
http://ohio.sierraclub.org

Explore, Enjoy, and Protect the Planet March/April  2009

The Ohio Chapter recommends a vote for David Scott, Lane 
Boldman, Chris Warshaw, and Robin Mann in the upcoming 
election for the Sierra Club’s Board of Directors.

 In 2008, Americans chose change. “New 
Energy for America” trumped “Drill, Baby, 
drill,” marking a major change across the 
country. 
 Now that the celebrations are done, we 
must roll up our sleeves and get to work. 
Barack Obama’s top priority is investment in 
clean energy and energy efficiency in order 
to jumpstart our economy, create green jobs 
and make us more secure – and the Sierra 
Club’s Climate Recovery Agenda closely 
follows that priority. Energy is now a na-
tional priority, and it’s clear that the steps we 
need to take to help our economy recover will 
also help our climate recover.

The Sierra Club’s Climate Recovery 
Agenda
 Fixing our economy, transforming our 
energy future, slowing and ultimately revers-
ing climate change and its consequences will 
require a clear agenda and aggressive timeta-

ble that will allow us to repower, refuel and 
rebuild America. 
 The Sierra Club’s Climate Recovery 
Agenda will help our economy recover, re-
duce our dependence on foreign oil, cut car-
bon emissions 80% by 2050, and protect our 
natural heritage, communities and country 
from the consequences of global warming.
 Putting our planet on the path to eco-
nomic and climate recovery will require Con-
gress, working with the Obama 
Administration, to:

 Invest $150 - 500 billion in clean energy 
to create millions of new, high quality 
jobs. 

 Reduce our dependence on oil by in-
creasing vehicle fuel efficiency, increas-
ing the use of alternative fuels, and 
deploying innovative transportation 
technology like plug in hybrids. 

 Move America to 100% renewable en-
ergy for electricity and dramatically in-

crease the efficiency of our buildings 
and homes. 

 Tackle global climate change by estab-
lishing an economy-wide cap on carbon 
emissions. Ensure that carbon permits 
are auctioned. 

 Take action that acknowledges the con-
sequences global warming is already 
having and the need to protect vulnera-
ble communities, wildlife and their hab-
itat from drought, intense flooding, 
wildfires and the other changes we are 
already experiencing. 

 Congress’ first step working with the 
Obama Administration should be serious in-
vestments in high performance technologies 
and energy productivity improvements that 
will create millions of immediate jobs. Public 
and private building energy upgrades, mass 
transportation improvements and grid mod-
ernization should also be part of any eco-
nomic recovery package.
 America can lead by example. By tak-
ing actions at home, we can provide leader-
ship on the international stage to both work 
with and be competitive with other nations. 
This agenda will be hard work, but the good 
news is that these are proven ways to face 
our economic and environmental challenges 
– and the solutions help everyone.  

Our Next Steps:  The Sierra Club’s 
Climate Recovery Agenda
By Carl Pope, Sierra Club Executive Director

�������������	
����
����
���
�
There is an immediate opportunity for a volunteer to assume the role of 

Chapter Secretary.  The Secretary’s primary hands-on responsibilities are to attend 
the bi-monthly meetings of the Executive Committee and Conservation Committee 
(almost always at the same location and day) to record the minutes, and then 
distribute those minutes to the committee members prior to the following meeting.  
This is a position that is appointed by the Excom for no set duration of time.
 Interested volunteers should have good typing or shorthand skills.  Some 
basic knowledge of parliamentary procedure would be beneficial but not neces-
sary.  Applicants need not be experienced in Club procedures – the ExCom will 
provide guidance in these matters.  For more information, contact Enid Nagel (see 
page 2 for contact info).
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OHIO CHAPTER GROUPS

SIERRA CLUB,
OHIO CHAPTER

OHIO SIERRAN deadline March 21, 2009.  Unsolicited articles will be considered.  
Articles originating from Ohio Chapter committees or relating to the work of the Chapter 
will have publication priority.  Submissions to Earl Clausson at earlclausson@yahoo.com. 
Newsletters reach members approximately six weeks after deadline.

131 N. High St., Suite 605
Columbus, OH  43215

(614) 461-0734 phone   •   (614) 461-0710 fax
http://ohio.sierraclub.org

March/April  2009

Executive and Conservation Committee Schedule
March 15, May 17, July 19, Sept. 20, Nov. 15, Jan. 16-17, 2010

Meetings will normally be held at the Chapter office, 131 N. High St., 
Columbus.  Please call the Chapter office 614-461-0734 to confirm meet-
ing location and times.  Call Enid Nagel if you’d like to help!

MacKenzie B ailey 614-461-0734 mackenzie.bailey@sierraclub.org
Melanie Braithwaite 614-326-4670 melbraithwaite@aol.com
Pam Brim 740-924-3360  pbrimohio@yahoo.com
Eric Britton  ebritton@slk-law.com
John Broida 330-242-5470  johnbroida@hotmail.com
Dana Carlson 740-664-2022 carlsondana@hotmail.com
Earl Clausson 330-678-6026 earlclausson@yahoo.com
Rich Clark 216-397-3341 rclark@jcu.edu
Chris Curran  currancp@ucmail.uc.edu
Ned Ford 513-533-9244  ned.ford@fuse.net
David Gaines 513-522-6696 dgaines@cinci.rr.com
Jean Godby 614-291-2339 cjgodby@yahoo.com
Jane Halbedel 440-356-9285 tthalbs@msn.com
Laurel Hopwood  lhopwood@roadrunner.com
Nachy Kanfer 614-461-0734 nachy.kanfer@sierraclub.org
Bob Kyle 614-855-1600 rkyle@wideopenwest.com
Mary Beth Lohse 740-742-2998 mb@sugarberryhill.com
Loraine McCosker 740-589-4070 friendlygardener@yahoo.com
Teresa McHugh 614-461-0734 teresa.mchugh@sierraclub.org
Pat Marida 614-890-7865 marida@wideopenwest.com
Ryan Mason  ryananthonymason@gmail.com
Eileen Matias 330-865-9924 ematias@neo.rr.com
Pat McKenna 248-505-3550 mckenna-p@sbcglobal.net
Jennifer Miller 614-461-0734 jennifer.miller@sierraclub.org
Enid Nagel 513-886-0333 enidsierra@yahoo.com
George Peya 270 Willard St. Youngstown 44505
Linda Reeder 614-895-6725 lreeder@columbus.rr.com
Teri Reinhart 419-288-3494 ReinhartTJ@aol.com
Larry Schartman 513-476-1850 larry.schartman@ohio.sierraclub.org
David Scott   david.scott@sierraclub.org
Marti Sinclair 513-674-1983 mjsinclair@fuse.net
Tony Szilagye 419-661-0397 3aws@accesstoledo.com
Marilyn Wall 513-761-6140 marilyn.wall@env-comm.org
Brandi Whetstone 614-461-0734 brandi.whetstone@sierraclub.org

Ohio Staff
Teresa McHugh Midwest Regional Representative
MacKenzie Bailey Conservation Program Coordinator
Nachy Kanfer National Coal Campaign Organizer
Jennifer Miller Conservation Program Coordinator
Brandi Whetstone Conservation Program Coordinator

Executive Committee
 Officers
 Chair Enid Nagel
 Vice Chair Mary Beth Lohse
 Treasurer Linda Reeder
 Secretary open

 At-Large Melanie Braithwaite
  David Gaines
  Jean Godby
  Mary Beth Lohse
  Pat Marida
  Pat McKenna
  Eileen Matias
  Enid Nagel
  Tony Szilagye

Group Representatives
Appalachian Ohio Dana Carlson/Loraine McCosker
Central Ohio Ryan Mason
Miami Chris Curran
Northeast Ohio Jane Halbedel
Portage Trail John Broida/Dan Nelson
Salt Springs George Peya
Western Lake Erie Eric Britton/Cindy Warner

Conservation Committee
Tony Szilagye
Laurel Hopwood/Teri Reinhart
Jean Godby
David Gaines
Marilyn Wall
Marti Sinclair
Bob Kyle/Loraine McCosker
Rich Clark
Pat Marida
Marti Sinclair
Eileen Matias

Chair
Agriculture

Coal
Energy

Environmental Enforcement
Environmental Justice

Forest and Public Lands
Human Rights
Nuclear Issues

Toxics
Transportation

Mary Beth Lohse/
Loraine McCosker
Marti Sinclair
Earl Clausson
Melanie Braithwaite
Pam Brim
Enid Nagel, Mary Beth Lohse,
Loraine McCosker,
Pat McKenna, Tony Szilagye

Administrative and Program Committees

Ch. Delegate/Council of Club Leaders

Legal Chair
Newsletter Editor and Layout

Political
Political Treasurer

Steering
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 On November 8, members of the Ohio 
Chapter Coal Committee toured the coal 
mining towns and the countryside 
surrounding State Route 13 northeast of 
Athens with the able guidance of Brian 
Blair, an Americorps volunteer based in the 
area. As our caravan passed through 
Chauncey, Glouster, Corning and the 
surrounding countryside, we saw the 
irreversible damage of coal mining: scarred 
hillsides, slag heaps, oddly colored streams, 
and struggling settlements that rarely get 
penciled into tourists’ itineraries.
 Our tour focused on the the damage 
done by mining to the Sunday and Monday 
Creek Watersheds, which feed the Hocking 
River and eventually the Ohio River. These 
creeks are notorious for their poor water 
quality. In some places, the pH is as low as 
2.3, too acidic for the survival of any plant 
or animal life. 
 This is what happens when 
underground mines are dug below the water 
table. During the ten to twenty years that a 
mine is operating, the water is pumped out. 

But eventually the coal is depleted, the 
pump stops, and the mine fills up with 
groundwater that now leaches through 
metals that have been exposed through the 
extraction process. Chemical reactions 
between the metals and the oxygen in the 
water produce acid, which is called acid 
mine drainage or runoff when it escapes 
from the mine. When it emerges from the 
mine, the water may be mixed with large 
quantities of iron, aluminum, manganese or 
trace metals, turning it orange, white, or 
cloudy.
 Though the area we visited was mined 
over a hundred years ago, the degraded 
streams are still plainly visible. That’s 
because acid mine drainage is permanent 
unless deliberate effort is made to mitigate 
it. The photo shown below is one example. 
The cave-like opening is an entrance to an 
old mine. The stream that emerges is white 
and looks as if someone had dumped many 
gallons of white paint into it because it is 
discharging aluminum. But worse, the 
water is fatally acidic.

 Fortunately, a project with that goal is 
now being carried out by the Watershed 
Restoration Projects. This group is a 
coalition of residents and officials from the 
Sunday and Monday Creek Watersheds and 
more than fifteen other conservation 
organizations, as well as state and national 
agencies. 
 Several strategies are deployed to clean 
up the water. In some places, the stream is 
simply diverted from the mine, bypassing 
the problem. Elsewhere, it is mixed with 
clean water that has been made highly 
alkaline by passing through a steel slag 
leach bed, a clever reuse of an industrial 
byproduct. This process cleans up the 
stream and creates containment pools that 
expand existing beaver ponds, resulting in a 
net increase in wetland and aquatic habitat. 
The pH can also be lowered by using a 
doser to inject a “dose” of lime directly into 
the stream.

We learned that the attempts at reversing 
the effects of acid mine drainage are 
sophisticated and have succeeded in 

bringing life back to 
some parts of the 
Sunday and Monday 
Creek Watersheds. But 
it was also obvious that 
the damage done to this 
area by coal mining was 
extensive and not easily 
undone.

Interested readers can 
take this tour on their 
own by contacting 
www.mondaycreek.org 
or 
www.sundaycreek.org.

Acid Mine Run-Off in the Sunday and Monday Creek Wa tersheds
By Jean Godby, Chair, Chapter Coal Committee

Highly acidic white 
run-off caused by 
water reacting with 
aluminum in aban-
doned mine.

Photo by Jean Godby
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 Carol Rainey is a Cincinnati writer who 
has long studied nuclear waste and weapon-
making in southern Ohio. Her book on the 
subject , One Hundred Miles from Home: 
Nuclear Contamination in the Ohio River 
Valley, appeared last May
 Rainey records the complex histories of 
six nuclear plants up and down river from 
Cincinnati, but she has extracted from an 
immensity of sources a clear and compelling 
narrative of under two hundred pages.
 We read not only about the uranium 
foundry Fernald, and the plant at Piketon for 
uranium enrichment, but the Mound Labora-
tory near Dayton, where nuclear research 
once employed 1800 workers; also the Jeffer-
son Proving Ground in southern Indiana, and 
two plants in Kentucky – a huge and horrific 
waste dump at Maxey Flats to the east, and 
the Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant, which 
is included because of its close relations with 
Piketon. 
 The scale of these operations was vast. 
Piketon and Paducah reigned over thousands 
of acres and raised over a hundred buildings. 
The Jefferson Proving Ground had sixty-four 
miles of railroad track alone. An entire con-
taminated railroad car was once buried at 

Maxey Flats, a whole nickel factory at Pike-
ton.
 In recent years, all these plants have 
closed except Paducah, as military agendas 
changed and new sites opened, but the at-
tempts at their remediation will go on for 
hundreds, even thousands of years.  Barrels 
of depleted uranium remain at Paducah and 
Piketon, many tons of low-level radioactive 
waste at Fernald. Depleted uranium rods are 
scattered throughout the soil of the Jefferson 
Proving Ground, and the high level radioac-
tive waste at Maxey Flats is so potent that no 
site has been willing to help process and store 
it.
 In short, the weapons production cycle 
was itself incredibly destructive of the envi-
ronment, not only the radioactive materials 
themselves but the chemicals that cleaned the 
equipment and the exhaust from the coal-
fired power plants which generated the enor-
mous wattage of electricity needed for gas-
eous diffusion. The result of all this 
contamination was worker illness and death, 
and violence to plants and wildlife -- radioac-
tive fish, for instance, in the Scioto River 
near Piketon.
 Questions remain. Was it known in ad-
vance that if repair workers crawled through 

radioactive pipes, they would 
contract multiples tumors of 
head and neck, that if machine 
operators breathed clouds of 
radioactive dust they would 
lose the linings of their lungs, 

that our air and water might be infected? 
 In the forties, the Jefferson Proving 
Ground in southern Indiana opened as the 
major testing site for military ordinance of all 
kinds. It was at JPG where the pilot trained 
who dropped the atom bomb on Nagasaki, 
and where aircraft practiced for the fire-
bombing of Japanese cities by firing a beau-
tiful old stone church, St. Magdalena. Recent 
years have brought trial runs for the bombing 
raids in Iraq.
 Nuclear sites sometimes regain favor 
with citizens by converting land to wildlife 
parks. In 2000 the Big Oaks Natural Wildlife 
Refuge opened at JPG; it may help save the 
endangered river otter and the Indiana bat, 
but the monitoring of streams and biota there, 
and at the new Fernald Preserve as well, has 
so far not satisfied all parties.
 One Hundred Miles may become widely 
known among environmentalists as we count 
up the terrible costs to the earth of war ma-
chines and weapon-making -- and of the new 
contamination we will suffer if new nuclear 
plants for electricity come on line.  

Martha Stephens is the author of ‘The 
Treatment: The Story of Those Who Died in 
the Cincinnati Radiation Tests’ (Duke Uni-
versity Press 2002).
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 The two million tons of coal that will 
emit 1.1 million tons of carbon dioxide is 
unregulated in the Toledo FDS Coke permit 
issued by the Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency (OEPA) on June 14, 2004 (there 
have since been modifications to the permit 
but nothing addressing greenhouse gases).  
The “life” of the permit was 18 months, so it 
expired December 14, 2006.  But, the regula-
tions have a loop hole that says if construc-
tion starts and there is a binding contract to 
build the plant, then OEPA can grant a 12 
month extension – maybe 18 months.  So, as 
of July 1, 2008 there was no construction at 
the site – no building permits - all of the 

permit dates expired which means the permit 
expired.
 Furthermore, OEPA took FDS Coking’s 
word that there was a contract to construct 
and an obligation to pay.  The name of the 
contractor and the “contract” are not in 
OEPA’s file.  I guess this means OEPA ac-
cepts verbal representations.  If this is true it 
should apply to everything OEPA does and 
what a mess that would be.
 Right now FDS Coking is offering set-
tlements to Sierra Club and the Village of 
Harbor View to drop the appeal and the ques-
tion of the permit expiration.  Both have 
rejected the settlement offers.  FDS Coking 
keeps making statements that the Sierra Club 

likes the FDS Coking technology yet not one 
Sierra spokesperson quote or source is ever 
identified.  Furthermore the FDS Coking 
technology is new and untested anywhere, 
and FDS Coking has never revealed who 
would own or operate this facility in the 
bread basket of the Great Lakes on the banks 
of Maumee Bay.
 It is time OEPA owns up to its obligation 
to administer this FDS Coking permit and 
simply tell FDS Coking that the permit has 
expired and if they wish to build a coke plant 
in Toledo/Oregon, then a new permit is re-
quired.  A new permit hopefully would regu-
late the 1.1 million tons of carbon dioxide.  

FDS Coke Plant Permit Drags On – Many Questions Rem ain
By Sandy Bihn, Western Lake Erie Group
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 The Ohio Sierra Club’s Nuclear Com-
mittee was excited to receive an offer from 
the national organizations Physicians for So-
cial Responsibility and the Federation of 
American Scientists to sponsor a trip to Ohio 
by Dr. Ivan Oelrich, Vice President for Stra-
tegic Security Programs at the Federation of 
American Scientists.  Dr. Oelrich focuses on 
issues related to nuclear testing, the testing 
moratorium and proliferation of nuclear 
weapons and nuclear materials. He has 
worked for the Institute for Defense Analysis 
where he focused on environmental restora-
tion of lands belonging to the U.S. Depart-
ments of Defense and Energy. He is a nuclear 
physicist and an Adjunct Professor in the 
Security Studies Program at Georgetown 
University.
 With a long string of accomplishments 
and experience, Professor Oelrich was an 
excellent choice to send around the country 
to testify at public hearings being held at 
nuclear sites that had applied for funding 
under the Bush Administration’s Global Nu-
clear Energy Partnership (GNEP). GNEP is 
proposing to fund 1) reprocessing of spent 
nuclear fuel from nuclear power plants, 2) 
fast nuclear reactors that would “recycle” or 
burn some of the reprocessed fuel, and 3) 
research on these and other nuclear power 
processes.  A hastily formed consortium call-
ing itself SONIC had applied for the nuclear 
reservation at Piketon, Ohio, to be a GNEP 
location. Public hearings on the draft of a non 
site-specific Programmatic Environmental 
Impact Statement (PEIS) for the GNEP pro-
posal were being held this past November 
and December at the various nuclear sites.
 The Sierra Club and the Southern Ohio 
Neighbors Group (SONG) took advantage of 
the opportunity to schedule public appear-
ances for Dr. Oelrich in Columbus and Pike-
ton on December 1 and 2.  In Columbus he 
was on radio, met with Gov. Strickland’s 
energy advisor Mark Shanahan, and spoke to 
about twenty people at the Sierra Club office.
 SONG is an active organization that 
keeps watch on nuclear activities at the Pike-
ton site.  They arranged for Dr. Oelrich to 
speak just prior to the public hearing in the 
same building. Over forty people attended 

the talk, and the audience for the public hear-
ing was almost entirely the same people!  
About a dozen people testified at the hearing, 
all strongly opposed to the GNEP proposals.
 In his five-minute allotted testimony, 
Dr. Oelrich noted that the purpose of the 
PEIS was to make a cost-benefit environ-
mental analysis of the reprocessing proposal.  
He pointed out that in order for the benefits 
to be achieved, not only must a reprocessing 
facility be built, but also a fast neutron reac-
tor must be constructed to burn the repro-
cessed fuel. The draft PEIS report written by 
the Department of Energy lists four catego-
ries of benefits that would come with this 
proposal.  They are: 1) reducing cost of dis-
posal of nuclear waste, 2) stretching out the 
energy supply, 3) reducing the amount of 
waste, and 4) reducing the threat of nuclear 
proliferation. 
 In his testimony, Dr. Oelrich addressed 
each of these four points:

Cost:  Dr. Oelrich pointed out that reprocess-
ing (separating the radioactive components 
in spent fuel rods) has no benefits if the 
“usable” elements including plutonium are 
not then burned in a fast neutron reactor.  
Around the world over $100 billion has been 
spent on research and development of this 
type of reactor, but none has yet been suc-
cessfully commercialized.  Reprocessing 
fails not only in that regard, but also because 
the spent fuel rods are intensely radioactive 
and expensive to handle.

Energy:  Only 1/3 more energy can be 
reaped by building a fast neutron reactor, 
compared to running once-used fuel back 
through the current light water reactors.  This 
second-run process is currently being done in 
some reactors, bypassing the expense and 
danger of new nuclear technology.  And 1/6 
more energy could easily be created by con-
servation alone.

Waste: In order to reduce radioactivity of the 
spent fuel rods, the separation process must 
be 99.9% efficient in removing the highly 
radioactive components.  No process ever 
tried has come close to this goal.  And the 

remainder of the fuel would have to be stored 
above ground for 300 years before it would 
be cool enough to store underground. More 
radiological environmental damage has been 
done in France by its one reprocessing plant 
than by all of its sixty nuclear power plants.  
To separate plutonium and uranium, the in-
tensely radioactive pellets in the fuel rods are 
chopped and dissolved, turning a solid waste 
into a liquid that is much more difficult to 
handle, store, and secure.

Proliferation:   Reprocessing is proliferation-
resistant only if compared to a nuclear bomb 
factory.  All other processes for handling 
nuclear waste are more proliferation-resistant 
than reprocessing.  Plutonium locked up in 
heavy and intensely radioactive fuel rods is 
impossible to steal.  But the extracted pluto-
nium is not as radioactive, and is subject to 
theft for use in making nuclear bombs. 

Conclusion: Dr. Oelrich concluded that re-
processing does not meet the DOE’s own 
stated environmental criteria, so the cost is 
not worth paying.

Dr. Oelrich’s visit received coverage in sev-
eral newspapers.  The result was that the 
public and the PEIS hearing in Ohio received 
a strong message opposing the GNEP pro-
posals.  

Dr. Ivan Oelrich Speaks in Columbus and Piketon
Nuclear Physicist Testifies Against Proposed Fuel Reprocessing at Piketon
By Pat Marida, Chair, Chapter Nuclear Committee
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By Brandi Whetstone, Conservation  Program 
Coordinator
 
 The Sierra Club’s work to protect public 
lands and endangered species continues 
while we fight an unprecedented proposal 
from NiSource, the parent company of Co-
lumbia Gas Ohio and Columbia Gas Trans-
mission Corp.  NiSource requested a 50-year 
Incidental Take Permit from the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to perform 
maintenance and construction along trans-
mission lines without triggering Endangered 
Species Reviews.  The maintenance and con-
struction work often results in serious defor-
estation, habitat destruction and erosion. 
 The Incidental Take Permit will allow 
NiSource to complete their activities without 
the regulation of the government, in ex-
change for its agreement to mitigate the ef-
fects upon endangered and threatened species 
through a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).  
Their request applies to a one-mile wide cor-
ridor along 15,500 miles of transmission 
lines, traveling across 17 states and impact-
ing 3,000 square miles in Ohio. 
 The area of impact traverses across 
Ohio’s private and public lands, including the 
Mohican Memorial State Forest and the 
Wayne National Forest. Transmission lines 
criss-cross Mohican State Forest, Park and 
Nature Preserve and the mile wide-impact 
zone would cover virtually the entire area. 

 

Their justification is to “reduce the annual 
administrative burden of Endangered Species 
Act compliance efforts, without reducing 
conservation of protected species.” NiSource 
is asking us to trust their plans for protecting 
endangered plants and animals over the next 
50 years. Our public and private lands have 
suffered at the hands of Columbia Gas be-
fore, and the Mohican bears scars from past 
mistakes. Can NiSource be trusted to protect 
critical habitat for Ohio’s 22 endangered spe-
cies for 50 years? 
 The magnitude of this request sets a 
dangerous precedent - other energy and in-
dustry interests are lining up at the trough for 
a deal this sweet. That is why the Sierra Club 
is working with the Ohio Environmental 
Council and Buckeye Forest Council to 
spread the word about this proposal and gen-
erate pressure on decision-makers to prevent 
it from happening. 
 The USFWS runs a public comment 
period for an Incidental Take Permit and 
Environmental Impact Statement.  A Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is 
expected this March, and the public comment 
period will proceed.  
 We encourage you to take any or all of 
the following actions to prevent NiSource 
from altering the process that protects endan-
gered species:

1.  Contact elected officials at the local, 
state and/or federal level to express concerns 
over this proposed 50-year permit;
2. Demand that any public comment op-
portunity include a town meeting style gath-
ering, as opposed to a open house utilized in 
the scoping process; 
3. Attend any public meetings and provide 
comments. Attend these events with friends 
and neighbors;
4. Submit comments to USFWS on the 
draft EIS this spring;
5. Contact local media about the proposed 
plan, and express your concerns. Write a 
letter to the editor in your local newspaper as 
well.

For more information, contact:
USFWS official website - 
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/pe
rmits/hcp/hcp_nisource.html

Questions concerning NiSource and the HCP 
may be addressed to:
John Shafer
(337)501-0723
jshafer@nisource.com

Questions concerning the Environmental Im-
pact Statement (EIS) may be addressed to:
Tom Magnuson
(612)713-5467
tom_magnuson@fws.gov

Send comments to:
Mary Knapp, Ph. D, Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
6950 Americana Parkway, Suite H
Reynoldsburg, OH 43068
or
T.J. Miller
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1 Federal Drive
Fort Snelling, MN 55111

Sign up for the Sierra Club’s action alerts 
(see ad on page 8) to receive emails and take 
action on important issues.  Finally, get in 
touch with Bob Kyle from the Sierra Club for 
more details at 614-855-1600.  
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Executive Committee Election Results
 Cheers to the recently elected at-large members of the Chapter Executive Commit-
tee, Melanie Braithwaite, David Gaines, Eileen Matias, and Pat McKenna, and also to 
re-elected member Enid Nagel who also appointed Chapter Chair for 2009 by the ExCom.  
These members will serve two-year terms that began at the first ExCom meeting of the 
year this past January.  They will join existing at-large members Jean Godby, Mary Beth 
Lohse, Pat Marida, and Tony Szilagye.
 The Chapter Executive Committee is the top decision-making body in the Ohio 
Chapter.  The ExCom consists of nine at-large members elected by Chapter-wide ballot, 
and a representative from each of the seven Groups within the Chapter.  The at-large 
members serve terms of two years, with either four or five terms expiring in alternating 
years.
 As a grassroots environmental organization, the Sierra Club, by definition, depends 
on volunteers willing to devote their time and talent.  Thanks to all who serve.
 
 Chapter Elections Committee
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I am interested in getting involved
in the following issues:
 Forests
 Energy
  Coal

  Nuclear
 Water
 Environmental Justice
 Political 

 Agricultural 
 General Conservation

I am interested in the following
volunteer opportunities: 
 Community outreach
 Fundraising
 Media
 Lobbying

 Office work
 Layout/Design

Volunteers Needed!
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brandi.whetstone@sierraclub.org
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 In December of 2008, Ohio became the 
first state in the nation to roll back the effi-
ciency requirements in the residential build-
ing code. At the national and state level, 
homebuilders are the major opposition to 
strong residential codes, because they would 
like to avoid the additional expense. Nation-
ally, a number efficiency and code experts 
are concerned about Ohio’s decision, be-
cause it could be used as justification to 
rollback efficiency requirements in residen-
tial building codes throughout the nation.
 Constructing highly efficient new resi-
dential properties is a cost effective means of 
reducing Ohio’s energy consumption, and 
these investments quickly pay for themselves 
through lowered energy bills and the reduced 
need to build costly new power plants. As 
Ohio continues to be plagued with challenges 
within the housing sector, this policy fails to 
protect homeowners from high energy costs, 
which have tripled over the past decade and 
will continue to escalate.  Ohio is home to a 
number of businesses that manufacture insu-
lation and other energy efficiency products, 

and this code rollback is likely to negatively 
impact the manufacturing sector, which has 
lost 250,000 jobs since 2000. 
  Currently the Sierra Club Ohio Chapter 
is working in a large coalition to advocate for 
the adoption of stronger building codes. 
Though these efforts are cur-
rently administrative, we expect 
that this battle extend into the 
legislative arena later this year. 
Our partners include: Building 
Codes Assistance Project, Re-
sponsible Energy Codes Alli-
ance, Midwest Energy 
Efficiency Alliance, The Ohio 
Environmental Council, Ohio 
Partners for Affordable Energy, 
American Chemistry Council, 
American Council for an Energy 
Efficient Economy, BASF, Du-
Pont, Natural Resources De-
fense Council, North American 
Insulation Manufacturers Asso-
ciation, Ohio Chemistry Tech-
nology Council, Ohio 

Consumer’s Council, and Ohio League of 
Conservation Voters.
  To get involved or for more information, 
please contact Jen Miller at  
jennifer.miller@sierraclub.org
or 614.461.0734 ext 304.  

��������#�	��&���	�����������#���##����$�'��� ����� �����	�(�����	��
����	
By Jennifer Miller, Conservation Program Coordinator

PAC FINANCIAL SUPPORT 
NEEDED
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Sierra Club Ohio Chapter Political Action Fund
131 N. High Street, Suite 605

Columbus, OH 43215
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Sierra Club Ohio Chapter PAC
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 The annual election for the Club’s Board 
of Directors is now underway.  Those eligible 
to vote in the national Sierra Club election 
will receive in the mail (or by Internet if you 
chose the electronic delivery option) your 
national Sierra Club ballot.  This will include 
information on the candidates and where you 

can find additional information on the Club’s 
website.
 The Sierra Club is a democratically 
structured organization at all levels.  The Club 
requires the regular flow of views on policy 
and priorities from its grassroots membership 
in order to function well. Yearly participation 
in elections at all Club levels is a major mem-
bership obligation. Your Board of Directors is 
required to stand for election by the member-
ship.  This Board sets Club policy and budgets 
at the national level and works closely with 
the Executive Director and staff to operate the 
Club.  Voting for candidates who express 
your views on how the Club should grow and 
change is both a privilege and responsibility 
of membership.
 Members frequently state that they don’t 
know the candidates and find it difficult to 
vote without learning more.  You can learn 
more by asking questions of your group and 
chapter leadership and other experienced 
members you know. Visit the Club’s election 
website: 
http://www.sierraclub.org/bod/2009election.  
This site provides links to additional informa-
tion about candidates, and their views on a 
variety of issues facing the Club and the envi-
ronment. 
 You should use your own judgment by 
taking several minutes to read the ballot state-
ment of each candidate.  Then make your 
choice and cast your vote.  You will find the 
ballot is quite straightforward and easy to 
mark and mail.  A growing number of mem-
bers find the user-friendly Internet voting 
option to be very convenient as well as saving 
postage.   
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