
erning body for the Ozark Trail is the Ozark Trail
Council. The Council is comprised mainly of land
stewards who own or manage the actual land the trail
traverses. They meet a couple of times a year and gen-
erally have final say in what happens with existing
trail.

It has been suggested by some that it should be
the responsibility of the Ozark Trail Council to take
the lead in implementing a plan to complete the trail.
Whether that is truly the case or not will remain to be

O C TOBER–DE CEMBE R 2003

by Don Barnes

For over a quarter of a century nature lovers
pursuing a variety of outdoor activities have
enjoyed the beauty and splendor of Missouri’s

Ozark Trail. From backpacking the Blair Creek seg-
ment for its fields of wildflowers and bluff-top views
of the Current River to hiking the Karkaghne segment
on the way to the largest fen complex in North
America at Grasshopper Hollow, the Trail has provid-
ed countless hours of pleasure for enthusiasts.

Trails such as the Ozark Trail don’t just appear
with a wave of Mother Nature’s hand. It takes the
vision, collaboration, and cooperation of countless
individuals, organizations, and institutions to create
and sustain a welcoming, accommodating, useful trail.

By most accounts, the initial vision for the Ozark
Trail was to build a scenic and varied route through

the Ozark Wilderness,
stretching from
Meramec State Park to
either the Eleven Point
River or Mingo National
Wildlife Refuge.
Eventually the concept
of a trans-Ozark trail
from the St. Louis met-
ropolitan area southwest-
ward to the Arkansas
border that would con-
nect to the Ozark
Highlands Trail was
adopted.The ultimate
goal became to create a
700-mile through-trail
similar to more widely
known trails such as the
Appalachian or the
Colorado. It is estimated
that 550 miles of
through-trail have been
completed thus far on
the Ozark, with betw een
300 to 350 miles of it in
Missouri.

The Ozark Chapter
of the Sierra Club was one of the original non-govern-
mental organizations associated with the establish-
ment and initial development of the Trail. Among
other actions, volunteers from the Chapter built
roughly 60 miles of the original trail and have contin-
ued to maintain a 14-mile segment for over 20 years.

The Sierra Club, like many other groups that
share an interest in the trail, are generally pleased with
it and the fact that it has managed to not only survive
but indeed continue to grow. After all, much of the
construction and maintenance of what exists today
has been accomplished by dedicated volunteers.

Nonetheless, the Club is concerned about pres-
sures to adapt the Ozark Trail for a greater variety of
uses and believes its future is uncertain. (See the side-
bar for a list of recommendations that Sierra Club’s
Eastern Missour i Group Conservation Committee
will present to the Ozark Trail Council in October.) 

The Sierra Club is not alone in recognizing vari-
ous concerns regarding the Trail’s future that have
surfaced over the past couple of years. In f act, a num-
ber of organizations are gaining momentum in
addressing them. A common concern on everybody’s
mind seems to be when will the trail be completed,
which is inevitably followed with how and by whom?

Numerous entities are involved with various
aspects of the trail, from the Department of Natural
Resources to the Sierra Club. But the recognized gov-
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continued on page 7...

A view of the Current River from atop Bee Bluff, just off the Blair Creek section of the Ozark
Trail.

photo by Bob Gestel
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by Carla Klein, Ozark Chapter Director

When the gavel fell the final day of the his-
tor ic 2003 Missour i General Session,
Sierra Club members drew a collective sigh

of relief. We had survived the session where more
anti-environmental bills were introduced and moved
further along in the legislative process than ever
before.

We had stopped the most offensive bills from
being passed into law. We had won a hard fought vic-
tory on SB 36, the “Environmental Destruction Act.”
SB 36, you may remember, was the worst environ-
mental bill introduced in years, including “no stricter
than federal” language, environmental audit pr ivilege,
and unregulated dredge and fill operations in
Missouri streams – just to mention a few.Yes, it was a
time of celebration!  

The celebration unfor tunately was short-lived.We
learned that in the final hours of the session the cor-
porate agribusinesses and their allies in the House
and Senate managed to push through confusing
amendments on HB 257.What began as something
positive had ended up being a disastrous bill that
would roll back most of the environmental and health
protections we had fought so hard for in the past
decade.

Under the guise of being good for the small fami-
ly farmer, this huge bill was pushed through without
many portions of the bill being heard on the House
floor or many legislators knowing what all the
changes were. HB 257 in its final version removed all
but the largest Corporate Animal Factory Operations,
(CAFOs) from regulation.

Factory farms with up to 17,499 Hogs or 699,999
chickens could move into communities without any
notification to adjacent landowners or county offi-
cials.

County governments who have fought to protect
their communities by limiting the number of
these huge facilities for health reasons would
loose that local control.
Laws requiring these huge polluters to line their
waste lagoons would no longer apply, leaving
our groundwater and streams unprotected.
HB 257 is in violation of the federal law
40CFR.122.23.
The definition of “point source” pollutant would
be changeto exclude agricultural storm water
discharges and return flows where hog and
chicken waste are applied for fertilizer. This has
been a major contaminant for Missouri streams
and groundwater.

HB 257 was an a ttempt by big agribusiness to
exempt highly polluting facilities from any regulations
that protect the environment and our communities.

Once we realized the true implications of the bill
we went to work with our friends at the Missouri
Rural Crisis Center and the Missouri Farmers
Union, representing real family farmers. All three
organizations began contacting the Governor asking
him to veto this bill. Once again our members rose to
the challenge—hundreds of calls and letters helped to
convince the Governor that this bill was wrong for
Missouri.

The Governor vetoed the bill July 9th and once
again it was cause for celebration! Every other year

this would have definitely been the end of the story.
However with Republicans being in charge of both
the House and the Senate we knew the possibility of
an override was looming in the future.

The Missouri Constitution requires that a veto
session be held which gives the leg islators a chance to
override the Governor’s vetoes. It takes a 2/3 majority
in both the House and the Senate to override the
Governor’s veto. Only three override votes have been
successful in the last 100 years in Missouri. The issue
needs to be something that has a broad base of sup-
port for an override to occur. Of course the hot issues
this year were guns and abortion.

House Republicans were really flexing their politi-
cal muscle to see how many bills they could override
their first veto session in control.We learned HB
257 was listed as one of the bills they had targeted for
an override.

The first morning of veto session the abortion bill
requiring a 24 hour waiting period and the concealed
weapons bill flew right through with more than 2/3
majority votes required.They broke for lunch and
came back with HB 257 to be the first bill to be con-
sidered for an override. What a nail biter!The attempt
to override the Governor’s veto failed by a vote of 59
no and 96 yes, 109 votes are required for the 2/3
majority. Because the override did not happen in the

House we finally put this horrible piece of legislation
to rest.

Thanks to everyone who worked to get the mes-
sage to their leg islator that the Governor did the right
thing to protect Missouri family f armers and the envi-
ronment by over riding this botched up bill. I’d like to
give a special thanks to Representativ esWes
Shoemyer and Rick Johnson for raising concerns on
the house floor. I can tell you there was more cele-
brating done on our third and final victory!

We won the battle but the war to protect
Missouri’s environment continues to be waged every-
day. It is a victory every time we see a letter to the
editor talking about environmental concerns. Every
time someone cares enough to write a letter make a
phone call to their elected official or talks to a friend
about an environmental concern it is a victory. Our
greatest weapon is the truth about how impor tant a
healthy environment is to our children’s future.

When dealing with these issues on a daily basis it
can be a bit wearing; knowing that we have over
9,000 members in the state of Missouri that care
enough to support our work and take action at what
ever level they can really helps keep us going. So,
keep up the good fight because loosing is not an
option.
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by Alan R.P. Journet,Conservation Chair, Trail of
Tears Group.
The St.Johns Basin–New Madrid Floodway Project
of the U.S. Ar my Corps of Engineers (USA–COE
Memphis District) is designed to protect certain
agricultural and residential areas of Southeast
Missouri from the frequent severe flooding that they
currently exper ience. Although the project promises
significant human benefits and is extremely popular
in the area, it threatens considerable environmental
cost. This three–part series described the nature of the
project (Part I),provided an interim update (Part
II) and will now (Part III) explore the current situ-
ation. I would like to acknowledge the reports
regarding this project authored by Tim Searchinger,
Senior Attorney with Environmental Defense upon
which much of this summary is based.

Current Status:
As you may recall, following the initial denial of

water quality certification for the St. Johns Basin—
New Madrid Floodway Project by the Missouri State
Department of Natural Resources, the Cor ps elected
to appeal to the Missouri Clean Water Commission
which has the authority to o vertur n DNR decisions.
An Administrative Law Judge was appointed to hear
testimony regarding this appeal (initially scheduled
for July) and make recommendations to the state
Clean Water Commission. The Commission was
expected then to render a final verdict on the project.
Environmental Defense and the Missouri Coalition
for the Environment filed as Defendant Interveners in
support of the state DNR and in opposition to the
project. The Ozark Chapter of the Sierra Club, mean-
while, stood ready to intervene also on behalf of
threatened habitats, species, and the environment.

As reported in the last writing (penned in
June–July), apparently in response to political pres-
sure exerted by state and federal representatives,
DNR developed a proposal (detailed in Part II) to
resolve the conflict between that agency and the U.S.
Ar my Corps of Engineers. This was initially rejected
by the Corps but both parties subsequently entered
into negotiations. The result of these negotiations was
an agreement and Memorandum of Understanding to
which both sides agreed and which would allow the
project to go ahead. The Commission Hear ing was
thus rendered moot and was cancelled.

This agreement primarily affords protection to Big
Oak Tree State Park in Mississippi County (see
below). However, environmental opponents of the
project see the agreement as essentially ignor ing many
other critical environmental and conservation con -
cerns.

As a result, the Coalition for the Environment and
Environmental Defense have filed an appeal with the
Clean Water Commission against cer tification. Not
surprisingly, the Corps has been granted intervention
rights in the case; presumably they and DNR will
argue in favor of the agreement and certification.
Some time in September a hearing date on this
appeal should be scheduled.Again, we await develop-
ments.

The Agreement and Memorandum of
Understanding:

Big Oak Tree State Park:
Big Oak Tree State Park (BOTSP) lies in the

Mississippi lowlands that extend from forested
Crowley’s Ridge (Figure 1) at Scott City to the
Arkansas border. The park is an island remnant of
bottomland hardwood forest in a sea of drained agri-
cultural cropland that frequently floods dur ing late
winter and spring (Figures 2 & 3).

This park is one of the crown jewels of the
Missouri State Parks system. It contains one of the
few remnants of old growth bottomland hardwood

and swamp forest in the southeastern United
States. It is not only listed as a Missouri Natural
Area, but is also a National Natural Landmark
because it contains several state and national
champion trees (Figure 4).

In its initial Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement (1999 SEIS), the Corps so
deeply misunderstood the issues affecting the
bottomland hardwood and swamp forest of
BOTSP that they argued greater flood protec-
tion would actually benefit the biological com-
munity of the park. Fortunately, in response to
comments received, the Corps subsequently rec-
ognized the critical importance of flooding to
the continued health of the park. By accepting
the Memorandum of Understanding, the Cor ps
has finally acknowledged the value of the park.
This agreement affords the park additional pro-
tection as follows:

Eighteen hundred acres of land immediately sur-
rounding the park will be acquired from willing
sellers and will be restored by planting seedlings
of species known to occur in the park using
reg ional seed sources.
A hydrology project will be undertaken based on
a plan developed by DNR that involves con-
structing a levee system surrounding the park
allowing the water level of the park to be man-
aged. The source of floodwater for the park will
be the Mississippi River, water entering via a
gated culvert.

Despite research evidence suggesting that the
problem faced by the natural communities of BOTSP
has been that they are suffering from drying soils as a
result of the extremely effective drainage system in
the region, many local residents continue to argue
that BOTSP is suffering because flood frequency and
duration have increased recently compared to histori-
cal patterns. A possible reason for the misconception
of local residents regarding flooding history can be
seen in the New Madrid Interior Pool flooding data
from 1943–1974 presented by the Corps in their
2002 SEIS.These data show that dur ing this 32 year
period floods extended to the 295 ft level until June
once, May a fur ther three times, and through April an
additional four times. This elevation represents
approximately the transition between the wet and
(slightly dryer) wet mesic bottomland hardwood for-
est zones. Meanwhile flooding extended to the lower
290 ft level, representing the approximate transition
between swamp forest and wet bottomland hardwood
forest, until July once, into June four fur ther times,
into May five more times,and into April another nine
times. Thus the data indicate that extended flooding
into May has occurred to the lower 290 ft level in
about a third (ten out of 32) of the years. However,
during the 32 years of the data, there were extended
periods (e.g. the 1950s and late 1960s) when flooding
rarely extended beyond February even to 290 ft.
Residents who grew up during periods when flooding
was rare might well think that recent flood events are
more frequent and severe than historically – but this
may be a perception fostered by unusually low water
levels occurring during their youth not currently high
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Figure 1. From wooded Crowley’s Ridge (left) to the Aransas border some 2.5
million acres of bottomland hardwood forest has been almost completely
drained, cleared,and transformed into croplands (r ight).

Photo: Alan Journet

Figure 2. Big Oak Tree State Park, in southern
Mississippi County, represents an island remnant of
bottomland hardwood and swamp forest in a sea of
cropland.

Photo: Alan Journet
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levels.
Wetland Delineation, Mitigation, and
Monitoring Requirements:

Although the state DNR initially rejected the
method of wetland delineation undertaken by the
Corps in assessing the number of wetland acres that
would be lost, in the agreement, DNR accepted the
Corps delineation method provided that the 8,375
acres of mitigation lands are purchased as a matter of
priority, mitigation plans are submitted and approved
prior to construction, and mitigation is implemented
concurrently with project construction. The agree-
ment also requires that any modifications to the St.
Johns Bayou channel should minimize impacts both
to aquatic and riparian habitats.

Meanwhile, extensive monitoring will be under-
taken by the Corps to assure that no additional juris-
dictional w etlands are lost following completion of the
project and to assure that natural biological commu-
nities in St. Johns Basin and the New Madrid
Floodway are not negativ ely impacted by the project.
In the event that fur ther environmental losses become
evident, additional mitigation must be under taken.
Land-fill and Pollution Requirements:

According to the agreement, the Corps will abide
by current r ules and regulations regarding the dispos-
al of land-fill, especially in jurisdictional waters and
will adopt a StormWater Pollution Prevention Plan
consistent with requirements. The Corps will also
implement precautions to prevent pollution of water-
ways from heavy machinery and equipment.
Review of the Preferred Plan:

According to the prefer red plan of the U.S.Army
Corps of Engineers, in the St Johns Bayou the set-
back levee gravity gate would be closed when the
Mississippi River eleva tion exceeds that of the bayou.

Meanwhile, a 1000 ft3
pumping station would
pump headwater flood-
ing that accumulates
behind the gate into the
Mississippi (Figures 5
and 6). Both the ditches
draining into St. Johns
Bayou, and the bayou
itself would be dredged
and widened allowing
more rapid escape of
accumulated regional
headwater floods.
Meanwhile, some of the
ditches that drain w ater
in and around East
Prair ie would also be
dredged and deepened.
Seemingly , however, this
would afford protection
to a relatively small
number of homes only
on the eastern edge of
the city, and most of these only from 25 year cycle
floods. Currently, general flooding at the south of St
Johns Basin occurs because local headwater floods are
trapped behind the closed gravity gate and cannot
escape into the elevated Mississippi River. Flooding in
East Prairie, meanwhile, is purely a local phenome-
non: heavy seasonal rains cannot escape the city
because of an absent or inadequate storm drain and
culvert system. Currently there is no connection
between the flooding Mississippi River and the St
Johns Basin floodplain an arrangement that would not
be changed in any way by the project.

In the New Madrid Floodway, on the other hand,
the current 1500 ft gap would be closed by a levee
containing a series of gates that can be opened as
deemed appropr iate (Figure 6).To remove headwater
flooding accumulating behind the levee when the
gates are closed,a 1500 ft3 pump would also be
installed. According to this plan, the gates in the levee
would then be opened and closed to allow partial
connectivity between a flooding Mississippi and the
floodway as follows: between March 1 and May 15
(the primary fish spawning season) the gravity gates
should remain open until the water level rises to
284.4 ft, pumping will then commence and continue
until water in the sump (i.e. behind the levee) drops
to 283.4 ft. Since the water level causing a transi-
tion from the swamp forest to mesic bottomland
hardwood forest is approximately 290ft, this reg ime
would tend to drain standing water to well below
swamp level.

Ongoing Concerns:
Physical Impacts:

Generally some 96% of the lower Mississippi
River Valley floodplain has been cut off from the
river primarily to serve agricultural purposes.
Meanwhile, in Southeast Missouri only 50,000 of
the 2.5 million acres of forested floodplain remain
and these in only very small patches. In addition to
the floodplain itself , throughout the Mississippi River
tributaries enter the river and create passages for fish
to reach and exit the critical nursery floodplain habi-
tat that maintains their populations. With the con -
struction of the levee system, these r ivers now enter
the river through concrete gates. While some forested

floodplain exists along the main river course outside
the area protected by the levees (e.g. Donaldson Point
Conservation Area and Seven Island Conservation
Area), the New Madr id Floodway stands as the only
backwater floodplain along the lower Mississippi.
Most of this area is flooded approximately once every
three years. As a result of its regime of floods the area
contains a vast diversity of stream habitats including
forested wetlands, swamps, flooded croplands and
critically important ephemeral wetland depressions
that pond during late winter and spring.

Although the preferred plan is an improvement
over the initial or authorized plan because it incorpo-
rates gates in the new levee that allow controlled
water flow into the floodway, the closing of these
gates is clearly designed to lower the water level in the
floodway to the detriment of wetland habitat and
wildlife.The project will, however, assuredly benefit
the few landowners farming the fields immediately
adjacent to the levee. Is it a coincidence,one must
wonder, that much of this land is owned by the family
and trusts of New Madrid resident and Mississippi
River Commissioner R.D. James? 

Interestingly, according to the 2002 SEIS, the dif-
ference in the amount of land flooded between the
initial plan as autho-

. . . . .c ontinued from page 4

Figure 3.Dur ing late Winter and early Spr ing, the park generally enjoys a flood regime, cr itical to
maintaining the forest communities present.

Photo:Alan Journet

Figure 4.Among the large trees at Big Oak Tree State park
are huge baldcypress, and several state or national champions
(above, sta te champion swamp chestnut oak).

Photos: Alan Journet)
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rized and the preferred plan promoted as the ‘avoid
and minimize’ plan is very small.The authorized plan
would have reduced flooding on 113 acres of wood-
land; 7,493 acres of farmed wetland; and 6,192 acres
of non-agricultural wetland. Meanwhile, the preferred
plan reduces flooding on 84.8 (i.e 75%); 6,713 (i.e.
89.5%); and 5,542 (i.e. 89.5%) acres respectively in
each of these land-use categories. The preferred avoid
and minimize plan is not a substantial improvement
in terms of wetland loss.

According to the 2001 SEIS the project would
reduce the duration and frequency of Mississippi
River backwater and St. Johns Basin headwater flood-
ing on up to a total of 120,000 acres for a major (30
year) flood event.This, it is claimed, would potentially
affect 6,461 acres of wetlands in St Johns Basin and
11,659 in the Floodway. Interestingly, this one project
allows a similar total amount of wetland acreage
impacts to that author ized for all projects by the
Corps in each of fiscal years 1996, 1997, and 1998.
Urban Flood Protection:

Although a cr itical element in the project was
flood protection for East Prair ie, the completed pro-
ject, with its minimal effor ts to dredge and channel
the drainage ditches around the city, will leave the
city suffering flooding once every ten years, hardly a
frequency low enough to promote economic develop-
ment.. When the city sought to use USDA funds as
the local contribution in the cost share program for
the project, it was based on the project’s purpor ted
contr ibution to urban flood protection and economic
development.The problem confronted by East Prair ie
is flooding caused by an inadequate or absent system
of culverts and internal drains; this problem, the pro-
ject does not address.

Latterly, the project has been touted as affording
flood protection for the residents of Pinhook who, it
is argued, are isolated by floods inundating access
roads. Since Pinhook is relatively distant from the
New Madr id gap, it suffers serious flooding infre-
quently from the river though local ponding is more
frequent; thus a simple solution to this problem, at
much lower cost, would be to elevate the roads.
Project objectives seem to change over time—various-
ly being described as promoting agriculture, promot-
ing economic development, or addressing community
infrastructure needs, and change with location.
According to reports from Washington, the project is
sold in the capital as promoting economic develop-
ment in the predominantly black community of East
Prairie.
Wetland Delineation and Mitigation:

By changing the wetland delineation technique
between editions of their SEIS reports from a require-
ment of 12 to 15 days of inundation, the Corps
reduced the acreage of wetland impacted from 36,000
acres to half that. Furthermore, by arguing without
documentation that forested wetlands will continue to
receive headwater flooding even without a r iver con-

nection the Corps claims that many wetlands will not
be affected by the project.

It is interesting to note that although legally these
should have been identified in the Environmental
Impact Studies, the Corps did not identify potential
mitigation sites until the recent negotiations with the
state DNR, and then only approximately. It appears
that 100% of the sites are agricultural and require
seeding, 20% are outside the levee in the river course,
and another 20% are miles away, and even out of the
floodplain in Cape and Bollinger Counties .

The project relies heavily on the assumption of
their success at wetland mitigation by the creation of
forested wetlands from agricultural land. Regrettably,
we have yet to develop a sufficiently sound under-
standing of wetland structure and function tha t we
can confidently predict success in mitigation efforts.
Waterfowl, Shorebirds and Amphibians:

In assessing the waterfowl habitat the Cor ps uses
crude, non-specific Habitat Evaluation Procedures
that lump species and treat them as one.
Unfortunately, the species are not equivalent, have
different habitat needs,and could not all benefit from
the project as the SEIS claims. Not surprisingly, the
use of these models is rejected by experts in the field.

While acknowledging the loss of shorebird habitat
(least terns and piping plovers), the Cor ps offers no
mitigation since it assumes that conversion to rice
paddies following project completion (even though
this is a speculative conversion and is denied by the
assumption that more lucrativ e corn and soybeans
will be the crop of choice) will compensate for this
loss.

Cr itical habitat patches for amphibians are the
shallow flooded depressions that remain as flood
waters recede and provide breeding grounds. These
are unaccounted in the SEIS.
Aquatic Wildlife:

A study in the impacted area found 37% of
Missouri’s 214 fish species including several species

of state conservation concern, and one considered
extirpated.The 1999 SEIS acknowledged that closing
the gap would eliminate 97% of the fish spawning
and nursery habitat for many r iver species. This
would necessarily have a significantly negativ e affect
on the populations of these Mississippi River species.
Nevertheless, the disruption imposed on fish nur s-
eries caused by breaking the connection between the
river and its floodplain and tributaries was largely
ignored in the early SEIS. It was only in response to
much critical analysis of this problem that the Corps
incorporated gates within the gap-closing levee. As
indicated above, the plan is to allow these gates to
open during the most critical fish-spawning period.
The question must be asked, then, whether fish are
likely to employ these gates as access routes into and
escape routes from the floodway.The first point to
note, of course, is that the entire width of 1500 feet
will be reduced to four 10 ft by 10 ft box culverts.
Simple probability indicates that this will dramatically
reduce the potential migration of fish into and out of
the floodway. Fur thermore, even as the Corps recog-
nized, it is completely unknown how fish will use
these gates. Given the failure of fish to use similar
culverts on other streams, the answer is quite proba-
bly that fish will not use them—defeating a significant
purpose for their inclusion.

The project area is home to a number of mussel
species including several of state conservation con-
cern that exist in small vulnerable populations.
Although the preferred plan, especially as modified by
the DNR certification requirements regarding cr itical
channels, includes techniques to reduce habitat
destruction, the survival of mussels in the area
depends on the successful re-colonization of dis-
turbed habitat from adjacent small populations. Since
mussel success is dependent on the presence of fish
hosts to allow larval dispersal, an absence of healthy
fish populations mussels would place the mussels in
great jeopardy.
Water Quality:

Where the Mississippi River empties into the Gulf
of Mexico a huge ‘dead zone’ is evident as a result of
the concentration of nitrogen escaping from agricul-
tural lands and flowing down the river. States adjoin-
ing the Mississippi have joined with the EPA to
reduce nitrogen flow by 30%. One of the most cost-
effective mechanisms for reducing this flow is wetland
restoration since wetlands generally serve as nitrogen
traps. The potential role of the floodway in serving as
a nitrogen sink was not explored despite the fact that
it lies in a perfect location to serve this role.

Additionally, there is a suspicion that the project
violates several water quality standards that were
inadequately addressed by the 404(b)(1) analysis.
Economics:

The reported benefit /cost ratio for the proposed
project is 1.1:1.This is barely above the break even
point. Therefore, any miscalculations that might lower
the economic benefit or raise the economic cost pose
potentially serious challenges to the entire economics
of the proposal.

The economics of the project are accounted using
an interest rate of 2.5%, and amount which has artifi -
cially depressed the cost by probably two thirds
according to Dr.Tom Stinson, Minnesota state econ-
omist from the University of Minnesota.
Furthermore, the estimated benefit assumes that new

Figure 5: The St.Johns Basin and New Madrid Floodways
in Southeast Missouri. BOTSP—Big Oak Tree Sta te park,
FLL—Frontline levees, SBL—set-back levee, C—Cairo,
DPCA—Donaldson Point Conserva tion Area, E.P.—East
Prairie, I55—Interstate 55, I57—Interstate 57, N.M.—New
Madrid, N.M.F.—New Madrid Floodway, SJBayou—St
Johns Bayou, SJBasin—St.Johns Basin).

Figure 6. Detail of the Levee gap at New Madrid and the
St. Johns Bayou exit through the set-back levee.

continued on page 6...
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technology will increase crop yields while input costs
remain the same. This presumes that agriculture will
become more profitable,so drainage improvements
will be worth more tomorrow than today. This, in
turn, denies the histor ic pattern wherein prices actu-
ally decline while yield increases and input costs rise.
Additionally, since the productivity of these soils
depends on the nutrient composition that annually
has been replenished by flooding, there is a question
about whether farming costs will r ise due to the need
for adding synthetic fertilizers to the input costs.
Finally, it must be assumed that the mitigation lands
will be taken from among current crop lands, thus
reducing regional productivity benefits from the pro-
ject. Not surprisingly, the costs of acquiring mitiga-
tion lands seem not to have been accurately account-
ed since they have yet to be determined.

National Economic Development (i.e. contr ibut -
ing to the national production of goods and services)
was cited in each SEIS as a pr imary justification for
the project. Unfortunately, however, according to U.S.
Department of Agriculture analyses, every wetland
acre drained and turned to farmland actually causes
national net farm income to decline.This is because
although the farmer draining wetland benefits indi-
vidually, the collective sum of farmers suffer reduced
income due to excess production.Thus the project
probably will have a negative rather than a positive
impact on National Economic Development.

The total cost of the project has been constantly
listed at about $85 million even though mitigation
purchase prices are still unknown and the cost simply
of seeding these croplands with hardwood is probably
another $6 million.With the inevitable cost over-runs,
the final pr ice tag is probably closer to $100 million.
A critical national question is whether the project rep-
resents a wise expenditure of this vast sum of taxpayer
money at a time when budget deficits are projected to
soar to multi-trillions of dollars.
West versus east (people ver sus people):

The overall project goal seems to be to benefit the

rural communities of Southeast Missouri by enhanc-
ing agricultural productivity in the New Madrid
Floodway and St. John’s Basin and thereby promoting
agriculturally related enterprises in this economically
depressed reg ion of the state. Unfortunately, however,
this overlooks a critical element—namely the design
purpose of the floodway. When engineered and con-
structed in the 1920s, the plan was that flood threats
to communities on the eastern bank of the Mississippi
River, notably those in southern Illinois and
Kentucky, would be reduced by blowing or crevassing
the front line levee at Bird’s Point and allowing the
river to flow over its historic floodplain and out
through New Madr id gap. Allowing the river to
expand over some 14 miles of floodplain clearly
would reduce river levels and reduce flood dangers on
the eastern bank. This feature was employed to good
effect in 1937. Clearly, if achieved, the goal of pro-
moting economic development in the floodway will
bring population and necessary infrastructure into
harm’s way. Flooding the floodway will thus be
severely discouraged since it would require destruc-
tion of the newly constructed levee, devastating resi-
dents enticed into the area, destroying their posses-
sions, and undermining any newly developed infra-
structure. The net result is inevitably that the
designed purpose for this floodway will be defeated
and the flood threat to residents of Illinois and
Kentucky is increased.

Conclusion:
From the outset, the St. Johns Basin – New

Madrid Floodway project has been promoted by resi-
dents of Southeast Missour i who feel they will benefit
from flood control. Regrettably, rather than affording
general economic benefits, it appears that the greatest
benefit would accrue to a very small number of resi -
dents farming land immediately adjacent to the cur-
rent levee gap. Any general economic benefit presum-
ably tr ickles down to the community even though
many farmers are absentee landlords. Meanwhile,
flood control benefits that have been advertised for
urban centers such as East Prairie and Pinhook are

largely overstated, or could be achieved in a much
more direct and less costly manner. Meanwhile, from
the outset scant consideration has been accorded the
vast environmental and conservation benefits provid-
ed to the region and the nation by this valuable wet-
land area, the last of its kind on the lower Mississippi.
The fact that the Corps was required kicking and
screaming all the way to pay attention to its designat-
ed responsibility for environmental protection does
not generate confidence in the ability of that entity to
monitor and address any environmental problems that
might occur even though the agreement with DNR
clearly requires this.

It is interesting to note that the outcome of this
project will inevitably be the enhancement of property
values especially for those few landowners adjacent to
the current gap. Since property rights advocates
repeatedly argue that any reduction in property values
resulting from government action should be ade-
quately compensated, consistency demands that the
same advocates should here be arguing that landown-
ers benefiting from the project should reimbur se the
government for property value increases resulting
from taxpayer funded development.

While we are sensitive to the suffering of those
whose lives are negatively impacted by frequent
floods, and we would welcome proposals that gen-
uinely address this human suffering while simultane-
ously balancing reasonable consideration for environ-
mental costs, the St. Johns Basin–New Madrid
Floodway project f ails on too many counts. Project
certifica tion should be overturned and the U.S.Army
Corps of Engineers should be sent back to the draw-
ing board to re-consider project objectives, and devel-
op a set of reasonable alternatives that consistently
address these stated objectives while minimizing col-
lateral damage to the environment and wildlife.

At some point, as a nation we must make a stand
in favor of our environment and against destructive
development proposals such as this. Now is the
time!

. . . . .c ontinued from page 5

Our Chapter has received a small grant from
the National Sierra Club to assist in our work
of fighting air pollution and promoting clean

renewable energy. We have hired Melissa Blakley with
this funding. Her job will be to work with volunteers
to educate the public about the environmental and
health consequences created by coal bur ning power
plants and to promote energy conservation, energy
efficiency, and renewable energy options. She will
concentrate on Kansas City and Springfield, as pro-
posals to construct new coal burning power plants at
these locations are presently being considered.

Great Plains Power, an unregulated company cre-
ated by Kansas City Power and Light (KCPL), has
recently begun the permit process for building an 850
MW coal-fired unit near the existing KCPL Iatan
plant in Weston,Missouri, in Platte County. City
Utilities of Springfield (CU) is also planning a coal-
fired power plant near the Springfield community.

Coal bur ning power plants create huge emissions.
They generate acid rain chemicals, emit air-bor ne
mercury, exacerbate smog, and contr ibute to global
climate change.

Mercury is a neurotoxin that evidence suggests
can cause mental retardation and other neurological

disorders in fetuses and young children.The Missouri
Depar tment of Health has issued a statewide mercury
advisory again for 2003.The contamination levels in
certain fish species put children, pregnant women,
and women of childbearing years at r isk.The health
advisory states they should not eat any largemouth
bass anywhere in the state of Missouri.

Other pollutants associated with burning coal
include sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides which are
linked to asthma attacks, lung disease and premature
deaths. Children are particularly susceptible to the
effects of air pollution because they breathe more air
per pound of body weight than adults, and because
their lungs are still developing. Researchers at the
Har vard School of Public Health found that people
living within a 30-mile radius of utility smokestacks in
their study had a three to four times greater chance of
premature death than those living outside the area.

Also, coal-fired power plants emit huge amounts
of carbon dioxide which is the primary greenhouse
gas causing global warming. We know global warming
has the potential to disrupt virtually all the lovely out-
door habitats we have fought to protect over the
years, as well as making life difficult for humans in
many ways.

Utility companies frequently choose coal-burning
units when they are expanding, citing coal as a cheap
and clean fuel.They consider coal cheap because the
costs to human health and to the environment are
silently passed on to the public, borne by individual
citizens and taxpayers rather than by the facility. The
public, as well as businesses, pay for the artificially
low electric rates by increased visits to the doctor,
hospitalizations, increased insurance rates, lost work-
days, and even premature deaths.

The Sierra Club believes Missouri should be plan-
ning its future with safe, clean, renewable energy
sources, such as solar and wind, and by drawing on
the great potential of energy efficiency. These strate-
gies will promote healthier living conditions, will be
financially beneficial for the affected citizen ratepay-
ers, and will help to preserve the environment.

Working committees in Kansas City and
Springfield have been formed and volunteers are
sought to assist in various capacities with this project.
You are encouraged to join in! For more information
contact Melissa Blakley at 816-741-8200,or m.blak-
ley@earthlink.net.

mailto:ley@ear


7O z a rk Sierra n October/December ‘ 0 3

seen. But one thing is certain: whoever assumes
the lead in completing the trail is going to need
a strong volunteer force to accomplish it.

The Ozark Trail is lucky in that regard
thanks to The Ozark Trail Association
www.ozarktrail.com).This new, volunteer, non-
profit group was founded in late 2002 and is a
solid compliment to the Ozark Trail Council.
Rather than being composed of land owners
and managers, such as the Council is, the
Association is comprised of trail enthusiasts
who want to contr ibute their resources to
developing, maintaining, preserving, promot-
ing, and protecting the rugged, natural beauty
of the Ozark Trail.

It was founded in part in response to
research conducted by trail enthusiasts in the
late 90s who were interested in getting the trail
completed.Their findings indicated that suc-
cessful trail systems around the country shared
a common factor – they all had a strong volun -
teer force dedicated to their existence and well-
being.

A group of the volunteers approached the
Ozark Trail Council with the idea, and the
Council backed the plan.According to John
Roth, one of the original researchers and a
founding member of The Ozark Trail
Association who has bravely assumed the role
of coordinating and overseeing trail construc-
tion and maintenance for the Association, pro-
viding resources for completing the missing
segments of the trail is a high prior ity. He
states:

“People want to hike a through-trail. Our
(The Ozark Trail Association) primary goal is
to harness the volunteer spirit in the area and
make it available to the trail and land stewards.
We want to be there to provide assistance in the

development of the trail, to assist with con-
struction, maintenance, and layout.”

Mike Bollinger, chair of the EMG
Conservation Committee,agreed with Roth
and pointed out that the Ozark Chapter shares
much common ground with the Ozark Trail
Association, noting that several active individu-
als are members of both organizations.
Bollinger comments:

“Many of our members treasure the oppor-
tunity to hike such a substantial contiguous
trail in their own backyard, and we’re commit -
ted to seeing the trail completed. But we’re also
concerned with how the trail will be construct-
ed and maintained in the future. We must avoid
a trail concept which attempts to please all
users in all segments as it may result in wide-
spread usage conflicts and decrease the value of
the Ozark Trail to all.”

The Ozark Trail was the focus of EMG
Conservation Committee discussions through-
out the summer, and they developed and
refined a list of Club recommendations that
were endorsed by the Chapter Executive
Committee at their September 7 meeting.They
plan on presenting the list to the Ozark Trail
Council at the council’s next meeting, sched-
uled for October 25. (The location of the meet-
ing is still being determined. Check www.ozark-
trail.com for updates.) 

“We’d really like to see Sierra Club mem-
bers interested in the future of the trail at the
Ozark Trail Council meeting in October,”
Bollinger said. “It’s our opinion that the devel-
opment now of clear goals and objectives by
the Ozark Trail Council is the best hope to
simultaneously enhance the current Trail and
complete the future segments in accordance
with the original vision of the Trail’s
founders .”

. . . . . .c ontinued  from  page 1

John Roth of the Ozark Trail Association ties the last ribbon on the new
Karkaghne route.

Cour tesy Ozark Trail Association

Sierra Club EMG Conservation Commit tee
Re commendations t o be  present ed to Ozark Trail
Council
1) Com plete the Ent ire Lengt h of t he O T  

2) Create Urban Segment s 

3) Designat e a Defined Corridor 

4) Define a Trai l  Widt h 

5) Rest ore Nat ural  Areas 

6) Prot ect  Designated Wilderness 

7) Designat e H iking Only Sections 

8) Prohib it  A T Vs 

9) Oppose Races, Ral l ies, and Ot her Large Event s 

10) Protect  Against  Vandal ism and Trash D isposal 
A map of the completed sections of the Ozark Trail.

Courtesy Ozark Trail Association

Sierra Club and Ozark Trail Association volunteers conduct maintenance and
construction along the Bushy Creek section of the Trail.

photo by Bob Gestel
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Join us October 17–18–19th  for our Annual Ozark Chapter
Campout and Reunion!

It’s that time of year again. The leaves on the trees will soon be turning and Sierrans will be gathering for our annual campout
and retreat. It will be held October 17–19 at that great spot, beautiful Cuivre River State Park! We will be housed at Camp Cuivre. 

Cuivre River is one of the state’s largest and most pleasant parks, nestled in the Lincoln hills north of St. Louis. The karst
geology and accompanying ecology make it a good example of classic Central Missouri deciduous forest ecosystem. There is a
restored prairie, an oak savannah, sinkholes, woodlands, and a clear, rock-bottomed stream. There are many miles of well-marked,
easy hiking trails suitable for every level of adventure. 

As always, we’ll have plenty of good food prepared by friendly fellow Sierrans. If you like to cook, feel free to volunteer to help.
There will be special activities for kids and indoor stuff to do in the event of less than perfect weather. 

Send in the registration form with your check by September 15th and a packet will be sent to you with all the information you
will need. Make reservations at a later date by phone or email. Tent camping will be available on a first come first served basis.
Hope to see you there!

Join us Oct 17–18–19 for our annual Ozark Chapter
Campout and Reunion.

Make checks payable to “Ozark Chapter Sierra Club”

Print and mail form and checks to: EMG Office, 7164 Manchester Ave, St. Louis, MO  63143 

Any questions, phone:Tim Pekarek at (314) 621-4052 or e-mail greenfellaheen@hotmail.com
We must receive your reserva tion by Sept 15th.

Camping fees will be refunded for cancellations received prior to Sept. 22nd.
We will mail you an information packet containing map in advance of the Campout date.

My Name _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Address _______________________________________
City / State ________________________ZIP ________
email ______________________________________
■ Check enclosed (made payable to Sier ra Club

Please charge my ■ MasterCard     ■VISA   
Exp. date_________

Cardholder Name  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Card Number  _________________________________

Contributions, gifts or dues to the Sier ra Club are not tax deductible;
they suppor t our effective, citizen-based advocacy and lobbying efforts.
Your dues include $7.50 for a subscr iption to SIERRA magazine and
$1.00 for your Chapter newsletter.

M E MB E R S H I P  C A T E G O R I E S
INDIVIDUAL JOINT

INTRODUCTORY. ■ $25
REGULAR ............ ■ $39 ................... ■ $47
SUPPORTING ...... ■ $75 .. ............... ■ $100
CONTRIBUTING... ■ $150 .. ............... ■ $175
LIFE ...................... ■ $1000 ...............■ $1250
SENIOR ................ ■ $24 ................... ■ $32
STUDENT ............ ■ $24 ................... ■ $32
LIMITED INCOME ■ $24 ................... ■ $32

don’t waste it.
Increasing automobile fuel ef ficiency is the biggest sing le step
the United States can take to r educe the threat of global warm -
ing. Over 40 percent of the oil we use in this country goes into
our cars and tr ucks. That ’s why we’ re asking F ord and the other
automakers to use existing technology to make cleaner car s that
go far ther on a gallon of gas, save time and
money at the pump, clean up the envi -
ronment and cut our country ’s depen -
dence on oil.

Join the Sierra Club toda y.
Tog ether we can drive the messa ge
home.
Join the Club and receive a
FREE Sierra Club Member’s
Weekender Bag

F94QW 13 6 0 0
Sign check and mail to:
Sierra Club
P.O. Box 52968
Boulder, CO  80322-2968

HOW TO GET
MORE FROM A
GALLON OF GAS

mailto:reenfellaheen@hotmail.com


Missour i State Employees Charitable Campaign
(MSECC) is a program designed to make it easy for
state employees to donate to their f avorite non-profit
organization. Although most state employees are aware
of the program they may not have realized one of the
char itable organizations they can donate to is the
Ozark Chapter of the Sierra Club.

The Sierra Club Foundation is listed in the
MSECC employee’s newsletter on page six. You can
specify that your donation go directly to the Ozark
Chapter of the Sierra Club. Our charitable donation
number is 8438.We are par t of the Earth Share federa-

tion.You can learn more about the
MSECC Char itable Campaign at
www.msecc.org.

There are many great organiza-
tions doing wonderful work.

MSECC lists over 1,200.The Ozark Chapter of the
Sierra Club asks members to consider the important
work the Sierra Club does here in Missouri as one
worthy of their support. The Sierra Club is recognized
as one of the most active and effective environmental
groups in the nation. But we are most effective when
we act locally. We have been successful in Missour i,
and we need your help to continue working on a num-
ber of very impor tant issues.

Clean air, clean water, land stewardship, forest pro-
tection, and sustainable agr iculture are just a few of

the areas that your donation may impact. We are one of
the few organizations that has a lobbyist at the state
capitol in order to continue to fight off the attacks a t
the state level that would weaken our environmental
protections.Your donation will be used to aler t mem-
bers, generate phone calls, visit impacted communities
throughout Missouri, and much more. We will put
your money to work to protect Missour i’s environ-
ment.

Please talk up the Missouri State Employee
Charitable Campaign at your work place.Tell a friend
about this easy and convenient way to show your sup-
port for an organization working to insure clean air
and water for our families, and for our future.You
won’t notice a couple of dollars donated per pay peri -
od, but they will add up in a meaningful w ay.

9O z a rk Si er ra n October/December ‘ 0 3

by Angel Kruzen

The Scenic Rivers Stream Team Association
(SRSTA), a conglomeration of Stream Teams
watching over the Jacks Fork, Current, and

Eleven Point Rivers in southern Missour i,
recently held its annual picnic in
Eminence.This year we were blessed with
such luminaries as Joe Bacchant ( one of
the fathers of the Stream Team program)
and his wife Fran, Scott Dye (Sierra Club
Water Sentinel Director) and his wife Jan.
Eight watersheds from around the state
were represented, and about 75 people par-
ticipated in picnicking and canoe racing.

Many SRSTA members regularly haul
tons of garbage and debris out of the rivers
and gather pages of data on the health of
these streams. As with any picnic, the food
was plentiful and scrumptious, as was the
camaraderie! Normally, SRSTA members
take to the river to burn off those picnic
calories, but this year they got serious by
staging canoe races. Much fun and friendly
rivalry raised good spirits and reinforced a
sense of belonging to a greater good.

It was encouraging to see a lot of young

faces in the race and at the picnic. There was even a
backwards canoe race that should have been renamed
a “submar ine” race. Along with winner’s trophies for
the canoe races, Shellie Collins and David Simpson

were g iven a Stream Monitoring Award.
Many of the weekend floaters drifted by with their

flotillas of friends and coolers to witness our tomfool-
ery and water sports. Man y asked what group this

was and what did we do. We would tell
them with pride. So much of volunteer
work is serious, but we do get to enjoy
the streams we volunteer for and have
some serious fun enjoying each other as
well.This gives us a feeling of family and
strengthens the volunteer bond.

I believe one of the reasons the
Missouri Stream Team Program has been
so successful is because it has incorporat-
ed a base principle that John Muir recog-
nized early in his life: It is important to
get people out in nature for them to truly
understand and respect it. Amazingly,
there are now over 2400 Missouri Stream
Teams, representing a firm commitment
of thousands of Missouri citizens to
monitor, clean up, and enjoy Missour i’s
many fine streams. The program offers a
“hands on” way for people to have a
direct effect on water quality in the state
and to be direct stewards of the waters of
the state.

Written by Sandra Steingraber
Reviewed by Gina DeBarthe

This book is written by an ecologist who
guides us through her pregnancy and the
infancy of her first child, Faith. She describes

her womb as the first habitat for her unborn child.
She then expands on this notion by discussing the
environment that she is living in. As a scientist she
explores the way the world around her affects her
unborn child.

As she goes through her pregnancy she expands
on how various toxins and pollutants in the environ-
ment affect the unborn child. She also discusses how
these pollutants effect the growth of the developing
fetus. She emphasizes how dangerous these toxins
are, because in many cases the placenta does not fil-
ter them out, but in fact seeks out some toxins. Thus

the fetus suffers even a greater r isk from the magni-
fied exposure. She also notes that when the U.S.
Government sets minimum standards for various
pollutants they don’t consider the unborn.

After her daughter’s birth she notes the benefits
of breastfeeding, but she also has concerns about the
contamination of her breast-milk. She actually testi -
fies for the United Nations on the danger of breast
milk contamination. She even brings some of her
own milk to show to the delegation. She points out
that the nursing child is at the top of the food chain
and is thus the most exposed to chemicals, toxins,
and pollutants due to biomagnification.

Ms. Steingraber’s book is easy to read and it suc-
cinctly deals with how the outside world can affect
the inside world of the w omb and of how these tox-
ins affect the very young.
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Your official ballot for the O z ark  C hapter E x ecutiv e C ommittee E lec tion  is  on  the right of th is
page. The E xC om s ets  Chap ter polic y and ov ersees  the bus iness  of the O z ark  C hapter. It is  made up
of n ine members ele cted  from the members hip at large (y ou), plus  one additional member appointed by
eac h of the four S ierra C lub group s in Mis s ouri. E x Com members  are  elected to s taggered two-y ear
terms. O f the c urrent E xC om members , G loria B roderic k, Gina DeB arthe, Mc Neer D illon, and A l e x
Harris  c ontinue in offic e. Tha t leave s fiv e members  to be elec ted this  y ear. You may  v ote for up to five
of the c andidates  named on the  ballot, or you  may  write in the name(s ) of other qualified member(s). If
y ours  is  a joint members hip, two  members  may  v ote. Write your 8-digit members hip number in the
re turn addres s  s pac e of your env elope to  v alidate your ballot. T he number w ill be v erified before the
ballot is opened, and s eparated from the  res t of the ba llot before c ounting to as s ure that y our vo te is
s e c r e t .

Doris Sherr ick (Kansas City) In 1981 when Ronald Reagan appointed James Watt
as his Inter ior Secretary, it seemed that all the progress to recognize environmental
problems and implement protective legisla tion up to that time would be undone. As

someone who felt a strong connection to and a deep
concern for the natural world I was very disturbed by
this appointment and the implications it held for wilder-
ness and environmental health. In searching for some-
thing I could do, I discovered the Sierra Club and
became a member. It w asn’t until the ’90s though that I
became active at the Group level. I have served as an
Excom member, Membership Chair and Fundraising
Chair for the Thomas Har t Benton Group, and currently
serve as itsTreasurer and as Treasurer of the Ozark

Chapter. I am very committed to being environmentally responsible not only with my
lifestyle but also by being active in the Sierra Club. I would like to continue my efforts
as a member of the Ozark Chapter Executive Committee.

Keet Kopecky (Kansas City) For the past 15 years, I have served in a var iety of vol -
unteer positions at the Ozark Chapter, including Political
Chair, Newsletter Editor, Secretary, Treasurer, and
Chapter Chair.While I continue to focus much of my pro-
fessional attention on educating my students about the role
they must play in restoring and preserving our environ-
mental heritage, my service to the Sierra Club has grown
beyond environmental activism. My involvement with other
Chapter Chairs around the country has caused me to cher-
ish the productive cooperation that characterizes the Sier ra
Club in Missouri. As our Missouri volunteers face 21st

century threats to our air, water, and natural areas, I want to continue working to sup-
por t the productive synergy that comes from our local Groups working in harmony
with the Chapter . I would be honored to continue helping to lead our volunteer
efforts statewide on your behalf for the next two years.

Ken Midkiff (Columbia) I have served the Sierra Club at all levels, first as a volun-
teer in the Osage Group, then as Ozark Chapter Public Lands Committee Chair,

before taking the staff position as lobbyist and director for
the Ozark Chapter. For the past three years, I have served
as the director of the Clean Water Campaign of the nation-
al Sierra Club. I am resigning my staff position as of
December 31,2003, making me eligible to become a mem-
ber of the Chapter Executive Committee at the beginning
of 2004. I am currently a columnist for the Columbia Daily
Tribune and author of the forthcoming book The MeatYou
Eat to be published by St. Mar tin’s Press in June of 2004.
My high priority issues include public lands (state, federal)
and water protection; the rural quality of life including ani-

mal husbandry and sustainable agriculture; air quality across the state; restor ing our
state’s rivers; and promoting the grassroots strengths of the Sierra Club.

Wallace McMullen (Jefferson City) I have been interested in environmental issues
most of my adult life . I am especially passionate about promoting energy conserva-
tion, renewable energy, and fighting global warming. I have been active on the
Chapter Conservation Committee, the chapter’s energy & clean air committee, attend-
ed national Clean Air conferences in Washington, worked on electric utility issues, and

have served as the Ozark Chapter’s Midwest Reg ional
Conservation Committee delegate. I am currently the
MRCC Vice-Chair . I am actively involved in the Missouri
Clean Energy Coalition, which has enhanced the Chapter’s
influence on energy issues. In Jefferson City I have been
active in efforts to reduce urban sprawl, oppose the pro-
posed levee, and promote non-motor ized transportation. As
Sier ra Club members we now face major challenges in our
effor ts to protect clean air,clean water, combat urban
sprawl, protect living species, wilder ness,and the livability

of the planet. If elected I will strive to further the work of the Ozark Chapter in pursu-
ing these goals as well as recruiting more active members, and fundraising. I will be
honored to serve another term on the Executive Committee.

Linda Chipperfield (Springfield) About a year ago, I w as looking for a way to be
more active in protecting the environment in Southwest Missouri and while investigat-
ing several local clubs and groups when I read Act Now, Apologize La ter. I was sur-
pr ised and encouraged to learn about the rich heritage of the Sierra Club, where one
person can actually do something to inspire change. I started looking into the local

Sierra Club and found that there wasn’t one. I wondered
how an area as beautiful and fragile as the Ozarks could
not have an active group to help preserve it. So a few of
us started getting together about once a month.
Attendance is growing, slowly. We have taken on some
local issues and had some successes. At present we are
working with the Kansas City group on alternatives to
burning coal for energy. I’v e really been recharged by get-
ting involved with the Sierra Club and would be honored
to represent this area on the Ozark Chapter Executive
Committee.

Ozark Chapter ExCom Ballot instructions

To vote:
1) Vote for up to five (5) people (you may write in additional names)
2) If yours is a joint membership, two (2) members may vote 
3) Insert ballot into an envelope and address to

Brian Alworth/Sierra Club Election Committee
2444 Glenridge Drive
Cape Girardeau, MO   63701

4) Write your membership number (the 8 digit number on top of the
computer address label of your Sierra magazine) in the return address
space of the envelope.

5) Affix a 37¢ stamp and mail to us so it arrives 
by December 31, 2003.

I vote for ...
(see personal profiles at left)

1st 2nd
member member

(   ) (   ) Doris Sherrick
(   ) (   ) Keet Kopecky
(   ) (   ) Ken Midkiff
(   ) (   ) Wallace McMullen
(   ) (   ) Linda Chipperfield
(   ) (   ) .......................................
(   ) (   ) .......................................

✄
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The White River Group (also known as the
White River Forum for Reorganization)
will now be holding monthly meetings on

the third Saturday of every month. Mark your cal-
endar and plan to attend these informative,
fun meetings. Guest speakers on important issues
in your area, interesting outings, hikes,and a good
time with great people that want to explore, enjoy

and protect the beautiful Ozark region are what
you can expect. Log on to www.missouri.sierra-
club.org, click on outings and local groups, then
choose White River and sign up to receive notices
about upcoming events.You can also call (417)
864-5242 for times and location or check your
local newspaper for announcements.

mailto:dgpatton@comcast.net
mailto:two@msn.com
mailto:e@yahoo.com
mailto:hassler@planetkc.com
mailto:pamcdonald@kc.r
mailto:wildwoodp@hotmail.com
mailto:hassler@planetkc.com
mailto:dgpatton@comcast.net
mailto:e@yahoo.com
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