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Pipeline would have New  Yorkers cooking with (radioactive) gas

continued on page 6

[R]adiation is now the unnatural
creation of man’s tampering with
the atom. It’s the genetic damage,
the possibility of sowing bad seeds
in the gene pool from which future
generations are drawn. There will
be a build up of defective genes into
the population. It won’t be noticed
until it is too late. Then, we’ll never
root it out, never get rid of it. It will
be totally irrevocable.

—Rachel Carson, 1962

by Heidi Hutner

R achel Carson raised a red flag
of warning a half-century ago.
Why did her words go un-

heeded?
Hiroshima and Nagasaki.  Three

Mile Island, Chernobyl, and now —
Fukushima.

When will we ever learn? I say,
now.

If we weren’t focused on it before,
if we had any doubts about the perils
of nuclear power plants and the
grave threats they pose, if we hadn’t
taken the time to read the studies
about the millions killed and sick-
ened by Chernobyl, then Fukushima,
melting down before our eyes,
should now bring it all into clear and
alarming focus.

Indian Point is right in our own

Why we must shut down Indian Point — now
One year after Fukushima

backyard, looming with potential
catastrophe for the entire Greater
New York region. Yet we have a Gov-
ernor who sees the wisdom of shut-
ting it down. We must support him.
Now. Now is the time for us all to
rally and join the effort to shut it
down.

I dreamt we were trying to get
out—quickly. Sirens. I packed the
car, quickly— bottled water, cans of
food, a few dishes. A few last things.
Would we ever come back? My
daughter opened the birdcage in
the back yard and set our parrots
free. Their unclipped wings allowed

them to fly high, but where would
they go?

Right before Fukushima blew last
March, I was at work on a cultural
memoir about my mother’s anti-
nuclear activism and U.S. nuclear
history. The more I read and learned
about the dangers of nuclear power
and weapons, the more I scratched
my head and agreed with Daniel
Ellsberg:  “we are asleep at the
wheel.”

The disaster at Fukushima came as
no surprise to me.

America likes reality shows, sup-
posedly, but what reality are they

watching? Hysterical mothers and
wives competing with each other for
something or other, dancing and
singing contests, nannies teaching
parents how to love.

Perhaps it is easy to remain asleep
for some, but I believe that if we
don’t protect ourselves, who will
protect us?

Night after night, day after day,
over the past year, I have scoured the
Internet for information about Japan.
I made online friendships with folks
in Japan and anti-nuclear activists
worldwide. I joined in marches in
New York, attended lectures,
watched films on nuclear issues, read
endlessly on the subject, and deliv-
ered a petition to the Japanese Con-
sulate in New York to stop burning
radioactive rubble and to shut down
nuclear power plants permanently in
Japan.

Meeting with Fukushima activists
in person was the most powerful
wakeup call of all. Last September, I
listened to the green activist Aileen
Myoko Smith, and the organic farmer
Sachiko Sako and her children at the
Ethical Culture Society. They and
other activists spoke about the situa-
tion in Fukushima and their con-
cerns about the dangers of nuclear
power in general and at Indian Point,

A federal agency is expected to
approve a pipeline that would
bring natural gas—along with

higher levels of carcinogenic radon
gas—into New York City kitchens.

The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC), which has re-
jected only two pipeline permits in
the past three years, is expected to
approve the Spectra pipeline in mid-
June. The 20-mile line would bring
natural gas from the Marcellus Shale
to Manhattan, via Staten Island and
northern New Jersey. The Atlantic
Chapter moved to intervene with
FERC beginning in January, 2011.

Radon, the second leading cause
of lung cancer after smoking, is al-
ways present in natural gas, accord-
ing to the Sane Energy Project, one
of the leading groups opposing the
Spectra line. New Yorkers used to get
gas from Louisiana and other distant
shale plays, which had lower levels
of radioactivity. With the advent of
fracking, the gas supply is starting to
come from nearby areas of high ra-
dioactivity, such as Pennsylvania’s
Marcellus shale.

With less transit time for the radio-
activity to dissipate, the gas coming
to kitchen stoves could reach danger-

ous levels, especially if plans for the
Spectra and other pipelines come to
fruition.

Radon “becomes dangerous when
inhaled, which is more likely in small
or poorly-ventilated rooms, such as
the typical New York City kitchen.
Many apartment kitchens do not
have windows, and residents often
seal vents to avoid neighbors’ cook-
ing odors,” said James W. Ring, profes-
sor emeritus of nuclear physics at
Hamilton College, in testimony be-
fore the Department of Environmen-
tal Conservation. “Radon is released
with methane during the extraction
process of hydrofracking. This is true
wherever fracking is done. The shale
and gas in the Marcellus areas of
Pennsylvania has proven to be more
highly radioactive than other, more

distant shale plays, which have previ-
ously supplied New York’s gas,” said
Professor Ring.

It is estimated that gas from Penn-
sylvania would travel to NYC within
one day. During winter months,
when demand is higher, gas is deliv-
ered faster and, with apartment win-
dows tending to be closed, the risk
would be even greater.

Radon has a half life of 3.8 days.
Using the general rule of thumb of
10 half lives to decay to 1/1000 of
original concentration, that would
be 38 days, or roughly one month,
depending on how radioactive it
was to start. With radon, a gas, the
minimum dangerous concentration
is much lower if breathed in. Twenty
half lives (or 1/1,000,000 of original
concentration) would require 76
days, or two and a half months.
When fully decayed, radon converts
to lead, not exactly a harmless sub-
stance itself.

As more of the gas supplied to
NYC apartments comes from
fracked sources, radon becomes
more of a concern. Currently, 30% of
the national gas supply is from un-
conventional (fracked) sources, up
from 9% just 2 years ago.

Just as baseline water testing
is recommended in areas near
drilling, baseline gas testing is a
smart defense for city dwellers.
That is why the Sane Energy
Project has organized the first-
ever Citizen’s Radon Testing
Program.

Also, organizers hope the
fact that radon is being moni-
tored will give pause to those
who are in a rush to convert
New York City’s buses, boilers
and power plants to gas. The
goal is to establish a baseline
reading now, and track average
and individual readings over
time.

To learn more, go to
www.saneenergyproject.org.

Pipeline foes
plan radon tests

In its draft environmental impact
statement submitted with its FERC
application, the Spectra pipeline
developers do not include radon in
the review of issues.

- Hal Smith

With the advent of fracking,

the gas supply is starting to

come from nearby areas of

high radioactivity, such as

the Marcellus shale.

Il
lu

st
ra

ti
o
n

 b
y 

G
a

il
 P

a
yn

e,
 P

a
yn

e 
St

u
d
io

s



SPRING 20122 S I E R R A  A T L A N T I C

Sierra Atlantic (ISSN 0164-825X) is
published quarterly for $1 by the Atlantic
Chapter of the Sierra Club, 353 Hamilton
St.,  Albany, NY 12210-1709; 518-426-9144,
518-427-0381 (fax)

http://newyork.sierraclub.org/

EDITORS Hal Smith and Dorinda White,
hals205b@aol.com

ADVERTISING Circulation 40,000.  Ad rates,
specs and deadlines available upon
request from Bobbie Josepher,
bobbie.josepher@sierraclub.org

ATLANTIC CHAPTER STAFF

Conservation Program Manager
Roger Downs,
Roger.Downs@sierraclub.org

Conservation Associate  Caitlin Pixley,
       caitlin.pixley@sierraclub.org
Chapter Coordinator  Bobbie Josepher,

bobbie.josepher@sierraclub.org

ATLANTIC CHAPTER OFFICERS

Chair  Jeff Bohner, 607-621-8241,
jefbohner@gmail.com

Vice Chair  Frank Morris, 516-410-8461,
fm@ecologicadvisors.us

Secretary  James Lane, 212-697-8942,
JamesMLane@aol.com

Treasurer  Steve Kulick, 315-476-0695,
kulicksw@mail.lemoyne.edu

CONSERVATION

Chair  Jessica Helm, 631-849-5373,
helm_jessica@yahoo.com

SIERRA ATLANTIC MISSION The mission of
the Sierra Atlantic is to educate and
enlist the people of New York state to
protect and restore the quality of the
natural and human environment. We
will do this by providing information
about important environmental issues;
sounding an alarm when the environ-
ment is threatened; reporting on the
activities, outings and campaigns con-
ducted by the Atlantic Chapter; celebrat-
ing nature; and inviting our readers to
join us.

SUBMISSIONS
Send us a letter, an

article, news briefs, com-
ments, photos, graphics or
other items of interest.
Contact the editors at the
e-mail address above for
submission format and
details. When querying,
please write “Sierra Atlan-
tic” in the subject line.

DEADLINES –
SUMMER ISSUE

May 15 —  Final copy and
camera-ready ads due

June 15 — Newsletter mailed to
37,500 members

Printed on recycled paper

Why I’m still very proud to be a Sierran

Message from the Chair
by Jeff Bohner

I joined the Sierra Club over 25
years ago, and recently attended a
Susquehanna Group meeting

where I met old friends and fellow
volunteers, some of whom I consider
as close as family.  What keeps the
Sierra Club strong is this involve-
ment of its members and the friend-
ships we make.  At the local and the
state levels, we see our joint efforts
produce environmental victories.
And, if we are so inclined, we can
participate at the national level,
where one person can also make a
difference.

So, in the Sierra Club, the rubber
meets the road at the grassroots
level. That’s why I’m not panicked by
the recent news that the national
Club’s former CEO violated our trust
by secretly accepting inappropriate
corporate donations in support of
the Beyond Coal Campaign. (For de-
tails, read both articles on page 3.)

No corporate money
Let me assure you that the Chap-

ter understands—but does not in-
dulge—the impulse to take the slip-
pery corporate route to fund-raising.
Of course, we know how difficult it
is to achieve significant victories on
a shoestring. For example, we have
only two staffers in Albany but it is
imperative that we block the
frackers from polluting our water
and air, and preempting our move-
ment to conserve natural resources
and transition to renewables.

Meanwhile, the industry has a
slick phalanx of tailored lobbyists
towing a campaign re-election war
chest around the Capitol. Yet, despite
being outgunned for nearly four
years, we’ve prevented the frackers
from closing the deal in Albany. How?
A large, militant grassroots opposi-
tion has sprouted all over the state. It
gives voice to the kind of irrepress-
ible outrage that scares politicians.
You, as a member of the Atlantic
Chapter, are part of the opposition,
and we’re apparently winning the
debate—so far.

Now is a good time to reflect on
how the Chapter is different from
other grassroots allies and why it’s
important to remain united and fo-
cused.  As Sierrans, we enjoy several
advantages:

•Unlike dozens of admirable
“frack no” groups, the Chapter is not
a single-issue organization. We work
on multiple fronts such as promoting
clean energy, requiring enforcement
of safety measures at nuclear power
plants, and stopping pipelines that
will threaten natural areas and
quicken the use of natural gas.We
will still be around after the crisis of
the moment shifts direction and/or
disappears, thanks to a statewide
network of 11 Groups and a gover-
nance structure that survives the
usual family feuds.

•Each year, the Chapter prioritizes
the issues and focuses on a limited
number of fronts. The Groups, how-
ever, can still pursue more localized
issues. That means Sierrans aren’t
focused exclusively on what’s hap-
pening in Albany or New York City.
For example, this issue of the Sierra
Atlantic reports that our members
are battling “sprawl on steroids” in
the Adirondacks, and publishing an
impressive study about how to fi-
nance solar power across the state.

To enlist help for its local con-
cerns, each Group has access to an
excellent Chapter website and the
Sierra Atlantic, one of the best Club
newsletters nationwide. So if your
community is facing a crisis that is
too big for one Group to handle
alone, the Chapter provides access to
information and tens of thousands of
dedicated folks for support. And if
your community needs a baseline
water-testing program, you don’t
need to re-invent the wheel – the
Chapter has an app for that.

• The Chapter is part of a large
national organization with a long and
distinguished history. Club member-
ship is the gateway that enables us to
find each other in our communities
and, while its “brand” has taken a hit
recently, the Club will continue to
provide new blood for our Groups.
National gives our Chapter staying
power.  And it plays on a larger field,
where it can significantly comple-
ment the Chapter’s agenda. For ex-
ample, the Club has just appointed
Deb Nardone to coordinate its na-
tional natural gas campaign and has
set up an online survey to solicit
anti-fracking ideas from members
nationwide.  And it is taking legal
action in several states to block the
exportation of natural gas. (See page 9.)

The fracking situation illustrates, if
imperfectly, the strength of our
grassroots model. In 2008, farmers in
Broome County were starting to get
excited by word-of-mouth news of
the Marcellus Shale.  A retired profes-
sor, who had done his homework,
warned a friend that we were
headed for trouble. The gas industry
had a bill, supported by the DEC, that
would fast track drilling. The urban-
based news media was still totally
oblivious to what was unfolding. The
professor wondered, what can we do
to prevent the train wreck?

“I’m a member of the Sierra Club,”

replied his friend, a member of the
Susquehanna Group. “I’ll call our guy
in Albany.”  Roger Downs, the
Chapter’s legislative liaison, had been
on the job for only about a month and
was trying to get up to speed on
many issues simultaneously. Roger’s
reaction was skeptical initially—it
was hard to believe that New York
might really have more gas than all of
Texas. But soon he was spreading the
word to other environmental groups
in Albany and strategizing with dedi-
cated “first responders” in the Chapter.

Some colleagues told Roger he
would get off on the wrong foot in
the Capitol if, as a newbie, he pushed
too aggressively against a bill the gov-
ernor wanted to sign.

But Chapter activists and Roger,
who I am proud to report is one of
the most respected environmental
advocates in Albany, prevailed upon
Governor Paterson’s office to con-
sider, at the very least, a moratorium
on gas drilling. The rest is history, and
it illustrates how the Sierra Club
model is supposed to work—from the
grassroots up.

“Bridge fuel”
Unfortunately, the Chapter and

National have not always been in full
accord regarding fracking and natural
gas. National—like most other main-
stream environmental groups—has
embraced the idea of natural gas as a
“bridge fuel” to a renewal future.

Indeed, even Bill McKibben, usually
the smartest guy in the room, con-
fesses to error in his assessment of
gas. In the March 8 issue of the New
York Review of Books, he writes,
“...environmental groups are backing
away from their earlier support for
gas. Robert F. Kennedy Jr., for instance,
has grown increasingly critical;
Kennedy is not the only one to make
this transition. ..in the last year I’ve
been joining with others to actively
oppose fracking.”

When those who share our values
make a mistake, own up to it and
want to talk it over, that’s an opportu-
nity to strengthen bonds and look to
the future. So our conversation with
National about fracking will continue.
After all, the Club’s grassroots model
isn’t fully realized until members’
voices travel beyond the Chapter level.

One more thing: You will be receiv-
ing a letter from me—the Chapter’s
March Appeal asking for your support.
Please read it. Or, cut to the chase—
fill out the form on page 7 right now
and help us get the job done.

The Chapter’s volunteers, activists
and financial contributors make me
proud to be a member the Sierra
Club.  Together, our commitment de-
termines whether New York gets the
environmental protection it deserves.
Your support will finance the best
anti-fracking work where it matters
most, in Albany.

Now is a good time to

reflect on how the Chapter

is different from other

grassroots allies and why

it’s important to remain

united and focused.

E X P L O R E ,  E N J O Y  A N D

P R O T E C T  T H E  P L A N E T



S I E R R A  A T L A N T I C 3w w w. newyork.s i e r r a c l u b . o r g   •  w w w. s i e r r a c l u b . o r g

The Sierra Club and natural gas

by Chris Burger

Beginning in 2008, the Atlantic
Chapter began hearing from its
grassroots activists about

hydrofracking. We formed a Gas Drill-
ing Task Force to address the matter
and it quickly became our most ac-
tive project. Thus began a frantic ef-
fort to get on top of what was to
become a national environmental
issue and the most important one
confronting our state.

The gas industry had a huge head
start in New York, quietly signing
leases with unsuspecting landowners
in the Southern Tier, while lobbying
key state legislators and DEC offi-
cials. During this period, a seemingly
innocuous bill slipped through the
legislature and was on Governor
Paterson’s desk waiting to be signed.
This legislation would have allowed

Fracking: Is National catching up with the grassroots?

fracking to go forward based on a
1992 Generic Environmental Impact
Statement (GEIS).

The Chapter determined that the
1992 GEIS did not address the high
volume hydraulic fracturing that
would have taken place. Quick ac-
tion was taken to impress upon the
Governor that a supplemental GEIS
was needed. The Governor, respond-
ing to our request, instituted a re-
view that created the de facto mora-
torium that currently exists. The
Chapter participated in the scoping
process, commented on drafts and
gave testimony at numerous hearings.

By October, 2009, the Chapter was
convinced that fracking represented
a major threat to our environment
and public health, and that no
amount of regulation could change
that. The Chapter further determined

that even if hydrofracking could be
made safe, it represented a big dis-
traction from what should be our
major goals: moving away from fossil
fuels and toward energy efficiency,
conservation and renewables. The
Chapter ExCom passed a resolution
calling for a ban on hydrofracking
and became the first major environ-
mental group in Albany to do so.

National’s position
At this time National was in the

midst of a highly successful “Beyond
Coal” campaign. Part of its strategy
was to promote natural gas as a
“bridge” fuel until renewables could
take their place. The Atlantic Chapter
was told that its resolution was “not
consistent with existing Club policy.”
Thus, we began the Atlantic
Chapter’s long, arduous task of edu-
cating National.

Members of the Atlantic Chapter
and several Sierra Club activists in
the Southern Tier met with then-Vice
President for Conservation, Robin
Mann, along with several National
staff. We were appalled at their lack
of detailed knowledge on the issue.
At the meeting we discussed our con-
cerns but were told not to speak pub-
licly of the Chapter’s ban resolution.

In November, 2009, the Chapter
sent a delegation to San Francisco to
meet with members of the national
Board of Directors. Our representa-
tives discovered that most board
members knew very little about

by Michael Brune

H ave you ever had to turn away
millions of dollars? It sounds
crazy, but here’s why the Sierra

Club chose to do exactly that.
In 2010, soon after I became the

organization’s executive director, I
learned that beginning in 2007 the
Sierra Club had received more than
$26 million from individuals or sub-
sidiaries of Chesapeake Energy, one
of the country’s largest natural gas
companies. Yet at the same time I
learned about the donation, we at
the Club were also hearing from sci-
entists and from local Club chapters
about the risks that natural gas drill-
ing posed to our air, water, climate,
and people in their communities. We
cannot accept money from an indus-
try we need to change. Very quickly,
the board of directors, with my
strong encouragement, cut off these
donations and rewrote our gift ac-
ceptance policy. Let me tell you how
it came about.

In the fall of 2005, Sierra Club staff
and volunteer leaders agreed to
make the enormous challenge of
climate disruption the Club’s highest
priority. By that time, we had already
begun to have great success with our
Beyond Coal campaign, which had
started in 2002, and which had al-
ready stopped the construction of
several dozen new coal-fired power
plants.

This Beyond Coal initiative has

continued to have unparalleled suc-
cess working with literally hundreds
of other organizations, small and
large, and using grassroots power to
stop more than 160 new coal plants
and prevent 500 million tons of car-
bon from entering the atmosphere.
Sierra Club activists are now fighting
Big Coal pollution in all 50 states and
on college campuses nationwide.
Today, the Sierra Club is not just fo-
cusing on stopping new plants from
being built but is also accelerating
efforts to retire old and dirty coal
plants nationwide.

As this campaign was gearing up,
the Sierra Club board of directors,
working with the best science at the
time and with extensive input from
staff and volunteers, determined that
natural gas, while far from ideal as a
fuel source, might play a necessary

role in helping us reach the clean
energy future our children deserve. It
was also during this time, in 2007,
that the first contributions to the
Sierra Club were made from entities
or individuals associated with Chesa-
peake Energy. The idea was that we
shared at least one common purpose
— to move our country away from
dirty coal.

The big challenge, however, is
what follows coal. How do we keep
the lights on as we move quickly to
an economy powered by clean, re-
newable energy?During the period
that the Sierra Club first started re-
ceiving donations, several of our local
chapters were becoming increasingly
alarmed by dangerous and disruptive
natural gas industry practices in their
communities — particularly horizon-
tal drilling and hydraulic fracturing,
or “fracking,” a technique where mil-
lions of gallons of water, laced with
other ingredients (including, often,
toxic chemicals) are pumped into
rock to release gas deposits. Gradu-
ally, more and more legitimate ques-
tions were raised about the risks that
fracking poses to our air, water, com-
munities, and indeed our climate.

By the time I assumed leadership
of the Club in March 2010, our view
of natural gas had changed — so I
made sure our policy did, too. We
created a strong natural gas cam-
paign comprised of staff and volun-
teer leaders. Some chapters sought to
establish tough safeguards at the

state and federal level to protect
their air and water; others sought to
suspend fracking completely until
those standards were in place. By
mid-August 2010, with gas industry
practices and our policies increas-
ingly in conflict, I recommended to
the Board, and it agreed, to end the
funding relationship between the
Club and the gas industry, and all
fossil fuel companies or executives.

Our position today could not be
more clear: We still need to move
America beyond coal, as quickly as
we can while taking care of the
workers in the mines and at coal-
burning utilities. And as we retire
these coal plants, we’ll need to re-
place them with as much clean en-
ergy as we possibly can. In the pro-
cess, we’ll use as little gas as possible
and work to ensure that the gas that
is used is produced as responsibly as
possible.

It’s time to stop thinking of natu-
ral gas as a “kinder, gentler” energy
source. What’s more, we do not have
an effective regulatory system in this
country to address the risks that gas
drilling poses to our health and com-
munities. The scope of the problems
from under-regulated drilling, as well
as a clearer understanding of the
total carbon pollution that results
from both drilling and burning gas,
have made it plain that, as we phase
out coal, we need to leapfrog over
gas whenever possible in favor of
truly clean energy. Instead of rushing
to see how quickly we can extract
natural gas, we should be focusing
on how to be sure we are using less
— and safeguarding our health and
environment in the meantime.

The Sierra Club opposes any natu-
ral gas development that poses unac-
ceptable toxic risks to our land, wa-
ter, and air. We insist that the volume
and content of all fracking fluids and
flowback should be disclosed, and
that all toxics should be eliminated.
There should be proper treatment,
management, and disposal of both
fracking fluids and toxic flowback.
Fracking should not be permitted
unless it can be demonstrated that
drinking water is protected and that
all cumulative impacts can be miti-
gated.  And, of course, many beautiful
areas and important watersheds
across this country should be off-
limits to drilling.

Exempting the natural gas indus-
try from environmental [regulations]
was a terrible idea. It looks even
dumber today, when the real risks
that natural gas drilling poses to wa-
ter supplies and critical watersheds
are that much more apparent.

Ultimately, the only safe, smart,
and responsible way to address our
nation’s energy needs is to look be-
yond coal, oil, and gas, and focus on
clean, efficient energy sources such
as wind, solar, and geothermal. It’s
clear to countries around the world
that the most successful 21st-century
economies will be based on using
energy that is safe, secure, and sus-
tainable. Let’s get to work building
that economy right here at home.

Michael Brune is executive director of
the Sierra Club.

It’s time to stop thinking

of natural gas as a “kinder,

gentler” energy source.

What’s more, we do not

have an effective regulatory

system to address the risks

to our health and  our

communities.

continued on page 12

Even if fracking could be made

safe, it would postpone the

move away from fossil fuels

and toward energy efficiency,

conservation and renewables.

So the Chapter called for a ban

on fracking—the first major

environmental group in

Albany to do so.
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When it comes to hydro-
fracking, Governor Cuomo is
in trouble, and he knows it.

In January, the Department of Envi-
ronmental Conservation (DEC) re-
ceived more than 66,700 public
comments on the environmental
review (SGEIS) and proposed regula-
tions for the controversial natural gas
extraction technique, high-volume
horizontal hydraulic fracturing (HVHHF).

This record-breaking public re-
buke largely panned the entire pro-
cess—by a margin of 10 to 1—as
incomplete, improper and unwise.
Aside from having to wade through
tens of thousands of comments,
some of which are lengthy and tech-
nical, the DEC has a long list of obli-
gations it must attend to before it
can finalize the new regulations.

Among the outstanding deficien-
cies, the DEC must still:

• conduct a cumulative impact
analysis of the 65,000 projected gas
wells in a full build out scenario,

• redraft its socioeconomic analy-
sis to reflect the true costs of drilling
borne by host communities,

• initiate a health risk assessment
for public exposure to fracking op-
erations, and

• devise a comprehensive plan for
disposal of the projected billions of
gallons of wastewater and drill cuttings.

And it’s not just the public asking
this of the Cuomo administration —
the federal Environmental Protection
Agency, in its own comments to the
DEC, requested the same critical
analysis before any further steps to-
ward permitting are taken.

How does the governor respond?

His office has expressed a firm com-
mitment to finalize the entire process
in the spring of 2012, which is only a
few weeks away. While it seems in-
conceivable that any substantive
progress can be made on any of
these issues with this impossible
deadline, the governor is driven by
commitments to his original goal of
establishing a robust HVHHF pro-
gram in New York—which is consis-
tent with his narrative as a bipartisan,
economic leader and presidential
candidate in 2016.

Cuomo’s political identity on
hydrofracking hinges on finding a
timely compromise between advanc-
ing drilling and protecting the envi-
ronment, even though he now fully
realizes that there is an irreconcilable
conflict between these two goals. In
this context, what makes this rush
forward even more galling is that the
current glut of natural gas on the
market will make drilling uneconomi-
cal in New York for years to come.

In the height of the 2007-2008
leasing craze, gas was worth $10.79

per thousand cubic feet at the well-
head.  Today the price has plum-
meted to $3.35 and may take several
years to recover in value as shale gas
states with even weaker environ-
mental standards continue to drill.
Gas prices have to be in the neigh-
borhood of $5-6 per thousand cubic
feet for a gas well in New York to
break even on the projected drilling
costs. So why advance a half-baked
regulatory program now, if market
forces will keep drilling to a mini-
mum anyway? Why not take this time
to conduct the necessary studies?

The cynical explanation is that
many of the gas leases signed in
2007 are expiring, and in order for
the gas companies to force exten-
sions of these agreements they have
to demonstrate some significant ac-
tion — such as the acquisition of a
permit to drill or the clearing of a
well pad. It is these early leases that
have the most value to the drillers
because they come with low royalty
rates and per-acre bonuses.  An accel-
erated finalization of the SGEIS and
issuance of permits could preserve
what many have deemed as a mass
scam of thousands of landowners
who signed away their mineral rights
for very little in return.

Industry pressure on the Cuomo
administration may be driving the
train on the expedited schedule, but
the fallout from advancing a regula-
tory program will substantially harm
New York’s environment and short-
change its apparent beneficiaries.  As
a governor who values his image as a
progressive, that must be giving
Cuomo some political heartburn.

The conventional wisdom is that
the governor must approve some
form of drilling in New York or fail to
advance on the national stage, where
“drill baby drill” is still the mantra.
But Cuomo still could emerge as that
rare politician who realizes that the
tenuous future of our fragile planet
relies on our ability to embrace re-

Join us for the 22nd annual
Earth Day Lobby Day in Albany,
Wednesday, April 2. Hundreds
of citizens from across New
York will meet with lawmakers
and call for renewable energy
development, a halt to
hydrofracking, and other im-
portant initiatives.

The day’s events will last
from 9:30 to 3:00 beginning in
the Well of the Legislative Of-
fice Building. To participate in
the afternoon lobbying activi-
ties, you must pre-register by
Thursday,  April 19. To register,
please go to: http://
tinyurl.com/EarthDay2012

Join us for Earth
Day Lobby Day

Hydraulic Fracturing Prohibi-
tion Bill (A.7218-A Colton/S.4220-A
Avella):  This bill prohibits the use of
hydraulic fracturing in the extraction
of oil and gas in NYS until the Legis-
lature determines the practice can be
conducted safely. This bill also pro-
hibits the disposal of drilling wastes
in publicly-owned treatment works.

One Year Moratorium on
Hydrofracking (A.7400-A Sweeney/
S.6261 Ball):  While the DEC is cur-
rently studying the environmental
impacts associated with fracking,
there is no guarantee that the Divi-
sion of Mineral Resources will not
press ahead with permitting by the
end of 2012. This bill will suspend all
permitting until June 1, giving one
legislative session for lawmakers to
review the final findings of the SGEIS.

Classifying Fracking Waste as
Hazardous (A.7013 Sweeney/S.4616
Avella): Even though fracking chemi-
cals arrive at the drilling site as regu-
lated hazardous materials, federal and
state exemptions allow drillers to
treat the same drilling wastes leaving
the site as standard industrial waste.
This bill will update current regula-

tions so that all waste from natural
gas drilling that meets the definition
of hazardous waste in New York law
will be subject to all generation,
transportation, treatment, storage and
disposal laws and regulations.  This
bill has been especially pressing as
an increasing waste stream from
Pennsylvania is already coming into
New York.

Affirming Local Protections
Over Natural Gas Development
(A.3245 Lifton/S.5830 Seward) (not
same as): This bill clarifies that local
governments retain the right to enact
and enforce zoning laws of general
applicability with respect to land use
within their jurisdiction when con-
fronted with the negative impacts
from oil and gas development. The
burden of oil and gas development is
an unfunded mandate on upstate
communities if they are not allowed to
use the most basic land-use planning
tools to protect unique local assets.

New York Solar Industry De-
velopment and Jobs Act of 2012
(A.5713-C Englebright/S.4178-A
Maziarz) (not same as): This bill will
enable the rapid and sustainable de-

velopment of a robust solar power
industry, creating a scalable, diverse
and competitive solar energy market.
The program includes targets to
achieve at least 5,000 megawatts
(MW) of solar PV capacity in the state
by 2025, with interim targets of at
least 500 MW by 2015 and 1,500 MW
by 2020.

Global Warming Pollution Con-
trol Act (S.2742-B Avella/ A5346
Sweeney): This bill   requires an 80%
reduction of greenhouse gas emis-
sions from all sources by 2050, as
recommended by the Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change.  If
enacted, it will be the strongest car-
bon cap legislation in the country.

Clean Water Protection/Flood
Protection Act (A.3374 Sweeney/
S.4617 Avella) (not same as): Hun-
dreds of wetlands are at risk of de-
struction in New York because they
are not protected under state or fed-
eral laws.  This bill would close a
regulatory gap created by the Su-
preme Court’s 2001 SWANCC deci-
sion, giving New York regulatory au-
thority over wetlands of one acre or
more.

Atlantic Chapter’s legislative priorities  for  2012

continued on page 9

Albany Update

by Roger Downs, Chapter Conservation Program Manager

Public’s repudiation of fracking puts Cuomo in a bind
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by Jessica Helm, Conservation Chair

Conservation Action

Chapter makes energy its top priority

Our Chapter’s top conservation
priority is energy. Here in New
York, that means we work on a

number of distinct but related issues
which come down to promoting re-
newable energy and efficiency and
stopping dirty energy such as hydrau-
lic fracturing and the Spectra Pipeline
into New York City, aging nuclear
power plants such as Indian Point,
and coal plants such as the Samuel J.
Carlson plant in Jamestown.

Hydrofracking
Our Gas Drilling Task Force mobi-

lized members and the public to sub-
mit numerous written comments to
the DEC for the recently ended
dSGEIS comment period, and are re-
sponsible for numerous visits, letters,
and calls to legislators. We are chang-
ing the status quo on fracking in New
York for the better. Our Spectra Pipe-
line Task Force oversees our involve-
ment in the Spectra Pipeline FERC
proceedings—working with the na-
tional gas campaign and the New
Jersey chapter we filed a motion to
intervene and submitted comments
on the draft environmental impact
statement.

Nuclear
The Chapter’s longtime legal ef-

forts to make Indian Point comply
with federal safety standards yielded
results recently when the NRC re-
versed itself and denied multiple
safety exemptions granted to Entergy
for Indian Point. Represented pro-
bono by former Assemblyman Rich-
ard Brodsky and joined by the
Westchester Citizens Awareness Net-
work, the Chapter has been involved
in an administrative appeal and mul-
tiple lawsuits and appeals against the
NRC over these exemptions. The In-
dian Point Task Force promotes
awareness of the risks of continued
operation of the Indian Point nuclear
reactors through education and activ-
ism such as rallies, hearings and the
upcoming “Fukushima Week.” Follow-
ing January hearings in New York
City, the State Assembly Committee

on Energy found that Indian Point
could be shut down “without over-
burdening ratepayers or threatening
reliability standards.”

Coal
The Chapter has continued to

support efforts by local organiza-
tions to close the Samuel J. Carlson
coal burning power plant in
Jamestown. Additional efforts to shut
this and other coal-burning plants in
the state is being coordinated by the
Beyond Coal Committee in conjunc-
tion with the national Beyond Coal
campaign, and hiring has begun on a
staff position for this purpose in
western New York.

Renewable energy
and efficiency

 The Chapter recently completed a
white paper on the role of a CLEAN
program or feed-in tariff for New
York, see the article on page 9.

Following close behind energy is
our second Chapter priority, water.
Most of our efforts on water in New
York are focused on protecting wa-
tersheds, because surface water is
both a major source of drinking wa-
ter and necessary for ecologic health.
Below are some of our activities.

Water testing
Water Sentinels teams have begun

testing surface water in New York as
previously reported. Some donations
have arrived in response to my ear-
lier appeal, bringing us closer to be-
ing able to hire a part time trainer/

Group Chairs
Finger Lakes  Kate Bartholomew, 607-228-7371, kbarthol@wgcsd.org

Hudson-Mohawk  Peter Sheehan, 518-210-5294, psheehan74@netscape.net

Iroquois  Martha Loew, 315-492-4745, mloew@twcny.rr.com

Long Island  Mark Kinnucan, 631-424-1889, kinnucan@patriot.net

Lower Hudson  George Klein, 914-941-2505,  lowerhudson@gmail.com

Mid-Hudson Joanne Steele, 845-338-0300, sierraclubjoanne@gmail.com

Niagara  Lynda Schneekloth, 716 883 4075, lhs1@buffalo.edu

New York City  Thelma Fellows, 718-460-6734, tfellows@earthlink.net

Ramapo-Catskill  Stanley Mayer, 845-342-3997, mayerstanley@hotmail.com

Rochester Linda Isaacson Fedele, 585-425-7735, lci_msw@hotmail.com

Susquehanna Scott Lauffer, 607-341-3746, lauffer.scott@gmail.com

Chapter Conservation Committees
CONSERVATION CHAIR  Jessica Helm,conservation@newyork.sierraclub.org

Adirondacks  Roger Gray, 518-434-8681, adirondacks@newyork.sierraclub.org;
 John Nemjo, 518-279-0771, adirondacks2@newyork.sierraclub.org

Air Quality  Warren Berger, 212-663-3768, airquality@newyork.sierraclub.org

Beyond Coal  Don Hughes, 315-472-2150, dhughes171@tgmail.com

Biodiversity/Vegetarian Outreach  Linda DeStefano, 315-488-2140,
 biodiversityveg@newyork.sierraclub.org

Clean Water/Watershed  Julie McQuain, 212-477-0472,
 cleanwater2@newyork.sierraclub.org

Energy  Bob Ciesielski, 716-839-0180, energy@newyork.sierraclub.org

Environmental Education  Chair TBA

Environmental Justice  Aaron Mair, 518-334-3841,
environeducation@newyork.sierraclub.org

Farm and Food Erin Riddle, 607-372-5503, farmandfood@newyork.sierraclub.org

Gas Drilling Task Force  Kate Bartholomew, 607-228-7371; Gusti Bogok, 212-
        929-3849; Chris Burger, 607-692-3442. Same e-mail address for all three:
        gasdrilling@newyork.sierraclub.org

Global Warming  Moisha Blechman, 518-329-0531,
 globalwarming@newyork.sierraclub.org

Great Lakes  Wayne Howard, 585-350-0782, greatlakes@newyork.sierraclub.org

Hudson River PCB Cleanup Bill Koebbeman, 518-399-5027,
 hudsonriverpcb@newyork.sierraclub.org

Indian Point Task Force  Allegra Dengler, 914-693-8023, allegrad@aol.com
International Population   Kathy Schwarz, 845-358-1074,

population2@newyork.sierraclub.org;
Diane Buxbaum, 718-855-2399, population@newyork.sierraclub.org

Open Space/Sprawl  Susan Lawrence, 518-489-5721,
openspace@newyork.sierraclub.org

Solid Waste  Chris Burger, 607-692-3442, solidwaste@newyork.sierraclub.org

Spectra Pipeline Task Force  Frank Eadie, 212-348-6777, eadie2act4water@aol.com

Sterling Forest/Highlands  Jurgen Wekerle, 845-744-5116

Sustainable Forestry  Gerald Davison, 845-339-4509

Toxics  Joseph Gardella, 716-833-6735, toxics@newyork.sierraclub.org

Transportation  Art Klein, 716-693-1082,  transportation@newyork.sierraclub.org

Water Sentinels  Geri Aird, 315-446-0013,
        watersentinels@newyork.sierraclub.org
Westchester Airport  Julius Shultz, 914-946-1271, airport@newyork.sierraclub.org

Wetlands  Liz Kaszubski, 716-695-3570, wetlands@newyork.sierraclub.org

Wildlife & Wilderness  Hal Bauer, 585-335-2623,
 wilds@newyork.sierraclub.org

WHATEVER YOUR INTERESTS, opportunities abound to work with
fellow Sierrans to enjoy, explore and protect the beautiful state of New
York. Listed here are the names of conservation committees and their

chairs. Pick your passion and join us.

Pick your passion

coordinator, essential to expanding
our efforts (limited training capacity
has proven to be a bottleneck). Addi-
tional support is needed.

Haverstraw Bay
desalinization plant

The Chapter is supporting the
Lower Hudson Group and local part-
ners in opposing a desalinization
plant in Haverstraw Bay. This bay is
designated as significant habitat and
is critical to fish spawning. The ongo-
ing dredging required would mobi-
lize toxins buried in the mud, and
the plant would be a significant

power drain at a time when we are
trying to shut down Indian Point and
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Bellayre
Longstanding efforts continue to

stop new developments from being
constructed on Bellayre mountain,
with next steps awaiting the release
of an environmental impact state-
ment. Development on Bellayre
would negatively impact the New
York City watershed and set a bad
precedent for future development.

Population
Our third conservation priority

is population. The burden of a
growing human population under-
lies most of our global environ-
mental problems, and our Popula-
tion Committee is working to edu-
cate New York residents on this
connection. The committee plans
to offer class presentations and an
essay contest on the population/
environment problem to high
school students around the state.

Indian Point could be shut

down without over-

burdening ratepayers or

threatening reliability

standards, according to the

State Assembly Committee

on Energy.



SPRING 20126 S I E R R A  A T L A N T I C

Why we must shut down Indian Point — now
continued from page 1
in particular.

Their words were chilling.
At this event, speakers such as

Harvey Wasserman, Karl Grossman,
Greg Palast, Vandana Shiva, and Kevin
Kamps explained that for New York
City and its environs, Indian Point is
an accident waiting to happen.

Here are ten important reasons
why we must shut down Indian
Point:

• Indian Points sits on two active
seismic zones and is the most vulner-
able plant in the U.S. to earthquakes.

• Columbia University believes the
location is vulnerable to a 7.0 earth-
quake on the Richter scale—which
the plant is not designed to with-
stand.

• 20 million people live within a
50-mile radius of the plant.

• There is no evacuation plan ex-
cept for those living within a ten-
mile radius. In Fukushima, the
Nuclear Regulatory Committee rec-
ommended an evacuation radius of
50 miles.

• New York does not need Indian
Point to meet its energy needs and
electricity rates would not increase
as a result of a shut down. There are
plenty of safe renewable energy al-
ternatives.

• Indian Point’s highly radioactive
storage pools are full and there is
nowhere to store the materials.

• Indian Point’s spent fuel cur-
rently leaks into the ground and the
Hudson River.

• The negative effects of a core
meltdown at Indian Point could far
exceed that of the Fukushima disaster.

• Indian Point threatens the safety
of the drinking water of nine million
people.

• Nuclear radiation—much of it—
remains poisonous for tens of thou-
sands of years. Plutonium ingested
even in the tiniest of particles can be
lethal. Strontium and cesium cause
cancer and genetic mutations in
present and future generations.

The most startling thing I took
away from this list: NO EVACUA-
TION PLAN.

When I spoke to Aileen Myoko
Smith directly after the lecture, I told
her my family lives on Long Island,
less than 40 miles from Indian Point.
Aileen and her cohorts exchanged
looks of pity. She took a breath of air
and cheerily urged me to save a
three-week supply of bottled water
in my basement, along with a three-
week supply of canned food.

As Aileen explained, “The roads,
bridges and tunnels will be un-
drivable for a few weeks—too
many cars and people. Wait in your
basement until things calm down.
Then, pack your car and leave. Just
remember, probably you will never
go back. You should plan your fi-
nancial life accordingly now. If you
lose your home and job, will you
be able to survive?”

Aileen’s words might sound alarm-
ist or like something out of a science
fiction novel but, for the people of
Fukushima, nuclear disaster is reality.
That reality could be mine, and
yours, too.

Yet many people I speak with
have never heard of Fukushima. My
neighbors and locals on Long Island
don’t know much or anything about
Indian Point. I can’t tell you how
many times people stare at me
blankly when I mention the words
“Fukushima” or “Indian Point.”

Here are some other startling facts
about nuclear power most people
don’t know:

There are 104 old and leaking
nuclear power plants in the U.S.
They are coming up for
relicensing. These old plants were
meant to run for only 40 years, yet
the nuclear industry wants to keep
them operative for an additional 20
years or more. Why? Profit. The
nuclear industry will tell you nuclear
is clean, nuclear is safe, nuclear is
cheap, and necessary to our energy
needs. The industry won’t tell you
about earthquakes, spent radioac-
tive fuel and the lack of safe means
of storage, or cancer clusters.

Some other startling news: 23 of
the 104 reactors in the U.S. are the
same design as those in Fukushima—

GE Mark 1. In the 1980s, GE engineer
Dale Bridenbaugh, et al., blew the
whistle on the design flaws of the
GE Mark 1. Two GE Mark 1 nuclear
plants operate in New York. Vermont
Yankee is a GE Mark 1.

My question is, what happened to
anti-nuclear awareness and activism?
Where is the movement today?
When, in addition to the dangers of
nuclear power plants, there are still
thousands of ready-to-deploy nuclear
warheads aimed at and by the U.S.?

How do we wake people up, make
them aware and get them involved?

Many environmentalists I know
go silent on nuclear issues, or they
say we “need” nuclear power to
stave off climate change. Yet impor-
tant leaders like Bill McKibben and
Sandra Steingraber are opposed to
nuclear power.

A number of marches, pro-
tests and talks are talking place
throughout the NYC area to
commemorate the Fukushima
disaster and to Shut Down In-
dian Point. Join in. Learn what’s
happening and take action. The
time is now.

See the Riverkeeper website
for excellent resources, actions
and events: http://
www.riverkeeper.org/cam-
paigns/stop-polluters/indian-
point/

Go to the Radiation Truth
website for a schedule of local
actions in the New York Region:
http://www.radiationtruth.org/
events/.

Call and write to:
Gov.  Andrew M. Cuomo
NYS State Capitol Building
Albany, NY 12224
(518) 474-8390
Tell the Governor to shut

down Indian Point now. We
must protect our children and
future generations.

What you can do

How can we breathe life back into
the anti-nuclear movement before it’s
too late?

For New Yorkers, the time is now.
Indian Point is up for relicensing in
2012. We must stand up and tell our
governor and president to shut down
Indian Point once and for all.

We are in precarious times—we
cannot allow the lust for a “nuclear
renaissance” to take hold. The licens-
ing, last month, by the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission (NRC) of the first
two nuclear plants since 1973 is
shameful. How can they do this less
than 12 months after the Fukushima
disaster? Even the chair of the NRC
opposed this decision, saying the
disaster of Fukushima needed to be
studied first.

Will we allow the nuclear industry
to relicense these old plants and in-
vest scarce taxpayer dollars in build-
ing new ones, or will we stand up to
corporate interests and demand the
safety of our children and the future
generations?

Sierra Club members need to rally
behind this cause to shut down In-
dian Point. Governor Cuomo wants
to shut the plant down. Let’s stand
by him, make our voices heard and
stop the nuclear madness.

Get involved. Talk to your friends.
Spread the word.

I dreamed we held hands, bound
in a human and biotic circle. A vast
and abundant ocean rocked gently
before us. The fish swam freely,
while the birds dove and rose again.
The air was clean. The children
played and laughed. The green sea
grasses swayed. On my right stood
Rachel Carson, on my left, Alice
Stewart. We were sunflower people,
gold, shining and unafraid. At last,
we were awake.

Heidi Hutner is associate professor of
English, Sustainability and Women’s
Studies at Stony Brook University. Her
book, Polluting Mama: An Ecofeminist
Cultural Memoir (Demeter Press), is
forthcoming in the fall. She is the envi-
ronmental editor at Terraspheres, and
blogs at http://ecofeminism-
mothering.blogspot.com/

In the face of legal pressure, the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) has switched directions

and denied “exemptions” to fire
safety requirements at the Indian
Point nuclear power plant.

Richard Brodsky, a former 14-term
state assemblyman, and the Atlantic
Chapter as a co-plaintiff, have a case
before Second Circuit Court of Ap-
peals in New York challenging a se-
cret NRC decision permitting sub-
standard insulation of the electrical
cables designed to control the shut-
down the nuclear plant in a fire
emergency.

The NRC initially determined that
the insulation, which is supposed to
last 60 minutes in a fire, actually dis-
integrated in 27 minutes. Rather than
require Entergy (operators of the
plant) to upgrade the insulation to
meet its own requirements, the NRC
—with no public announcement, no

Victory! Under fire, NRC backs down on Indian Point safety exemptions

public participation, and no public
hearing— granted Entergy an “ex-
emption” allowing it to ignore the
60-minute rule.

Following the NRC’s reversal,
Brodsky said the “action focuses at-
tention on two ongoing crises. First,
it illuminates the extent of Indian
Point’s non-compliance with crucial
fire safety regulations. Second, and
even more importantly, it shows how
the NRC use of illegal ‘exemptions’

has undermined public safety, the
rule of law and the NRC’s reliability
as the protector of public health and
safety.”

“We will pursue the case before
the Second Circuit,” Brodsky said.
“But it is increasingly clear that the
mechanism used by the nuclear in-
dustry and the NRC to gut public
health and safety provisions will not
survive.”

“For years, and on literally thou-
sands of occasions, operators of
nuclear reactors, including Indian
Point, have been granted secret ex-
emptions from fire safety rules in-
tended to prevent a reactor melt-
down,” Brodsky said. “The laws gov-
erning the NRC do not allow for ex-
emptions to fire safety rules. This
practice is illegal and dangerous.

“What the NRC has not done is to
allow for public notice and participa-
tion in these decisions, and it has not

admitted that it has been acting ille-
gally. The NRC is to the nuclear in-
dustry today what the SEC was to
Wall Street four years ago. We must
reform the NRC by assuring that spe-
cific fire safety requirements are met,
and by ending the Soviet-style prac-
tice of secret and dangerous exemp-
tions being continually given to the
nuclear industry.

The illegal use of exemptions in
fire safety systems “is the most dan-
gerous of the many regulatory fail-
ures of the NRC,” said Ulrich Witte, a
nuclear safety consultant with 30
years of experience in the industry.

Sierran Annie Wilson, New York
City Group energy activist, hailed the
work of Witte. “We are deeply grate-
ful to Ulrich Witte for his expertise
and diligence,” she said.

Indian Point is on the Hudson
River, about 38 miles north of New
York City.

On thousands of occasions,

operators of nuclear reactors

have been granted secret

exemptions from fire safety

rules intended to prevent a

reactor meltdown.
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Upstate politicians seem OK with four unsafe nuclear plants
by Linda A. DeStefano

How many more lives must be
sacrificed before the world
moves urgently away from

nuclear energy?  In New York, there
are some hopeful developments in
that Gov.  Andrew Cuomo and many
other government leaders want to
shut down the Indian Point nuclear
facility near New York City.

Upstate New York hasn’t seen
such leadership from politicians.  Of
the six nuclear reactors in the state,
two are at Indian Point and four are
upstate.  All four are next to Lake
Ontario.  There is Ginna near Sodus
Point in Wayne County.  The closest
large city, Rochester, is 20 miles away.
At Scriba in Oswego County, there
are Nine Mile 1, Nine Mile 2 and
FitzPatrick.  The closest large city,
Syracuse, is 36 miles away.

More than 900,000 people live
within 50 miles of the nuclear facili-
ties at Scriba.  When a fourth nuclear
plant was proposed for Scriba, the
politicians from Oswego County and
the state representatives from that
area rolled out the red carpet. This
proposal is now on hold.

Problems with the upstate reac-
tors are many.  As recently as Jan. 26,
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) cited Entergy, operator of
FitzPatrick, for willingly exposing
workers to radiation and then cover-
ing it up. But the violations have
been going on for years.

Ginna and Nine Mile 1 are two of
the nation’s oldest reactors.  The NRC
re-licensed them, meaning they are
operating many years beyond the
capacity for which they were de-

signed.  In 2011, the Associated Press,
after  investigating the nuclear indus-
try for a year, reported widespread
degradation of old nuclear facilities.
Problems included cracking of tubes,
concrete and nozzles; failed cables;
and leaky valves.  Some years ago,
Nine Mile 1 had a severe crack in its
core shroud, which could have led to
a meltdown.  FitzPatrick is operating
with 50% of its control rods (which
control nuclear reaction) defective
and in danger of fragmenting.

Nine Mile 1 and FitzPatrick have
the Mark I design, the same as the
facility destroyed by an earthquake
and tsunami at Fukushima.  The
nuclear industry and the NRC have
known for years about the fragility of
this design but have done little about
it.  For example, in 1972, Dr. Stephen
Hanauer, an AtomicEnergy Commis-
sion safety official, recommended
that the suppression system be dis-
continued and any further designs
not be accepted for construction
permits.  Shortly thereafter, three
General Electric nuclear engineers
publicly resigned their prestigious
positions citing dangerous shortcom-

ings in the GE design.
In l986, Harold Denton, then the

NRC’s top safety official, told an in-
dustry trade group that the “Mark I
containment ... you’ll find something
like a 90% probability of that con-
tainment failing.” Ignoring these
warnings, the NRC allows these reac-
tors to stay open.  A severe ice and
snow  storm in Oswego County
could cut off electricity to Nine Mile
1 and FitzPatrick, leading to a disas-
ter similar to Fukushima.

Another dilemma related to the
decrepitude of the reactors is that
spent nuclear fuel rods have been
stored onsite so long that they pose
a monumental danger. Spent fuel
remains highly radioactive and con-
tinues to generate heat even after it’s
removed from the reactor.

The pools of water which keep
the rods from overheating rely on
electricity to pump water, but have
just a short-lived backup system of
generators and batteries.  The larger
the number of rods stored, the
greater the amount of radioactivity
released if the rods meltdown.

Th Atlantic Chapter has been ac-
tive in working for the shutdown of
Indian Point.  Hopefully, the Chapter
will broaden that concern by cam-

paigning for the accelerated closure
of the Upstate nuclear facilities as
well.  A coalition working for this is
Alliance for a Green Economy (AGREE).

Here’s its mission statement:
“AGREE works for safe, affordable

energy and the development of a
green economy in New York State.
Our goal is a prosperous, safe, and
healthy New York, fulfilling the prom-
ise of conservation, energy efficiency,
and safe, clean renewable energy
sources to end our state’s reliance on
wasteful and environmentally de-
structive forms of energy...”

AGREE is seeking funding for a
study to show how this nuclear-free,
carbon-free transition could take
place by 2050 in New York.

For further information, I recom-
mend a fact sheet from the Citizens
Environmental Coalition, “Dangers of
New York’s Nuclear Reactors: Our
Safety At Risk!”  You may download it
from www.cectoxic.org/Nuclear
FactsheetSafetyUpdated.pdf

If you prefer hard copy, contact
me at 5031 Onondaga Road, Syracuse
13215-1403, or 315-488-2140 or
LDESTEFANO3@ twcny.rr.com

Linda Destefano is a member of the
Iroquois Group and serves on the
Chapter’s Energy Committee.

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) has issued its first pilot
project license for a tidal energy project located in New York City’s East
River.

The project, owned by Verdant Power and known as the Roosevelt Island
Tidal Energy Project, is rated at 1,050- kilowatts and uses the East River’s natu-
ral tidal currents to generate electricity.  Turbine generator units are mounted
on the riverbed and capture energy from the tidal flow. The pilot license issued
to Verdant Power is for 10 years.

Underwater turbines generate clean energy from the currents of tides, rivers
and manmade channels. The systems are invisible from shore and do not re-
quire dams, impoundments or major civil works.  As the East River site demon-
strates, underwater turbines can be sited directly within population centers
with minimal public and environmental impact.

The systems operate silently and automatically, fully underwater and out of
sight from shore. This aspect of the technology reduces the visual disruption,
including transmission lines, and NIMBY issues related to other sources of re-
newable energy, especially wind farms, according to Verdant Power.

Water currents provide a predictable, if not constant, source of renewable
energy. This creates an advantage over wind and solar systems, which offer in-
termittent power more subject to daily changes in weather and blackout sce-
narios. Verdant Power claims its river-based systems will achieve 80-90% capac-
ity factors, approximately double those of wind and solar power systems.

 K
ri

s 
U

n
ge

r/
V
er

d
a

n
t 

Po
w

er
, I

n
c.

Tidal power  turbines on trial in NYC
Workers lower an underwater power turbine into the East River, near Roosevelt Island.

Nine Mile 1 and FitzPatrick

are Mark I designs, the same

as  Fukushima.  The industry

and the NRC have known for

years about the fragility of

this design but have done

little about it.

Support chapter’s work in NYS

We need your help to fight fracking, maintain the Chapter’s other
critical conservation efforts and continue print publication of the
Sierra Atlantic. Your membership dues primarily support the

Club’s national priorities. Your additional support is needed to strengthen
the Chapter’s work in the state Legislature and throughout the state.

Please use the coupon below to send us your donation. Contributions
and dues to the Sierra Club are not tax deductible; they support our ef-
fective, citizen-based advocacy and lobbying efforts. Thank you.

Yes, I want to help the Atlantic Chapter preserve and protect
the environment of New York state. I am enclosing my gift of:

❑ $500     ❑ $250     ❑ $100     ❑ $60     ❑ $35     ❑ Other $______

❑ Check made payable to Sierra Club Atlantic Chapter is enclosed.

❑ I’d like to make a single payment by credit card.

❑ I'd like to become a sustainer with a $____ monthly or

$____ quarterly credit card donation.

Bill to:  ❑ Mastercard     ❑ Visa

Acct. no.________________________________ Exp. date____________

Signature____________________________________________________

Name_______________________________________________________

Sierra Club membership no.____________________________________

Street_______________________________________________________

City__________________________________  State ______ZIP________

Mail this completed form with your check or
credit card information to:

Sierra Club Atlantic Chapter, PO Box 886, Syosset, NY 11791-0886
A copy of our latest financial report can be obtained by writing to Sierra Club

Atlantic Chapter, PO Box 886, Syosset, NY 11791-0886, or the NYS Attorney General,
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Arctic methane seeps alarm scientists

by Lori Stein and Bonnie Lane Webber

For many years, farmers cowered as agribusiness and the U.S. legal system
bullied them into accepting the law according to Monsanto. Now farmers
are fighting back.

Monsanto’s seed patents allow them to penalize farmers whose fields in-
clude transgenic seed that was not bought directly from Monsanto—even if
that seed entered the field without the farmers’ actions or knowledge.
Monsanto filed 128 lawsuits against American farmers from 1997-2010, and
settled another 700, leading to loss of crops, bankruptcies, and a general atmo-
sphere of fear.

Now farmers are challenging the legitimacy of Monsanto’s patents in a law-
suit. The suit represents 83 plaintiffs and over 300,000 people and, if successful,
will prevent Monsanto from suing farmers whose crops are contaminated
when Monsanto’s seeds drift into their fields.

The plaintiffs also contend that Monsanto’s claims that their seeds produce
superior yields and weed resistance are not true and that, in many cases, the
transgenic seed creates resistant weeds, and requires more irrigation and fertil-
izer.  According to some studies cited by the farmers, transgenic seed may cause
health problems, including placental damage, lymphoma and myeloma.

On January 31, family farmers, organic seed growers, and sustainable farm
advocates traveled to New York City to take part in the first phase of the law-
suit and to be present as Judge Naomi Buchward heard arguments on
Monsanto’s motion to dismiss the case.  A ruling was expected in March.

We should all be aware that this historic lawsuit is going on and be ready to
provide support where needed.

Bonnie Lane Webber is co-chair of the Club’s national Sustainable Consumption
Team. She and Lori Stein, along with Frank Eadie, are co-producers of a 15- minute
video on the environmental costs of Big Ag. It is available at www.truecostoffood.org.

Farmers fight back, challenge Monsanto
over patents for its transgenic seeds

by Moisha Blechman

When Robert E. Perry sledded
toward the North Pole in
1909, every breath caused

intense pain. The harsh Arctic wind
made it difficult to travel even 13
miles a day. Shifting waterways and
moving ice made the journey more
treacherous.

Under these extreme conditions,
he could not possibly imagine that,
only 100 years later,  the potential for
fire would be bubbling up into the
permafrost over much of the Arctic.

Today, lighting a match in the fro-
zen North can ignite clathrates—
methane trapped in what looks like
dirty ice in the permafrost.

Arctic research scientists are
astonished at the rapid increase in
the scale and force of methane re-
leases in the Arctic sea bed, too.
Russian researchers have found
continuous, powerful and impres-
sive seeping structures, more than
1,000 meters in diameter, a ten-fold
increase since their last expedition,
when they were usually 100
meters in diameter. They believe
there are thousands of these seeps
over a wider area, according to
findings they presented at the De-
cember meeting of the American
Geophysical Union.

The emissions are going directly
into the atmosphere without the
normal time for microbes to turn
them into less damaging carbon dioxide.

These structures are called gas
hydrates, or clathrates. They exist
on the sea floor and in permafrost
all across northern Alaska, Canada
and Siberia and especially on the
east Siberian Arctic Shelf, where
the water is relatively shallow and
90 percent of Arctic methane is
found. The hydrates are frozen, lat-
tice-like structures that contain

methane and a trace amount of
water. Methane is a highly unstable
gas, difficult to control, and readily
flammable.

When released into the atmo-
sphere, it is 70 times more potent
as a green house gas than CO

2
 for

the first 20 years of its residence
there. It diminishes in power after
that, but remains 25% more power-
ful for the next 100 years. Methane
in the Earth’s atmosphere has in-
creased by 150% since 1750. It ac-
counts for 20% of the radiative
forcing (i.e., more than would natu-
rally occur) from all the gasses
mixed. Methane in the atmosphere
does not occur evenly over the
planet, but is primarily found over
the northern hemisphere.

Methane is the most abundant
compound on Earth. It is estimated
that hundreds of millions of tons of
methane gas are locked away under
permafrost and on the deep ocean
floor.  As the climate warms, methane
gas hydrates will continue to release
methane into the atmosphere.

As methane releases increase aver-
age temperatures, more Arctic ice
melts, and methane emissions are
ongoing—and accelerating, indepen-

dent of human activity.  This is an
immense feedback action and it is
possible that, soon, no human effort
may be able to stop it.

While New York is experiencing
big changes in climate, changes are
much more dramatic in the Arctic.
Average temperatures have in-
creased by 4°F. where the methane
hydrates are concentrated. The Arc-
tic is now a landscape of rapidly
rotting ice.

After 4.5 billion years of plan-
etary metamorphoses, the Earth
had an atmosphere that sustained
life as we know it. The Earth ar-
rived at radiative balance, where it
retained just the right amount of
solar energy, and sent the rest back
into space. The balance is con-
trolled by the proportions of
greenhouse gases in the atmo-
sphere, especially the carbons—
carbon dioxide (CO

2
) and methane

(CH
4
). The wild card is that life is

largely carbon. Through photosyn-
thesis, life is always producing
more carbon. This has been going
on for millennia.

Like coal, oil, and gas, methane is
made out of former plant life. The
methane at shallow levels in the
Arctic is made by anaerobic decay
of organic matter, and has been
held in place, and out of atmo-
spheric mischief, by the cold, by
the ice. Burial by ice is a required
component of Earth’s system for
carbon control.

In a warming world, the loss of ice
is a sure recipe for ongoing methane
release. The fact that we see this hap-
pening now, and at an alarming rate,
is proof that today’s 393 parts per
million of CO

2
 in the atmosphere

will inevitably lead to that number
rising out of control. The idea that
humanity can stop temperature in-
crease at 2°C, a goal set by the Inter-
governmental Plan on Climate
Change, is wishful thinking. We are
looking at catastrophic levels of
GHGs in the atmosphere now, at less
than a 1 degree C increase.

The 350.org movement was cre-
ated to communicate the necessity
to not just stop increasing the CO

2

in the atmosphere, but to reduce
the carbon in the atmosphere in
order to reestablish radiative bal-
ance and keep the ice. But a reduc-
tion to 350 ppm is probably not
enough. It is likely we need to re-
turn to near what Earth itself had
established as a working propor-
tion: 280 ppm of CO

2
. Carbon buri-

als are effectively nature’s waste
dumps, not to be touched, and
methane is the biggest waste dump
of all. In the Arctic, the methane
dump is shallow and kept inactive
by ice.  This is why the Arctic ice cap
is key to survival.

Methane is a serious problem in
more ways. Methane affects degen-
eration of the ozone layer. This may
already have begun since the ozone
is not repairing as expected. The
ozone layer is the Earth’s ultraviolet
shield.

One quarter of all CO
2
 emissions

are absorbed by the oceans at the
rate of more than 20 million tons
each day. When CO

2
 dissolves in wa-

ter, it forms a weak acid called car-
bonic acid.  Atmospheric CO

2
 has

already changed the PH of ocean
water to a level unsympathetic to
most marine animals. The release of
methane from clathrates on the
ocean floor infuses more acid in to
the oceans. This means the oceans
are getting acid from both above
and below. Methane is an asphyx-
iant eating up oxygen, thus creat-
ing oxygen holes in the sea, espe-
cially in proximity to the methane
releases.

Scientists at the Arctic Methane
Energy Group (www.arctic-meth-
ane-emergency-group.org) believe
we face an impending global emer-
gency of catastrophic proportions.
We need to  mobilize all of our re-
sources to keep the Arctic ice cap
from disappearing. It is essential to
survival. It is the first order of secu-
rity and everything else is trivial by
comparison.

Moisha Blechman chairs the Chapter’s
Publications Committee and well as
the Global Warming Coordinating
Committee.

Newly discovered

undersea Arctic methane

seeps are expected to

accelerate emissions,

soon creating an immense

feedback action which no

human effort may be able

to stop.
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by Bob Ciesielski

The Atlantic Chapter has recently produced a white paper on the renew
able energy production program called the Feed in Tariff (FIT).  Some or-
ganizations in the U.S. and Canada refer to the program as the Clean Local

Energy Accessible Now (CLEAN) program.  The program requires utilities to
enter into standard contracts with renewable energy producers.

Energy producers can include individuals, small businesses, and farmers, as
well as larger suppliers. Contract rates are determined by the cost of installa-
tion of the renewable project (solar panels, wind power generators, etc.) plus
a reasonable profit of usually 5 to 10 percent per year.  These are long-term
supply contracts, generally 20 years in length, which insures a fair return to the
renewable energy producer.  These contracts spur project loans from banks
and investors who know they will be guaranteed a return. New contract rates
are adjusted annually depending upon costs and energy needs.

By early 2011, 61 countries and 21 states, provinces and local jurisdictions
had established feed in tariffs. Germany, for example, has had remarkable re-
sults:  370,000 jobs in renewable energy, including many good manufacturing
and construction jobs, billions of Euros per year in investments, 20% of its elec-
tricity being produced from renewables with a goal over 35% by the year
2020, a substantial reduction in greenhouse gases and better health for the
citizens and environment.

Ontario, Canada, began a CLEAN program in 2009, and currently has 20,000
jobs in renewables.  The province is predicting 50,000 clean energy jobs by
the end of 2012 as project placements ramp up.

To find the white paper, please go to our Chapter website at www.
newyork.sierraclub.org and click on the Energy Committee on the home page.
The paper is titled “CLEAN-FIT,  A Program to Unleash Renewable Energy and
Create Jobs in New York State.”

Bob Ciesielski, a member of the Niagara Group, chairs the Chapter’s Energy Committee.

New Chapter  study shows NY the
CLEAN  way to finance renewables

newable and efficiency technologies
—leaving behind our extractive past.
Rejection of hydrofracking in New
York in favor of a strong renewable
energy program could be a powerful
springboard to make that case.

There also seems to be some
acknowledgement from DEC staff
that the issue of HVHHF will end up
in the courts sooner or later, so the
move to finalize the SGEIS in the
spring is only the next step in what
could  be a drawn out process. If the
fate of fracking shifts to the courts,
the pressure will be off the gov-
ernor’s office. The litigation phase of
the SGEIS may yield stronger adjudi-
cated mandates—for further DEC
study, stronger mitigations and pos-
sible prohibitions—but, depending
upon judicial temperament, it could
also abruptly begin New York’s pre-
mature path to drilling. The Sierra
Club Atlantic Chapter is gearing up
to meet that challenge if the DEC

does indeed move forward with
fracking.  Please consider contrib-
uting to the Chapter’s drilling liti-
gation fund. (For details, see box on
bottom of page 10.)

The good news is that the Cuomo
Administration has rejected earlier
intentions to fund new fracking regu-
latory infrastructure through the bud-
get process and the current 2012-13
executive proposal is devoid of the
staffing increases and funding mecha-
nisms required to advance HVHHF.
Without these expenditures, which
could mean hundreds of new staff
and hundreds of millions of dollars in
infrastructure costs, drilling cannot
substantially advance.  While this is a
relief, there are other concerning
provisions to the executive budget
that could end the current reprieve.

The emperor’s new prose
Based upon the guidance of the

Spending and Government Efficiency
Commission, the proposed 2012-13

Executive Budget contains a 130-
word paragraph, replicated hundreds
of times throughout every appropria-
tions section, granting transfer au-
thority to the governor to shift un-
limited funds from one agency to
another and to grant and extend con-
tracts with private firms for goods
and services.

The Atlantic Chapter is gravely
concerned that this language gives
unilateral power to the executive
office and largely transforms the cur-
rent state budget process into a
meaningless exercise, where the gov-
ernor will have the authority to
move limitless funds between any
and all state agencies after the Legis-
lature has approved the budget.

Clearly, it is hard to conceive that
the Senate and Assembly will in the
end grant this power to the governor
—but the underlining forcefulness
and saturation of this language
throughout the Executive Budget
proposal suggests that some sem-

blance of this authority to stream-
line government operations will
remain after the final budget nego-
tiations.

While the governor maintains this
new authority will be used to re-
sponsibly consolidate agency redun-
dancies and provide timely funding
solutions to unanticipated financial
gaps to essential operations, we fear
that it could also lead to the removal
or the defunding of crucial environ-
mental programs that may be un-
popular with shortsighted business
or industrial interests. Even worse, it
could allow the governor to con-
struct a $100 million fracking pro-
gram out of thin air without the
Legislature’s consent.  In concert
with other organizations, the Sierra
Club is asking the Legislature to re-
ject this transfer authority and work
with the SAGE Commission recom-
mendations—within the budget pro-
cess—to achieve transparent govern-
ment efficiency without compromis-
ing basic democratic principles.

continued from page 4

Public’s repudiation of fracking puts Cuomo in a bind

In one week, the natural gas indus-
try decisively lost the first rounds
in two separate court cases af-

firming the right of communities to
use their zoning authority to exclude
gas drilling from their towns.

Late in February, a New York State
Supreme Court ruled in favor of
Dryden, a suburb of Ithaca in
Tompkins County, against Anschutz
Exploration Corp., a Denver-based
conglomerate that develops gas
fields in six states, three of them in
the Marcellus Shale fairway.

The court held that Dryden’s zon-
ing law, which prohibits natural gas
drilling, is not preempted by the
state’s oil and gas law, which limits
the rights of municipalities to regu-
late gas drilling.

Within a few days, the industry
lost a similar case in which a dairy
farmer in Middlefield, about 70 miles
west of Albany, claimed the town’s
ban on gas drilling contravened state
law, which the farmer claimed was

designed to create a uniform regula-
tory scheme for the oil and gas in-
dustry. The judge disagreed, and said
there is nothing in the legislative
history of the law to suggest lawmak-
ers intended to prevent towns from
banning heavy industry.

Lawyers representing industry in
both cases have said, prior to the
rulings, that a verdict favoring home
rule could drive drilling companies
from the state.

Public interest attorney Helen
Holden Slottje, who with her attor-
ney husband David, have been advis-
ing towns on home rule laws, noted
that after the Dryden decision indus-

try and landowner coalitions “began
questioning the qualifications of the
Cortland County judge that decided
the Dryden case and predicted that
surely the Middlefield case would be
decided ‘correctly’ and industry
would prevail.”

But in the Middlefield decision the
judge in that case rejected the
industry’s arguments as strongly and
emphatically as the judge in the
Dryden case, she said.

Prior to the decisions, Slottje said,
industry supporters became increas-
ingly adamant that towns could not
zone out drilling. Landowner coali-
tion members went so far as to
threaten local legislators with per-

sonal liability for enacting such a
law that they insisted was so clearly
illegal that the absolute legislative
immunity that all state local legisla-
tors enjoy would not apply.

“Industry has, and surely will,
continue to engage in bullying, in-
timidation and scare tactics,” Slotjje
said. “But local elected officials
across the state have stood strong
and stood together, with the un-
flinching backing of so many of
their residents in the face of these
strong arm threats. We now have
definitive answers from two sepa-
rate courts that clearly support local
community rights.”

Hal Smith

Double whammy: frackers lose two home rule decisions in one week

The Sierra Club recently filed an objection with the Department of
Energy (DOE), asking that an LNG export facility proposed by
Dominion Cove Point in Cove Point, Md., be denied.

Specifically, the Sierra Club argues that allowing Marcellus Shale gas
to be exported from the facility would raise gas and electricity prices
across the country and expand destructive natural gas fracking.

The Club wants DOE to prepare an environmental impact state-
ment to assess the environmental effects of increased fracking in the
Marcellus that would come as a result of approving the project.

Liquefied natural gas is not only the dirtiest and most polluting form
of gas, but it also requires an increase in fracking, a process we know
to be unsafe and dangerous, said Deb Nardone, director of Sierra Club’s
Natural Gas Reform Campaign. “The industry is pushing forward with
these export facilities with their profits in mind, not the families who
will bear the burden of increased fracking.”

Sierrans have also pointed out that exporting natural gas belies the
industry’s claim that more gas is required for domestic use and to im-
prove national security by reducing energy imports.

The Sierra Club has also filed protests against LNG projects in
Sabine Pass, La., and Coos Bay, Ore.

Club moves to block natural
gas exports from three states

Gas frackers were rocked

when two courts ruled zoning

out heavy industry is not the

same as regulating it.
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by David Gibson

The Adirondack Park Agency re-
cently issued a permit for the
Adirondack Club and Resort

(ACR), the worst kind of develop-
ment for any conservation area: 706
residential units, 332 buildings, 39
Great Camps, 15 miles of new roads,
sewer, water and electrical lines
spread all over 6,235 acres near
Tupper Lake. There is no conserva-
tion easement anywhere on the
property; the project is expected to
take 15 years to complete.

The permit
The ACR permit establishes a dan-

gerous precedent. Three-quarters of
the project site lies within a resource
management area—under the law,
the park’s most protected private
land zone. The legislative purpose of
these zones is to “protect the deli-
cate physical and biological re-
sources and preserve the open
spaces that are essential and basic to
the unique character of the park.”

Yet,  ACR’s permit allows many
large second homes with major im-
pacts on sensitive habitats and wild-
life, and essentially replacing local
hunters and foresters with private
driveways and “No Trespassing” signs.

As a result of the APA’s actions,
two million acres of private land clas-
sified resource management and ru-
ral use are now at risk from more
sprawl development (lands not pro-
tected by a conservation easement).

The Agency ignored its own pre-
cedent between 1973-2007, which
protected large contiguous tracts of
forest while clustering housing de-

velopment on only small portions
near roadways, and basing permits
upon wildlife and habitat assess-
ments.  Many alternative ways to con-
centrate housing around Mt. Morris
were never investigated.  Alternatives
would be far less degrading of re-
sources and require fewer sewer,
water, fire, police services.

Conservation biologist Michael
Klemens testified at the permit hear-
ing that “the club and resort is classic
sprawl on steroids. It spreads nega-
tive ecological impacts out across
the landscape. It is a train wreck re-
sulting from a process that does not
allow for understanding natural sys-
tems in the first place.”

Unfortunately, his testimony and
that of respected Adirondack ecolo-
gists Michale Glennon and Heidi
Kretser (both of the Wildlife Conser-
vation Society) were not given their
deserved weight by Agency commis-
sioners.

The APA permit is conditioned to
prevent further subdivision, and re-
quires monitoring of each residential
area by so-called independent envi-
ronmental monitors. It also requires
after-the-fact studies of amphibian
migratory pathways on parts of the
property. Unfortunately, any modifi-
cation resulting from those studies
will only represent “best practices”
and may do little to protect these
sensitive habitats. The permit re-
quires that infrastructure be bonded
or built before housing construction.
Whether the Big Tupper Ski Area will
actually be rebuilt for public skiing
remains a big question.

(Editor’s Note: The Sierra Club
Adirondack Committee supported

phase one of the developer’s origi-
nal proposal to renovate the his-
toric Big Tupper Ski Area on the
outskirts of the Village of Tupper
Lake, and to develop ski-in, ski-out
condos adjacent to the ski area, as
a means of helping to revitatlize
the economy of the village. Unfor-
tunately, in later versions of its pro-
posal,  ACR relegated renovation of
the ski area to some undetermined
time in the future.)

What now?
The applicants still have a long

way to go. Financing is unsecured,
and the market for much of the
real estate remains shaky. The de-
velopers seek private revenue
bonds from the county Industrial
Development Agency (IDA) for
nearly $40 million for infrastruc-
ture. Those bonds will not be mar-
keted until IDA holds hearings to
determine if the payments in lieu
of taxes scheme is legal. Five DEC
storm and wastewater permits, as
well as Dept of Health and Army
Corps of Engineer permits must
also be obtained.

DEC has the authority to convene
a separate hearing over the issuance
of its water-related permits.  Also, this
project will not sell quickly. Experts
said ACR is unmarketable and fails to
take its competition into account,
cannot be completed as projected,
understates fiscal vulnerabilities to
the community, and overstates em-
ployment benefits.

Take action today
The spotlight must now shift to

Governor Cuomo, and public pres-
sure on the APA. The governor made
his support for the ACR permit very
clear. He should know that citizens
are not pleased and expect their
Adirondack Park to be protected
from exploiters who make exagger-
ated economic claims and who fail
to conduct wildlife and other studies
on the affected land. Let the gover-
nor know that:

• the APA failed in its duty to ad-
here to actual hearing testimony;

• failed to observe its own precedent;
• failed to stand up for its law and

high standards for reviewing devel-
opment;

•the governor should appoint
strong environmental voices to the APA;

• the DEC should convene its

own hearing to examine stormwater
and sewage problems with the devel-
opment.

Write to Governor Andrew
Cuomo via e-mail from his website:
www.governor.ny.gov/contact, or via
street mail to Hon.  Andrew Cuomo,
Executive Chamber, State Capitol,
Albany 12224, with a copy to Robert
Hallman, deputy secretary for energy
and the environment; Robert
Rosenthal, assistant counsel at the
same Capitol address; and to Joe Mar-
tens, Commissioner, NYS DEC, 625
Broadway,  Albany, NY 12223.

Write to the comment or letters
section of your local or regional
newspaper, radio or television sta-
tion, or website.

David Gibson is a partner at
Adirondack Wild: Friends of the Forest
Preserve (www.adirondackwild.org);
dgibson@adirondackwild.org

The annual election for the Club’s
Board of Directors is now under
way. Those eligible to vote in the

national Sierra Club election will re-
ceive 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
membership obligation. Your Board
of Directors is required to stand for
election by the membership. 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 candi-
dates who express your views on
how the Club should grow and
change is both a privilege and re-
sponsibility of membership.

Members frequently state that
they don’t know the candidates and
find it difficult to vote without learn-
ing more. You can learn more by ask-
ing questions of your group and
chapter leadership and other experi-
enced members you know. Visit the

Club’s election website: http://
www.sierraclub.org/bod/2012elec-
tion/default.aspx

This site provides links to addi-
tional information about candidates,
and their views on a variety of issues
facing the Club and the environ-
ment.

You should use your own judg-
ment by taking several minutes to
read the ballot statement of each
candidate. Then make your choice
and cast your vote. Even if you re-
ceive your election materials in the
mail, please go to the user-friendly
Internet voting site to save time and
postage. If necessary, you will find
the off-line ballot is quite straightfor-
ward and easy to mark and mail.

National Club election coming this spring

The Atlantic Chapter
recommends a vote for
Katherine Pendleton in
the upcoming election
for the Sierra Club’s
Board of Directors.

Chapter backs
Katherine Pendleton

Park agency greenlights ‘sprawl on steroids’ in Adirondacks

A resort sprawling across 6,235 acres, mostly within a protected area near Tupper Lake, won’t
have a single conservation easement.

There is still time to

STOP THE ADIRONDACK

CLUB AND RESORT!

Help with legal costs today:
Send a check payable to

“PROTECT- ACR Legal Fund”

Mail to:
Protect the Adirondacks!

P.O. Box 4124
Schenectady, N.Y. 12304

Chapter starts
anti-fracking

legal fund
The Chapter is seeking funds to

pay legal fees in its fight against
fracking for natural gas.

Send a check payable to the
Sierra Club Foundation. On the
memo line of the check, write
“Atlantic Chapter Fracking
Project,” or “FC4356.”  Mail the
check to:

Sierra Club Atlantic Chapter
PO Box 886

Syosset, NY 11791-0886

Your gift is tax-deductible.
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Ducks can take the cold, but still need a place to land

The question is this: If you were a
duck, and you knew some ducks
spend the winter in bayou coun-

try and others in upstate New York,
which of the two spots would you
choose? Obviously, the bayou is
warmer; just look at the crawdads
down there. Even in mid-winter,
they’re scuttling through delta back-
waters, avoiding Cajuns and cocktail
sauce. By contrast, crayfish in upstate
New York don’t even know it’s Janu-
ary in January. They’re stiff as boards,
hibernating deep in pond mud or
under streamside rocks.

But do ducks care that much
about cold? They don’t.  A dense layer
of down covered by abundant outer
feathers shields duck bodies from
the coldest water. What about locale,
then? Do different duck species pre-
fer one wintering area over another?
They do, but it’s not a conscious
choice. When it comes to choosing

by Betsy Naselli

Wheat is a wonderful,useful
and versatile grain we all tend
to consume way too much of.

Toast, bagels or muffins for breakfast;
sandwiches for lunch; crackers and
pretzels for snacking and pasta with
bread at dinner. Even if you are not
gluten intolerant or gluten sensitive,
it is good to introduce some of the
other grains—which tend to have a
higher nutrient profile, to boot—into
your diet.

Teff is one of those ancient grains
that has so much to offer. Teff is na-
tive to Ethiopia where it accounts for
one quarter of the total cereal pro-
duction. Not a newcomer, it is be-
lieved that teff originated in Ethiopia
between 4000 BC and 1000 BC. Al-
though it has been used in Northeast
Africa for centuries, teff only became
known in other parts of the world in
the late 20th century when farmers
began to cultivate it in Australia and
the Central United States.

Packed with nutrition; it is higher
in protein than wheat and has a high
concentration of a wide variety of
nutrients, including calcium, thia-
mine and iron. The iron from teff is
easily absorbed by the body. Since
the grains are so small, the bulk of
the grain is germ and bran. It is very
high in fiber and is thought to ben-
efit people with diabetes, as it helps
control blood sugar levels. Teff con-
tains no gluten, which makes it a
suitable grain for celiacs or people
with wheat sensitivities. Due to its
nutritional content and energy en-
hancing properties, it has also gained
favor with athletes.

A cup of cooked teff contains 387
mg. of calcium, which is 40% of the
U.S. recommended daily allowance.

Nutrient-rich teff  beats wheat for protein

migration routes and wintering areas,
duck minds are programmed.If
you’re a wood duck from the
Adirondacks, and your parents have
traditionally wintered in southern
Arkansas, that’s where you’ll go.
Some may call you faint-hearted for
not wintering farther north, but you
have no choice. You’re programmed.

It’s the same with ducks that stay
north all winter. If you’re a buffle-
head that has hatched in Alberta, and
you end up wintering in upstate New
York, the decision to do so was not in
your hands. Some buffleheads from
Alberta winter as far south as the
Gulf Coast of Texas; others as far

north as the Gulf of Maine.
You ended up somewhere in be-

tween—on huge Cayuga Lake, which
looks like the sea. This is where your
forebears came in winter. This is
where your offspring will come.
You’re a slave to genetics, a small
feathered body hurtling south, east
or west on instinctive command.

Of course, you can’t be sure what
you’ll find when you end up where
your parents have always gone.
Marshes, especially, have a way of
disappearing from one year to the
next. Over the past half-century, mil-
lions of wetland acres have been
drained so people can shop or live
by a golf course. Larger bodies of
water, such as the Great Lakes and
oceans, tend to stay where they are
but can suffer from pollution. When
fouled water results, fish, inverte-
brates and other food items perish.

That’s where the genetic code

gets thrown out the window. If a
wood duck should arrive at the
southern wetland where its prede-
cessors have wintered for centuries
and find no food, or a parking lot,
that bird will fly elsewhere. Con-
versely, if common goldeneyes arrive
on the frigid Niagara River, and find
food where it always has been, they
will happily endure the cold to dive
for minnows and snails.

If you’re watching them do this,
and you’ve been watching them ev-
ery year since who-knows-when,
you’re responsibility is to protect
their winter home. Make sure the
water stays clean. Make sure the food
chain remains intact. Make sure wet-
land laws are in place to prevent
destruction of habitat.

If you hold up your end of the
bargain—to preserve their winter
world as you would your own—the
ducks will return every winter. With
luck, someone else will be worrying
just as hard about preserving their
nesting grounds in Alberta or the
Adirondacks. That’s where the ducks
will be heading soon, with spring a
few south winds away.

Naturalist Rick Marsi, a member of the
Susquehanna Group, is a journalist,
public speaker and leader of eco-tours.
His book of favorite nature columns is
Wheel of Seasons, available at
www.rickmarsi.com.  ©2012 Rick Marsi

Teff has twice as much iron as
both wheat and barley.

The recipes below use teff flour. I
keep the injera batter in the refrig-
erator and just make the flatbreads
as I want them. They are fantastic
filled with steamed or roasted sea-
sonal vegetables and a gravy, either
the one I am giving you here, or one
of your own favorites. I think teff has
a chocolate-y flavor, so I also use
these as dessert crepes with fruit
fillings and cashew creme.

Gluten-Free Injera
(from Artisan Pizza and Flatbread

in Five Minutes a Day)
Injera is a traditional Ethiopian

flatbread made with teff flour; when
being mixed, its consistency re-
sembles a pancake batter rather
than a bread dough. It is cooked in a
pan on the stove like a crepe.

2C lukewarm water
2t granulated yeast
1-11/2 t salt
2C teff flour

   1. Mix the yeast and salt with
the water in a bowl.

   2. Mix in the flour, using a
spoon. The batter is more like a bat-
ter so it will be very loose.

   3. Cover (not airtight) and allow
to rest at room temperature until the
dough rises and collapses, approxi-
mately two hours.

   4. The dough can be used imme-
diately after its initial rise, though its
distinct sour flavor will be more de-
veloped in 3 to 5 days. The longer
you let it sit, the stronger the flavor.
Refrigerate it in a lidded (not air-
tight) container and use over the
next 14 days.

   5. Cook the injera in a well sea-

soned crepe pan or non-stick skillet.
Coat the surface with oil and heat to
medium. Pour a thin layer of the
injera dough in the pan and swirl it
around to coat. It will look like a
thick crepe. Once the top of the
dough is set, about 2 minutes, care-
fully flip it and cook on the other
side for another minute.

Makes about 12 6-inch flatbreads

Savory Gravy
(from Skinny Bitch Ultimate Every-

day Cookbook)

2T grapeseed oil
1/2 yellow onion, diced
pinch of salt
1t dried sage
1t dried thyme
1t pepper
4C vegetable stock, divided

1T balsamic vinegar
1/2C unbleached all purpose flour,

or more as needed
1/2C nutritional yeast
2T white miso
pinch of salt
chopped fresh parsley for garnish

Heat the oil in a medium sauce-
pan and add the onion and a pinch
of salt. Saute over medium high heat
until translucent about 2 minutes.
Add the sage, thyme and pepper and
saute two minutes.

Add two cups of the stock and the
vinegar. Slowly add in the flour and
nutritional yeast, stirring constantly
with a whisk to prevent lumping.
Dissolve the miso in 1/2 cup of the
stock. Add the remaining stock and
the stock with the miso to the sauce-
pan while continuing to cook. Re-
duce heat and simmer until the gravy
thickens. Season with a pinch of salt,

as needed. Add more flour gradually,
if needed, to get the desired thick-
ness. Stir in parsley just before serving.

Teff Peanut Butter
Chocolate Chip Cookies

(www.terrywalters.net)

1-11/2 C teff flour (preferably
ivory)

1/4 t sea salt
1 t baking soda
1C chunky 100% peanut butter
1C maple syrup
1/2 C semisweet dark chocolate

chips

Preheat oven to 350°F.
Combine all dry ingredients in

one bowl and all wet ingredients in
another. Pour wet ingredients over
dry and blend until just combined—
do not overmix. Fold in chocolate
chips.

Line cookie sheet with parchment
paper. Drop batter by heaping tea-
spoons onto cookie sheet. Leave
cookies free-form or press down in
crisscross pattern with tines of fork.
Place in oven and bake 13 minutes
or until lightly browned. The key to
these cookies is not to overbake
them! Remove from oven and place
directly on wire rack to cool.

Makes 20 cookies

Betsy Naselli owns The Holistic Lifestyle
Company in the Syracuse area.
www.TheHolisticLifestyleCompany.com

The Atlantic Chapter encourages you to move
toward a plant-based diet to protect the environ-
ment, human health and wildlife, and to make
better use of natural resources. To learn more and
receive more recipes, contact the Biodiversity/
Vegetarian Outreach Committee at
LDESTEFANO3@twcny.rr.com, (315) 488-2140 ,
5031 Onondaga Rd., Syracuse, NY 13215-1403 or
go to www.newyork.sierraclub.org/. Click on “Con-
servation” at the top. On the left, see “Environmen-
tal Issues.” Click on “Biodiversity/Vegetarian Out-
reach.”

Millions of acres have been

drained so people can shop

or live by a golf course.

Wheel of Seasons
by Rick Marsi
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Iroquois
Martin Sage, lifetime Club member and founder of Group, dies

Martin Sage, lifetime member of the Sierra Club, died suddenly on February
3. He and his brother Samuel were founders of the Iroquois Group in 1972.
Members remember the first meetings of the Iroquois Group in Gloria’s and

Martin’s living room. Before moving to Syracuse, Martin was the
first chair of the Eugene, Oregon, Group.

In 1970 Martin and Samuel organized the first Earth Day
celebration for Central New York.

Martin served as co-political chair of the Iroquois Group and
was on the Political Committee of the Atlantic Chapter.  He was
active in many community and environmental groups and en-
joyed the outdoors as much as he worked to better the envi-
ronment.

In 2008, Martin and Gloria encouraged solar energy by installing 24 solar
panels that paid the full electrical bill for their home.  They welcomed visitors
interested in seeing the system, because they hoped people would learn that
solar is practical, even in cloudy Syracuse.

Martin was a great friend and tireless worker for the environment and his
community.  He will be greatly missed.

MARTHA LOEW

Niagara
Group promoting woodland protection, renewable energy

The Sierra Club’s Niagara Group has had a very intensive and exciting win-
ter, even with Lake Erie unfrozen and practically no snow in our region! We
have found ourselves again responding to an assault on our wooded land-
scape, this time a part of Chestnut Ridge called the Eternal Flame.

Without following any legally mandated procedures, permission was given
to build a disc golf course in the fragile shale woodland. We have documented
the damage already done and insisted that a SEQRA process be instituted,
while gathering support across the environmental community through the
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Western New York Environmental Alliance.  We are also involved in developing
a plan for the emerald ash borer that has, unfortunately, reached our region.

The primary focus of our Group’s work has been on energy.  We have a
very strong Energy Committee that has been working on developing a pro-
posal for a feed-in tariff as a pricing strategy to level the field for renewables.
We have reached out to labor and just released a “green paper” on the subject.
(See page 9.)

We have been meeting with the Buffalo public schools and sponsored pre-
sentations to them on various renewable energy strategies relevant to their
situation. They are interested, given the Buffalo School’s Construct Program
that is rehabilitatng many of our ancient schools.  And lastly, we have continued
to partner and be actively involved in the anti-fracking movement, attending
lobbying sessions locally and in Albany, and sponsoring Chris Burger to come
and lecture on the topic.

LYNDA SCHNEEKLOTH

Susquehanna
Members volunteer to monitor water for early detection of contaminaton

The Chapter is participating with the Alliance of Aquatic Resource Monitor-
ing (ALLARM) out of Dickinson College to monitor streams and waterways in
state regions impacted by hydrofracking. Since we are within miles of
hydrofracking in Pennsylvania, and share the Susquehanna watershed with
northern Pennsylvania, there is a critical need to both establish a baseline for
water quality and monitor for occurrences of fracking chemicals in our watershed.

We are recruiting 20 volunteers to commit a few hours a month to collect
samples in local waterways. The idea is to be in close proximity to each other,
so we are initially looking for volunteers within about 20 miles of Binghamton.

ALLARM will provide a day of training and tools so that we are equipped to
follow a scientific protocol in collecting and analyzing data. Barium and stron-
tium are the two signature chemicals that will be checked for when total dis-
solved solid (TDS) indicators are high. We will notify the DEC when contami-
nation is discovered.

If you would like to participate in this or have questions, e-mail
lauffer.scott@gmail.com or call him at 607-341-3746. Nine people from the
Susquehanna Group have already expressed interest, an encouraging start. You
do not have to be a Sierra Club member to participate. Once we get 20
people, we can still take more names on a waiting list, because a few people
most likely will not be able to make the training.  This is a long-term commit-
ment, so be prepared for that before signing up.

We will be the second group established in New York with ALLARM; one
was recently set up in western New York.  Several groups are currently operat-
ing effectively in Pennsylvania. For more information, go to http://www.
dickinson.edu/about/sustainability/allarm/

SCOTT LAUFFER

hydrofracking. The few officers who
were acquainted with the process
insisted that “best practices” and
“tough regulations” could address
the problem. This was usually fol-
lowed by the mantra:  “We need natu-
ral gas as a bridge fuel.”  We felt
strongly that this should not be the
Sierra Club’s vision.

The latest from San Francisco
We suspected that something was

amiss. Why would the Club hold
back on an issue that was already
devastating Pennsylvania, Texas and
over 30 other states and now threat-
ening New York?

This resistance was exposed on
February 2, 2012, when Sierra Club
Executive Director Michael Brune
revealed that the Club had accepted
$26 million in donations from gas
industry representatives. Many of us
who had suspected this was occur-
ring were actually relieved that the
Club had finally “come clean.”

We were aware of former-Execu-

tive Director Carl Pope’s relationship
with natural gas tycoon T. Boone
Pickens, and his participation at the
infamous Aspen Summit in Colorado.
At this conference, leaders from sev-
eral large environmental organiza-
tions mingled with natural gas ex-
ecutives to carefully craft a message
that extolled the virtues of shale gas
and hydrofracking. The intent was to
paint a rosy picture of gas and its
extraction process, and make it ac-
ceptable by using phrases such as
“best practices” and advocating for
“tough regulations.” The key was to
promote natural gas as a “bridge” fuel.

To be fair, even before National
revealed the gas industry donations,
we had already begun to see the
fruits of our labors. In March, 2010,
with less than two days on the job,
Michael Brune called a special meet-
ing with delegates from New York
and Pennsylvania to hear from us
personally. Michael was very much in
a listening mode. Soon after, the Club
no longer referred to gas as a “clean”
fuel that was expected to replace

continued from page 3

Fracking: Is National catching up with grassroots?
coal, and all mention of “bridge” fuel
was removed from the Energy Policy.
A whole new national campaign was
also established to address the prob-
lems of shale gas.

Our goal
National still has a long way to go

to restore trust. We believe the Sierra
Club must reestablish itself as a
strong voice of reason in the na-
tional debate on hydrofracking, and
call for a complete halt to this inher-
ently destructive process. We hope
that National will set the example
and empower other large national
environmental groups to follow suit.

Many were taken aback when
President Obama said in his State of
the Union address that we should
increase the production of natural
gas. How could the President say
that? Might the complicity of na-
tional environmental groups have
something to do with it?

The Atlantic Chapter’s fight is far
from over. Now that our own organi-
zation has “come clean,” maybe we
will see a turning point in our cam-
paign against fracking. Chapter
members can take pride in playing a
key role on both the state and na-
tional levels in pressing this issue
forward.

Chris Burger, a member of the
Susquehanna Group, co-chairs the
Chapter’s Gas Drilling Task Force, serves
on the Publications Committee and
chairs the Solid Waste Committee.

Group Roundup

Martin Sage
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