the Chicago public hearing, repre-

‘sentatives from the Grand Cal Task Force,

Illinois Public Interest Research Group, the
Chicago Chapter of the American Lung
Association, and Great Lakes United all
encouraged EPA to close the identified loop-
holes and expand the list of 1ndustr1es re-
quired to report.

Great Lakes United’s testlmony noted,

that requiring dioxin emissions. reporting
from all suspected sources—including iron
sintering plants, incinerators, chemical
plants, and fossi! fuel burning power plants—
would increase the amount of available data

*ondioxin emissions bothlocally and nation-

E

ally, while also prov1d1ng community resi-
dents with more details on dioxin emissions
in their communities. One of the biggest
weaknesses of the recent EPA dioxin assess-
mentwasitslack of data on dioxin emissions
from chemical plants and other manufactur-
ing facilities that bum waste on-site.

Industries represented at the hearing in-
cluded small chemical distributors who ob-
jected to being required to report. They said
that reporting would impose a significant
economic burden on them, and that they
merely repackaged chemicals for redistribu- -
tion, instead of either manufacturing, using,
or processing toxic chemicals.

Also objecting to EPA’s proposal was a
representative of Safety-Kleen, a large sol- -
vent recycling and fuel blender that supplies
cement plants with hazardous waste toburn.
Safety-Kleen took the position that requir-
ing it to report would potentially provide an

. inaccurate picture of releases in a commu-

nity, since the manufacturer who sent its
waste to Safety-Kleen would be required to
reportit, and then Safety-Kleen would have
to report it again when it released a portion .
to the environment and shipped it off-site.

Thisargumentneglects the fundamental

- premise underlying the right-to-know pro-

gram, which is that community members
should have accurate information aboutwhat
harmful substances are being released in
their communities as a first step towards
being able to work to reduce or eliminate
those releases. -

‘For the future, EPAis considering es-
tablishing different thresholds for toxic sub-
stances that are persistent (long-lived) and .
bioaccumulative (thati3, build upin thefood
chain). EPA might also require reporting
on chemicaluse rather than simply chemical
release. This would make it possible to
target industries with citizen campaigns en-
couraging them to use nontoxic substitute
chemicals or to move toward entlrely non-
toxic processes.

GLU will continue to encourage EPA to .
expand the TRI program to provide citizens
with more meaningful tools to eliminate
toxic releases and to increase clean produc-
tion activitiésaround the Great Lakes Basm
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Groundbreakmg report by Commoner group
Gxeat Lakes dioxin sources, solutlons

by Scott Sederstrom
A stronger economy, a healthier community,
and a cleaner Great Lakes is entirely possxble
if major sources of dioxin are eliminated in
favor of cleaner alternative technologies.
This is the major finding of three reports
prepared by Dr. Barxy Commoner and 'the

Center for the Biology of Natural Systems at

Queens College in New York City.

The reports are the culmination of a two-
year research project conducted by CBNS
with support from the Joyce Foundation. The

first, released in May 1995, was “Quantitative
Estimation of the Entry of Dioxins, Furans,
and Hexachlorobenzene into the Great Lakes
from Airborne and Waterborne Sources.”

This June the organization followed up
with “Zeroing Out Dioxinin the Great Lakes:
Within Our Reach,” an économic analysis of
technologies that specific industries could use
to produce their respective goods w1thout cre-

ating long-lived toxic pollutants.

InJune the center also released a summary
of the two reports, “Dioxin Fallout in the
Great Lakes: Where It Comes From, How to
Prevent It, At What Cost >

onxul_ facts

[

Dioxin s the ultratoxic byproduct of industrial

uses of chlorine. Omnipresent in air, water,
soil, and food, particularly in beef and dairy
products, our daily intake .of dioxin and
dioxinlike chemicals creates a lifetime cancer
risk that is five hundred to a thousand times
greater than the official, ‘&cceptable"’ risk of
one in a million. Exposures close to this level
. in pregriant women can lead to birth defects,
disrupted sexual development, and dafage to
the netvous and immune systems of the chil-
dren exposed in the womb.
'Like other creatures at the top of the food
chain—eagles and mink, for example—we
humans gain large concentrations of dioxin in

our bodies because the substance tends to be .

stored in the tissues of the animal products we
eat—and then in our own fatty tissues. There
exists no natural mechanism-for eliminating
dioxin from tissue, so it builds up over time.
This process is called bioaccumulation. -

It has long been known that widespread

reproductlve and developmental disruption to
wildlife in the Great Lakes is attributable to
long-lived toxic chemicals such asdioxin. The
substantial body of scientific evidence on this

‘point provides the foundation for the recom-

mendation by a U.S.-Canada treaty organiza-
tion, the International Joint Commission, that
the use and release of “persistent” toxic sub-
stances be phased out. In particular, the IJC
recommended the phaseout, or “sunsetting,”

.of industrial uses of chlonne n the Great

Lakes.

TheIJCrecommendation embodiesa pre-

ventive strategy for dealing with dioxin—elimi-
hate it by making certain that it is not created.

Current regulatory efforts by the U.S. and
" Canadian governments attempt to control

pollution, allowing dioxin to be created and

then attempring to control it with pollunon'

control equipment.
Unfortunately, the IJC has not been
heeded. Neither corporations nor the federal

governments have taken any substantial steps

to eliminate dioxin releases. The CBNS re-
ports demonstrate that we can not only iden-

tify the major sources of dioxin in the Great

Lakes, but that we caneliminate many of them
with minimal economlc dxsruptxon, sometimes
_cvcn with Job creation.

Air so_urces :

The CBNS reports comprehensively high;

light for the first time the dangers of dioxin.
‘and the alternative technologies that canavoid

its creation. First CBNS examined the two
most important routes for dioxin releases to

- the Great Lakes: indirect discharges from the
. air and direct discharges into water by indus-

trial facilities and pulp and paper plants.
The center identified 1,329 possible air

sources of dioxin to the Great Lakes, including -

incinerators of hazardous chemicals, sewage
sludge, and municipal solid or medical waste;
cementkilns that burn hazardous wastes; cop-
per smelters; coal- or wood-burning furnaces;
iron sintering plants; heavy-duty diesel ve-
hicles; and gasoline-fueled cars and trucks.
What these sources have in common is that
they combust material and that there is chlo-
rine in the fuel or material being burned.

Usmg computer air modeling and ex_nis-
sions information on the 1,329 possible dioxin
sources, CBNS detertnined that:

% Incinerationofmedicaland murumpal waste’
is responsible for the largest amount-of
dioxin in the Great Lakes. Medical waste
incinerators contribute 48 percent of the
total dioxin, municipal waste incineration
22 percent.

% Hazardous-waste-burmng cement kilns

and iron ore sintering plants each contrib-
ute 8 percént of the total dioxin loading to -
the Great Lakes environment.

& Only 106 of the 1,329 p0551ble sources are
responsible for 85 percent of the dioxin
deposition in the Great Lakes. These 106
sources include incinerators located in the
Great Lakes region, but also municipal
incinerators located as far away as Florida

and Utah

Medical waste incinerators

. According to CBNS, as of 1995 there were

609 hospital and 14 commercial medicalwaste
incinerators in operation in the Great Lakes
region. These facilities emit large amounts of

“dioxin becalise their waste stream contains

high amounts of chlorinated plastic, particu-
larly polyvinyl chloride (for more detail on
medical waste incinerators, see the article else-
where in this issue).

-About 85 percent of the total medical
waste stream consists of the paper, food, and
the like that comprises typical household waste.
Just 15 percent of medical waste stream is the
infectious waste that requires special han-
dling. Under U.S. regulations, this material
must be sterilized before disposal. Many hos-
pitals’ comingle the two waste streams and
burn them in the same incinerator. :

- Separating the two kinds of waste would

- allow hospitals to recycle or landfill regular

waste and sterilize the “infectious” waste in
autoclaves, machines that use high-tempera-

ture steam to destroy all living things. Patho-

logical waste, which consists of surgically
removed tissue, amounts to only 0.3 percent of
the medical waste stream and would continue
to be incinerated.

" Shifting waste disposal from incinerators
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to autoclaves would increase hospital costs by

about sixty cents per patient per day. If re-

quired to move to use autoclaves, commercial

medical waste handlers would se¢ only a 12
' percent increase in costs.

Municipal waste incinerators

* Conducting “intensive” recycling could drasti-
cally reduce the need for the fifty municipal
waste incinerators currently operating in the
Great Lakes ecosystem and virtually end the
dioxin emissions coming from this source.
Intensive rccyclmg, which is designed to
collect the maximum amount of recyclable
material from waste, can convert almost 85
percent of the residential waste stream into
marketable paper, metal, glass, and compost,
according o pilotstudies conducted by CBNS.
Shifting from incineration to. intensive recy-
cling would generate a net revenue of $536
million per year for Great Lakes communities,
according to the center. The money would

come from the combination of selling the

recycled materials and avoiding mcmerator
tipping fees.

The move would also create jobs. Studies
by CBNS and the Institute for Local Self-

Reliance indicate that the Great Lakes region .

could expect to create an additional 6,100
collection and processingjobs. Use ofrecycled
materials by regional manufacturing firms
wotild sustain 21,000 more jobs. Closing the
incinerators would cost 2,500 jobs.

, Iron sintering plants

Iron sintering is one of the component pro-
cesses insteel production by blast furnaces and
a likely source of dioxin. Powdered iron ore is
not usable in a blast furnace; it tends to com-
pact and impede the gas flow necessary for
steel production. Iron sintering combines
powdered ore and powdered coal or coke in a
furnace, turning the powdered iron into a
lumpy agglomerate usable in blast furnaces.
There has been no dioxin testing of North
Americansintering plants, but data from Ger-
many indicates that all of the German sinter-
ing plants emit dioxin.

CBNS found that eliminating chlorinated
solvents and chlorinated oils—with the excep-
tion of extreme-pressure lubricants—could to
alarge extenteliminate dioxin emissions with-
out an undue increase in costs. Howcver, the
center notes that there is a need to compre-
henswcly survey the impact of current sinter-
ing plant operating practices on dioxin
emissions. This would be a first step towards

- devising remedxal measures for prcventmg di-

oxin emissions.
Cementkilns -

Cementis manufactured by heating limestone
and other raw materials to approximately 1,500

-degrees Centigrade. Asof1993, nine facilities

in the Great Lakes states and Ontario burned
hazardous waste to heat the raw materials.
Rather than pay for the fuel, the cement com-
panies receive moncy for accepting the haz—
ardous waste.

Eliminating dioxin releases from cement

kilns that burn hazardous waste means elimi- -

nating the use of hazardous waste as fuel.
CBNS estimates that eliminating hazardous

- waste burning by cement plants and substitut-

mg coal as the primary fuel would increase the
price of cement by 4 percent.

Water sources

Water sources of dioxin in the Great Lakes

environment include pulp and paper plants,”

sewage treatment facilities, and chemical
manufacturing plants that discharge dioxin-

-contaminated wastewaters. directly into the

Great Lakes or into waterways that flow into
the Great Lakes. Dioxin is also released into
the lakes from leaky contaminated sites, and
from contaminated sediments deposited into

 the lakes in years past. Lakes Ontario and

Erie, in particular, receive an unestimated
amount of dioxin from contaminated sites. In
the other lakes, waterborne dioxin sources are
estimated-to be about four to seven times less
than the amount that reaches the lakes from
theair. Because ofthe difficulty estimating all
waterborne sources of dioxin in the Great
Lakes, the reports focus on the contribution of
the pulp and paper industry. ,

The CBNS reports 1dennfy thc use of
chlorine as a bleaching agentin pulp and paper
plants as a major source of dioxin. Historically
the industry has used chlorine gas, commonly
called elemental chlorine, to bleach pulp so
that the resulting paper will have the level of
whiteness desired by the paper industry with-
out at the same time weakening it so that it
cannot be run on certain demanding presses.

As a result of litigation and regulatory
initiatives, in recent years the pulp and paper

industry has begun replacing elemental chlo-

rine bleaching with chlorine dioxide bleaching
technologies, often referred to as elemenitally
chlorine-free (ECF) bleaching. The change

to ECF production reduces dioxin releases by
60 to 80 percent, according to the Us. Env1- »

ronmental Protection Agency. Other chlori-
nated compounds also continue to be released
when pulp is bleached with chlorine dioxide.
Complete elimination of dioxin emissions
from these plants can be achieved through the
use of totally chlorine-free (T'CF) bleaching -
technologies. Because TCF processes elimi-

nate the use of all chlorinated compounds,

pulp and paper dioxin releases can also be
largely eliminated (some dioxin exists in re-
cycled paper raw materials as well as in most
mill water supplies). :

The reports identify ten Great Lakes pulp
and paper mills that produce pulp and paper
fromwood, and an additional ten that produce
pulp from recycled paper. CBNS compared
the costs associated with converting to TCF
manufacturingwith three different ECF (chlo- -
rine dioxide) processes. The center found that
all of the ECF and TCF alternatives result in
some increase in the cost of producing pulp,
and that the technologies that are most effec-
tive in reducing dioxin.and other chlorinated
toxic chemicals require the largest increases in
cost. However, CBNS found no significant
costdifference betweenthe cleanest ECF tech-
nology and TCF processes.

The center also found that recycling paper -
without using chlorinated bleaching agents is
economically competitive.

Elumnatmg the sources of maJor dioxin emis-
sions to the Great Lakes environment can be
accomplished with economic benefits to the
Great Lakes regional economy. Replacing °

incineration of municipal waste with intensive

recycling and composting; autoclaving medi-
cal waste; using totally chlorine-free paper
bleachingtechnology; eliminating chlorinated
compounds in steel making; and eliminating
the use of hazardous waste as fuel for cement
manufacturing—these steps would eliminate
much of the dioxin entering the Great Lakes
environment while simultaneously addingjobs
and revenue,

The CBNS reports dcmonstratc that the
Intcmanpnal Joint Commission’s phaseout’
recommendations—particularly its recom-
mendation to phase out chlorine—can be ac-

complished without major economic

disruption.

Now we knowwhat can be done; we miust
push our governments to doit. .

Foracopy ofany of thereports, see CBNS's
Worldwide Web site at www.qc.edu and click
on “CBNS,” or contact the organization at
(718) 670-4180. -
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Task force update Detroit BPAC gone, factsheets fi nished

* by Y-Lang Nguyen _
The Detroit River Binational Pubhc Advi-
sory Committee is no more. In May the
BPAC split into a Michigan PAC and an
'Ontario PAC. The new chair of the Michi-
gan PAC cited as the reason for the split the
difficulty in coordinating efforts among
Michigan, Ontario, the United States, and
Canada, the four jurisdictions overseeing
the Detroit River RAP. -
. The St. Clair and St. Marys BPACs are
the only remaining binational PACs.
InNew York, the I’lemedialAction Plans

for the two connecting channels, the Nia-
gara River and St. Lawrence River, have
always been developed separately at the in-
sistence of New York State. The number
one recommendation of the Niagara River,
Ontario, Stage Il RAP is the creation of an
international RAP.

The split of the Det_roit River BPAC is
unfortunate. Successful cleanup treats the
entire ecosystem and not the bits and pieces
determined by political boundaries. What

~ happens on one side of the river will inevita-

bly affect the other. At a time when devel-

oping partnershxps is being emphasized, it
seems ironic that such a fundamental oneis
breaking up.

Thirty-four AOC factsheets are now avail-
able from Great Lakes United. The fact-

- sheets, part of a project financed by the

Great Lakes Protection Fund, highlight suc-
cessful activities and provide updates on .-
Area of Concern developments and other
project and campaign activities in AOC
communities throughout the Great Lakes
Basin. Call the Buffalo oﬁice for your set.

. . Buffalo River AOC

continued, ﬁam the previous page
. areissued according toschedule, rehabilita-
tion canbeginon three of the sites in the fall
of 1996. For more information contact
' Mary Sonntag of the Erie County Depart-
ment of Environmentand Planningat(716)
- 858-7762.

Other-progress

Remediation recently began at the site of
Buffalo Color Corp., a nineteen-acre haz-
~ ardous waste site surrounded on three sides
by the Buffalo River. Allied Signal, Inc.,the
user of the facility from 1905 to 1976, is
responsible for the cleanup, which will be
overseen by the New York State Depart-
mentof Environmental Conservation. The
" site contains elevated levels of polyaromatic
hydrocarbons, chlorinated benzenes, and
metals in fill materials.” Volatile organic

compounds, chlorinated benzenes, and cer- -

tainmetalsarealso foundin thesite’s ground-

" water.

Remediation ir_wolvés installation of a
low-permeability cap over the site, excava-
tion of river sediments adjacent to the site,
and collection and treatment of groundwa-
ter. A groundwater treatment system has
been designed.

The project also includes some habitat
restoranon components, for example, cre-
ation of ashoreline wetland and fish spawn-

ing shoals. Allied Signal has agreed to pay -

the estimated $8 million cost of the remedy.
For more information contact Regional
Project Manager Gerald Pietraszek of the
Department of Environmental Conserva-

tion at (716)851-7010.

For general information on the Buffalo
River Remedial Advisory Committee, con-
tact Barry Boyer, co-chair of the committee,

~at (716) 645-2052.

.. Metro Toronto AOC

continued from page 16

lakefront golf academy (see a brief on the
subject elsewhere in this issue).  The pro-
posed golf facility would have destroyed

‘habitatidentified as an Environmentally Sig-

nificant Area by the local conservation au-
thority, and erected aseventy-foot-high golf
ball net, which could injure or kill migrating
birds. The facility might have violated the
Migratory Birds Convention Act.

A number oflocal groups, includirig Citi-
zensfora Lakeshore Greenway, the Federa-
tion of Ontario Naturalists, the Toronto
Ornithological Club, the Wildlands League,
and the Sierra Legal Defence Fund worked

to defeat the proposal. For more informa-

tion contact the Sierra Legal Defence Fund
at (416) 368-7533. -

..~ medical incinerators

continuedfrom page 12

will contain an estimate for dioxin releases
from medical waste incinerators almost ten
times higher than the amount of releases
EPA’spertinent regulauonsmllbe designed

- to .control.

In its Federal Register notice the Clean

Air Office also dramatically lowered its esti-
mate of mercury emissions from medical

. waste incinerators from 65 tons per year to
16 tons per year. '

Much as the AHA requested, EPA has

also proposed regulating hospital waste in

several separate categories: “hospital” waste .

(noninfectious materials), “medical” waste
(“potentially infectious” waste), and patho-
logical waste (body parts). Under the pro-
posed rule, segregated hospital waste would
be regulated under the more stringent mu-
nicipal solid waste incinerator MACT pro-
posal; medical waste would fall under the

proposed medical waste incinerator MACT
standards. Pathological waste would be cov--
ered byafuture separate regulatory proposal.

Environmentalists fear that hospitalswith
onsite incinerators will be encouraged by the
less-stringent (and therefore less expensive)
medical waste standards to continue burn-
ing all their waste on site, rather than sepa-
rating out the noninfectious waste, which
makes up 85 percent of most hospital the
waste streams and contains much of the
material that releases long-lived toxic sub-
stances when burned.

Great Lakes United joined other envi-
ronmental groups in issuing comments criti-
cal of the EPA proposal
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. Great Lakes US Ho‘use.‘Envivronm»en‘t Voting Records

Clean EPA Forest Environment - |Endangered
water protections protection safeguards species

‘Legislator (HR 961) (Vole1605) |(Vote 2262) (HR 9) (Vote 2005) Score (%)
linois

Jcolins @ - - e e - | . 60
Crane (R) ® ® ® ® ® 0
Ewing (R) x:3 ® ® ® 8 0
Fawell (R) ® ¢ : ¢ y ® ® 0 .
Fk;ncgcn R ® . @ , R N ® ® S

[ Gutierrez (D) Yy A . ‘. . . »100

Hvce ® ® - = . ® % o
Jackson (D) - = = T - . s » ) 'y " 100
Lipinski (D) . — . e .. ® I ) ’ 40 -
Porter (R) D 'S A T . ® ' 80"
Reynolds (D) . - = . = 66
Rush (D) - - . _ T e » ) . T 100
[welier ® e ® e : ® 9
Yates (D) ¢ T - ' e ” N ’ " %0
Indiana ' ‘
Visclosky (©) - N . e I | T
Michigan _ - » 7
Barcla (D) ® ¢ e v ® : ¢ : ' 20
Bonlor (D)‘ ¢ 6. Py + 6 - 100
Camp R) ® 1o ® ) ® ® o
Chrysler (R) ® . . ® . @ . ® 2
Collins (D) - ¢ ¢ ¢ - 6 . 80

© . |Conyers (D) ' ¢ . . ¢ s . 100

Dingel (©) A e e T T .. 100
Enlers (R) . . ] . . o , ® 0

“|Hoekstra (R) . ® ‘ ® h e ® ’ ® o
Kiidee (D) v . . T T R 100
Knollenberg (R)-- ; . ® . ® . ® i l ® ® T 0
Levin (D) _ s . ' n R ]00'
Rivers ©) . e . . . 100°

smith® ) R o . ® ® 20
Stupak (D) B ‘ ® ® - . B 40
Upton () . ® | . ' ‘ ® ® T o
& = a vote favoring environmental protcction. ® =avote dgairut environmental profection_. — = missed the vote. 3% = not a member of Cor;grcss at the time.

Chart derived from the Sierra Club Web site at www.sierraclub.org/politics. HR 961 would have amended the Clean Water Act to ease pbllution restrictions

- and remove protection from half the nation’s wetlands. Vote 1605 would have restored U.S. Environmental Protection Agency powers removed in an EPA
funding bill. Vote 2262 would have ended th ¢ “logging without laws” rider passed as part of the 1995 budget bill. HR 9 contained extensive new restrictions
on environmental protection programs. Vote 2005 would have banned new endangered species listings and stripped away some cﬁsﬁng protections,
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Minnesota L _ _
Gutknecht® = ® ® ® e . e | 0
Luther () g N o . IR ‘ N ‘ e 100 .
Minge (D) ' 4 ® ' ¢ N ' . e
) Oberstor»b(D) - ) ¢ ) - ® ¢ - ¢ 80
Peterson ©) . ® ® ‘ ¢ ® é 40
Ramstad (R) e Ce = ® ® ' a0
Sabo (D) : ¢ e R . . T S IR (1)
Vento (D) . . S I T S ' ¢ . ' 100
New York o
Boehlert (R) ¢ 4 s . I ® 80
Houghton (R) . ® L e ‘ o= ' ® @ 20
LaFalce (DY ¢ e 'y ¢ ~ ¢ 100
McHugh (R) - G ® | ® ® ) 0
Paxon (R) ® ® ) ® ® . ® 0
Quinn (R)” ® ¢ I ® ® K
NSaughter® - - | ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 100
Solomon (R) ® e ® ® 0
Walsh (R) : ® . ® e ® | e 20
Ohio - ’
Brown (D) » e ¢ . * ‘ ‘ . 100
Gilmor (R) ®. ) . ® ‘ ® ® : - 20
Hoke (R). ® - ® : ® - 0
Kaptur (D) S e \ ‘¢ . . . 100
Latourétte (R) ® ' e ® ® @ 20
Sawyer (D) i ‘ ’ ¢ o ¢ | ‘¢ s e S 00
Stokes (D) , . e B A | ’ A 100
Pennsylv&nia »
Clinger (R) ) ® . ® : ® ® e 0
Coyne (D) e ! e e . ¢ ¢ 100
bovle ) ® . ® ® ® 2.
- [Engish ® ® ¢ ® ® ‘ ® 20
Klink (D) ® 3 ® N ' ¢ &0
| Wisconsin _ .
Barret (D) ¢ K e e / e 100
Gunderson R)’ 6 ' . ®. ‘e o . » ® . ® : 20
Kleczka (D) . - . e J ¢ ‘ ¢ . Iy 80
Klug ®R) - o ¢ e 'y ® ® &0
‘Neumann (R) ; ® ® ' : ® ® ® 0
Obey (D) N ¢ ¢ » ¢ ¢ ¢ 100
Petri (R) : + ® e ® P 40
Roth (R) V ® ® - ® ® 0
Sensénbrenner (®) ¢ ® ¢ ® ® 40
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House and Senate hearings on Minnesota’s

Boundary Waters Canoe AréaWil-

derness and Voyageurs Natlonal Park .
were held in mid-July. The hearings went.

well for pro-wilderness citizens opposing
the proposedlegislation of Rep. Jim Oberstar
(D-Minnesota) and Sen, Rod Grams (R-
Minnesota), which would open protected
areas to motorized vehicles and turn over
managemcnt of the land to a council ‘con-
trolled by anti-conservation’ forces

The- Senate hearings went particularly
well, partly due to Grams’s baldly political
attempt to use theé issue to attack Sen. Paul

- Wellstone (D-Minnesota), who is up for

reelection this year. Three days after Grams

announced his legislation, the Republican "
" Party began a $1 million media campaign

characterizing Wellstone as unresponsive to
localconcernsanda dupe of environmental-
ists and Washington for wanting to keep

- these public lands public.

With their colleagues unenthusiastic

" 'about changing the statusof the areas, Grams

P

and Oberstar are looking for other ways to -

have their bills considered. Grams says he'll
attach his bill to “suitable” legislation in the

fall. Oberstar redrafted his bill to give the .

appearance of compromise. For more infor-

mation contact the Minnesota Parks and

* Wilderness. Coalition at (612) 223-5969.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
is establishing new Wafer quallty

“standards that will apply to all of the -
surface waters, including wetlands in the

- state of Pennyslvania.

The Raymond Profitt Foundation sued

_the agency to force it to propose§the rules
- because of the slow pace of Pennsylvania’s-

water quality standard-setting:
EPA will hold a public hearing on the
proposed standards on October 16,1996, in

Harrisburg, and will accept written com--

ments until that time.

" For more information on the hearing,
call Evelyn MacKnight at (800) 438-2474
by October11. For more information on the

‘suit and the citizen perspective on the stan-:

dards, contact John Wilmer at the Raymond
Profitt Foundation, (610) 565-2736,
rpf@prc.org. '

Lots of action in Ontario’s forests.
"The Ministry of Natural Resources has ad-
mitted thatitwill soon seek cxemptlon from
the requirements of the Class Environmen-

tal Assessment on Timber Management.
The MNR s already out of compliance with

provincial technical and policy committees
are not meeting, no old-growth guidelines

~‘have been developed, and guidelines for

 this legally binding decision (they have not .
-set up regional advisory committees, the

preserving the pileated woodpecker and -

.marten have not been released) and it looks

like they will try to have part or. most of its

* - teethremoved before the job of looking after

the forests is. handed over to industry.
The Canadian Standards Association’s

sustainable forests “certification”
scheme is moving toward finalization this
fall. This industry-backed standard will be
used to try and convince the publicin North
Americaand abroad thatall companies car-

- rying the CSA Sustainable Forest Manage-

ment logo are managing their forests in a
sustainable manner. Unfortunatelythe CSA

‘'system does not require the measurement of

performance in the woods—bad companies
will be approved along with the good.
The Ontario MNR says it will release its

- protected areas action plan in
September. Finally the public will be able to

see how the ministry plans to meet its com-

mitments to protect wilderness under the

Endangered Spaces Campaign.
The Ontario government has released its
long-awaited 'Temagami land-use

Y-lang Nguyen  *

dec1s1on and itisa mghtmare Minister
of Natural Resources Chris-Hodgson has
given the go-ahead to mining, logging, and-
road building in sensitive areas. Mine stak-
mg will be permitted in these areas begin-
ning in September. o
The decision rejects the recommenda—
tionsofalocal advisory committee, the Com-"
prehensive Planning Council, a body of
teachers, local businesspeople, andresidents
that spent six years reachmg the conclusion.

that sensitive wild lake and river areas to the
north of Lady Evelyn Wilderness Park

- should be protected from the impacts of

mining and logging.

A February poll by the Environics com-
panyfound that 81 percent of Ontarians and
67 percent of northern Ontarians support
protecting wild areas, even if it means less
mining, logging, and urban expansion.

“This decision is short-sighted and will
prove tobe bad for businessin Ontario,” said
Tim Gray, executive director of the Wild- -
lands League, '
" Formoreinformation contact the league
at (416) 971 9453, '

In late July a three-hundred-member team
of international experts managed to safely
lift the oil- and PCB-laden Ir@in g
Whale from its 220- -foot-deep resting
place in the Gulf of St. Lawrence. The ship

sank in a storm twenty-six years ago.

Basin environmentalists had urged Ca- -

‘nadian authorities to pump out the ship’s

toxic cargo before lifting it, because the ship.
might have broken apart during the salvage
operation, severely polluting the area.

" The ship contained 7.2 tons of heating
fluid laced with PCBs and about 3,100 tons
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- of oil, after leaking 1,000 tons over thc last’

quarter century.

Release of theship’s cargo thrcatcncd the
region’s shellfish industry and the beaches of
Prince Edward Island.

For the second time in a dozen years the

Ontario government -has imposed a
communal fishing license—a
limit on annual fish catch—on the
Chippewas of Nawash, who live
on the Bruce Peninsula of Lake Huron. In
1993 an Ontario court declared a 1984
provincial communal licence unconstitu-

" tional. The court said that it was an illegal

restriction of theband's aboriginal and treaty
rights to fish commercially in the waters up
to seven miles off the shoreline of the Bruce
Peninsula. ‘

. Coincidentally, in May the Chippewas
of Nawash implemented bylaw 13-96, which
has the effect of federal law and enables the
- Chippewas to regulate its fishermen in re-
serve waters. For more informationcontact
the Chippewas of Nawash at (5 19) 534-
5133.

In early May, New York Gov. George
Pataki announced that the state was pur-

chasmgWOOdlawn Beach aninety-
three-acre site on Lake Eri¢ just three miles
south of downtown Buffalo. \

The 4,000-foot-long, naturally sloping,
sandy stretch of shoreline was a popular
swimming and boating area in the early
1900s, when it also had a penny arcade and
aroller coaster. Despite twenty-eight miles
oflake and river shore within the city limits,
Buffalo does not have a single beach area.

The state will' pay $6.3 million for the
property and spend $5 million to develop it,

including taking measures to thwart sewage

pollution. The Trust for Public Land nego-
tiated the purchase of the property from the
Gateway Trade Center. For moreinforma-
tion contact Assemblyman Francis Pordum
(D-Hamburg) at (716) 826-1878. '

Good news for the Indian Dunes

National Lakeshore. Congress has
approved $3.7 million to purchase Crescent
Dune, a-thirty-three-acre dune habitat that

~ council has fought Interior Secretary James

‘over plans to develop townhouses on the

isthelast privatelyowned, undeveloped Lake
Michigan shoreline in Indiana. The half-
mile-long shorelineon the easternend of the

park boundaries is adjacent to Mt. Baldy,

which is already part of the park.
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The Save the Dunes Council went to
Washington, D.C., last month to lobby for
the land acquisition money. They were told
that while a number of legislators fully sup- .
potted the Indiana Dunes park, Congress
would never approve more than,10 percent
of the National Park Service land acquisition
bddgét (835 million) for one parcel of ex-
pensive land.

The council first proposed the addition .
of Crescent Dune to the national lakeshore
in 1971. In past twenty-five years, the

Watts, who dismissed a lawsuit to force
acquisition of the land, sued the federal
government to force acquisition (losing in
the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals in
1989), fought the owner (a utility company)

land, and convinced Congressman Peter
Visclosky (D-Indiana) to reverse his sup-
port from the utility development plan in
favor of protection. Beginningin 1992, the
council tried to build support for funding
acquisition of the parcel. Fantastic work.

- For more information contact the Save
the Dunes Council, at (219) 879-3937.

The Wisconsin forest bio-

diversity bill became law this month.
The result of nearly two years of negotiation
among environmental groups, industry, and

Pqu|a Borkowski
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state agencies, the newlaw makes preserving
“native biological diversity” one of the pur-

_ poses of state forest management

The law requires that actions taken by
the Wisconsin Department of Natural Re-
sources are consistent with the “long-term
maintenance of sustamablc forest commu-
nities and ccosystcms

However, it is unclear to what extent

" biodiversity will be protected by the bill; it

~ will be up to the forest planning process to
determine how much of the forests will be ke
available for the various “uses” that conflict **

with maintaining diversity.

For a copy of the law, contact Walter
Kuhlmann,a Madison attorneywhoworked
onthelawonbehalf of environmental inter-
ests, at (608) 257-9521 or wkuhlma-
@bscf com.

Anmtematlonallyrccogmzcdmlgratory
bird corridor was saved from powerful

Toronto, development pressures when
the City Council halted a plan to build a golf
academy on the site. :

The proposed nineteen-acre dnvmg ‘
range, putting area, clubhouse, and parking
facility had been planned for the base of the
five-kilometre-long Leslie Street Spit pen-
msula, host to more than 290 species of

birds, including such 1996 raﬁﬁcé as the

_ Americanwhite pelican, theyellow-crowned

night heron, and the great grey owl. The
south end of the spit is home to large colo-
nies of double-crested cormorants (936 nests
counted this year) and black-crowned night
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‘herons (1,233 nests) as well as terns and

_gulls. The spit also hosts one of the only.

known coyote denning sites in the city.
Groups objecting to the siting, included
Citizens for a Lakeshore Greenway, the
Federation of Ontario Naturalists, Friends
of the Spit, Toronto Field Naturalists, the
Toronto Ornithological Club, the Wild-

- lands League, and Sierra Legal Defence

Fund. For more information contact Sierra
Legal Defence at (416) 368-7533.

How about this for a new line of work:
 raising old- —growth logs from the
bottom of Lake Superior.

People are doing it in Wlsconsm, ac-
cording to the Washington Post. A 1992

state law gives ownership of sunken logs to.

whoever can recover them. Tt seems tens of

thousands of perfectly preserved logs lie in

the lake bottom, and they are very valuable.
The logs were lost during the first wave of
foggingin the regionaround a hundred years
ago.-Atthat time the cheapest way to move
them was usually to put them in the water
and float them downstream.

The high-quality timber has spawned
several “value- added”woodworkingandsaw—
mill operations in Wisconsin. One entre-
preneur, Scott Mitchen of Ashland,
Wisconsin, plans to raise thirty thousand
logs from the lake and mill them in his own
sawmill. - '

Accordmg to a July : amclc in Britian’s Fi-

nancial Times, officials at the World _

Trade Organization in Genevaare
accusing the United States of “refusing to
play aconstructive role” in the WI'Q’s trade
and environment committee, possibly pre-
venting any important recommendationsin
time for the WT'O’s first ministerial meet-
ing in Singapore this December.

The committee is charged with “looking
at the relationship between international
trade rules and environmental measures”

and to see if WTO rules need amending as -

A rcsult “The committee’s areas of investiga-
- fioninclides the handling of WT'O disputes
that arise from the trade provisions of mul-
tilateral environmental agreements such as

NAFTA, and how to make sure that envi-

ronmental measures like packaging require-
ments and “ecolabelling”—for example,
mandating notices of relative recyclability—
are compatiblewith international trade rules.

- After two years of discussions, according
to trade officials, talks had gotten nowhere
because “the U.S. is proposing nothing and

systematiqally trashing everyone else’s pro- -

posals,” according to one official.

In 1994, the Unitéd States was one of the
strongest advocates of establishing the com-
mittee, which mustbe reestablished by min-
isters in Singapore. So far, no one has said
that the committee should be discontinued,
but some developing countries are known to
want to turn the committee toward investi-
gation.of sustainable development.

The Great Lakes Aquatic Habitat
Fund wants to support grassroots initia-
tives by individuals or organizations work-
ing to protect U.S. or Canadian habitats in
the Great Lakes Basin. Application forms
are now available and must be postmarked

by September 30, 1996. Grant awards, will

range between US$500 and US$3,500, will
be decided by November 15,1996. T h i's
year the fund will consider applications for:

& Protecnng Great Lakes shorelines, in-
land lakes, rivers, streams, wetland and
other aquatic habitats that serve as im--
portant biological areas, or arkas that afe
critical to the functioning of important
aquatic habitats.

& Restoring aquatic habitats in ways that

’ _ provide opportumtxcs for hands -on citi-

. zen involvernent.
& Promotinglanduse decisionsthat protec;‘t
‘aquatic habitats and biological diversity.
§ Capacity-building of grassroots organi-
 zations that work to protect and restore
aquatic habitats.
§ Dcmonstratmg or researching the eco-
nomic and social advantages of preserv-
- ing and restoring aquatic habitats.

For more information contactthe Tip 6f the '
Mitt Watershed Councilat(616)347-1181.

bntario Prime Minstcrr Mike Harris has
appointed Norman Sterling (PC-Ottawa)
to lead the Ontario Ministry of

Environment and Energy. In
the process Harris upgraded the position by
granting Sterling a seat on the Policy
andPriorities Board, the inner cabinet that
sets the government’s agenda.

The Toronto Globe and Maisl quoted
Harris as assuring Ontarians that “protect-
ing the environment for future generations

- ranks equally with us as'the fiscal situation

for future generations,” possibly signaling a

: lessening ofthe harshbudget cuts currcntly
in progress at the ministry.

Sterling, who had been head of the Min-

istry of Consumer-and Commercial Rela-

W tions, repliced Brenda Elliott, who was not

given another protfolio.

Y Atan August public hearing Great Lakes
* Unitedurgedthe U.S. Environmental Pro-

tection Agencytoimplementthe most com-
prehensive of thirteen options to clean up

DuPont COl’p S Necco Park toxic .

dump in Nlagar a Falls ’ New
York . .

The company discharged over 185 mil-
lion pounds of liquid and solid toxic waste
into the twenty-four-acre site from 1930 to
1977,including chlqrinatcd compoundssuch
as carbon tetrachloride, PCE, TCE,
hexachlorobenzene, chloroform, and meth-
ylene chloride, aswell as fly ash, barium, and
other process wastes.

The site is 1.5 miles from the Niagara
Rlver, whichisa source of dnnkmg water for
over 1 mllhon people. Contaminated
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' Responsabilisation des producteurs

par Sz‘epbane Gmgras

Depuis le printemps dernier St-Laurent -
Grands Lacs Unis participe aux audiences
publiques sur la gestion-des matiéres
résiduelles au Québec. De l'incinération 3
Ienfouissement en passant par le
surconsommation, les audiences ont été
déclenché par le ministre de 'environement

afin d’evaluer tous les aspects reliés 4 la -

gestion des déchets solides. Allant de ville
enville, les cinq commissaires nommés pour
enquéter dans ce dossier ont collecté les
commentaires et les quéstions de la popula-
tion du Québec.

Nous sommes maintenant dans la phasc

de présentation des mémoires. St-Laurent
Grands Lacs Unis présente un mémoire sur
la responsabdltc des productcurs debiensde
consommation.

L'idée maitresse de ce concept est’

d'accroitre la responsabilité des producteurs

" vis 2 vis les biens qu'ils mettent en marché.

Pour implantar cette idée nous proposons
quatrc mesures concrétes:

® L'énlargissementdelaconsigneatousles’

contenants de boissons ainsi qu'a d’autre
bien comme lesappareilsélectroniques et
les produits domestiques dangereux

& Une taxation écologique qui feraitla pro-

motion de produits moins toxiques. -

& Un systéme d’étiquetage rouge, jaune et
vert pour les produits domestiques
dangereux qui indiquerait la toxicité des
produits pour la santé humamc et les
écosystcmcs

& Une version modifiée du systeme point
vert Allemand pour les emballages pour
permettre un plus grand recyclage des
emballage ainsi qu’une diminution des

" emballages. '

Pour une -copie du document, version

frangaise seulement svp contactez le bureau
de Montréal: (514) 933-0262.

Extended responszbzlzty for consumér-goods makers

by Stéphane Gmgras

Since last spring Great Lakes Umtcd has
been participating in Qlcbccs long‘tcrm
provincial hearing onsolid waste. The hear-
ing has been called by the Québec environ-

ment minister to look at every aspect of the

solid waste problem, from incineration to’
landfilling fo ovcrconsumpnon Goingfrom

town to town, five commissioners appointed
to investigate the issue have been collecting

.questions and comments from the popula-

) N

tion of Québec:
We are nowin the presentation phase of
the’ hcarmg. Great Lakes United has elected

to present a brief on “extended produccr
rcsponsxbxhty .
The main idea of this conccpt is an
increase in producer responsibility for the
fate of the goods they sell. To 1mplcmcnt
this idea we are proposing:
& Anextended depositsystem forbeverage
containers, household hazardous products
and electric appliances -

& An ecology taxation system that pro-

motes cleaner products
& A green-yellow-red marking systcm for
household hazardous products based on their

degree of toxicity to humans and ecosystems

(as proposed by the British Columbia g gov-
ernment)

& Amodified version of the German “dual
systcm, " with green and red dots on packag-
ing that indicate whether a product is recy-
clable or not recyclable.

Fora copy of the document, whxch isin

‘French, please contact the Montréal office.

Le renflouage
du Irving Whale

“Alafinde juillet cette année une équipe de
:300 experts internationaux ont réussi 2

soulever'épave duIrving Whale cette barge
qui contentit desBPC et des huiles lourdes.

La barge coulait 2 plus de 220 pieds de

profondeurs dans le golfe du St-Laurent il y
a de cela 26 ans lors d'une tempéte. :
Les environnementalistes de la réglon

-avaient exigé des autorités canadiennes que

T'huile et les BPC soient pompés avant de
souleverI'épave afin d'éviterune catastrophe
environnementale en cas de bris de celle-ci..
L'épave contient 7.2 tonnes de fluide
chauffant contenantles BPC et environ 3100
tonnes de mazout aprés qu'environ 1000
tonnes se soint échappés de I'épave au cours'
des 25 derniéres années. o .
Lesrejetsde l’épavc menacaient!'industrie
dcs éches de la région ainsi que les plages
des Tles de la Madeleine. _ .
An English translation is in the briefs section.
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‘ Dragage de la voie maritime du St- Laurenti

par Stéphane Gingras
Le port de Montréal et la garde. cotlere
. canadienne sont promoteur d’un project
qui vise a draguer les hauts fonds de la
voie maritime du St-Laurent entre
Montréal et Cap ala Roche. Ce projet
prévoit enlever 350,000 métres cubes de-
sédiments. Le port de Montréal a
‘présenté une étude d’impacts qui-
_ conclue que le projet a des impacts
mineurs. Mais en réalité le
projet présenté plusmurs .
probléemes. Le plus im-
portant probléme, a notre
avis, est le déversement des -
sédiments prélevés ‘dans
d’autre partie du fleuve St-
Laurent ce qui peut occasionner la’
création de nouveaux sites toxiques. .-
Un autre important probléme est le

manque -de données adéquates et
complétes sur le niveau de contamina- -
tion des sédiments que I'on se propose
de draguer en particulier dans le secteur -
Le dragage des

sédiments remet inévitablement ceux-

du Lac St-Pierre.

“ci en suspension. Ainsi le niveau de
contamination détermine la techmquc
de dragage 4 employer.

Selonle porte parole du Port de Mon-

 tréal, M. Michel

* ersde transporter 260 containers

Turgeon les
opération de-
vrait débuter
cetautomne.
Le Port et
la garde

cotiere soutiennent qu’ils ont 6
U

" fait-toute les . consultations
nécessaires entre Monu'cal
et Québec.

~ Lamotivation principale .
est bien sur d’ordre
économique. Le port de
Montréal est le plus gros port -
au Canada en terme de trafic
de containers. Le projet per-
mettrait aux bateau de contain-

supplémentaires ce quireprésen-

teune augmentatlon de revenus netsde 200, OOO$

' parvoyage. Le trafic des containers qui augmente
depuis les sept derniéres année 2 Montréal est
selon le port l'industrie dontla croissance

est la plus forte 2 Montreal

Le dernier espoir pour modifier ou
retarderle projet semble étre la tenue
d’une audience publique par |
gouvernement fédéral. - La loi
canadienne de protection de
Iinvironnement. exige la tenue
d’audience publique qui pourrait

étre conjointe avec le provincial.
Le nouveau ministre de
I'environnement fédérala utilisé son
" pouvoir discrétionnaire pour
' surseoir 3 la tenue d’audiences -
- publiques. En cotre partie,
le ministre de 'environne-
mentduQuébecademandé
une révision de l'etude
d’empact et .la tenue
d’audiences publiques.
Nous attendons tous la
réponse de M. Marchi vis 2

vis cette demande.

Poorly plcmned dredgmg of the St. Lawrence proposed

by Stéphane Gingras

The Port of Montréal and the Canadlan
Coast Guard would like to dredge the shal-
low spots in the St. Lawrence River from
Montréal to near Québec City. This will
require the reomval of an estimated 350,000
cubic metres of sediment. -

The Montréal port has conducted an .

environmental impact assessment that gives
, - the proposal a clean bill of health, butin fact
the proposal has anumber of problems. The
most important of these include the plan to
dispose of the sediment in another part of
the river, which could leave a toxic hot spot'
in whatever place is chosen. -
Anotherimportant problem isinadequate
testing of the degree of toxic contamination
insome of the sections of the river scheduled

, for dredging, partlcularly the Lac St. Plerrc

area. Dredging unavoidably stirs up sedi-
ments, and heavily contaminated sediments
must be dredged differently and more care-
fully than less-contaminated ones. -

" The port hopes to start the work this fall,
according to port spokesman Michel
Tourgon. Theport and the coast guard have
been conducting information sessions on
the dredging proposal in communities be-

- tween Montréal and Québec City.

The main motivation for the project is
economic. The Montréal Portis the biggest
container portin Canada. Dredging the St.
Lawrence will allow container ships to carry

260 more containers than they do now,

translating into an increased revenue of

“$C200,000per trip. Container traffic, which '

has risen annually for the last seven years, is
Montréal’s fastest-growing business.

~ Thelast avenue for modifying or halting
the project is a federal hearing on the pro-
posal. The Canadian Environmental Pro-
tection Act requires a public hearing, butin

this case it can be a joint federal and provin-

cial hearing, since the Canadian Constitu-

‘tion grants' federal Junsdlcnon over all

waterways.
The new federal environment minister,

Serg10March1 has decided touse his dxscre— '

tionary power to avoid the hearing.

The Québec environment minister, David
Cliche, has called for a revised impact study
and ajoint provincial -federal public hearing,

We are now awaiting Marchi’s response to -~

t}us request.
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GREAT LAKES EVENTS

The Ohio Lake Erie Conference
will bring together concerned citizens, re-
searchers, and state and local officials to
discuss thelatest Lake Erie and Ohio shore-
line issues on September 25, 1996, in-To-

ledo, Ohio. Topics will include the lake’s

fishery, the benthic community, and ‘Ohio

shoreline wetlands, For more information -

call (419) 245-2514.

" The Assembly of First Nations
is holding “Strengthening Mother Earth—
. TheEnvironmental Challenge,” December
© 10-12,1996, in London, Ontario. Confer-
énce speakers will include Ovide Mercredi,
national chief of the assembly, and Henry
Lickers of the Mohawk Council of
Akwesasne. Theswentyworkshops include
sessions on human health effects, fur har-
vesting, habitat conservation, First Nations
environmental knowledge, “Environmental
Assessments for Megaprojects,” water moni-
toring in remote communities, and “Map-
ping Traditional Lands.” Conference events

will include a trade exhibition, a poster dis- .

play, environmental awards, and a tradi-
tional supper with music by blues artist
Murray Porter. For more information call
the assembly at (613) 241-6789.

_ The Second Biennial State of the Lakes '

Ecosystem Conference (SOLEC) will
~ ‘takeplacein Windsor November 6-8,1996.
. A basinwide gathering sponsored by the
U.S. and Canadian governments, this year’s
conference will focus on “the state of

nearshoreaquatic and terrestrial ecosystem.”

. For moreinformation contact Harvey Shear
‘in Canada at (416) 739-4704 or Paul

Horvatin in the United States at(312) 353-
3612. Comprehensive information is also
available on the Worldwide Web at http /"
www.cciw.ca/solec.

International Beach Cleanup Day

 isSeptember21,1996. The New York State
- chapter of the American Littoral Society

will coordinate thousands of volunteers ina
day-long beach cleanup “along ocean and
island beaches and waterways. Call Barbara
Cohcn at 718-471-2166 to voluntecr. :

The Canadian govcrnmcnt is sponsoring
Connexion’96, 2 conference to“bring
together business, - labour, -academic,
environment,and governmentleaders to dis-
cuss key priorities and challenges facing our
country” in environmental issues. The con-
ference will be held December 5-6, 1996, in
Ottawa, Ontario. Speakerswillinclude Min-
ister of the Environment Sergio Marchi and
Thomas Homer-Dixon, an authority on
environmental security. For more informa-

tion call (800) 505-8860 or.(613) 723-6043.

The 1997 Great Lakes Student

‘Summitwill be held May 15-16 in Buf-

falo, New York. Students in grades five to
nine and their teachers from Great Lakes
and St. Lawrence basins will showcase their
research projects, go on field trips, and at-
end workshops related to Great Lakes is-

GLU opens Chzcago office

Great Lakes United has opcned anew office
in Chicago’s Loop. Field Coordinator Scott
- Sederstrom, who was working in’Ann Ar-
bor, Michigan, will now coordinate Little
Zeros campaigns and Clean Production Task
~ Force activities from the birthplace of urban
electric blues— and the home of two of the
world’s most storied baseball teams.
“Beingin Chicago provides Great Lakes
United with a presence in the western Great
Lakes Basin, gives us an opportunity to
coordinateé our work with Illinois and Wis-
consin member groups, and establishes GLU

in the largest city in the Great Lakes Basm,
said GLU Executive Director Margaret
Wooster. Great Lakes United recently
gained membcrshlp in the Environmental

Fund of Illinois, a coopcratlvc workplace -

giving campaign. '
© The new office is located in the office of

- a longtime GLU member group, Citizens

foraBetter Environment, at407 S. Dearboin

#1775, Chicago, Illinois, 60605. The new -

phone number is (312) 922-3567; the new
fax number is -939-2536. Scott can still be
reached by email at sederstrom@igc.org.

sues. For more mformatlon plcasc contact
Tina Preston -at - (716) 858- 8555

ccdep@moran com.

Theconference AtmosphencDepo-

sition to the GreatWaters” willbe
held October 28-30, 1996, in Niagara Falls,
New York. Among the shirty-six consecu-
tive sesstons (you don’t have to miss any of

them) will be reports on the Lake Michigan
Mass Balance Project, the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s “Great Waters”

‘studies, “Seasonal Pesticide Emissions from
. Agricultural Lands,” and analyses of atmo-

spheric deposition of numerous individual
substances, including mercury and PCBs.
International Joint Commission U.S.
Chair Thomas Baldini will speak the evening
of October 29. The day before the confer-
ence, attendees may take a day-long course

+ on atmospheric deposition or a half-day-

long course on integrating air lessons in
middle and high school curriculums.
The conference is presented by the U.S.
EPA, the Air and Waste Management As-
sociation, and the Great Lakes Center for

‘Environmental Research and Education,

located at Buffalo State College, the very
same school that is home to Great Lakes-
United’s main office.

Costs of advance registration for non-
members of the association are $325 for the
conference, $410 for the atmospheric depo-
sition course, and just $15 for the curriculum
course. Student nonmembers can go to the
conference for $70. For more information

‘fax the association at (412) 232-3450,

Save the date!
® |
Great Lakes United
-Annual Meeting

~ May 30—June 1,1997

Hamilton, Ontario
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S MESSAGE

Basinwide,eﬁfq‘rts’ have
the power to inspire

Some readers may remember the Remedial
Action Plan workshops held by Great Lakes
United all around the Great Lakes about ten

years ago.

I was on the Buffalo Rlver Remedlal.

Action Plan committee at that time, so I
attendedaworkshop GLU conveniently held

~ onBuffalo’s waterfront. Present were people

from the Hamilton Harborand St. Lawrence,
Fox, Rouge, and Grand Calumet River At-
eas of Concern—all of them citizens who
were already launched into well-developed

campalgns to monitor and restore their be--

loved rivers.

The workshop was inspiring and em-
powering. I tookaway the cruciallesson that
RAPs-are about much more than dredging

contaminated sediments. It was a lesson

" many of us on the Buffalo River RAP com-

mittee took to heart as we went on to orga-
‘nize the Friends of the Buffalo River, which

_ isstill going strong. Like many other Basin

grassroots groups, the Friends was spawned
by the findings and ideals of the RAP and by
GLU's cross-fertilizing activities.

Great Lakes United is a coalition, so for

many years I was less aware of the organiza-

.tion than of the growing chorus of voices for

the Great Lakesithelpedorchestrate. Three
yearsagol camewitha three-van contingent
of adults and kids from Buffalo to the Inter-
national Joint Commission’s biennial meet-
ing in Windsor. The stage for a meaningful
dialogue among the many Great Lakes in-
terests was set by the IJC’s groundbreaking
Sixth Biennial Report which called for zero
discharge of persistenttoxic chemicals. Since
half of the 362 known chemicals in the

Great Lakes are synthetic chlorinated or- -

ganic substances, the IJC targeted chlorine
and its compounds as the first candidates for
sunsetting.

Ourcoverstoryonthe IJC's desire to end
its biennials is especially saddening to me,

because the 1995 meeting seemed so suc-

cessfulin both broadening dialogue on cru-

cial Great Lakes environmental matters and

in educating the public to these issues. -

Chemical industry representatives at the
meeting challenged the notion of sunsetting
ingeneral and the recommendations on chlo-
rine in particular. They predicted a devas-
tating loss of jobs around the Great Lakes if
the production of chlorinated compounds
was regulated. Labor groups objected to the
jobs versus environment trade-off, and called
for pollution prevention to protect worker
health and safety.

Citizens’ groups coordinated by Great

. Lakes United were prepared with riveting
'.tesnmony for the commissioners. They

convcycd the magnitude of pollutant load-
ing to the Great Lakes by calling attentionto -

_some of its results—like the toxic accurnula-

tion in the St. Lawrence River's beluga
‘whales, whichis so great that beluga bodies
that- wash up on the river bank must be
disposed of as hazardous waste.

They then proposed solutions, including
astep by-step timetable for sunsettmgchlo-

_rine in paper bleachmg and in PVC and .

p_cst1c1de production, areas where alterna-
tives to toxic production already exist.

The testimonywas to the point, optimis-.
tic, pracncal It was a group effort. It was
proactive in the face of the numbing list of ‘

‘obstacles.

This is what the collective effort that is

_Great Lakes United consistently does.

'AsGLU's newexecutive director, I would
like to acknowledge our board, our staff, our
coalition members, and all of our newsletter
readers for their commitment to a healthier
Great Lakes. The work we are doing is not
alwayseasy, the results often unclear. How-

. ever, I know from my own experience how

important Great Lakes United has been and
continues to be in moving the agenda for--
ward, from international planning to the
grassroots action. ~
I am honored to be a part of it. |
Margaret Wooster
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These Lékes Are Your Lakes |

by Johnny Biosphere

to the melody of Woody Guthrie's “This Land Is Your Land

These lakes are your fakes. Theselakes are my lakes
From the Long Point marshes, to the Nipigon highlands
From the Michigan sand dunes to the Thousand Islands
These lakes were made for you and me.

And there beside me, in those clear waters
Came Summer breezes and Autumn colours
And Winter snow storms and Springtime flowers

. They said, “These lakes were made for you and me.”

Above Niagara, I stood in wonder
At the rush of water and the roar of thunder
And way down under, I heard her whxsper

“These lakes were made for you and me.”

The sun was shining, white _clouds were drifting -
And eagles soaring, and rivers throbbing
And fish romancing, the whole Earth dancing

" These lakes were made for you and me.

These lakes are your lakes. These lakes are my lakes ' .
From the Long Point marshes, to the Nipigon highlands '

From the Michigan sand dunes to the Thousand Islands
These lakes were made for you and me.

Poula Borkowski
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Sure! Somebody’s got to care! Sign me up as an:

O Individual member—$25 O Family member—$35 O Sustaining member—$50
0 lerary subscriber—$50 O Organizational member—$25" or $100

“annual budgets of 15,000 or less

All members get a year's subscription to the GLU new:letter—four 1ssues.
Organizational members may designate 2 additional subscriptions and vote at the annual meetmg

Name: Affiliation: )
\Address: City:
State/ Province: Mailing Code: Phone:

[Your membership expiratioﬂ date is noted on your mailing label.]

In the United States please make checks payable and send to Great Lakes United at
Buffalo State College, Cassety Hall, 1300 Elmwood Ave., Buffalo, New York, 14222

In Canada please make cheques payable and send to Great Lakes Unsted at 2360 rue Notre Dame O. #307, Montréal, Québec, H3j 1N4
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