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Meat in Michigan:

How Its Getting to Your Table May Surprise You

by Sue Kelly, Mackinac Chapter Chair

My favorite childhood memories are of exploring my grandparents’ farm in Gregory, Michigan.
My grandfather loved his farm, loved his horses, and he loved us. That farm is the place where
my sisters and | were exposed to what most of us think of when we think of a farm: not only my

grandmother’s wonderful strawberry
patch, but the smells of newly harvested
alfalfa, huge piles of hay in the barn, the
milk house, the wild barncats, the chick-
ens—for many of us, the smells of grow-
ing up, of livestock, of the natural world.
We knew people who worked hard every
day, who took care of their neighbors,
respected their animals, and knew how to
preserve every kind of fruit and vegetable
grown locally.

Today the image and the reality of how
we grow food in this country is not the
same. Much of the eggs, pork and dairy
products produced in Michigan come
from confined animal feeding operations,
also known as CAFOs. These operations
are not farms so much as they are the
workings of an industrial process. And
this process pollutes our public water-
ways, emits horrible airborne toxins that
make it impossible for neighbors to have
their windows open or to even enjoy the
outdoors, and confines animals in cruel,
cramped and stressful situations. These
factories, which abuse their neighbors,
communities, rivers and streams, as well
as the animals they “process,” have no
place in our traditional American image
of farming, nor do they have a place in
maintaining a sustainable table.

In this issue of The Mackinac, we high-
light the state of largescale livestock pro-
duction in Michigan. You'll find . . .

e interviews with families who have
seen first-hand what happens when
a CAFO moves into their commu-
nity: serious human health conse-
quences from CAFO waste; the loss

of property value; and the extremely
unpleasant environmental condi-
tions that confront them;

e that many CAFOs employ migrant
families, exposing these workers and
their families to dangerous and even
life-threatening toxins;

e that water sampling downstream
from many factory farms reveals that
antibiotics, dangerous (and some-
times even fatal) pathogens, as well
as large amounts of untreated animal
feces and other wastes flow into
Michigan waters regularly where
unaware families fish and swim;

e that traditional farm animals,
in CAFO terms, are considered
“animal units,” and that these ani-
mals are forced to live in stressful,
cramped conditions, rarely get to go
outside and are often unable even to
turn around; they’re products that
need to be processed as quickly as
possible.

Luckily, there is hope for change. At

the recent Lobby Day in Lansing, we
advocated for a package of eleven bills to
be brought to the Michigan legislature,
passed into law, and begin to address
some of the serious problems with indus-
trial livestock farming. All of us play a
very important role in this change. We
can be informed about the animal food
products we purchase, ask questions,
demand answers, and bring awareness to
our local grocery stores.

It’s time for us to insist on high standards
from all livestock facilities, safe living
and working conditions for the entire
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Cows munch grass on an environmentally
friendly Pennsylvania farm. Read more
about CAFOs and their alternatives
starting on page 18.

community, respect in the way we treat
domestic animals, appropriate handling
of large quantities of animal excrement,
and the prohibition of toxic runoff into
our rivers and streams.

Here in Michigan, we know what real
farming is. Let’s support small farmers
who respect the land, the water, their

animals and their neighbors.

Sue Kelly lives in Brigh-
ton with her husband
Mike and two dogs,
Maggie and Oscar.

She can be reached at
sue.kelly@michigan.
: .'; sierraclub.org.
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CapitolWatch2005

by Gayle Miller, Sierra Club Legislative Director

MISGUIDED SUBSIDY
THAT WON'T GO AWAY

In 2004, Governor Granholm vetoed
legislation that would have given a
financial boost to polluting CAFOs
(concentrated animal feeding opera-
tions or industrial livestock operations)
by providing taxpayer subsidies for the
purchase of methane digesters. A wise
move. But, like a bad penny, subsidy
bills for methane digesters just keep
turning up.

A similar bill was introduced in May of
2005. The Sierra Club testified in oppo-
sition to SB 538 at a House Agriculture
Committee meeting on September 21.
Despite our objections, the committee
reported the bill out and recommended
its passage to the full House. It has
already passed the Senate.

Virtually all CAFOs in Michigan are
causing air and water pollution, result-
ing from unmanageable quantities of
manure. Proponents of methane digest-
ers believe that the technology will

fix the problem of CAFO pollution.
Not so. Methane is just one of dozens
of toxic components of CAFO waste,
and not the most dangerous. Methane
digesters will not solve the problem of
too much manure, nor will they make
the stuff safe to dump on fields. Mich-
igan’s precious tax dollars should not
be spent to prop up an industry that is
harming Michigan in so many ways.

CAFO LEGISLATION

The Sierra Club has been instrumen-
tal in the development of an excellent
package of eleven bills led by Represen-
tative Frank Accavitti (D-Eastpoint).
Michigan’s 200 CAFOs would be cov-
ered by the proposed legislation, NOT
traditional family farming operations.

Legislative objectives of the package
include:

e Aself-sustaining permit system

covering air, surface water and
groundwater. Fees would cover
comprehensive monitoring and
enforcement. Currently, CAFOs
are exempt from virtually all of
Michigan’s environmental laws. No
state agency monitors adherence
to ineffective voluntary guidelines.
Permits would set strict levels of
allowable air and water pollution
with meaningful consequences for
repeated violations.

Public notice of new or expand-
ing CAFOs, which are currently
exempt from local zoning. As

a result, CAFOs appear unan-
nounced and unwanted in rural
communities without public input.

Prohibition of land application as a
method of disposing of untreated,
toxic CAFO waste. Numerous
methods of alternative waste man-
agement are available and should
be implemented in place of the cur-
rent lagoon and sprayfield systems,
which pollute water sources and
poison rural residents.

Allow citizens to take legal action
against CAFO owners/operators
for violation of environmental laws
and against the state for failure

to enforce regulations. Currently,
CAFOs are protected under the
Right to Farm Act from nuisance
suits, even when those so-called
nuisances are severe public health
impacts and devastating pollution.

Establishment of a CAFO

cleanup fund, created through
fines and permit fees, for cleanup
and enforcement activities. This
summer, a three-million-gallon
lagoon full of animal sewage broke
and destroyed 15 miles of a river in
upstate New York. Due to lax con-
struction guidelines, the risk of a
similar spill in Michigan is high. A
cleanup fund would help mitigate
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Virtually all CAFOs
in Michigan are
causing air and water
pollution, resulting
from unmanageable
guantities of manure.

the inevitable damage.

Require managers of new or
expanding CAFOs to obtain certi-
fied training in proper animal and
waste management techniques.
Managers of municipal sewage
treatment plants are required to
have advanced training. So should
CAFO operators.

Require an appropriate number

of acres of land for each animal
confined in a CAFO, to assure
nutrient distribution at agronomic
rates. Regardless of the treatment
method used to manage CAFO
waste (wastewater treatment plant,
composting, etc.), there will always
be something left over requir-

ing disposal. CAFOs must have
enough land available to apply the

Check the status of the bills
mentioned in this article on
the Sierra Club’s Bill Tracker
at http://michigan.sierra-
club.org/tracker.

Help the Sierra Club influ-
ence legislators on behalf of
the environment! Log on to
the Sierra Club’s Mackinac
Action Center at http://
mackinac.sierraclubaction.
org in order to easily contact
your elected officials.



substance in a manner that is ben-
eficial, not toxic.

The Sierra Club is planning for a long
fight to promote and pass a strong pack-
age of bills to protect Michigan from
CAFOs. The bills have been introduced
in the House and have been forwarded
to various committees.

GREAT LAKES GREAT MICHIGAN

The Sierra Club is a member of a coali-
tion of Michigan environmental groups
working to promote a comprehensive
solution to the growing threat of mas-
sive water diversion from the Great
Lakes Basin. The “Great Lakes Great
Michigan” campaign builds on the
Water Legacy Act, introduced last year
by House Demaocrats, and proposals
resulting from public hearings held

by the Senate Natural Resources and
Environmental Affairs Committee,
chaired by Senator Patty Birkholz (R-
Saugatuck).

Environmentalists call for legislation
that would:

e Clarify current resource protection
statutes, including the Inland Lakes
and Streams Act and the Wetland
Protection Act, to specifically
address water withdrawals that have
impacts on inland lakes, streams or
wetlands, including lake augmenta-
tion wells.

e Create a new water withdrawal stat-
ute to require permits for any water
user capable of withdrawing more
than two million gallons a day, or

100 million gallons a year.

Place strict limits on the private sale
of Great Lakes waters, amending
the Great Lakes Preservation Act

to prohibit the private sale of water
unless the project has received legis-
lative approval.

Establish an open, public process
and guidelines for evaluating and
stopping Great Lakes diversions
under the federal Water Resources
Development Act (WRDA). The
process would include public
notice, public hearings and clear
deadlines for making WRDA
decisions. It would also authorize
the governor to veto out-of-basin
diversions.

Require large water users of each
sector of the economy to self-certify
that they are utilizing generally
accepted conservation practices.

Best practices would be required in
areas of the state where water use
was having adverse natural resource
impacts or where water conflicts are
common.

Require large water users to report
their water use activities to the
state. Currently, agricultural opera-
tions do not report their water use
with the same accuracy as other
users. Lake augmentation wells do
not report at all. All water users in
Michigan should report with the
same format.

Gayle Miller, the
Mackinac Chapter’s
Conservation Pro-
gram Coordinator,
can be reached at
517-484-2372 or
gayle.miller@sierra-
club.org.
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Conservation&LItigation

by Anne Woiwode, Mackinac Chapter Director

SIERRA CLUB CHALLENGES CAFO
DECLARATORY RULING

On August 11 Sierra Club filed a court challenge to a declara-
tory ruling issued by Michigan Department of Environmental
Quality (MDEQ) Director Steve Chester regarding the regula-
tion of concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFOs). The
ruling was in response to a petition filed by Sierra Club con-
tending that the MDEQ regulation of CAFOs is not consistent
with federal law.

As reported in the August 2005 Mackinac, Sierra Club found
much to support in Chester’s ruling, in particular the deci-
sion to revise the general water quality permits (see below) and
the requirements that all large CAFOs must come under the
permit. However, MDEQs rejection of Sierra Club’s legal argu-
ments and denial on the key issue of whether the agency and
the public will be able to review critical information from the
proposed CAFQOs prior to a permit being issued led the Macki-
nac (Michigan) Chapter and the national Clean Water Cam-
paign Committee to jointly pursue the legal challenge.

The state must file the complete declaratory ruling record with
the court no later than October 15, and Sierra Club will have
28 days to respond. The Sierra Club is represented by Scott
Jerger, an Oregon attorney with CAFO expertise who handled
the declaratory ruling before the MDEQ), and Liisa Speaker of
Lansing acting as local counsel. The case is assigned to Judge
Beverly Nettles-Nickerson of Ingham County Circuit Court.

BROAD SUPPORT FOR STRONGER
CAFO WATER PERMIT

Nineteen people testified in favor of a stronger water qual-

ity permit for large industrial livestock operations at a public
hearing in Lansing on August 25. MDEQ also took written
comments on a proposed revision of Michigan’s general surface
water permit for concentrated animal feeding operations from
late July into mid-September, and was expected to issue the
new permit sometime in October. Those calling for strengthen-
ing the regulation of CAFOs included public health experts,
farmers, township officials, watershed organization representa-
tives, and volunteers and staff with Sierra Club, Michigan Envi-
ronmental Council and Clean Water Action. Growing concern
over the public health threat posed by water and air pollution
from massive industrial livestock operations was a common
issue raised by the speakers, along with economic impacts on
communities, public disclosure of information, and inadequate
and unenforceable standards.

A small number of opponents spoke at the hearing, compared
to hearings in the past. One Farm Bureau staff member and
three owners of hog and turkey operations, who among them
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own 32 of the state’s 200 listed CAFOs, called for permits only
for operations caught polluting and keeping the current system
of voluntary compliance for most operations. Opposition to
making CAFO information readily available was also raised, as
well as the proposed requirement for manifests for the transfer
of waste to others for disposal. While only four opponents
spoke at the hearing, a large amount of attention to both the
proposed permit, the MDEQ declaratory ruling and the Sierra
Club’s lawsuit has been paid in trade publications statewide.

CAFOS AND PUBLIC HEALTH

This past April rural residents of Lenawee and Hillsdale coun-
ties once again experienced the overwhelmingly awful stench
from surrounding CAFOs as these CAFOs unloaded a winter’s
worth of fermented urine, feces and other wastes onto farm
fields. Sierra Club sought assistance from Michigan’s acting
chief medical executive, Dr. Dean Sienko, to address what
appears to be a major public health threat. Dr. Sienko, also the
medical director for Ingham County, responded quickly, con-
vening a multidisciplinary technical team led by the Depart-
ment of Community Health.

At Dr. Sienko's request, MDEQ, the Department of Agricul-
ture and the Lenawee and Hillsdale county health departments
are participating in the team. The group is tasked with deter-
mining how to assess and respond to citizen’s complaints related
to farm operations, including manure storage and spreading,
odors and their potential health effects, water discharges, and
other associated operations that may release pollutants to the
environment. After the first formal meeting, an interagency
group of state toxicologists agreed to research existing literature
on health threats posed by CAFOs to start the review. Recog-
nizing that odor problems posed by CAFOs are at their worst
in the spring and fall, Dr. Sienko hopes the team can complete
its work in late winter or early spring 2006. One possible out-
come will be a diagnostic tool public health nurses can use to
better assess complaints that may be linked to CAFO pollution.

LAWSUIT AGAINST CITY OF MANISTEE
DISMISSED BY FEDERAL JUDGE

In a decision that bodes well for local government control over
land use issues in Michigan, a federal judge has dismissed the
lawsuit brought by Manistee Salt Works Development Corpo-
ration against the city of Manistee after the city turned down a
proposal to build a coal-fired power plant in the city limits. The
federal court claims were dismissed with prejudice by Judge
Richard Enslen, although state claims in the case could possibly
be brought in state court.

see Conservation, page 7



ForestUpdate

by Marvin Roberson, Forest Policy Specialist

FOREST CERTIFICATION MOVES FORWARD:
SIERRA CLUB HAS CONCERNS

Last year, the Michigan Legislature required the four million acres
of Michigan State Forests to become Certified as sustainable
under two separate certification regimes.

Certification is a third-party audit of
forest management practices and
planning to ensure that manage-
ment is planned well and carried
out according to plans. It is sort of
like a Good Housekeeping Seal of
Approval for forest management.

The push for certification originally
arose out of concerns that tropical
forests were being harvested at rates
that were far greater than sustainable.
This concern was soon recognized to
be valid in other parts of the world as
well. The primary vehicle behind the
push for certification is market forces.
After significant pressure, large retail-
ers such as Home Depot, Staples and
Office Max have determined that they
will no longer carry wood products
(such as paper and fiberboard) from
uncertified sources.

Consequently, the timber industry
pushed hard for certification of state
forests, fearing that without certifi-
cation there wouldn t be much of a
market for the timber they cut and
used from our state forest lands.
The timber industry got the state to
require certification as of January 1,
2006.

Conservation, from page 6

Sierra Club is an amicus in the lawsuit and was well rep-
resented by the firm of Jenner and Block of Chicago. The
Little River Band of Ottawa Indians and the Manistee Citi-
zens for Responsible Development were interveners on the
side of the city. Manistee Salt Works could seek to appeal

the decision.

Certifiers are in Michigan as this
issue of The Mackinac goes to press.
They are auditing plans and prac-
tices around the state to determine
whether or not state forest practices
meet the requirements of certifica-
tion as sustainable. The Sierra Club
has grave concerns regarding the
ability of the Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) to meet these stan-
dards in three respects.

First, long-range and large-scale plans
for forest management are required in
order to assure that the state is look-
ing broadly at the forest resources,

as well as making strategic decisions
about the direction of the forests as a
whole and not simply making short-
term piecemeal decisions. Currently,
the DNR has no plans for the four mil-
lion acres of state forests that meet
these requirements.

Second, the state is required, in con-
sultation with the public, to set aside

High Value Conservation Forests,
which would preserve rare areas of
biodiversity, such as vanishing Canada
Yew, that are overbrowsed by deer
and nearly gone from the state. To
date, this has not been done.

DAVE CHAPMAN

JOFIN REBERS

L

Third, the DNR is required to make the
public active participants in the deci-
sions regarding what will be done to
manage state lands to meet certifica-
tion. Over the past year, behind closed
doors without consultation with the
public regarding the process, the DNR
has been frantically throwing together
documents to meet certification stan-
dards. While the Sierra Club will be
offering suggestions regarding how
the state might meet these standards,
we are concerned about the state s
ability to meet them at this time.

For more information,
contact Marvin
Roberson at
marvin.roberson@
sierraclub.org.

Anne Woiwode (here
with her dog Fenwick),
Director of the Mackinac
Chapter Sierra Club,

B can be reached at anne.
woiwode@sierraclub.org.
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WaterSentinelsUpdate

by Rita Jack, Water Sentinels Project Coordinator

NEW INFORMATION OF PROBLEMS IN MID-MICHIGAN

At an October 11 press conference held by Saint Louis, Michigan, Mayor George Kubin, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) announced that they found a DDT byproduct chemical in
three municipal wells. The byproduct, discovered during exploratory sampling in September of 2004

of the city s six municipal wells, was
confirmed in a May 2005 sampling,
with the highest level of the three
wells at 180 parts per billion (ppb).
Testing of 15 private wells yielded no
detection.

USEPA is downplaying the problem
and has stated there is no risk

in drinking the municipal water
because the chemical is present

at low levels. The chemical is para-
Chlorobenzenesulfonic Acid, or
p-CBSA. As far as USEPA knows,
p-CBSA is a waste product derived
only in the manufacture of the
pesticide DDT; it has only been found
at three Superfund sites in the U.S.
where DDT was manufactured, with
most references coming from the
Montrose/Del Amo Superfund Site
near Torrance, California.

THERE ARE NO LONG-TERM
DATA, NO HUMAN
EXPOSURE STUDIES

Other than five short-term animal
studies, not much is known about
p-CBSA. However, USEPA Region

9 in California proposed to apply

a 25,000 ppb limit on the concen-
tration at which they would inject
any captured p-CBSA back into the
ground at the Montrose/Del Amo
Superfund Site. They set no other
limits or standards because no one
at the Montrose site drinks the
groundwater. That USEPA would set
any standard at all for a substance
they know so little about seems pre-
mature, although comparisons to
other structurally similar analogue
chemicals do provide some basis of
information.

THE VELSICOL CHEMICAL
SUPERFUND SITE IS LEAKING

In Michigan, the source of p-CBSA is
the old Velsicol Chemical plant site,
located on the south bank of the Pine
River. USEPA oversaw remediation
back in 1986, when a clay cap and a
slurry wall were placed around the
chemicals in the ground. However,
the presence of the chemical in the
city s municipal wells proves beyond
a shadow of a doubt that this particu-
lar old containment system failed:
the plant site is leaking chemicals
into groundwater.

The test results also prove that a
pathway exists for other more dan-
gerous chemicals to enter the water
system in the future. Two years ago,
NAPL (non-aqueous phase liquid),

a chemical mixture that looks like
molasses, was found oozing up
through the riverbed where water
had been drained away for sediment
removal. What else is leaking out?
p-CBSA is a highly mobile substance,
meaning that it flows very easily
with groundwater. There are other
contaminants that are less mobile,
and they move more slowly. How far
behind p-CBSA are they? Will they
show up in tests a few months or
years from now?

NO MORE CONTAINMENT
SYSTEMS!

USEPA is slated to finish removing
DDT-contaminated river sediments
adjacent to the site by August of
nextyear aboutayear ahead of
schedule. The plant site itself is still
under investigation to determine
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Two years ago, NAPL,

a chemical mixture that
looks like molasses,

was found oozing up
through the riverbed
What else is leaking out?

the extent and nature of the con-
tamination there. It will be next year
before the public sees any inkling of
the plans for remediation. We know
that USEPA is essentially broke and
will likely propose another cheap,
temporary solution, but we can keep
that from happening here again if
we speak out! It s up to the public
to convince USEPA that nothing less
than full cleanup is acceptable.

Mayor Kubin stated, Our city has sur-
vived this long because we are opti-
mists. The people living in St. Louis
have believed that our government
will not let us down. We believe that
EPA will provide us a safe community
to live and work in. We believe that
our representatives and our governor
will come to our aid, to assure our
safety. We call them to action now.

Rita Jack, the
Mackinac Chapter’s
Water Sentinels
Project Coordinator,
can be contacted at
rita.jack@sierraclub.
orgor517-484-2372.
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Clear water in the Yellow Dog Plains,
northwest of Marquette, in the U.P.

MiningUpdate

by Marvin Roberson, Forest Policy Specialist

Mining Rules Work Group Completes—
Workshops To Be Held

Over the past nine months, members of the Mining Rules
Work Group have been meeting to write the regulations
that will implement the Sulfide Mining Law passed into

statute last year. This group, con-
vened by the Michigan Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ), has been comprised of
local officials, environmentalists
(including the Sierra Club), con-
servationists and industry.

There were 14 full-day meetings,
and the group went through
seven full drafts. This work is
now completed, and there will
soon be an opportunity for the
public to comment on the cur-
rent draft. As soon as this draft

is released by MDEQ), there will
be public hearings and a public
comment period. The Sierra
Club, in conjunction with the
National Wildlife Federation and
the Michigan Environmental
Council, will then hold work-
shops for the public regarding
how to get involved and com-
ment on the rules. The work-
shops will be held in Lansing and
the U.P.

The rules as they stand have pos-
itives and negatives. On the posi-
tive side, there are good finan-
cial assurance mechanisms to
assure that an operator pays for

There are good
financial assurance
mechanisms [in the
rules]to assure that
an operator pays
for cleanup in case
of a spill.

cleanup in case of a spill. There

is also a strong environmental
impact assessment section that
will lay out the potential environ-
mental effects of a mine for the
public to see. The mine designs
must prevent all leaching of
acidic materials.

There are also some problems.
Currently, many of the sections
do not address mining activity
directly, but simply reference
other parts of Michigan envi-
ronmental law. An agreed-upon
(by the workgroup) standard

to assure the elimination and
cleanup of toxic spills before
they become catastrophic has
been altered and watered-down.

For more information on the rules and content, contact
Marvin Roberson, marvin.roberson@sierraclub.org; for
more information regarding the workshop attendance,
contact Rita Jack, rita.jack@sierraclub.org.
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A moose glances over its shoulder.

Ron Smith is an avid
kayaker and has
been a leader of the
Crossroads Group
since its founding.

He can be reached at
ron.smith@michigan.
sierraclub.org.

Hunters&Anglers

by Ron Smith, Vice Chair, Crossroads Group

SHOULD HUNTERS AND FISHERMEN
BELONG TO AN ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP?

Many people who know me as an activist in the Sierra Club
are surprised to learn that I'm a bow and black-powder hunter.
Others who know me as a hunter and fisherman are surprised

to learn that I'm a member and very
active in the Sierra Club . . . you know,
that “tree hugger” bunch. I'd like to
share with you some thoughts on being
a hunter, fisherman and member of an
environmental group.

As a young boy, | spent fall Saturdays
hunting with my Dad. My father was

a farm boy who never finished high
school but possessed a wisdom that
came from spending time in the woods
and creek bottoms observing how every-
thing fit together. As we walked fence
rows looking for cottontails he would
talk about cover for game and the pres-
sures that encroaching development was
bringing to the countryside. When we
would go to Lake Erie for perch and
walleye, Dad spoke of how dirty the
lake was and how fishing had declined
since he first fished there with my
grandfather years before.

Years have passed since those days. I've
been across this country for business
and pleasure and I've seen some of the
scenic wonders. I've hunted, kayaked
and camped all over the country. What
I've seen, in many instances, I'm glad
my father’s not alive to see.

I've seen trout streams silted from the
runoff of clear cuts for timber. Farms
and wildlife habitat converted into sub-
divisions while established cities are left
to ruin. Our national forests are being
undersold to timber companies while
charging taxpayers for construction of
the roads they use to bring the timber
out. Here in Michigan you only have
to look at the warning on your fishing
license to see that toxins have infiltrated
into the food chain, making it unsafe to
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| ve seen trout streams
silted from the runoff
of clear cuts for timber.

eat many of the species of fish caught
here.

One day while scouting for deer north
of Howell, I discovered that my old
hunting area for nearly ten years had
been staked out for a subdivision. It was
then that what my father was telling me
years ago came back to me. No clean
air, no clean water, no cover meant no
game. No game . . . no hunting. Simple
as that. “Progress” could eventually suc-
ceed in removing the opportunity to
hunt where no anti-gun, anti-hunting
group ever could.

So in order to save the things I loved

to do—hiking, kayaking, fishing and
hunting—I looked around for a way to
fight back. Sure progress means jobs,
and we need jobs. But we don't have to
let greed rule and destroy the things that
give “quality” to our lives.

I joined the Sierra Club. Why? Well |
knew of their fight in the early 1960s
to protect the Grand Canyon, and they
had an extensive outings program where
people got together and did the things
that I liked to do. I joined to meet new
people to do the things that | enjoy
doing; now I'm involved in the fight to
preserve and protect those things that
give meaning to the term “quality of
life” for me.

So, should hunters and fishermen join
an environmental group? | don't think
they can afford not to.



