
BY BRENT FOSTER, EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Oregon State Senator Vicki Walker, a Democrat, joined 
with Republic Senator Gary George to introduce a bill, 
Senate Bill 737. SB 737 would make Oregon the þrst 
state to close the òToxic Mixing Zone loophole,ó a loop-
hole that allows over 100 billion gallons of toxic pol-
lutants to be dumped into Oregonõs rivers and streams 

each year. The Toxic Mixing Zone loophole allows 
Oregonõs industrial and municipal polluters to dis-
charge toxics at concentrations that signiþcantly exceed 
state toxicity standards within a deþned zone within a 
given river.

Toxic Mixing Zones can contain toxic pollutants, such 
as arsenic, mercury and lead at concentrations that ex-
ceed state water quality standards by over 1,000%. Nei-
ther the state nor polluters, however, are even required 
to monitor these zones or evaluate how this pollution is 
affecting toxics concentrations in local þsh populations, 
the riverõs sediment, or the people who eat þsh from the 
river regularly.

Senator Walker has also introduced a related bill, Sen-
ate Bill 317, which would require polluters to use buoys 
and other markers to clearly identify where their Toxic 
Mixing Zones are located on a given river. This would 

both provide notice to people who use the area for þsh-
ing or swimming and create an incentive for Oregon 
DEQ and polluters to make their Toxic Mixing Zones as 
small and as few as possible.  

The Sierra Club, working with groups like OSPIRG, 
Columbia Riverkeeper, Willamette Riverkeeper and 
others, has formed the Oregon Conservation Network, a 

coalition of more than 35 of Oregonõs lead-
ing conservation groups. OCN has made 
the Toxic Mixing Zone phaseout bill one of 
its top priorities for this legislative session. 
Their goal is to pass Senate Bill 737, which 
would require the phase out of Toxic Mix-
ing Zones from industrial sources by 2011. 

The bill is similar to bills the Sierra Club 
and our coalition partners proposed in 
2005, but includes language stating that 
facilities do not need to spend more than 
5% of their annual operating budget to 
meet the phaseout requirement, in order 
to get companies to adopt pollution reduc-
tion technology without putting them out 
of business.

For years industry has said that treating 
their waste to a point that it will meet state 
toxicity standards is so expensive that they 

would be put out of business. What this bill does is basi-
cally call their bluff. If Oregonõs largest polluters would 
spend even less than 5% of their operating budget to 
bring their facilities into compliance with water quality 
standards, then Oregon could see a real improvement in 
or water quality.

The Oregon Chapterõs push to close the Toxic Mixing 
Zone loophole is one of the most progressive efforts in 
the United States right now to reform the practice of 
dumping literally billions of gallons of toxic pollution 
into state designated pollution zones.

Take Action:  Contact your legislators TODAY and 
ask them to support the bills to òClose the Toxic Mixing 
Zone Loophole,ó Senate Bills 317 and 737. You can track 
the progress of these bills and þnd out which legislators 
need your calls and letters most at www.oregon.sierra
club.org/tracker.

BY JILL WORKMAN, CHAIR

The election for the Sierra Clubõs national Board of 
Directors is upon us and all members are urged to take 
this opportunity to participate in our democratic gover-
nance and vote. 

The Board of Directors of the Sierra Club is elected to 
serve the membership in deciding policy, conducting 
governance, and keeping the Club effective in pursuing 
our key mission to Explore, Enjoy and Protect the Earth. 
The Board is the highest governing body in the Club. It 
consists of 15 members, of which þve stand for election 
every year.

As a Sierra Club member, it is important that 
you make your voice heard by taking the oppor-
tunity to vote in our national election. Information 
on the election and all candidates may be found at 
www.sierraclub.org/bod/2007election/candidate_
forum/index.asp. If you want additional information 
about the election, feel free to ask any chapter or group 
leader or other volunteer with Sierra Club experi-
ence. You may vote online or by mail. Ballots must 
be received by noon Paciþc time on April 23. Contact 
Member Services at 415-977-5653 if you have lost or not 
received your ballot.

 

Oregon Chapter Endorsements
 The Oregon Chapter recommends a vote for Jerry 

Sutherland, Ayelet Hines, Clark Buchner, Sanjay Ran-
chod and Allison Chin in the upcoming election for the 
Sierra Clubõs Board of Directors. 

Fred Heutte was named chair of  
the Sierra Clubõs national Global 
Warming and Energy Committee.

Noah Greenwald was appointed 
to the national Wildlife and 
Endangered Species Committee 
by the Wild Planet Strategy Team. 

Congratulations to the 2006 
Building Environmental Com-
munities award winners! Thank 
you for all of your hard work and 
passion for a clean and healthy 
Willamette River.
Campaign Leadership: 
  Gerik Kransky
Issue Advocacy: Shaunna Sutcliffe
Phone-bank Mobilization: 
  Peter Klauer
Canvass Mobilization: 
  Heidi Dahlin
Cyber Mobilization: Jeffree White

To receive e-mail alerts on wild-
life issues, please contact wildlife
@oregon.sierraclub.org.

Georgia Paciþcõs Wauna Paper Mill is one of Oregonõs largest polluters.
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Chapter Calendar
The next Executive Committee meet-
ings are a April 17, 5:30 pm, conference 
call and June 9 at 10 am, in Bend.

Oregon Conifer Deadline
Submit letters, articles, announcements 
and ads for the Summer issue by June 5.

Chapter Thanks
Nancy Hatch for her work selling and 
distributing calendars. Ramona Rex, 
Ann Kloka and Adrian Klein for work-
ing on Earth Day tabling and other 
activities. Rober Dawson for volunteer-
ing in the ofþce. Thanks to you all!

Editorõs Note:
Individual views expressed herein do 
not necessarily reflect the policies of the 
Sierra Club.
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BY JILL WORKMAN, CHAIR

Itõs an honor to chair the Oregon Chapter. I am proud 
of the work our activists and staff accomplish for the 
betterment of Oregonõs environment. Their work-your 
work-is what makes the Sierra Club the nationõs most 
effective environmental organization.

Through the work of our activists, the Oregon Chapter 
has become an environmental powerhouse to be reck-
oned with on almost every issue. Lead by the work of 17 
volunteer issue coordinators, Oregon Chapter members 
are engaged in vast areas of conservation work, both 
locally and nationally. Proudly, our volunteers serve as 
state leaders on every issue from air quality to sprawl to 
clean energy and from forest policy to wilderness desig-
nation to wildlife protection.

These activist leaders, and those who volunteer along 
side them, as well as the 14 members of our Executive 
Committee, put in thousands of hours each year towards 
the protection of Oregonõs environment. Wonõt you join 
me in þnancially supporting their work to protect and 
restore Oregonõs environment and uphold our environ-
mental laws and regulations?  

This edition of the Oregon Conifer showcases the work 
of several of our activists, work being done on behalf of 
our members for Oregonõs environment, and the oppor-
tunities that work brings for you and others to become 
involved, to make a difference for Oregonõs land, air, 
water and wildlife. That work can only happen through 
the generosity of our members.

Each March the Oregon Chapter asks all members to 
consider making a monetary donation to the Chapter. If 
you havenõt already made a contribution based on the 
mailing you received last month, please consider doing 
so. Your þnancial contribution will go a long way, add-
ing to our established forward momentum, as we jointly 
work to protect Oregonõs environment for this and 
future generations. 

BY JERRY SUTHERLAND, VICE-CHAIR

No, this isnõt about global warming. After a dozen years of telling great stories about Sierra 
Club activists, the last issue of The Planet was sent out last December. But donõt despair; the grass-
roots stories, faces and scrapbook pages were posted online almost immediately. Take a look at 
www.sierraclub.org/grassroots. Tom Valtin carried over as editor, and heõs always looking for 
good articles and photos. When you have something for him to consider, send it to tom.valtin@
sierraclub.org. And if you þnd yourself still feeling really nostalgic, you can visit The Planet 
archives at www.sierraclub.org/planet.
 

On March 17, Oregon Chapter Sierra Club volunteers restored the banks of the Willamette River as part of 
the South Portland Riverbank Project.

photo by Emily Bartha



Ask Joe or Joan Citizen to free-associate on the 
concept of environmentalism, and eventually theyõre 
bound to land on the term òliberal.ó According to the 
conventional wisdom, environmentalism is neces-
sarily hitched to the liberal (or òprogressiveó) social 
agenda. But can you be a full-tilt environmentalist 
while rejecting social liberalism? 

In his book Crunchy Cons, Rod Dreher insists 
that the answer is yes. While on the editorial staff of 
National Review (the ÿagship magazine of conserva-
tive thought), he wrote an essay about what he called 
ògranola conservatives,ó traditionalists who have 
common cause with lefties on issues such as organic 
food (they prefer it), Wal-Mart (they shun it), and cli-
mate change (they fear it) and therefore are out of step 
with most conservatives and the Republican party. 

Yet, these crunchy cons are by no means liberal; 
they are theologically conservative (usually Catholic, 
Eastern Orthodox or Protestant, but sometimes Jew-
ish), oppose physician-assisted suicide and abortion, 
and believe that mothers should stay home with their 
children. The driving force behind their worldview is 
sacramentalism, that everything (from what you eat 
to how you raise your kids) should reÿect holiness. 
Dreherõs òCrunchy Con Manifestoó includes these ele-
ments that should resonate with any environmentalist:

Å Modern conservatism has become too focused on 
money, power, and the accumulation of stuff, and 
insufþciently concerned with the content of our 
individual and social character.

Å Big business deserves as much skepticism as big 
government.

Å Culture is more important than politics and eco-
nomics.

Å A conservatism that does not practice restraint, 
humility, and good stewardshipñespecially of the 
natural worldñis not fundamentally conservative.

Å Small, Local, Old and Particular are almost always 
better than Big, Global, New and Abstract.

Å Beauty is more important than efþciency.
Å The relentlessness of media-driven pop culture 

deadens our senses to authentic truth, beauty and 
wisdom. 

Dreher and his fellow crunchy cons call for a return 
to tradition across the board, speciþcally Judeo-Chris-
tian tradition. In so doing, they look askance at both 
of the major political parties: òToo often, the Demo-
crats act like the Party of Lust, and the Republicans 
the Party of Greed.ò 

To make his case, Dreher relies heavily on (among 
others) Wendell Berry, perhaps Americaõs most 
respected conservation writer and advocate of sustain-
able agriculture. Anyone who reads Berry carefully 
knows that heõs no liberal: he advocates traditional 
understandings of marriage and sexual morality and 
laces his works with quotations from the Bible. 

Dreherõs book is a reminder that a signiþcant num-
ber of folks within the green consensus are motivated 
by something other than liberalism. Whether one 
agrees with Dreher or not, the real question his book 
poses is a practical one. As a matter of realpolitik, 
will environmental groups make room within the big 
green tent for these potential allies? 

Here on the Left Coast, even here in blue state Ore-
gon, there are crunchy cons and other traditionalists 
who should be Sierrans. What can we do to welcome 
them?  

ñBILL COOK, LAKE OSWEGO

Tammar is a native Oregonian, born and raised in Port-
land and comes to us with nearly eight years of nonproþt 
organizing experience. From lobbing to save forests in 
Vermont, to þghting for living wages for Portland jani-
tors, Tammar has a broad range of experience working for 
social and environmental justice and a deep rooted pas-
sion for preserving Oregonõs natural beauty. She can be 
reached at tammar.zea@sierraclub.org or by phone at 503-
238-0442 x300 during her ofþce hours. They are: Tuesday 
2ð7 pm, Wednesday 1ð6:30 pm, Thursday 1ð6:30 pm and 
Friday 2ð7 pm. Welcome, Tammar!

Dear Editor:
Recently, I attended the Public Interest Environmental 

Law Conference in Eugene. While there I was renewed in 
my pride and conþdence in the work that the Sierra Club 
does around the country. I canõt count how many times I 
heard the Sierra Club mentioned as part of a coalition that 
played a role in defeating a dirty power plant, protecting 
public land, and numerous other important environmental 
struggles. 

It is important for members to understand the power 
that the Club has to support coalition work on environ-
mental issues, particularly because we add the òpeople 
poweró that every successful campaign needs. Even 
though the conference concentrated on environmental 
law, every speaker spoke of the importance of the òcourt of 
public opinion.ó Even if we win a judgment, we may not 
really win if we donõt have public support for the issue. 
Thatõs where the Sierra Club and each and every member 
can play a part. 

We may not all be lawyers. I think most of us are happy 
about that. But we all can and should be advocates for the 
issues we care so deeply about. Our judges are our neigh-
bors, and itõs amazing the cases we win when we reach out 
to them to share our concerns. 

I hope each member reading is proud to think their orga-
nization is making a difference and feels challenged to play 
an active role in all those cases that need to be won in the 
òcourt of public opinion.ó 

ñERICA MAHARG, PORTLAND

Dear Letters to the Editor:
I enjoy the Conifer and often pass on information from 

its pages. I am concerned, however, when I read an ofþcial 
position paper that seems emotional rather than rational 
such as Brent Fosterõs report on ÿuoridation of drinking 
water in the winter issue. I consider this report below the 
quality of substance that merits recognition by the Oregon 
Chapter of the Sierra Club. It is one sided in that he does 
not present the true opinions of the organizations he refers 
to for authority but only quotes selected statements. It 
is misleading by suggesting peer-reviewed science does 
not support ÿuoridation of drinking water. The Ameri-
can Medical association, American Dental Association, 
American Association of Family Dentists, and American 
Academy of Pediatrics support ÿuoridation. The United 
States Center for Disease Control, which the author refers 
to several times in support of his opinion, not only en-
dorses ÿuoridation but considers it one of the 10 greatest 
advances in health care of this past century.

My point is simple and has nothing to do with ÿuorida-
tion per se. The Sierra Club and the Oregon Chapter are 
recognized and respected as being reliable and honest in 
their science. If we lose that, we have lost all credibility 
as a resource to inÿuence public opinion and legislation, 
which, after all, is our main objective.

I urge editors to be more critical toward avoiding bias 
and distortion in all material released to the membership 
or the public.

ñGIL EADE, MD, SUNRIVER

Brent Foster replies:
My article did nothing to suggest that the US Center 

for Disease Control or any of the other organizations you 
mentioned opposed water ÿuoridation. It did, however, 
correctly cite to recent published studies by Harvard 
researchers and the National Academy of Sciencesõ 
National Research Council that found ÿuoride exposure 
was linked to bone cancer in young boys and variety of 
other human health threats. 

ñBRENT FOSTER, EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

BY SHANNON WILSON, CHAIR, MANY RIVERS GROUP

Behind closed doors, the biomass energy and timber 
industries has been lobbying Governor Ted Kulon-
goski, Senator Vicki Walker, and other represntatives, 
assuring them that Oregonõs publicõs forests need to 
be thinned or logged to reduce the occurrence and 
severity of forest þres while at the same time promot-
ing the fringe beneþt of extracting forest biomass as 
a ògreen and renewable energy source.ó Here is what 
the pro-forest biomass people are asking for: òmini-
mum 20-year contracts on a minimum of 150,000-acre 
tracts with no size limits to the trees to be taken.ó This 
is being done without input from grassroots conserva-
tion groups, scientists, or the public.  The governor, 
legislators, and some larger conservation organiza-
tions are planning to give them what they want 
through legislation and subsidization of large cen-
tralized forest-biomass-electricity generating plants, 
which, once built, will have an insatiable appetite for 
a source of forest biomass.

A major guise of the forest biomass extraction argu-
ment is thinning the forest or òbackcountry fuels treat-
mentsó to protect communities and their homes from 
wildþre. While þre fuels thinning within 100-200 feet 
of homes and structures is necessary in þre prone eco-
systems, sound science does not agree that removing 
þre fuels beyond 200 feet has any beneþcial effect on 
lessening the occurrences or consequences of wildþre. 

Biomass from natural and native forests is not a 
ògreenó or òrenewableó fuel source. Biomass fuels 
sources, like those garnered from agricultural and 
orchard waste, landþll biomass decomposition, waste-
water treatment, animal manure, and urban wood 
waste, may be acceptable as òrenewableó biomass fuel 
sources.  However, the stripping of public forestlands is 
not an acceptable source of biomass fuel.

This brings into question the deþnition of òforest.ó 
A tree farm or plantation is not a forest. It is a man-
aged woodlot, managed by the timber industry and 
government agencies like a crop of corn. With contin-
ued òeven-aged managementó it will not be allowed 
to function like a complex forest ecosystem ever again.

A natural forest is a highly evolved and extremely 
complex functioning ecosystem. Human hands have 
thus far not been able to recreate a natural forest. While 
one might say that most forests in the West have been 
touched by human hands in the form of þre, (either 
created or suppressed), all western statesõ forests have 
evolved with forest þres. Fire is a natural process. 
Industrial logging and biomass extraction are not. 

An example of what is at stake can be found in 
Southern Oregonõs Siskiyou Mountains. Currently, 
the Bureau of Land Management is proposing tens of 
thousands of acres of òunder-story thinningó on native 
forests in the name of òþre fuels reduction.ó 

The Klamath-Siskiyou forests are some of the most 
botanically diverse forests in the world. In one acre 
of these forests you can encounter 20 or more species 
of woody under-story shrubs and trees, with up to 15 
species of conifers, and a plethora of plant and fungi 
associations. With this botanically diverse ecosystem 
arises an incredibly bio-diverse population of butter-
ÿies, bee species, and amphibians, many of which are 
endemic, as well as 70 species of native and migratory 
birds. All these species need this forest complexity to 
reproduce, forage, and hide from predators.

With global climate change looming we need to 
apply the òprecautionary principleó or òdo no harm 
principleó to the so-called òmanagementó or non-
management of the remaining complex functioning 
forest ecosystems. Native and natural forests on pub-
lic lands should not be treated as a fuel source for the 
proþt of the timber, biomass, nor utility industries.




