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Great Lakes water compact 
hearings now in progress

Wisconsin is currently in the mid-
dle of a series of five open house
and public comment sessions to
gather input on proposed draft
agreements among the Great Lakes
states and Canadian provinces to
update how they protect and man-
age the Great Lakes. 

The draft agreements — often
known as the Annex 2001 imple-
menting agreements — propose

how the 10 U.S. states and Canadi-
an provinces will collectively man-
age water quantity issues in the
basin, including requests for with-
drawing water from the basin and
for discharging water outside it.

The WDNR is hosting the com-
ment sessions on behalf of the
Council of Great Lakes Governors.

Continued on p. 7

GOV. DOYLE HEADLINES WHITE RIVER CEREMONY
Featured guests at the White River fishery expansion announcement ceremony 
were (left to right) Gov. Jim Doyle, State Rep. Gary Sherman (D-Port Wing), 
and Friends of the White River Chair Myron Anderson. All are standing next to 
the Carlson Memorial Bench that was installed by the Wild Rivers Chapter 
several years ago.

By Bob Rice and Bill Heart
Governor Jim Doyle announced

on August 24 the intended expan-
sion of the White River Fishery to
include a potential 7,000 acres of
land located between State Hwy 63
and State Hwy 13. 

Friends of the White River mem-
ber and Wild Rivers Chapter mem-
ber Myron Anderson acted as
master of ceremonies at the event
held at the Jeff Carlson Memorial
Bench located at the Bibon Road
canoe landing in the town of Mason. 

Governor Doyle announced his
intention to present the plan to the
WDNR Board at its meeting in Ca-
ble October 27. Doyle voiced his
confidence that the plan would be
approved.

The August gathering on the
banks of the White River was the re-
sult of a long, concentrated effort by
a number of local organizations and
individual citizens to see the cur-

rently wild nature of the White Riv-
er from the Bibon Bridge
downstream to Hwy. 13 protected so
it can remain wild and undeveloped
for future generations.

Wild Rivers TU, Friends of the
White River (and its parent entity,
the Bad River Watershed Associa-
tion), WDNR, Bayfield Regional
Conservancy, and land owners along
the White River have all worked to-
gether to see successful implemen-
tation of a plan to protect the
watershed. 

Wild Rivers TU provided fund-
ing through a Wisconsin Rivers
Grant to hire Lawrence Wiland to
write the White River Watershed
Management Plan on behalf of
Friends of the White River. 

The plan’s objectives are to: 
• research and maintain or im-

prove water quality, 
• research and maintain or im-

prove the fishery, 
• provide walk-in public access to

the river, and 
• encourage ecological preserva-

tion/restoration to protect the
scenic beauty and ecological
health of the river corridor.

Legislators and cabinet members
were in attendance at the riverside
event in addition to Doyle.

Continued on p. 4

Wild Rivers Chapter key player in local effort

White River fishery 
increase planned

Kills may test nonpoint enforcement

Willow, Pecatonica fish 
kills biggest in memory

By Mark Maffitt
Two massive manure spills have

decimated populations of trout and
other species in two southwestern
Wisconsin streams this summer.

One spill killed hundreds of fish
in Willow Creek, a prime trout
stream. A second spill killed large
numbers of game fish in the Peca-
tonica River. 

WDNR officials believe trout in
Willow Creek were killed when a
farmer illegally spread manure on
saturated ground. A subsequent
storm caused the manure to run into
the stream, robbing fish of oxygen.
Biggest kills in history

These fish kills appear to be
among the most damaging in state
history, and both streams are ex-
pected to take years to recover. 

Veteran DNR fisheries biologist
Gene Van Dyck described the Wil-
low Creek fish kill as “the most
complete trout kills I’ve seen during
my 36 years in Wisconsin.” 

Continued on p. 21

DOCUMENTING THE FISH KILL ON THE WILLOW
A WDNR employee (above) scoops up a dead fish following a massive fish kill 
on Willow Creek in Richland County. The fish kill was reported on July 17. 
WDNR responders subsequently found almost 700 dead trout in the Willow 
and its tributary, Smith Hollow Creek.
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Wisconsin TU State
Council Leadership

State Chair: Bill Pielsticker, 8045 
Crystal Lake Rd., Lodi, WI 53555-
9539 (608) 592-4718 (H);  
billpiel@merr.com
Vice Chair: Jim Hlaban, N5967 
Murray Rd., Ogdensburg, WI  
54962 (920) 244-7456; 
wiscpr@wolfnet.net
Secretary: Chuck Steudel, 1217 Cty. 
QQ, Mineral Point, WI  53565 (608) 
987-2171; csteudel@mhtc.net
Treasurer: Larry Meicher, 5258 Sal-
isbury Rd., Rio, WI 53960 (920) 
992-6612;  
dr.sausage@centurytel.net
Past State Chair: Jon Christiansen, 
237 W. Aster Ln., Mequon, WI 
53092 (414) 297-5557 (W);  
jchristiansen@foleylaw.com
Vice Chair, Central Region: Jim 
Hlaban (see above)
Vice Chair, NE Region: Larry 
Kriese, 2762 White Pine Rd., Green 
Bay, WI 54313 (920) 434-0143, 
themarshskico@aol.com
Vice Chair, Southern Region: Larry 
Meicher (see above)
Vice Chair, Western Region: John 
Bethke, 118 Vernon St., Westby, WI 
54667 (608) 634-3641;
qjlb@yahoo.com
Education: Henry Haugley, 1406 
Diamond Ct., Sun Prairie, WI 53590 
(608) 825-9768; 
hhaugley@solvnetmail.net.
Fund Raising & Friends of Wis. TU: 
John Cantwell, 3725 Ken Ridge, 

Green Bay, WI 54313 (920) 
865-4442 (phone & fax); 
JohnC3989@aol.com
Legal Counsel: Winston Ostrow, 
335 Traders Point Ln., Green Bay, 
WI 54302 (920) 432-9300 (W); 
waostrow@gklaw.com
Legislation and National Leader-
ship Council Representative: Jeff 
Smith, 7330 Old Sauk Rd., Madison, 
WI  53717-1213; (608) 836-5974 (H) 
riversmith@charter.net
Membership: John T. “Jack” Bode, 
W312 N6434 Beaver Lake Rd., 
Hartland, WI 53029 (262) 367-5300 
(H); (262) 951-7136 (W) 
jbode@gklaw.com
National Trustee: John Welter, 2211 
Frona Pl., Eau Claire, WI 54701-
7513 (715) 831-9565 (W); (715) 833-
7028 (H); jwelter@ameritech.net
Publications: Todd Hanson, 4514 
Elgar Ln., Madison, WI 53704 (608) 
268-1218 (W); (608) 243-9025 
(phone/fax); twhanson@chorus.net
Resource Policy & Rules: Bill Sher-
er, 6272 Oswego Fish Trap Rd., PO 
Box 516, Boulder Junction, WI 
54512 (715) 385-9373 (H)  
wetieit@centurytel.net
Water Resources: Bob Obma, 12870 
West Shore Drive, Mountain, WI 
54149 (715) 276-1170 (H)  
bobobma@centurytel.net
Webmaster: Jaime Sundsmo,  
webmaster@WisconsinTU.org
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Wisconsin Trout is the official publication of the Wisconsin Council of 
Trout Unlimited and is distributed to the members of Wisconsin’s 22 
TU chapters. Nonmember subscriptions are $12.50/year. Publication 
and distribution dates are the first weeks of January, April, July, and 
October. Deadlines for articles and advertisements are the 10th of 
December, March, June, and September. Advertising rate sheets are 
available, or you may download it at www.lambcom.net/witu.
Contributions and letters to the editor are welcomed. Submit articles 
and returnable photos (color or b&w) to the editorial office:

Todd Hanson, editor
4514 Elgar Ln.
Madison, WI  53704
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twhanson@chorus.net

Wisconsin Trout

Aldo Leopold (#375): Mike Barniskis, 805 S. Center St., Beaver 
Dam, WI 53916 (920) 356-0081; barniskis@yahoo.com;  
www.alctu.org

Antigo (#313): Scott Henricks, 213 Mary St., Antigo, WI 54409-
2536 (715) 623-3867; Henricks51@charter.net

Blackhawk (#390): Terry Vaughn, 4710 E. Creek Rd., Beloit, WI 
53511 (608) 755-3120 (H); VAUGHNS@INWAVE.COM

Central Wisconsin (#117): John Gremmer, 5935 Hiawatha Dr., 
Winneconne, WI   54986 (920) 582-7802; jgremmer@char-
ter.net

Coulee Region (#278): Nathan Barnhart, 400 Gillette St. #332, La 
Crosse, WI 54603 (608) 792-8044; suzanna_nathan@msn.com; 
www.CouleeRegionTU.org

Fox Valley (#193): Tony Treml, N9628 Chadbury La., Appleton, 
WI 54915 (920) 830-2322 (H); stchnfsh@execpc.com;  
www.FoxValleyTU.org

Frank Hornberg (#624): Jim Henke, 5006 Dorothy St., Stevens 
Point, WI 54481-9451 (715) 341-4503; jhenke@g2a.net

Green Bay (#083): Dennis Gusick, 1531 Lost Dauphin Rd., De 
Pere, WI 54115 (920) 336-1157; dengusick@msn.com; 
www.GreenBayTU.com

Harry & Laura Nohr (#257): Don Pluemer, 403 E. Hwy. 18, 
Montfort, WI 53569 (608) 943-8122; djpluemer@centurytel.net; 
www.NohrTU.org

Kiap-TU-Wish (#168): Gary Horvath, 623 W. Pine St., River Falls, 
WI  54022 (651) 215-9063 (H) (715) 425-8489 (W)  
gmhorvat@pressenter.com

Lakeshore (#423): Wayne Trupke, 10723 English Lake Rd., Mani-
towoc, WI 54220 (920) 758-2357; ctrupke@yahoo.com

Marinette (#422): Steve Wilke, 2526 Shore Drive, Marinette, WI 
54143 (715) 732-4911; swilke@new.rr.com

Northwoods (#256): Brian Hegge, 5077 Sunset Dr. #2, Rhine-
lander, WI 54501 (715) 362-3244 (W), (715) 362-9611 (H); 
bhegge@newnorth.net; http://www.wisconsintu.org/north-
woods/

Oconto River (#385): Jerry Paluch, 13019 Little Creek Ln, Under-
hill, WI 54124 (715) 855-1706 (H); jerrytess@ez-net.com

Ocooch Creeks (#729): Allon Bostwick, 21650 Highway A, Rich-
land Center WI 53581 (608) 547-4709 (H); 
bostwick.allo@students.uwlax.edu

Ojibleau (#255): Kelly McKnight, 1129 1/2 Barland St., Eau 
Claire, WI 54701 (715) 379-3781 (H) kjmcknig@yahoo.com; 
www.Ojibleau.com

Shaw-Paca (#381): Dave Ehrenberg, 324 East Fourth St., Manawa, 
WI 54949 (920) 596-3089; skyonna@netnet.net

Southeastern Wisconsin (#078): Chuck Beeler, 2954 S. Moorland 
Rd., New Berlin, WI 53151 (414) 486-1129 (W), (262) 789-6921

Southern Wisconsin (#061): Sue Fey, 5174 Reynolds Ave., 
Waunakee, WI 53597 (608) 442-5801; fey@wpt.org.

Wild Rivers (#415): Bill Heart, 66625 Highland Rd., Ashland, WI 
54806 (715) 682-5307 (W), 682-4703 (H), 682-3221 fax;    
wwheart@cheqnet.net; http://mywebpages.comcast.net/robert-

Wisconsin TU Chapters, Presidents, and Web Sites

Contact TU National when you 
change addresses or chapter leaders
1. Inform TU National. Call, write, or e-mail TU National on your new ad-

dress because only TU National keeps the membership database: 
Trout Unlimited (703) 522-0200
1500 Wilson Blvd. trout@tu.org
Arlington, VA  22209

2. Include your ID number and new chapter affiliation. Your ID number is
found on mailing labels attached to TROUT magazine. If you are moving
to a different city and wish to be affiliated with the TU chapter in your ar-
ea, note the new chapter number (see the text next to the map above).

Visit WITU online at:
www.WisconsinTU.org

Bill Pielsticker, Chair
8045 Crystal Lake Rd.
Lodi, WI 53555 

Chuck Steudel, Secretary 
1217 Cty. QQ 
Mineral Point, WI  53565 

Jim Hlaban, Vice-Chair
N5967 Murray Rd.,
Ogdensburg, WI 54962

Larry Meicher, Treasurer
5258 Salisbury Rd.
Rio, WI 53960



Page 3October 2004 Wisconsin Trout

Letters
Commends AG for filing cranberry case
Editor,

Recently, Wisconsin Attorney
General Peg Lautenschlager has
come under attack for doing her
job. 

It is her responsibility to uphold
the Wisconsin Constitution and to
hold accountable those who pollute
our public waters with impunity. By
suing a cranberry grower who has
continually contaminated a north-
ern Wisconsin lake, she is doing just
that. 

Her detractors incorrectly as-
sume that if a law or DNR regula-
tion doesn’t bar an activity, then it
must be perfectly legal, even if the
activity impairs the public’s rights to
use and enjoy state lakes, rivers, and
streams. 

This is not the case. Our consti-
tutionally grounded Public Trust
Doctrine has been developed
through what is known as the “com-
mon law” of court decisions. This
rich body of law is interpreted side
by side with statutes and regula-
tions, but isn’t supplanted by them.
The Public Trust Doctrine is simple:
Wisconsin holds its waters in trust
for the public, and the rights of the
public are paramount to any private
use of state waters. 

The cranberry industry has for
years received preferential treat-
ment through a law that generally
exempts it from many DNR regula-
tions. Now this industry also claims
it is protected against common law
claims under the Right to Farm
Law. But if a grower creates a public
nuisance by harming public trust
waters, the attorney general has a
duty to protect the public interest by
going to court to right the wrong.
The highest law of our state is the
state constitution, and where the
Public Trust Doctrine is concerned,

both the Right to Farm Law and the
Cranberry Law must yield to it. 

The attorney general’s lawsuit
aims to stop excessive amounts of
pollution into Lac Courte Oreilles
in Sawyer County and to clean up
the portion of the lake that has been
harmed by years of polluted dis-
charges. 

A growing body of scientific
knowledge shows that cranberry op-
erations can cause serious harm to
water quality. For instance, a 2000
study conducted on Little Trout
Lake in Vilas County concluded
that one bay of the lake had been so
damaged by pollution related to
growing cranberries that it had be-
come “a eutrophic bay with high nu-
trients and algal blooms that is
rapidly filling in with toxic sedi-
ment.” 

Wisconsin has a long history of
turning a blind eye to the damaging
practices of many in the cranberry
industry. The Legislature and the
DNR have largely ignored the well-
documented environmental degra-
dation caused by the cranberry in-
dustry, which very effectively curries
special favors from elected and ap-
pointed officials in Madison. 

It would certainly be preferable
to have the Legislature and the
DNR live up to their responsibility
to protect the public trust by more
effectively regulating the cranberry
industry. Unfortunately, they have
lacked the political will to do so.
Lautenschlager should be applaud-
ed for doing her duty and for refus-
ing to be intimidated by cranberry
growers. 

The cranberry industry has for
too long been afforded a special ex-
emption to exploit and pollute our
waters. In a state with such a strong
natural resource legacy, no one in-

dustry deserves special treatment
and the cranberry industry should
not be allowed to be a bitter pill for
the environment. 

Melissa Scanlan
Midwest Environmental Ad-
vocates
Madison, WI

Suggests benthos study for Black Earth Cr.
Editor,

In your Wisconsin Trout July,
2004, newsletter an article written
about the growing tree canopy as
being potentially detrimental to
Black Earth Creek was very inter-
esting.

Mr. Dennis Franke makes a
strong case given his vast knowledge
about the Black Earth Creek. I also
concur with him that the limited
DNR fish sampling in the spring dis-
torts what is really happening during
low-water, high-temperature peri-
ods.

The best way of obtaining valu-
able answers to the questions would

be to conduct quantitative benthos
studies throughout the river up-
stream and downstream from areas
in question. While the biotic index
might show some trouble areas, a
good benthos quantitative study is
reproducible and provides numbers
and types.

Benthos data are much more re-
liable than fish data and the litera-
ture references are about dealing
with water quality effects and habi-
tat changes.

Bruce E. Markert
Sun Prairie, WI

Why landowners get upset with anglers
Editor,

The Ocooch TU Chapter has
started an intensive project on Elk
Creek, which will include stream
restoration for brook trout, re-
search, education, and prairie resto-
ration. In gathering background
information, Ocooch members in-
terviewed trout fishermen on Elk
Creek during the first two weekends
of regular season in May. Some un-
expected findings surfaced.

First, although over 60 interviews
were carried out, it became very evi-
dent that there were only a small
number of individuals who were
making multiple trips to Elk Creek
as well as visiting other area
streams. 

Second, all the anglers who were
interviewed had come from over a
50-mile distance.

Third, only two had asked per-
mission to fish even though all inter-
views were carried out on private
land. Many did not wear boots (wet
foot rule).

Fourth, chapter members had to
remind many anglers to remove
waste articles that they had discard-
ed. The members also removed bait
cans, food containers, and closed a

pasture gate that had been left
open. 

Fifth, chapter members observed
limit violations. DNR warden Mike
Nice arrested three individuals (who
were not interviewed) for posses-
sion of six to nine trout a piece
opening weekend.

These findings shed a very unfa-
vorable light on the trout angler.
The local landowners see these
trout fisherman as a few out of area
individuals who make multiple trips
to his land to harvest as many trout
as possible, and have very little re-
spect for him, his land, or the law.
The three TU members inter-
viewed were fishing ethically, how-
ever most landowners simply lump
all trout fisherman in the same cate-
gory. 

Although public easement is in-
creasing throughout the state, much
of the prime trout streams remain
on private land. I would encourage
the State Council to form a commit-
tee on landowner relations. This
committee would address the con-
cerns of the landowner, as well as
relate our respect for him and for
his land. 

Dick Peters

Angling for rebates: strategies 
for recruiting new members 

By Bill Pielsticker
One year ago, TU National refo-

cused its chapter rebate policy to
emphasize recruiting new members
at the chapter level. The reward for
successful chapters is a $15 rebate
for each new member. 

As with any program, some of
our chapters do this better than oth-
ers. The Wisconsin State Council is
arranging a training session for
chapters to learn about successful
recruiting strategies, and to share
their experience with others. 

On February 5, in conjunction
with the State Council Annual Ban-
quet, John Gale, chapter support
coordinator for TU National, will
host a training session on new mem-
ber recruitment. 

Gale has been working with
chapters across the country in ef-
forts to increase member recruit-
ment and reel in those fat rebates.
He is primed to share those strate-
gies with you, as well as the most
successful strategies of our own
chapters. 

Each Wisconsin chapter is invit-
ed to send volunteers to the after-
noon training session. The first two
attendees from each chapter will al-
so receive free tickets to the annual
banquet.

See the next issue of Wisconsin
Trout for specifics on the training
session and how to sign up. 

Or you may contact State Coun-
cil Chair Bill Pielsticker using the
contact information on p. 2 of this
issue of Wisconsin Trout.

Tom Deer of Fox Valley 
Chapter passes away July 29

By Tony Treml
The Fox Valley Chapter and Wis-

consin TU has lost one of its leaders
and teachers with the passing of
Tom Deer on July 29. 

Tom lived life to its fullest while
battling cancer for the past 12 years.
If you didn’t know Tom personally,
you would not have realized his
struggles. He was always positive
and put his best foot forward while
serving as President of the Chapter
for the past two years.

Tom was very active water re-
source issues such as, the Crandon
Mine, Mecan Springs, and Polar
Springs. He bent the ear of our local
state representative long and hard
to get the state to purchase the
Skunk Lake property. Tom never
missed the handicapped fishing day.
But perhaps Tom’s most important
contribution was the time he spent
teaching countless hundreds of
young people fly tying and casting.
He will truly be missed.

I think Tom Lager from our
chapter said it best, “It’s good to
know we have ‘one of our own’ fish-
ing the eternal trout streams, and
like John (the one Jesus loved), Tom
is a dry fly fisherman.”

The Fox Valley Chapter has set
up a memorial fund for Tom Deer.
If anyone is interested in donating,
checks should be made out to Fox
Valley TU with “Tom Deer Memori-
al” in the notes to: 

Tony Treml
N9628 Chadbury La.
Appleton, WI 54915

Tom Deer TU QUIZ
A WDNR study in southeastern Wisconsin has 
found that trout streams begin being degraded 
when which percentage of hard surfaces 
(streets, parking lots, etc.) cover nearby land?
A. 10% B. 20% C. 30% D. 33%

Answer: A. It takes just 10% of hard surfaces to begin affecting trout waters.
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WHITE RIVER: expansion plan
Continued from p. 1

Also attending were State Rep.
Gary Sherman, who is responsible
for bringing the White River Water-
shed Plan to Governor Doyle’s at-
tention, WDNR Secretary Scott
Hassett, Tourism Secretary Jim Hol-
perin, and Senator Robert Jauch. 

The event was also well attended
by 60 members of the grassroots or-
ganizations that have collaborated
to protect the White River water-
shed from development. 

During his remarks, Doyle spoke
about the importance of the State
Stewardship Fund in providing pro-
tection of Wisconsin’s natural re-
sources through purchasing plans.
Doyle’s request to the DNR Board
in October will essentially be a re-
quest for the Board to approve des-
ignation of 7,000 acres of land
between the Bibon Bridge and
Highway 13 as eligible for purchase
from willing land owners utilizing
the Stewardship Fund.

At the get-together, Doyle
praised the work of the citizens’
group and Sherman to get this pro-
posal going forward, as well as the
willingness of concerned landown-
ers to preserve this river corridor in
its wild state with public access.

Sherman applauded the efforts
of local concerned citizens and
groups working together for the
common goal of protecting the
White River as wild land. 

Sherman alluded to the fact that
government works best when con-
cerned local citizens are the authors
of efforts such as those by the col-
laborative members working to pro-
tect the White River, and when

they, in turn, bring those efforts to
the attention of their legislators,
rather than the alternative of out-
side organizations and agencies
coming to an area telling them what
they should do to protect an area.

Due to the high profile of the
Governor’s visit, the White River
plan has received great media atten-
tion. Wild Rivers TU and the
groups we have collaborated with in
developing the White River Water-
shed Management Plan were given
media exposure in local papers. As
a chapter, we can be proud that our
efforts have gotten such high visibil-
ity and support from our legislators
in Madison and that the goal of see-
ing the watershed protected draws
closer to actuality at a much faster
pace than most of us anticipated
even a year ago.

As a follow-up to the announce-
ment, the WDNR held a public in-
formational meeting on the
feasibility study for the White River
Fisheries Area Boundary Expansion
Area. The meeting was attended by
approximately 35 landowners and
interested citizens. Most of the
comments were positive. 

Some of the concerns brought
forward included land being taken
off of tax roles and harsher regula-
tions in the boundary area. The
DNR personnel present did a good
job addressing these concerns.
There will be a two-week comment
period. All comments will be pre-
sented to the DNR Board at their
October meeting to be held in Ca-
ble. The Wild Rivers Chapter will
be commenting at the DNR Board
meeting.

Awards Criteria
Trout Unlimited Resource Award of Merit
• Recipient can be a person, corporation, organization, employer,

or representative of any of the above. May be a nonmember.
• Award can be presented posthumously.
• Award is given for outstanding contributions to conservation

(does not need to be given for trout or salmon contributions).
Nature of award — TU National’s print of the year or the Wisconsin 
trout stamp print of the year with inscribed plate attached.

Lee and Joan Wulff Conservation Leadership Award
• Recipient an individual who has demonstrated outstanding ser-

vice in the field of conservation.
• Recipient to be selected by the Exec. Committee of the Council.
• Award remains with a recipient for one year and then travels to

the next year’s recipient.
Nature of award — a framed collection of flies tied by Lee Wulff. 

Trout Unlimited Gold Trout Award for Service
• Recipient must be a member in good standing of Wisconsin TU.
• Award will be presented to any person who has been an officer of

the State Council, a national director, or any committee chair-
man, elected or appointed. This individual must have served at
least one year of his or her term.

Nature of award — an inscribed plaque with leaping gold trout.

Trout Unlimited Gold Net Award 
• Recipient an individual who has been a member in good standing

of WITU for a period of at least five years.
• Recipient must have participated in at least one major state or

chapter fund-raising event in the last five years.
• Recipient must have worked on or attended at least five TU re-

source projects in the last five years.
Nature of award — a custom net with gold mesh and inscribed handle.

Silver Trout Award for Chapter Merit
• Recipient a WITU chapter that has restored, enhanced, or pro-

tected Wisconsin’s trout or salmon resource.
• Total value of the project, including the value placed on man-

hours and materials, must total at least $3,500.
• The project must involve trout and salmon resources available to

the public to fish. Projects for private use only do not qualify.
• The end result of the project must demonstrate a long-term com-

mitment or benefit to the trout or salmon resource.
Nature of award — a silver plaque with printed inscription.

Jeffrey Carlson Volunteer Award
• Recipient a WITU member who, following the example of Jeff’s

work over many years on coaster brook trout restoration, has tak-
en a leadership role on a major project that either improved an
entire stream, reach, or watershed, or which preserved or re-
stored a species in a body of water.

• The recipient’s efforts on the project in question must span more
than one year.

Nature of award — inscribed plaque suitable for on-site placement.

Special Appreciation DNR Personnel Award
• Recipient a state fish manager who has shown concern for the

trout resource over and above his or her normal duties.
Nature of award — a certificate outlining his or her accomplishments.

Certificate of Appreciation
• Recipient must be members of Wisconsin TU, with the exception

of certain landowners only.
• Recipient can be indirectly related to the trout and salmon re-

source (e.g., the recipient can be a landowner on a project, an ed-
ucator, a media representative, a contributor of certain
equipment, or a related conservation organization).

• Recipient can be someone in an organization for his or her efforts
within that organization (e.g., DNR employee).

Nature of award — a certificate outlining his or her accomplishments.
NOTES: All award nominations must be submitted to the awards
committee as a written narrative describing the candidates’ accom-
plishments, be that nominee an individual, chapter, or other. Nomi-
nations must be submitted to the committee at least 60 days before
the annual banquet. Successful recipients will be notified by the com-
mittee at least 15 days prior to the banquet. All award recipients
must be present at the awards banquet. The judgment and selection
of all award recipients will be made by the awards committee, and
their selections will be final.

It’s nomination time  
for Council awards

State Council Awards Commit-
tee Chair Larry Meicher is now
accepting nominations for the
Council’s yearly awards. Nomina-
tions should be submitted to:

Larry Meicher
5258 Salisbury Rd.

Rio, WI 53960
Nominations must be in the

form of a written narrative de-
scribing the accomplishments of
the candidate, chapter, or entity
and submitted by Dec. 2. See be-
low for further criteria.

Mark your calendar today 
for Wisconsin TU’s

Annual State
Council Banquet

Saturday, Feb. 5
Park Plaza Hotel

Oshkosh
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TU, junk science, and typical 
liberal environmentalism

By Bill Pielsticker
WITU Chair

As State Council Chair, I have
been trying to increase Wisconsin
TU’s visibility through press con-
tacts and, where appropriate, press
releases. Following my press re-
lease in July applauding a lawsuit by
eight state attorneys general (in-
cluding Wisconsin’s) as well as the
City of New York aimed at forcing
the five largest coal-fired utilities to
reduce their greenhouse gas emis-
sions, I received the following e-
mail:

Once again I find myself at odds
with an organization I am a mem-
ber of. To this day, there is no con-
clusive scientific evidence that a
“Global Warming” threat exists,
yet the leaders of this so called
sportsman's club is placing its
stock in the junk science that sug-
gests it does.
I joined this association to learn
how to fly fish, but all I have been
treated to is typical liberal environ-
mentalism. My membership runs
out this Fall, and that is where I
wil l  leave it. Your magazines,
newsletters and press releases
have done little or nothing to fur-
ther my education in the art of fly
fishing, although I have learned a
lot about demagoguery.
Our activist attorney general will
receive her mandate in a couple
years when she faces the elector-
ate. In the meantime, consider
this my protest to you and Trout
Unlimited. I've had it.

—David D., Twin Lakes, WI

Well, I generally don’t like to
lose a member, but maybe we aren’t
a good fit for someone like David.
In the first place, Trout Unlimited is
a conservation organization. Our
mission is to preserve, protect, and
restore coldwater fisheries and their
watersheds. That’s why our mem-
bers spent nearly 20,000 hours (!) on
stream work and other conservation
projects in Wisconsin in 2003. While
some chapters offer limited instruc-

tion in fly casting, that is secondary
to our main mission.

As to the charge that Trout Un-
limited exhibits “typical liberal envi-
ronmentalism,” I couldn’t disagree
more. What Trout Unlimited actual-
ly exhibits is a traditional conserva-
tion ethic tracing back to the days of
Teddy Roosevelt. This pre-dates
“typical liberal environmentalism”
by 50 years or more. In fact, many
people, including landowners along
trout streams, see TU as one organi-
zation that “puts its money where its
mouth is” and gets things done on
the land rather than focusing on the
more typical environmental tactic of
lawsuits (though we can resort to
that when needed).

What really seems to trouble this
critic, though, is the issue of global
warming. Prior to issuing my press

release in support of the lawsuit to
force the five largest coal-burning
utilities to reduce their emission of
greenhouse gasses the same way
other utilities have done, I did some
research. According to the best
available models, if the earth heats
up four degrees Fahrenheit over the
next century, the result for Wiscon-
sin will be longer, warmer summers,
increased evaporation, decreased
stream flows, and the near elimina-
tion of brook trout IN THIS
STATE, along with similar results
for the native brook trout fisheries
in the Southeast, New York, and
New England.  

The e-mail claims “there is no
conclusive scientific evidence that a
global warming threat exists.” Let’s
examine this statement. First, sci-
ence rarely proves anything “conclu-

sively.” Rather, scientific findings
generally are couched in terms of
likelihood, as in 90% likelihood that
X causes Y, or 95% likely to….
Second, the scientific community
agrees overwhelmingly that the
threat of global warming indeed
does exist and merits immediate ac-
tion now. In 1995, following an ex-
haustive review of scientific
research, the United Nation’s Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate
Change concluded not only that the
threat of global warming exists, but
that it is already occurring and is, in
large part, caused by human actions.  

More recently, our own National
Academy of Sciences came to the
same conclusion. Even the White
House’s U.S. Climate Change Sci-
ence Program now says that the only
explanation for the rise in global

temperatures over the last 35 years
is human influence, generally by ris-
ing levels of greenhouse gases. 

A few scientists with question-
able agendas argue otherwise, but
that hardly proves that global warm-
ing is “junk science.” If you want
more on both the evidence and its
critics, see Boiling Point (2004) by
Pulitzer prize-winning reporter
Russ Gelbspan. One thing is clear,
for the news media to be fair and
properly reflect the current scientif-
ic opinion while presenting both
sides of the global warming debate,
they would have to present at least
nine scientists who see clear evi-
dence of man-made warming for ev-
ery scientist who says otherwise. (It
wouldn’t hurt to identify the funding
sources for the scientists, as well.) 

Now let’s get to the heart of the
matter. If we are to wait for conclu-
sive proof that man-made global
warming is occurring, we will have
lost our chance to slow it down or
stop it from happening. This brings
to mind the precautionary principle:
if there is a good possibility that do-
ing something will cause serious
harm, it is better to avoid that activi-
ty until you can be sure it won’t.

Clearly it is too late to avoid in-
dustrial era emissions of greenhouse

gases, but it is not too late to throt-
tle back on today’s emissions (i.e.,
specific types of air pollution). Cer-
tainly that would cause some dislo-
cations in business and industry.
However, by not acting we will very,
very likely cause severe dislocations
in our fisheries, wildlife, agriculture,
tourism, and other areas of life.

I think most of us would agree
that it makes more sense for the
businesses and industries that are
causing the problem be the ones
that pay for it, rather than forcing
the rest of us to learn how to man-
age in an environment that looks
more like southern Nebraska than
Wisconsin. Then again, maybe we
would all prefer to fish for small-
mouth bass rather than brook trout
— we just don’t know it yet!

One final note. David D. is cor-
rect that Wisconsin’s Peg Lauten-
schlager is an activist attorney
general. You may support this or
not, and many of you may not. Even
so, in this case, our attorney general
is acting along with those of Califor-
nia (with the approval of Governor
Schwarzenegger), Connecticut, Io-
wa, New Jersey, New York, Rhode
Island, and Vermont, along with the
Corporation Council of the City of
New York (with the blessing of May-
or Bloomberg). As with the issue of
mercury pollution, when the federal
government refuses to act in the
face of compelling evidence, it is left
to the states to act on their own. 

This is why I issued a press re-
lease welcoming the lawsuit, confi-
dent that it reflects the conservation
mission of Trout Unlimited to do
what we can to see that our chil-
dren, grandchildren, and their
grandchildren are able to enjoy
trout fishing in their day as we do
now. If we have to carry on without
a few people who disagree, so be it.

Bill Pielsticker

State Council meeting preview
Michigan Council’s Bowman 
to speak at Oct. 9 meeting

By Bill Pielsticker
Rich Bowman, executive director

of the Michigan TU State Council,
will attend the next Wisconsin State
Council meeting October 9 at
Shooters Supper Club in Plover.

Bowman will describe the work
he does as a full-time staff person
for the Michigan Council. He also
will address issues such as chapter
support for his work and how the
Michigan Council raises the funds
to maintain his position. The meet-
ing will start at 9:30 a.m. and will be
followed by our third strategic plan-
ning session. 

As noted in the last issue of Wis-
consin Trout, the question of wheth-
er Wisconsin TU should consider
hiring an executive director was
raised by members in response to a
strategic planning questionnaire
sent to chapter leaders in January.
Of the 15 themes tackled by small
groups, several note the usefulness
of having an executive director to
help carry them out. 

However, members have raised
several questions about the execu-
tive director theme. It is hoped that
Bowman will be able to address
those questions. 

The agenda for the planning ses-
sion in October is to review the 15
themes that have been considered,
examine what is required to imple-
ment each, and establish priorities
between them. Many of the themes,
such as “Leadership Training,” or
“Information Exchange & Commu-
nication” are easy to evaluate. Oth-
ers, like the executive director idea,
will require more discussion.

If you have strong feelings on this
matter, please let your chapter pres-
ident or state council representative
know so your ideas can be brought
to the discussion. 

The full list of themes that have
been reviewed by small groups at
the previous two meetings are: Hab-
itat & Stream Improvement; Lead-
ership Training; Fishing Education;
Membership; and Executive Direc-
tor; Fellowship; Fundraising; Mar-
keting/Image/PR; Recognition &
Awards; Relations with national
TU; Relations with Landowners;
and several others which may be
combined: Coordination-Informa-
tion Exchange & Communication -
Political Action-Council/Chapter
Interaction.

Full Line
ORVIS Dealer

Glendale Crossing Mall
2450 Velp Avenue

Green Bay, WI 54303

�

920-434-7240
www.latitudenorth.net

�

STORE HOURS:
M-W: 10-6 p.m.
Th-F: 10-7 p.m.
Sat: 9-4 p.m.

Exclusive Full-line Orvis Dealer
Serving North East Wisconsin

�

�

Large selection of flies and tying
materials.

Orvis breathable waders & the Orvis
line of outdoor & casual apparel.

• Fall Guided Salmon, Steelhead, and 
Lake Run Brown Trips 

• New TLS Pro Guide Rods from Orvis 
starting at $255 

• Save shipping costs with our Orvis 
catalog order service 

As to the charge that Trout Unlimited exhibits “typical liberal 
environmentalism,” I couldn’t disagree more. What Trout 

Unlimited actually exhibits is a traditional conservation ethic 
tracing back to the days of Teddy Roosevelt. 
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Overgrown tree canopy not 
only ill on Black Earth Creek

By Dennis Franke
It was encouraging to see Wis-

consin Trout reprint the two-part ar-
ticle by Chris Dyer on Black Earth
Creek (BEC) published last year in
our local paper that services the val-
ley communities. Dyer did a fine job
of weaving together the different
viewpoints of those studying the
creek and in presenting the prob-
lems that have taken a toll on this
once nationally famous trout
stream. 

I say “encouraging”
because the more
anglers that learn
about and under-
stand the detrimen-
tal process of
deciduous woods

succession over grasses and bushes
on our wonderful Dairyland spring
creeks, the sooner Trout Unlimited
chapters and the DNR will re-orient
their stream management policies
to more aggressively deal with a
problem 30 years in the growing.
BEC — a once different stream

In the mid-60s, BEC looked
more like the Big Green or Timber
Coulee: an open pasture and mead-
ow creek with a cluster of trees and
bushes now and then. Extensive
limestone rock riprap and strategic
rock deflectors speeded the current
and scoured the channel, bringing
back the gravel and spawning condi-
tions that made it a wild fishery
once again. 

Slower stretches, edged with wa-
tercress and water buttercup beds,
forced multiple current channels to
form three to four feet deep. The
weedbeds trapped the silt, and fist-
sized rubble was once again exposed
from under 100 years of cropland
runoff. Mayfly hatches were prolific,
with multiple blue-winged olive spe-
cies and multiple broods, and heavy
Hendrickson/sulphur hatches that
lasted for over two weeks. Much of
the water looked similar to the
downstream meadow stretch at
South Valley Road, but faster.
Limestone crags and peaks from the
valley bluffs were more visible, giv-
ing a more arid, more Western look
to the landscape. 

As a young fly fisher, I lost many
big trout to BEC’s cressbeds and
weak 1.5 lb. tippet, but I discovered
Black Earth Creek was the finest trout
stream in the state. Later I found
other anglers shared my opinion:
master anglers like Lowell and Bob
Gennrich and journalists like Tom
Wendelburg and Tom McNally. 
Understanding Wisconsin 
spring creek biology

My ongoing critical comments
over the years regarding the man-
agement of BEC derive from a pro-
found respect for the type of fishery it
once was and for its capacity to better
itself. Knowing many Wisconsin
DNR fisheries biologists, I respect
them and the tradition they are a
part of. As I said in the article, “the
Wisconsin DNR led the nation in
understanding the ecology of the
spring creek trout stream. They
identified a process that applies to
all streams of this type: remove cat-
tle and cut down trees and the
stream improves. 

And they also realized that if you
don’t maintain the stream banks (in
grasses and bushes), conditions go
down hill quickly.” Just what condi-
tions develop have been researched
by Wisconsin DNR fisheries biolo-
gists for over 45 years. Research by
Oscar Brynildson, Ray White, and

Robert Hunt, has shown that on fer-
tile, spring-fed, limestone/dolomite
streams like Black Earth, Mt. Ver-
non, the Big Green, Timber Coulee,
the Willow, Trout Creek, and doz-
ens of others, an extensive tree can-
opy shading the stream contributes
to the following conditions:
• increased sedimentation,
• reduced production of aquatic

invertebrate trout foods,
• reduced trout carrying capacity, 
• fluctuating, often low, oxygen

levels due to suppression of the
main photosynthetic controls in
this kind of autotrophic (plant-
producing), prairie stream eco-
system, and

• angler competition for open,
fishable access.
So, the word “wonder” as used in

WisTrout’s headline (“Fishers won-
der whether growing tree canopy is
detrimental to BEC”) is not appro-
priate. It’s not a question of “won-
dering” but “observing.” And this
can be done by any angler with an
educated eye. 

All five of the negative impacts
caused by extensive canopying are
observable on Black Earth Creek
(and Mt. Vernon Creek and others). 
An example: the canopy on 
BEC at Salmo Pond

Let’s use the Salmo Pond stretch
at Sherbel Road as an example. 

Sedimentation — In the dense
forest of willow, northern red cedar,
white pine, and cottonwood that
towers over 50 feet, the water is a
cluster of impounding log jams and
debris, the stream channel laden
with a pervasive blanket of gray
shifting silt (topsoil from the local
too-close corn crop farming). In the
lack of sunlight, weed beds give way
to only exposed rocks and debris as
habitat for aquatic organisms. 

Insect life — Mayflies and caddis
are almost totally absent; scuds and
midges and black fly larvae (species
more tolerant to pollution and low-
er oxygen) have taken their place.
Fishing success is poor through this
stretch, and trout sightings are few. 

Reduced capacity — A large
trout or two is found, but each
needs extensive stream footage to
eek out a diet. 

Low oxygen — Southern Wiscon-
sin TU is now monitoring BEC for
oxygen levels, so we will have to wait
and see what these “observations”
(and measurements) come up with.

Angler competition — Anglers
avoid stretches like this, most often
preferring South Valley Road or
Park Street where more ideal mead-
ow/prairie conditions prevail. Miles
of good stream above and below are
unfishable, even for the most expert
rollcaster. 
Four major problems on BEC

For the record, the extensive tree
canopy on Black Earth Creek is only
one of the four major problems suf-
fered by this once truly fantastic
trout stream. From my studies while
living on the creek for the last 12
years, they include: 
1. Urban stormwater runoff pollu-

tion from Cross Plains, with flash
flood bank erosion and broad
temperature fluctuations. 

2. A continuing threat of barnyard
pollution from the three sites
contributing to the fish kill in
June, 2001, plus a potential new
one added along County P.

3. Cropland fertilizer runoff pollu-
tion and filamentous algae over-
production.

Continued on p. 15

Analysis
Member
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Vetrano honored for recreation 
efforts on behalf of disabled

La Crosse WDNR fisheries biol-
ogist Dave Vetrano was one of eight
individuals, organizations, and busi-
nesses receiving awards for their ef-
forts to provide outdoor recreation
opportunities for people with dis-
abilities.

The DNR Disabled Advisory
Council presented the awards July
23 at High Cliff State Park after
touring a new accessible cabin un-
der construction on the grounds. 

Vetrano was cited for embracing
the mission of accessibility in
projects ranging from providing ac-
cessible fishing along the Coon
Creek to recent fishing pier installa-
tions.

Besides Vetrano, other awards
were presented to:

• Arthur L. Miller of Miller Engi-
neering and New Horizons Un-
limited of Milwaukee.

• Fishing Has No Boundaries, Na-
tional Chapter/ Headquarters. 

• Dale R. Petkovsek, Sunset Pines
Resort in Willard. 

• Kent Goeckerman of Mullen. 
• Anthonette Gilpatrick of Madi-

son. 
• Buckhorn State Park. 
• Mirror Lake State Park near

Baraboo. 
Awards were presented by DNR

Deputy Secretary Bill Smith; Dotti
Krieger, the agency’s accessibility
coordinator; and Werner Burkat,
chair of the Disabled Advisory
Council. 

VETRANO RECEIVES AWARD
Fisheries biologist Dave Vetrano (right) receives an award for his work helping 
the disabled enjoy outdoor activities from WDNR Deputy Secretary Bill Smith.

Environmental groups offer 
concerns about Annex draft

Throughout the four-year “Annex 2001” process, a large collabora-
tive of conservation and environmental organizations has been work-
ing to influence this agreement to ensure it has the necessary
protections to adequately care for Great Lakes ecology. After analyz-
ing the draft compact, the collaborative has identified the following
points to consider during the public comment period. 

1. No weakening — There are many positive aspects of the draft
compact, including enforcement and public participation. The
draft compact must not be weakened. 

2. Apply improvement standard more broadly — Subjecting with-
drawals to the standards of no harm, conservation, and improve-
ment was the core commitment of Annex 2001. As drafted, the
improvement standard will not apply to the majority of proposals. 

3. Add conservation goals — The document requires conservation
“plans and measures” for various water withdrawers, but provides
no definition of those terms. To ensure conservation will be effec-
tive, the document needs to provide guidance and goals for such
plans and measures. 

4. Modify withdrawal averaging — Thresholds for withdrawal
quantities should be averaged over 30 days, not over 120 days.
Averaging over periods longer than 30 days will exempt from
oversight many damaging withdrawal projects.

5. Change withdrawal approval policy — Approval is needed from
all eight Great Lakes governors for a diversion of one million gal-
lons per day or more. Approval is only needed from six Great
Lakes governors for in-basin water losses of five million gallons
per day, which would have a greater impact on Great Lakes
waters. This discrepancy is so blatantly discriminatory that it seri-
ously undermines the compact’s potential for legal durability.
Thresholds requiring approval from all eight Great Lakes gover-
nors should be diversions of one million gallons per day or more
and in-basin water losses or one million gallons per day or more
or in-basin withdrawals of five million gallons per day or more.

6. Speed up implementation timeline — Each of the Great Lakes
states is required to complete their own water management plan.
In the draft, states are given 10 years from the adoption of this
compact to develop and implement their plans. The time frame
should be five years. The delayed phase-in time between their
commitment to reform and the actual implementation could
cause failure of the entire compact.

7. Address public trust rights — The compact must specifically
protect public trust responsibilities and rights. 

8. Clarify return water language — The current definition of return
flow appears to require the return of the actual water withdrawn.
This is a critical protection against the introduction of invasive
species and must be retained in any final document.

9. Return water to point of origin — The percentage of water that
is required to be returned to the basin after withdrawal should be
returned as near to point of taking as possible. This is critical to
preventing unnecessary ecosystem damage.

10. Retain safeguards while implementing — The Water Resources
Development Act needs to remain in place to safeguard the Great
Lakes until the compact is successfully implemented.

Remaining hearings
The remaining hearing loca-
tions and dates of are:
Monday, October 4 — 
Stevens Point. UW-Stevens 
Point College of Natural Re-
sources lobby and auditori-
um, 800 Reserve St. 
Tuesday, October 5 — Du-
luth. Holiday Hotel & Suites, 
Lake Michigan Room, 200 W. 
1st St. 
Wednesday, October 6 — 
Ashland. Northern Great 
Lakes Visitor Center, U.S. 
Highway 2 and County High-
way G, west of Ashland.

COMPACT: hearings on Great 
Lakes water agreement set
Continued from p. 1

On July 19, Gov. Jim Doyle and
Ohio Gov. Bob Taft, co-chairs of the
council, announced the start of a 90-
day public comment period for the
draft agreements, which representa-
tives from state and provincial envi-
ronmental agencies developed over
the past three years.

“As co-chair of the council, I rec-
ognize how vitally important water
quantity issues are to our state and
to the region,” Doyle says. “Wiscon-
sin’s economy depends on the avail-
ability of a clean and plentiful
supply of water and these drafts
seek to ensure that the Great Lakes
continue to be a viable resource and
are protected for future genera-
tions. We want to hear what Wiscon-
sin citizens think of these drafts and
how to improve them.”

Todd Ambs, DNR’s top water
leader, called the proposed agree-
ments “unprecedented in the world”
and said the five Wisconsin sessions
would give citizens a variety of op-
portunities to comment on one of
the “most significant water issues
impacting the Great Lakes in our
lifetimes.” 

 “We’re working to put in place a
system that recognizes that all of us
in the Great Lakes region are con-
nected by the largest source of fresh
water in the world,” Ambs says. “We
need to take bold steps to ensure
that all significant decisions affect-
ing that resource are connected as
well.”

Comments gathered at the Wis-
consin sessions will be forwarded to
the council for the working group to
consider as they develop the final
drafts. 

The proposals would implement
Annex 2001, an amendment to the
Great Lakes Charter, which itself

was signed in 1985 by the 10 juris-
dictions: Wisconsin, Illinois, Indi-
ana, Michigan, Minnesota, New
York, Ohio, Ontario, Pennsylvania,
and Quebec. That good faith agree-
ment called on the jurisdictions to
regulate all requests for withdrawals
of two million gallon a day of water
from the Great Lakes, and to sub-
mit for informal review by the other
signatories requests for removing
five million or more gallons. 

The council started updating the
charter in the late 1990s to respond
to concerns that private and public
interests outside the basin wanted to
tap into Great Lakes water. That
concern grew following a Canadian
company’s 1998 request to remove
60 million gallons per year from
Lake Superior to sell in Asia. Ontar-
io initially granted the request but
later rescinded it. 

The proposed implementing
agreements seek a binding, formal
agreement, not just a good faith
agreement, among the jurisdictions,
“to help avoid conflicts and shortag-
es in the future and protect the re-
source and related ecosystems,” the
council says. “These agreements will
ensure that authority over the Great
Lakes remains with the Governors
and Premiers.”

Key provisions establish a new
standard for reviewing proposed
withdrawals and formally include
the eight Great Lakes governors
and the premiers of Ontario and
Quebec in reviewing proposed di-
versions and consumptive use of wa-
ter. Diversions occur when water is
removed from the basin. Consump-
tive uses occur within the basin and
can include such things as bottling
water, drinking water supply, irriga-
tion, and industrial use of water. 

View the full agreement and re-
lated materials at the council’s Web
site at www.cglg.org. 

Wisconsin’s public comment ses-
sions, with the exclusion of the Oct.
5 Duluth session, will all feature an
open house from 4-6 p.m. with in-
formation stations and staff on hand
to answer questions. A formal pre-
sentation and the public comment
period will start at 6 p.m.   

People also can submit written
comments or comment online. Send
written comments to:

David Naftzger, Executive
Director, Council of Great
L akes  Governors ,  35  E .
Wacker Drive, Suite 1850,
Chicago, IL 60601 

Submit e-mail comments to
Annex2001@cglg.org or enter them
online at http://www.cglg.org.
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Chapter president profile

Mike Barniskis brings new spark to Leopold chapter
By Kevin Searock

Mike Barniskis of Beaver Dam is
nearing the end of his second year
as president of the Aldo Leopold
Chapter of TU. 

The Aldo Leopold Chapter split
off from the Southern Chapter in
1982 and serves Dodge, Columbia,
and Sauk counties in south-central
Wisconsin. 

The chapter re-organized in
2002-03 after a decade of dormancy
during which its flame was kept
alive by interim president (and not-
ed net builder) Clint Byrnes. Clint
was able to pass the torch to Mike,
who volunteered to guide the chap-
ter as president through the growing
pains of re-organization.

Mike hails from New Hope, Min-
nesota, where he got his first expo-
sure to fishing on the banks of a
local pond. He remembers catching
a fair number of bullhead and carp,

with a few bluegills or pumpkin-
seeds every so often. 

Other interests pushed fishing in-
to the background as he got older,
and the fishing rods were gathering
dust in a corner of the garage by the
time Mike entered high school. One
of Mike’s strongest outdoor influ-
ences was his father, who taught
Mike to sail. Sailing provided a criti-
cal link to nature and water, and
Mike still competes in sailing com-
petitions with his father twice a
year.

Marriage and children followed
in due course. Mike and his wife of
14 years, Shannon, have three chil-
dren between the ages of 6 and 11.
The Barniskis family moved to
Horicon in 1994.

Mike remembers watching fish
feeding in the Rock River where it
flows through Horicon and thinking
“You know, I should try to catch one
of those.…” Thus was born a fishing
commitment (obsession?). 

It was during the winter of 1999
that Mike’s spouse encouraged him
to attend a fly tying demonstration
sponsored by the Badger Fly Fishers
at the Horicon Public Library. Mike
went to that demonstration, stayed
for four hours, and became “abso-
lutely fascinated.” In Mike’s case, it
was the craft of fly-tying that inocu-
lated him with that wonderful virus
known as fly fishing. 

After a winter of reading just
about every book he could find on
fly fishing, Mike began making oc-
casional trips to local warm-water
fisheries. 

Trout fishing inevitably followed.
Columbia County’s Lodi Spring
Creek became a favorite destina-
tion, and it was there that a feisty 8”
brown trout pushed Mike past the
point of no return by taking a deep-
drifting scud pattern in April of
2002. Since then many trout have
caught Mike, usually using the al-
lure of their beauty, as well as the
beauty of their surroundings. 

Later that year, Mike struck up a
conversation with a fellow fly-rod-
der he came upon at a pond in Bea-
ver Dam. One thing led to another,
and before he knew it, Mike was sit-
ting at a table with Clint Byrnes and
Bill Brashear of Watertown, discuss-
ing the re-organization of the Aldo
Leopold Chapter. A chapter reorga-
nization meeting followed, and per-
haps to his surprise, Mike walked

out of the meeting as new chapter
president. 

Nothing has really been the same
since! In Trout Unlimited Mike
found a place to marry three of his
passions — politics, environmental
conservation, and fishing. 

When talking to Mike, one is im-
mediately struck by his friendliness
and his infectious enthusiasm. Mike
is the kind of person people want to
work for. He is organized, articu-
late, energetic, committed, and fun
to be around. 

The Aldo Leopold Chapter is in
the process of developing a mission
statement and a five-year plan.
Mike takes pride in what has been
accomplished so far and is optimis-
tic about the future.

“The Aldo Leopold Chapter is a
place where like-minded trout fish-
ers and conservationists can give
something back to this great sport,”
says Mike. “It is a place where peo-
ple who are new to trout fishing can
learn conservation ethics as well as
technique. It is also a place where
local DNR fisheries personnel can
find a group of committed people
they can rely upon for help in con-
servation work.” 

An effective organization de-
mands effective leadership, and
Mike is very impressed with the
people who have stepped forward to
serve on the chapter’s board of di-
rectors.

“Our chapter is coming back re-
ally well,” says Mike, “in large part
due to the hard work and efforts of
the fine core group of people on our
board.”

[Kevin Searock is a high school
teacher who lives in Baraboo. He ed-
its The Alder Fork Journal, the Aldo
Leopold Chapter’s newsletter, and has
been known to put Mike Barniskis on
to lots of good trout water. -Ed.]

BARNISKIS BAGS A BEAUTY
Mike Barniskis has been a force in helping re-vitalize the Aldo Leopold Chapter.

National meeting reviews conservation agenda
By Bill Pielsticker

Charles Gauvin, president and
CEO of Trout Unlimited, provided
a comprehensive review of TU Na-
tional’s conservation work and re-
gional initiatives at the annual
meeting in Denver Sept. 17 and 18. 

Gauvin started off his presenta-
tion with a review of TU’s vision: To
ensure that, by the next generation, ro-
bust populations of native and wild
coldwater fish once again thrive with-

in their North American range, so that
our children can enjoy healthy fisher-
ies in their home waters. 

Gauvin pointed out that this vi-
sion is traced to the TU mission: To
conserve, protect, and restore North
America’s coldwater fisheries and
their watersheds.

In order to achieve that vision,
Gauvin pointed to four challenges
we need to address — hydropower,
hatcheries, harvest, and habitat.
Meeting these challenges will re-
quire TU to:
• enhance its conservation leader-

ship, 
• continue to engage on water pol-

icy reform, 
• expand habitat restoration, and 
• utilize grassroots programs

across the country. 
It also means that TU should

reach out to potential allies, includ-
ing the 50 million hunters and an-
glers in the United States. 
Wild salmon threatened

Habitat and hatcheries are col-
liding in the Pacific where wild salm-
on are threatened with extinction.
Three years ago, as a leading attor-
ney for the timber industry, Mark C.
Rutzick suggested that the timber
industry could be helped by count-
ing hatchery salmon the same as
wild salmon, thereby allowing sever-
al species of salmon to be removed
from the endangered species list. 

Now as a political appointee and
legal adviser to the National Marine

Fisheries Service, Rutzick’s idea has
been formally proposed by NOAA
Fisheries. TU opposes this change
of policy, and is lobbying for truly
effective measures to protect and
restore the diminished stock of wild
fish returning to Pacific waters each
year. 
Public lands

The nation’s public lands present
both opportunities and challenges
for coldwater habitat. TU recogniz-
es that roadless areas generally offer
the best refuge for native trout, and
opposes measures which would
open these areas to development. In
Idaho, a recent TU study showed
that 58% of westslope cutthroat
trout were in roadless areas, and
74% of Chinook salmon habitat has
no surrounding roads. 

At the same time, energy devel-
opment on public lands poses dan-
gers to fish and wildlife populations,
and TU has joined westerners and
others to highlight these threats.
Water policy reform

Gauvin pointed out that TU is
active in the West and the East
when it comes to water policy re-
form. TU National is continuing its
Western Water Project, and recently
produced an inventory of Idaho’s
water resources. The review also
prompted a call for protecting
stream flows critical to fish survival.
TU’s Montana Water Project has se-
cured water to maintain a minimum
stream flow from the Painted Rocks

Reservoir on the Bitterroot River
and leased water rights to provide
minimum flows for migrating bull
trout on the Blackfoot River. 

The good news from the Eastern
Water Project is an agreement re-
storing natural stream flows to the
Housatonic River, where a hydro-
power operator has agreed to con-
vert to a run-of-the-river operation.
TU went to the media to highlight
the plight of the Delaware River,
which all but dried up when its flow
was reduced to 45 cubic feet per sec-
ond during a summer drought. 

Meanwhile, sprawl threatens the
headwaters of the Potomac River,
providing an opportunity for TU to
educate Congress about a growing
threat to coldwater habitat. 
Habitat restoration

The Home Rivers project contin-
ues to be a focus for habitat restora-
tion work. Recent projects include: 
• countering the impact of acid

mine drainage in the east, 
• hard rock mine clean-ups in the

west, 
• working with irrigators to adopt

water-conserving practices, and 
• using farm bill money to protect

habitat. 
TU accomplishes this and more

through partnering with the federal
NRVS, the Forest Service, NOAA,
and the Department of Interior. 

Continued on p. 9

Hand-woven, offering leg-
endary casting perform-
ance not possible with
ordinary mono or braided
leaders. Proven durability.
Leader life is measured in
seasons, not hours or days.
Six sizes for 0 to 10 line
weights. Saltwater too!
From $11.95.  Thousands
sold worldwide.

See the new 8 ft. 4 in. StillWater leader
and the BlueSky-Ti with Titanum bite tip
for pike, muskie and toothy saltwater fish.

Read what customers are saying: 
“I have been fly fishing for 25 years ... the

best I’ve seen...” R.I., Virginia. 
“Absolutely the best leader I've ever

used.” D. F., Wisconsin.       
“Nothing is as smooth and easy for fly

presentation.” P. L., Ledyard, Conn.

For the full story and ordering, 
go to: BlueSkyFly.com

Ph./Fax 920-430-1239 • E-mail: info@blueskyfly.com
1163 Garland St., Green Bay, WI 54301 USA • Dealers welcome
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From the Fall, 1984, WITU Quarterly Report...

WITU Looking Back

From the Summer, 1994, Wisconsin Trout...

Old TU pubs on CD
The “Looking Back” scans you see in this fea-

ture are available on a CD compiled by WITU 
Publications Director Todd Hanson and Wild Riv-
ers President Bill Heart.

Hanson collected back issues of State Coun-
cil newsletters dating back to the WITU Quarterly 
Report that began publication in the early 1970s, 
and Heart did the large-format scanning. Many 
TU members contributed by finding “missing” is-
sues from their collections.

The old newsletters are on two CDs — one 
with all Wisconsin Trout issues and the other 
with newsletters issued prior to 1989.

To get the CDs, contact Todd Hanson at (608) 
268-1218 or twhanson@chorus.net. Most chap-
ter presidents now also have the CD set and can 
make duplicate copies for members.

Kinnickinnic River Land Trust Founded

NATIONAL: conservation agenda reviewed at meeting
Continued from p. 8
Embrace-a-Stream

At the grassroots level, TU’s Em-
brace-a-Stream grant program con-
tinues funding projects throughout
the country. At the same time, the
Back the Brookie campaign is well
underway, with six founding coun-
cils from Georgia to West Virginia.
This campaign will use public out-
reach, advocacy, and stewardship to
counter the effects of habitat loss,
overharvest, and competition from
exotics (rainbow trout, smallmouth
bass, and perch).

Another grassroots campaign is
getting underway with trout in the
classroom. In this initiative, students

raise trout or salmon from eggs in
classroom tanks, later releasing
them into a lake or stream. About
100 schools around New York city
are prepared to participate. 
TU finances

Reviewing the national budget,
TU Vice President Kenny Mendez
noted that Congress is examining
how nonprofit organizations raise
and spend their money. A common
standard for an effective charity is
to spend 65% of its total expenses
on program services. TU spends
75% on program services, with the
balance being spent on fundraising,
administration, and member devel-
opment. Nearly 60% of TU’s pro-

gram expenses go to conservation
operations, with the balance split
between chapter services, volunteer
operations, communications, and
government affairs. Whatever new
standards of accountability may
arise from congressional scrutiny,
TU is well-positioned to meet them. 
Membership up

Kenny Mendez, TU vice presi-
dent, reported that after holding
steady for several years, TU mem-
bership is increasing again, ap-
proaching 134,000 compared to
about 70,000 just 10 years ago. Men-
dez also noted that income is up at
the national level, as is spending on
conservation programs.

Mendez reported that during the
2003 budget year, TU experienced
growth in all areas, including record
revenues and growth in conserva-
tion programs. Only 27% of TU rev-
enues come from membership dues.
Another 17% is raised from individ-
uals. Foundations are a significant
source of funds for specific conser-
vation programs, accounting for
32% of revenues in 2003. 

By combining member dues with
income from other sources, TU is
able to provide $64 in program
spending and $21 in supporting ser-
vices for each member — more than
doubling the return on a typical $35
membership. 
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PRIORITY RESEARCH & MONITORING NEEDS

� Maintain adequate funding for groundwater monitoring and research: State budget cuts have severely

limited the number and scope of groundwater research and monitoring projects that were funded in the past

three fiscal years (see Table 3 in Chapter 2). DNR's funding for projects has been cut by over two-thirds since

FY 02 and has been forced to use Federal dollars with high overhead costs.  The UWS budget was cut by 10%

in FY 04 and FY 05. DATCP and Commerce have been unable to fund new projects in the last three fiscal

years.  Continued cuts will hamper the State's ability to address critical groundwater monitoring and research

needs in the future. The GCC encourages its member agencies and the legislature to maintain adequate

resources for groundwater monitoring and research and to seek partnerships to leverage additional funds.

� Investigate adverse impacts from groundwater withdrawals: Recent headlines about high capacity wells,

long term water supplies in the Fox River Valley, and severe drawdowns in southeastern Wisconsin have

generated many questions about the effects of groundwater withdrawals on surface waters and long-term

groundwater availability. There is a need to further quantify hydrographic relationships of surface and

groundwater, as well as to develop tools to evaluate the impacts of withdrawals on surface waters. The GCC

should continue to encourage research efforts that will provide information useful in addressing this issue.

� Investigate extent and causes of naturally occurring substances in groundwater: Continued problems of

elevated arsenic, low pH, and other water quality problems in domestic wells exist over large areas of northeast

Wisconsin. Additionally elevated sulfate, total dissolved solids, and radium have been found in some new deep

municipal wells in the Lower Fox River Valley making the wells unusable. In some other existing deep wells as

far south as Milwaukee the total dissolved solids have been steadily increasing over the years. These sulfate and

TDS levels pose a problem for local water managers, and the origin of the dissolved solids is not completely

understood. The State needs more information about the extent and causes of these problems in order to give

advice to homeowners, municipalities, and well drilling contractors. The GCC should continue to encourage

research efforts that will provide information useful in addressing these issues.

� Evaluate occurrence of recently discovered groundwater contaminants: Recent research conducted in

Europe and the U.S. indicates that traces of pharmaceuticals (including antibiotics and hormones) and pesticide

breakdown products are common contaminants found in groundwater and surface water. In addition, studies

have found evidence of viruses and other microbial agents in both municipal water supplies and domestic wells.

Research is needed to determine whether these substances pose a threat to Wisconsin's groundwater resource,

and also to human health.

� Research land use management and its impact on the groundwater resource: Additional research is needed

on the effect of various land uses (e.g. urbanization and agriculture) on groundwater quality and quantity. For

example, recently enacted stormwater infiltration rules help reduce runoff in urban areas, but the effects on

groundwater quality are largely unknown. Similarly, agricultural nonpoint source rules require nutrient

management plans that protect surface water quality, but may also improve groundwater quality. Projects must

be managed in such a way as to maximize their relevance to state land use problems. This issue crosses agency

lines and promises to be an important issue for years to come.

� Identify potential groundwater quality issues associated with innovative water management tools.

Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) and Enhanced Aquifer Recharge are two techniques that are being

explored in Wisconsin and other parts of the world to address long-term water supply needs in water-limited

areas. These tools may help communities meet water demands during peak use periods or help mitigate adverse

effects of long-term water withdrawals. However, the long-term effects on water quality and aquifer

geochemistry are relatively unknown, especially in areas with existing water quality issues (e.g. arsenic and

radium). Research is needed on a variety of levels in order to evaluate whether these tools are appropriate for

Wisconsin.   

PRIORITY POLICY & PLANNING NEEDS

� Address groundwater quantity management issues at both statewide and regional levels: Groundwater

quantity issues came to the forefront of public discussion in FY 04, with the development and passage of

landmark groundwater quantity legislation, 2003 Wisconsin Act 310.  This legislation has the potential to

GROUNDWATER REPORT EXCERPT:
Future directions for groundwater protection

Continued on next page

Groundwater protection report available
Wisconsin’s progress in protect-

ing its groundwater resources in the
past year and the overall condition
and emerging threats to those re-
sources are detailed in the recently

released an-
nual report
of the
Groundwa-
ter Coordi-
nating
Council
(GCC).

The re-
port, which
also con-
tains recom-
mendations
for the fu-

ture direction of protection activi-
ties, can be found online at the
WDNR web site at http://
dnr.wi.gov/org/water/dwg/gcc/rtl/gc-
creport.htm. 

The GCC as formed in 1984 to
help state agencies and the Univer-
sity of Wisconsin coordinate non-
regulatory activities and exchange
information on groundwater. 

The report summarizes the coun-
cil’s and agencies’
activities related
to groundwater
protection and
management in
fiscal year 2004,
which runs from
July 1, 2003, to
June 30, 2004, according to Tim As-
plund, the DNR water resources
specialist who serves as a staff mem-
ber to the council. 

The report includes the GCC’s
recommendations for how to pro-
tect the state’s groundwater. (The
GCC’s recommendations are repro-
duced in the boxes at the bottom of
this and the facing page.)

The report also highlights the
significant focus Wisconsin placed
in 2004 on groundwater quantity,
culminating with a new law intended
to protect trout streams and other
high quality waters that depend on

groundwater for some of their base
flow.

The new groundwater law directs
DNR staff, when considering an ap-
plication for certain high capacity
wells, to weigh the environmental
impact of the proposed well when
it’s proposed to be located near
trout streams and high quality wa-
ters. (For highlights of the new

groundwater law, see the story on p.
11)

“This new legislation — the
product of broad, bipartisan support
— signals that the broader public
recognizes the importance of pro-

tecting Wiscon-
sin’s groundwater
resources,” says
DNR Water Divi-
sion Administra-
tor Todd Ambs,
who chairs the
council. “This re-

port provides a good overview of
this new legislation and of the
state’s work on other areas.”

The report also provides infor-
mation on groundwater quality, in-
cluding the latest monitoring results
for contaminants including the pres-
ence of pesticide breakdown prod-
ucts, pharmaceuticals, and viruses in
groundwater. 

The new groundwater law directs DNR...to weigh the 
environmental impact of the proposed well when it’s 

proposed to be located near trout streams....

LAW: groundwater 
bill highlights
Continued from p. 11

In these cases, the DNR must
balance the well’s environmental
impact and its public health and
safety benefits. 

Some of the criteria that might
be used for this “balance test” in-
clude provisions for water conserva-
tion, appropriate use (drinking
water vs. lawn watering or car wash-
ing), and long-range water supply
planning. 

The DNR must also ensure that
a public utility’s water supply is not
impaired by another high-capacity
well, maintaining a long-standing
requirement from previous statutes.
3) Designation of groundwater 
management areas

The Act directs the DNR to es-
tablish two groundwater manage-
ment areas in Southeastern
Wisconsin and the Lower Fox River
Valley. 

The intention of the groundwa-
ter management area is to encour-
age a coordinated management
strategy among the state, local gov-
ernment units, regional planning
commissions, and public and private
users of groundwater to address
problems caused by over-pumping
of the deep aquifer, including in-
creased levels of radium, arsenic,
and salinity. 

The DNR will assist local gov-
ernment units and regional planning
commissions in those areas.
4) Creation of a Groundwater Advi-
sory Committee

The Act establishes a Groundwa-
ter Advisory Committee. Members
will be appointed by the Governor
and Legislature and will represent
municipal, environmental, agricul-
tural, and industrial interests. The
Committee will review the imple-
mentation of the Act and recom-
mend further changes in the
regulation of high-capacity wells.

The Act also directs the Commit-
tee to recommend legislation that
addresses the management of
groundwater within groundwater
management areas and any other
areas of the state where a coordinat-
ed strategy is needed. The Commit-
tee may identify other parts of the
state that should be designated as
groundwater management areas,
and will recommend how and when
this designation may be removed.

The GCC will track progress of
the implementation and provide
other assistance relating to the new
legislation. 
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address needs identified by two recent forums, the 2001 Groundwater Summit and the Waters of Wisconsin

Initiative.  Common themes included the need for a statewide management plan for water quantity, water

conservation, high capacity well reform, reevaluation of water pricing structures and regional approaches to

water quantity issues. The GCC will continue to serve as a resource for addressing scientific and technical

questions related to groundwater quantity and facilitate further dialogue among all parties on potential

approaches and solutions.

� Provide resources to local governments for Smart Growth/Comprehensive Planning activities. Recent

legislation has required local units of government to develop a comprehensive plan by 2010 in order to

undertake land use activities.  This plan must address nine elements, including natural and agricultural

resources, housing, utilities, and land use.  This planning process presents a unique opportunity to address and

implement groundwater protection at the local level. Through the Local Government Subcommittee, the GCC

will seek ways to assist local communities in their planning efforts to encourage groundwater protection.

� Find solutions to groundwater nonpoint pollution problems: A 2002 DATCP report indicates that 37.7% of

wells contain a detectable level of at least one herbicide or herbicide metabolite and 11.1% of Wisconsin's wells

still contain detectable atrazine residues. In addition, 14% exceed the nitrate standard. These rates are

substantially higher in agricultural areas. More work is needed to determine how far Wisconsin groundwater

will deteriorate without a substantial change in farming practices, and what practices will sustain both

agriculture and groundwater quality. The GCC will support the agencies and the UWS in obtaining information

pertinent to the human health implications of consuming nitrate and pesticide contaminated groundwater and the

effect of discharge of this groundwater on surface waters and their ecosystems.

PRIORITY COORDINATION NEEDS

� Support implementation of a Statewide Groundwater Monitoring Strategy: Chapter 160 of the Wisconsin

Statutes requires the DNR to work with other agencies and the GCC to develop and operate a system for

monitoring and sampling groundwater to determine whether harmful substances are present (s. 160.27, Wis.

Stats.).  In FY 04, several agencies worked together to develop a Statewide Groundwater Monitoring Strategy

to guide agency monitoring efforts for the next ten years. The GCC encourages agencies, the university, and

federal and local partners to implement the various components of the strategy and to seek funding to support

its implementation.

� Coordinate and facilitate consistent messages on groundwater related issues: The public has benefited

from the consistent educational messages that have been endorsed by the GCC. Through the Education

Subcommittee, the GCC will continue to provide its leadership and assistance to state agencies that provide

educational materials to the public. In 2004, the Subcommittee will launch a "Groundwater Information

Network" with non-governmental organizations to further its mission of promoting consistent messages

regarding groundwater protection.   Priorities include promoting water stewardship and awareness of water

quantity issues, finding innovative ways to encourage testing of private water supplies, and providing materials

for local communities to support comprehensive planning activities.

� Promote consistency between the agencies on data management issues: Through the DNR’s groundwater

data system (GRN) and the GCC's Directory of Groundwater Databases, state and local government agencies

now have more convenient access to groundwater data. This effort must be maintained by continuing to

identify data needs and ways to make data easily accessible. Data consistency must be promoted by use of

common geographical locators and minimum data elements for use in a GIS environment. The GCC will

continue to provide leadership and communication on data management through its subcommittees. This

continued effort displays the GCC's commitment to management of the resource through sound scientific

methods.

Ensure access to findings of groundwater research and monitoring projects: More than 120 summaries of

groundwater-related monitoring and research projects funded through the Wisconsin Groundwater Research

and Monitoring Program are now available online. In FY 04, the WRI Water Resources Library digitized and

put online the full text of most WRI and selected DNR project final reports.  To maintain and enhance this

resource it will be important to add new summaries and reports  as they become available, create a more

visually appealing set of front-end pages for the site, and publicize the web site location and content more

widely. Another WRI initiative is the development of topical fact sheets to summarize research and monitoring

findings relative to important groundwater issues in the state.  The GCC supports development of these fact

sheets and resources and will continue to promote ways to translate sound science into effective groundwater

management strategies.

REPORT CONT.: groundwater protection needs

State’s new groundwater protection law summarized
On Earth Day, April 22, 2004,

Governor Doyle signed a new
groundwater protection law, 2003
Wisconsin Act 310, that expands the
State’s authority to consider envi-
ronmental impacts of high-capacity
wells and institutes a framework for
addressing water quantity issues in
rapidly growing areas of the state.
Links surface and groundwater

Significantly, this legislation for
the first time recognizes the link be-
tween surface water and groundwa-
ter, and that all wells have an impact
on groundwater quality and quanti-
ty. The law applies many principles
of adaptive management, allowing
for changes in the regulation of
high-capacity wells as relevant infor-
mation becomes available or
groundwater conditions change.

The passage of the legislation
represents the culmination of sever-
al years of discussion on groundwa-

ter quantity issues and concerns
expressed by citizens, experts, water
users, and agency personnel about
the lack of a comprehensive ap-
proach to managing groundwater
quantity in Wisconsin. 

The Groundwater Coordinating
Council (GCC) was alerted to this
issue in the mid-1990s and directed
the formation of a Groundwater
Quantity Working Group to prepare
a report. The 1997 report titled Sta-
tus of Groundwater Quantity in Wis-
consin concluded that a coordinated
effort was needed to determine ap-
propriate management options for
addressing groundwater withdraw-
als and to implement data collec-
tion, information, and education
programs. 

Public attention to this issue sur-
faced in 2000 and 2001 with the at-
tempt by a major bottled water
operation to locate a facility in Wis-

consin and increased attention to
groundwater issues in southeastern
Wisconsin. 

In October 2001, the GCC facili-
tated an event called the Groundwa-
ter Summit, at which groundwater
quantity issues were raised and dis-
cussed by a diverse assemblage of
groundwater users, citizens, elected
officials, and groundwater profes-
sionals. Shortly thereafter, several
groups began discussing various
groundwater quantity legislative ini-
tiatives to address these concerns.

In 2003, Waters of Wisconsin re-
leased a report calling for compre-
hensive approach to managing
groundwater quantity. Governor
Doyle formally received the report
on Earth Day, April 22, 2003, and is-
sued a challenge to legislators to
have groundwater quantity legisla-
tion for him to sign on the next
Earth Day. 

Senator Neal Kedzie and Rep.
DuWayne Johnsrud took up this
challenge and convened a group of
stakeholders to draft legislation in
late summer of 2003. 

Throughout the fall and winter
of 2003 and 2004, various groups
and individuals commented on the
legislative proposals and forwarded
their own ideas. A hallmark of these
discussions was the open and inclu-
sive process and the reliance on ex-
perts to develop a proposal based
on sound science. 

In March of 2004, a bill was for-
mally introduced and was passed by
both houses of the Legislature with
only one dissenting vote.
Bill’s major components
1) Tracking well construction and 
water use

The Act requires well owners to
obtain approval of a high-capacity
well (pumping more than 100,000
gallons per day) by the DNR prior
to construction, pay a fee of $500,
and submit an annual pumping re-
port to DNR. 

For any new well that is not a
high-capacity well, the owner must
notify DNR of the well location pri-
or to construction and pay a fee of
$50. The fees will directly support
the administration of this Act, in-
cluding tracking well construction,
review of high-capacity well applica-
tions, and collection of groundwater
data. 

In addition, fees will support in-
creased inspections and enforce-
ment of well construction activities,
helping to ensure a safe drinking
water supply.

The law requires all high-capaci-
ty well owners to report water use
on an annual basis, including ones
with existing approvals. Previously,
only municipal water supply wells
were required to submit pumping
reports, along with some high-ca-
pacity wells that required reporting
as part of their approval. 

The collection of this informa-
tion will assist in evaluating pro-
posed new wells, monitoring
approval conditions, identifying
trends, calibrating groundwater flow
models, and improving water use es-
timates, all contributing to better
understanding and management of
groundwater resources.
2) Expanded regulation of high-
capacity wells

The Act requires DNR to under-
take an environmental review (un-
der ch. NR 150, Wis. Adm. Code),
for the following proposed high-ca-
pacity wells:
• Wells located in a “groundwater

protection area” (an area within
1,200 feet of an outstanding or
exceptional resource water or
any  c lass  I ,  I I ,  or  I I I  t rout
stream).

• Wells that may have a significant
environmental  impact  on a
spring with a flow of at least one
cubic foot per second for at least
80% of the time.

• Wells where more than 95% of
the amount of water withdrawn
will be lost from the basin.
In these cases, DNR may deny or

limit an approval to assure that
these wells do not cause significant
environmental impact. 

There are also protections and
exceptions for public water utility
wells. For example, the DNR must
weigh the public health and safety
benefits of a proposed well in a
groundwater protection area or
near a spring if it is to be used for a
public water supply. 

Continued on p. 10
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Chapter News

Aldo Leopold Chapter

With no regularly scheduled
chapter meetings, the summer’s
highlight was a weekend long gath-
ering at Wildcat Mountain State
Park. From our base there, chapter
members explored nearby waters,
shared wisdom around the fires, and
generally had a great time. 

The board met throughout the
summer and accomplished a num-
ber of things. We had a chance to re-
view the results of a survey of
chapter members we sent out in the
spring. We received responses from
about half our members, a higher
percentage than we’d expected. As a
result of responses, we have reor-
dered our meeting calendar and lo-
cations to make it easier for more
members to become active. The
board also set our program schedule
for the year based on member inter-
ests. I am really hopeful that we can
increase our active membership this
year. 

The board also elected to take
part in a River Alliance benchmark-
ing seminar. This was held on Sep-
tember 11. We want to have a road
map for the chapter for the next few
years; this seminar should help us to
create one. 

We are also proud to announce
that we now have a chapter website.
The web address is www.alctu.org.
This website exists due to the hard
work of Letisia Brashear, wife of
VP Bill Brashear, and is being host-
ed for us at no charge through the

State Council’s website. A huge
thank you to Letisia, and to new
State Council webmaster Jamie
Sundsmo for making the site a reali-
ty. We still need to work out a few
details, but the site will have a calen-
dar of chapter events, copies of our
newsletter, and other useful infor-
mation. 

One thing we hope to have up
and running on the site before too
long is a list of all the books we re-
ceived as a donation from Ron Ah-
ner’s estate. Ron had a truly
comprehensive fishing library, and
we hope to make it available for sale
to all before the winter reading sea-
son is upon us. The book list should
be up before the end of October, so
check our site regularly to get first
crack at some truly classic literature.
Why buy at Amazon when you can
buy it here? 

We are also announcing the sale
of hats and shirts with the new Aldo
Leopold Chapter logo. Again, we
hope to have an on-line order op-
tion running soon, but until then,
you can order by contacting me at
(920) 356-0081 or barniskis@ya-
hoo.com. The very stylish logo is on
the web site. Hats are $15 and shirts
are $35. These shirts and hats have
been specially designed to be ex-
tremely attractive to fish, so in-
crease your chances of a hook-up by
sporting ALCTU wear!
—Mike Barniskis

Blackhawk Chapter

At our September 20 meeting at
the DNR service center, outdoor
writer John Beth presented a pro-
gram on steelhead and salmon fish-
ing. He also donated flies for the
raffle. We then had a second raffle
with the proceeds going to the Cast-
ing For Recovery breast cancer re-
covery program.

The board voted an expenditure
of up to $8,000 for several stream
projects. The money will be given to
the Vernon County Land and Water
Conservation District. Jeff Hastings
and others will be in charge of these
projects. Duck Egg and Bishops will
receive up to $2,000 each. Up to
$4,000 will be used for additional
stream enhancements.

Several Blackhawk members
demonstrated tying flies for the
public at the Walworth County Fair.
The adults and kids were fascinated
by the tying of feathers, fur, etc.
Thanks to Dick, Phil, Dave, Bob,
and Terry.

We are in the process of trying to
acquire the last Monday in April for
our annual banquet.

Start thinking about what you are
going to bring to the White Ele-
phant Exchange. Don’t put it off un-
til the last minute because we
certainly wouldn’t want anyone to
go home with a turkey instead of an
elephant.
—Bill Karduck

Central Wisconsin Chapter

Chapter President John Grem-
mer is excited that our chapter is
getting more energized, organized,
committed, and focused. Most of
this is due to the long-term planning
process facilitated by Bob Chamber-
lain and developed by our board
members.

Central Wisconsin Trout Unlim-
ited has again put together a year-
long schedule of free programs and
activities to involve the public and
chapter members. Most programs
will follow chapter meetings. 
• Our September 14 program will

feature Ross Mueller presenting
Spring Hatches: Insects, Fly Pat-
terns, and Techniques at the Fin
‘N Feather in Winneconne. 

• On October 12 Dr. Phil Emmling
will present Stream Monitoring,
What You Can Do! at the Per-
forming Arts Center in Wauto-
ma. 

• November 8 will bring Dr.
Donald Larmouth’s program Fly
Fishing For Trout in Lakes and
Ponds at the Fin ‘N Feather in
Winneconne. 

• January 10 has Elward Engle
speaking on The Degradation of a
Trout Stream and its Rehabilita-
tion at the Performing Arts Cen-
ter in Wautoma. 

• February will feature the start of
our annual Master’s Fly Tying Se-
ries and our February 26 Trout
Fishing Funday at the Fin ‘N
Feather. 

• March 26 will bring our annual
banquet.

• April 18 will feature a fly casting
clinic by Tim Landwehr of Tight
Lines Fly Fishing Company of
De Pere, and 

• May will feature our third annual
trout outing. 
Workday Chair Rich Mlodzik is

pleased with this past summer’s
workdays. He is also encouraged by
the increase in the number of partic-
ipants over last year. Workdays were
held on the Little Pine in Waushara
County on April 3 and 24, July 17,
August 14, and September 11. The
June 19 workday consisted of help-
ing the DNR do a trout census on
the Chaffee. Rich would like to
thank all those who helped, espe-
cially cooks Jack Wahlers, Ira
Giese, and Tracy Moran.

Thanks to our first long-range
planning sessions, work has already
started on our objectives and pro-
grams. Our newly established objec-
tives are:
1. Improve CWTU organization, 
2. Improve communications and

educational efforts, 
3. Improve watchdog activity, 
4. Continue/expand fieldwork, and
5. Develop and enhance conserva-

tion partners.
Our programs include:

• Create an active program com-
mittee by December ‘04, 

• Create active public relations
committee by December ‘04, 

• Publicize CWTU organizational
structure and needs by March
‘05, 

• Expand Brookie News coverage
by September ‘04, and

• Create a job description for each
CWTU position by November
‘04.
Our chapter has been very fortu-

nate to have Brian Tesch step for-
ward and redo our web site at
www.cwtu.org. The site now fea-
tures new graphics, a “Fly Of The
Month,” weekly updates, an events
calendar, news, articles, message
boards, local stream info, photo gal-
leries, a join/renew section, and
much more. Please register on the
message boards and join in.

After many years of publishing
our newsletter, the Brookie News,
Dan Colligan has asked for some-
one else to take over. CWTU is
grateful for Dan’s and his wife
Gail’s service in this area. Bob
Chamberlain has volunteered to
step in and has put out his first is-
sue. Scott Grady has volunteered to
help with the printing and distribu-
tion. Thanks to everyone involved.

Bob Rennock and Dr. Bob Stelzer
of UW-Oshkosh have reported that
our grant application from the DNR
to study the effects of Hex nymph
harvesting by bait companies from
the White and Pine Rivers was not
granted. Both plan to re-apply next
year. We appreciate all the work
done by these two people.

John Gremmer reports that our
4th annual Master’s Fly Tying Series
will include the following dates —
Feb. 3,10,17, and 24, plus March 3.
Five different master fly tiers from
around Wisconsin will teach their
specialties during this program.
Those interested should contact
John. 

The Board has authorized Al
Lee, Dan Harmon III, and Bob
Haase to gather, design, and cost in-
formation on hats and related CW-
TU clothing. The hats would be
used for fundraising, group identifi-
cation, and door prizes. 

As result of our long-range plan-
ning, the following committees have
been either established or restruc-
tured: watchdog, workday, member-
ship, awards, programs/education/
events, public relations, environ-
ment/research, history, and finan-
cial. The understanding is that these
committees will meet, organize, and
take action.

Scholarship Chair, fly fishing
school instructor, and longtime CW-
TU activist Mark Brosseau has tak-
en a teaching job in Colby for the
coming year. He will miss most of
the meetings and activities, but
plans to stay in touch and do as
much as he can. CWTUY salutes
Mark for all his good work. We wish
you the best in your new venture.
—John Gremmer

Fox Valley Chapter

The Fox Valley Chapter and Wis-
consin TU have lost one of its lead-
ers and teachers with the passing of
Tom Deer on July 29. Tom lived life

to its fullest while battling cancer for
the past 12 years. (Read more about
Tom on p. 3 of this issue.)
—Tony Treml

Frank Hornberg Chapter

Despite several serious high-wa-
ter events that curtailed some of our
activities this summer, Hornberg

members persevered in the mainte-
nance and repair of existing brush
mats and in-stream structures, as

FIRST FISHING TRIPS
The Green Bay Chapter held its 13th 
annual Kid’s Fishing Day for children 
enrolled in the Brown County Social 
Service’s PALS program. Today a 
bluegill, tomorrow a trout.
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well as successfully completing the
construction of a number of new
structures.

We held a work evening on June
10 which, despite the inclement
weather, was well attended. We dis-
cussed our upcoming work projects,
and enjoyed each other’s company.

On the work day on June 19 we
added a significant amount of new
material to an already existing brush
mat upstream from the staging area
on the Tomorrow River at Weldon
Road. The face of the brush mat,
which had received considerable
damage, was reconstructed and se-
cured with double and triple strands
of twine. While the repair work was
going on, others hauled numerous
boat loads of field stone and placed
them at the head of the brush mat to
help protect the mat from future
high-water events. Afterward, we
walked a short distance downstream
and rebuilt a short section of brush
mat that also had been damaged. 

On the July 8 work evening, we
installed a large oak half log at the
head of a brush mat across from the
staging area on Welton Road. Later
several members walked upstream
to retrieve and return a picnic table
belonging to the Rising Star Mill.
The table had been washed away
during the high water and was found
standing on end in the backwater of
a large wing dam we had created! 

At the July 17 work day, we in-
spected a large in-stream brush mat
located on the Raddatz stretch of
the Middle Tomorrow. We were
pleasantly surprised to see that it
was holding up well despite the re-
cent high water. Before leaving, we
loaded three trucks with silo staves
(used in previous structures) and
considerable field stone, and took
the materials to the staging area. We

then loaded jon boats with 18 five-
gallon pails of black dirt and trans-
ported them to the head of a large
brush mat where the dirt was depos-
ited around dogwood trees that had
been planted earlier in the year.

Following the August 5 board
meeting, the members set up items
donated by individuals and local ar-
ea businesses for the fundraiser
hosted annually by Shooter’s Sup-
per Club.

For the August 12 evening work
event, we split into three teams.
One team cut pine branches for sup-
plementing existing brush mats, an-
other team rebuilt an existing
stretch of fence designed to keep
cattle out of the river, while a third
added the brush to an existing mat
that had also received damage from
the previous high water.

On August 13 the chapter held
our Fun Night. The members and
Shooter’s clientele enjoyed an
evening of dining and participating
in the numerous raffles. The profits
from the night’s event helped sup-
plement our existing financial re-
sources, and the entire evening was
judged a resounding “success” by all
those present. 

The August 21 work day was not
only attended by the FHC faithful,
but also by the owner and staff of
Shooter’s Supper Club. The crew
continued work on an in-stream is-
land that was started last fall, and is
now nearing completion. In all 32
feet of decking was added to the ex-
isting structure, bringing it to a total
of 43 in length. We owe a great deal
of thanks to the Shooter’s crew; not
only for helping us out financially,
but for their unstinting efforts
streamside! 
—Dan Holland

Green Bay Chapter

The Green Bay Chapter, in the
person of Work Project Chairperson
Janet Smith, had a busy summer
planned as far as habitat improve-
ment projects for members. Howev-
er, weather and other unforeseen
circumstances caused the cancella-
tion of two projects, thus curtailing
our efforts somewhat. 

However, so far we have man-
aged to spend one day working with
Tom Moris and the US Forest Ser-
vice to install brush bundles in
Spencer Creek in the Nicolet Na-
tional Forest near Laona. 

We also spent a morning fin clip-
ping the brook trout being raised by
the Oconto River Watershed Chap-
ter. The fingerlings were raised
from fry produced by brood stock
collected from the South Branch of
the Oconto River last fall by the
DNR with the chapter’s assistance.
These brook trout will be stocked in
area streams this fall under the wild
trout stocking program. The Oconto
Chapter is also raising brown trout
to be stocked under the same pro-
gram. 

The highlight of the chapter’s
summer was once again our annual
Kid’s Fishing Day. This event, our
13th annual, brought children en-
rolled in the Brown County Social
Service’s PALS program out to the
Brown County Reforestation Camp

where they fished for bluegills
stocked by the chapter in the ponds
at the camp. After fishing and
snacks, the kids were sent home
with their catch cleaned and ready
to cook. The Green Bay Exchange
Club co-sponsored the day, and Dr.
David Vandever, DVM, Bob’s Bail &
Tackle, Thirsty’s Liquor, Morning
Glory, and Apple Valley Caterers
contributed to the success of the af-
fair.

Finally, the chapter resumed
monthly meeting on September 2.
Pete Harris, program chairman,
brought in Mike Staggs from the
DNR’s Madison office to speak to
the group. The gist of his remarks
was that the DNR has had a very in-
teresting last year and a half. They
are working very hard to get
through some tough times, and he
thinks they are succeeding. Staggs
said that the DNR has a good rela-
tionship with Trout Unlimited and
that, even though we don’t always
see eye to eye, our funds and man-
power are valued and can be used to
increase the amount of work done
on trout habitat. He concluded his
remarks by stating that the trout
stamp funds are being spent as col-
lected, but demand for the money
exceeds the amount collected.
—Gary Stoychoff

Harry & Laura Nohr Chapter

The Nohr Chapter’s major
stream conservation efforts for 2004

involve the restoration work on a
segment of the Blue River that be-

gins at the County Highway I bridge
between Highland and Montfort.
Work is under way at this time.

We have assisted in building 300
lunker structures for the German
Valley Gordon Creek project. About
1//3 have been installed at this time.

We have gathered a group of ed-
ucators to complete a stream moni-
toring curriculum project. It
establishes a one-week water moni-
toring and resource appreciation
curriculum for middle and high
schools students. This curriculum
will be provided to more than 250
teachers. Disbursement of the bud-
geted $1,500 for the stipends and
other expenses associated with the
curriculum development project has
been approved.

This submittal goes out just be-
fore our Spring Creek Festival on
September 11 at Castle Rock. The
festival is a success even before it

starts due to the partners and other
supporters. All funds taken in from
this festival go directly into stream
restoration.
—Brian Larson

Continued on p. 14

Nohr Chapter the project leader for 
group restoration effort on Blue River

The Harry and Laura Nohr Chapter was the physical sponsor of
another big restoration project on the Blue River between the villages
of Highland and Montfort in Iowa County. This new work continues
work done earlier on the same river. Partners in this latest work in-
cluded:
• Harry and Laura Nohr Chapter of TU,
• Blackhawk Chapter of TU,
• Elliot Donnelley Chapter of TU,
• Oakbrooke Chapter of TU,
• Lee Wulff Chapter of TU,
• Gary Borger Chapter of TU,
• The Larry Wolenec Family,
• TU National Embrace-A-Stream,
• Wisconsin State Council of TU,
• Wisconsin Dept. of Natural Resources,
• Iowa County Land Conservation Dept.,
• The Besadny Foundation,
• Madison Fishing Expo,
• Land’s End, and
• Patagonia Corp.

The above partners contributed an estimated 700 hours on work
on the project covering one half mile of stream.

FLY FISHERMAN’S
PARADISE

19+ acres in Waushara 
County bisected by 1000 ft. 
of the White River and 
bordered by 250 acres of 
DNR land. Newer two-story 
classic 2000 sq. ft. home. A 
rare piece of property for the 
discriminating sportsman. 
$449,000. 
Call (920) 787-4801 evenings.
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Kiap-TU-Wish Chapter

Kiap-TU-Wish members and
their colleagues in conservation
made an extraordinary volunteer ef-
fort this summer on a variety of
projects. Volunteers helped the WD-
NR with electrofishing surveys on
the Eau Galle and Kinnickinnic
Rivers, assisted the University of
Wisconsin–River Falls with the in-
stallation of temperature monitor-
ing equipment in the South Fork of
the Kinnickinnic River, participated
in seeding and mulching operations
on a WDNR stream improvement
project on the Kinnickinnic River,
and worked on the construction of a
McKenzie-style drift boat that will
be used in a fund raising effort.

Participating in the electrofishing
surveys were John Koch, Chuck
Goossen, Greg Dietl, Bob Weisner,
Tom Johnson, John Mowery, Nick
Altinger, Sarah Sanford, Jonathan
Jacobs, and Steve Carlton.

Led by Kent Johnson, working
on the installation of the South Fork
monitors were Gary Horvath, Paul
Wright, Hap Lutter, Tracy Nelson,
Greg Dietl, and Phil Vieth.

Working with the West Central
trout crew on the stream improve-
ment project on the Kinnickinnic
were Gary Horvath, Gary Richard-
son, John Koch, Tracy Nelson, Paul
Wright, Hap Lutter, John Carr, Sa-
rah Sanford, Chuck Goossen, Bob
Bradham, Ted Mackmiller, Greg
Dietl, Nick Elliot, Mary McKee, and
Gerard Haines.

Under the able leadership of Bill
Hinton, Bob Bradham, Erik Bran-
dy, Dan Bruski, Greg Dietl, Chuck
Goossen, “Jupe” Houman,
Jonathan Jacobs, Ted Mackmiller,
and Jack Storer are making good
progress on the completion of the
Greg Tatman drift boat donated to
the chapter by Bill Schuessler.

Chapter president Gary Horvath
made a detailed presentation to the
chapter’s September meeting on the
considerable number of issues with
which the chapter is involved.

Citing work and family commit-
ments, Craig Aschenbrenner re-
signed from the board earlier this
year. The board elected Hap Lutter
of River Falls to serve the balance of
Craig’s term. The board, officers,
and members thank Craig for his
many contributions and welcome
Dr. Lutter to the board.

Kiap-TU-Wish received a gener-
ous $1,220 gift from the Wisconsin
Fly Fishing Home Page for its Eau
Galle River restoration fund. WFF-
HP raised the money at its Spring
Conclave held on the banks of the
Trimbelle River. Business donors
who supported the event included
Tom Anderson of Anderson Sales,
John Goplin of Sokol Associates,
Paul Hansen of Wellman Sports
Marketing and The Sporting Life
Adventure Travel Company, Brian
Stewart of Stewart Fly Fishing
Company, and Andy Roth of Bent-
ley’s Outfitters.
— Jonathan Jacobs

Lakeshore Chapter

The Lakeshore Chapter had two
stream projects this summer. June
16-19 found us working on one of
the headwater tributaries of the On-
ion River. This stream is located on
the former Kamrath property.

The purpose of the project was
to deepen areas of the stream and to
provide cover for fish that come up
to spawn. We are hoping that some
of these fish will also decide to be-
come permanent residents. A vari-
ety of techniques were used
including v-logs, mini lunkers, and
¾ logs along the banks. The finished
product looks good. Now we are
waiting to see the results of the
work.

Our second stream project ran
from August 18-21. This took place
on the Onion River from the Hwy. E
bridge downstream (approximately
1/2 mile). This section of stream had
become wide, shallow, and heavily
overgrown. The project consisted of
narrowing the stream in several
spots, placing lunker structures into
the banks, creating several plunge
pools, deepening the holes, and

placing large rocks in the stream.
The new banks were tapered and
seeded with grasses to help prevent
erosion. The result is a section of
stream that should support more
fish, is esthetically pleasing, and is
more fishable.

Larry Doebert of the Lakeshore
Chapter and WDNR fish manager
John Nelson headed both projects.
Roger Widner from the West Fork
Sportsmen’s Club, did the majority
of the heavy equipment work.

August 27-29 saw many of our
members tying flies at the Ducks
Unlimited Great Outdoors Festival
in Oshkosh. Club Member Jeff Pre-
iss organized the fly tiers for this
event. Chapter members tying at the
DU festival were Al Spindler,
Chuck Wolf, Tom Steinberg, George
Close, and Mike McGill.

September brings about the start
of our monthly meetings. We meet
on the third Monday of the month
at the Club Bil-Mar. The business
meeting starts at 6:30.
—Wayne Trupke 

Marinette County Chapter

The Marinette County Chapter
of Trout Unlimited conducted an-
other successful banquet this year in
April at Schussler’s Supper Club in
Peshtigo. The chapter netted over
$13,000 from the banquet. 

The chapter also conducted a
membership drive at the banquet
and recruited 12 new members.

The chapter conducted kids fish-
ing days in Peshtigo on June 18, with
31 kids participating, and in Mari-
nette on June 25, with 48 kids par-
ticipating.

The chapter again provided
scholarships to four area high
school students to attend the
UWSP/CWES workshops this sum-
mer. Phil Goes and Dan Geltz from

Marinette and Ben Jacobs and Ken
Banister from Peshtigo attended.

The chapter funded beaver con-
trol projects on several Marinette
County watersheds and in the Nico-
let National Forest.

Meetings for the summer were
suspended and will resume on Tues-
day, October 5, at the Dome Lanes
in Marinette at 7 p.m. Meetings will
be held every month on the first
Tuesday of the month at the Dome
Lanes.

Current chapter officers are: 
President — Steve Wilke
Vice-Pres. — John Lemke
Sec.-Treas. — John LeBeau

—John LeBeau

Northwoods Chapter

The Chapter held our 11th An-
nual Youth Fly Fishing Conclave on
July 10, and it was another fantastic
success. Terry Cummings did a
great job organizing the event, get-
ting sponsors and volunteers lined
up, and keeping things flowing
smoothly throughout the day. 

The chapter had a stream work
day on August 28 on the Bearskin
Creek repairing two brush bundles
and constructing two additional
brush bundles. This past summer
the chapter sponsored the place-
ment of boulders and logs in the
Bearskin Creek by Dave Brum and
John Kubisiak and the DNR fisher-
ies crew. Packaging Corporation of
America, Tomahawk, really helped
out by donating and delivery of 20
16-20 foot logs for the project.
Brian Leitinger coordinated this im-
portant donation. Fred Johnson and
Wayne Stevens spent days working
with the DNR on the stream and re-
ally deserve a huge thank you from
the chapter. Terry especially thanks
the following for contributing to the
success of the conclave. Event vol-
unteers included Brian Hegge, Vicki
Houston, Al Brooks, Dave Brum,
Bob Tabbert, Ron Rogowski, Phyl-
lis Tabbert, Aaron Nelson, and Nick
(from We Tie It). Food was donated
by Sysco Foods and McDonalds.
Prizes and supplies were donated by
Gary Moran, We Tie It, TU’s First

Cast Program, Kit Duebler, Aaron
Nelson, and Scott Watson. And
without educational materials from
TU, FFF, DNR, and Dave Lambert,
we wouldn’t know what we are do-
ing (just kidding, of course).

The chapter had a picnic at
Hodag Park in Rhinelander on Sep-
tember 13. Bob Tabbert, a FFF cer-
tified casting instructor, conducted a
casting session and had members
casting through a hoop, putting
their fly in a can, snapping a mouse
trap, and casting over 70 feet. 

The chapter holds its meetings
on the 2nd Monday of each month
at the Claridge Inn, Rhinelander,
with a 6:00 p.m. business meeting
followed at 7:00 with our guest
speaker or event. 

Our schedule of events for this
coming fall/winter include:
• WDNR and US Forest Service re-

view of projects on October 11, 
• Bill Sherer from We Tie It fly

shop in Boulder Junction on
Fishing the Upper Peninsula on
November 8, 

• Christmas Party at the Rhine-
lander Café & Pub on December
13 at 6:00 p.m., 

• Pete Segerson from the Antigo
DNR to discuss the stream work
completed on the East Branch of
the Eau Claire this summer on
the lower Prairie River, dredging
at Maxwell Springs, 

251 State Street
Madison, WI
(608) 257-5043
(800) 257-7666
www.FontanaSports.com

Visit our web site for our fishing report:
www.FontanaSports.com

Summer

SPECIAL

LOCAL GUIDE SERVICE AVAILABLE

WisTro
ut Ross Gunnison 

Reel Special

G2 Was $220 Now $189.99
G4 Was $245 Now $199.99

Offer good while supplies last

ORDER OVER THE WEB OR TOLL FREE (800) 257-7666

Have you seen our second
store on Madison’s west side?

We’re your fall salmon and steelhead headquarters!

We have an expanded selection of fly tying materials.

Plus check out our new selection of Orvis clothing.
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• the radio-telemetry of trout on

the Wolf River on January 10,
and 

• a slide show of Montana Spring
Creeks (DuPoys, Milesnick, Mc-
Coy Cattle Company) by Brian

Hegge on February 14. 
• We will hold our annual Conser-

vation Banquet on April 12 at
the Rhinelander Café & Pub.

—Brian Hegge

Ojibleau Chapter

Good weather blessed us and
new recruits brought a burst of en-
ergy to Gilbert Creek, with the addi-
tion (among others) of Elk Mound’s
Boy Scout Troop 71 and their lead-
ers, coutmaster Tom Patitz and As-
sistant scoutmaster Tom Kendzierski.

Those guys had the straw mulch
flying! We raked, seeded, and
mulched over 350 feet of banks. All
told, almost two dozen volunteers
helped out. Our creek cook team
leader, Wayne Wilson, was able to
keep up with the hungry volunteers,
feeding them brats and sweet corn. 

The stream’s foundation has be-
come firmer downstream, and pre-
built lunker structures can be used
instead of jetted structures, which
have to be built one by one and are
slower to install. So the crew will
bring out a dozen stockpiled lunker
structures we built last year and in-
stall them, along with a half-dozen
more they built. The work will go
quicker with the lunkers, and it
looks like we will be able — weather
permitting — to complete 3,000 feet
of stream before we’re done.
—Tim Meyer

Southern Wisconsin Chapter

The July chapter meeting and
picnic was a big hit. Scot Stewart
and Kurt Welke provided the enter-
tainment/edification/humiliation.
The dynamic duo brought their
electro-fishing gear and performed
an unofficial trout census on a sec-
tion of Garfoot Creek that was the
focus of numerous SWTU workdays
in 2003. 

The entertainment came from
seeing such marvelous fish. The edi-
fication came from noting the types
of places where these leviathans like
to hang out. If you weren’t humbled
by the difference between electro-
fishing yields and those obtained by
most of us with rod and reel, then
you will never know the meaning of
humiliation. As always, it was awe
inspiring.

The electro-shocking demonstra-
tion was followed by our annual
chapter picnic. Chef Mark Rhiner-
son may have outdone himself this
year. His brats were delicious (as al-

ways), but his baked whistle berries
were superb. Demand for the latter
was so high that those returning to
gorge themselves on seconds were
disappointed to face the clean bot-
tom of an empty pan. He must have
had a secret ingredient this year.
Hearty thanks are owed to all who
made this event a success.

Please mark January 14 and 15
on your calendars — the 2005 Ice
Breaker is on its way. Our speakers
will be Seth Norman and Bill
Shogren. Mr. Norman is the author
of The Fly Fisher’s Guide to Crimes
of Passion and Meanderings of a Fly
Fisherman. Both books are wonder-
ful works of prose. If you like Gier-
ach, then you will love Norman. 

Mr. Shogren is coauthor of Wis-
consin and Minnesota Trout Streams:
A Fly-Angler’s Guide and is a very
active member of a TU chapter in
the Twin Cities.

The Ice Breaker is an annual
event and serves as the major fund-

raiser for our chapter. It features
seminars by renowned experts,
bucket raffles, door prizes, fly tying
demonstrations, chili, and a lot of
fun. The proceeds are used to fund
our coldwater restoration efforts.

Veteran Ice Breaker attendees will
surely agree that this is probably the
most fun that can be had (legally)
while raising money.
—Mark Maffit

Wild Rivers Chapter

The Wild Rivers chapter has
been pretty busy this summer. In Ju-
ly we assisted WDNR’s Scott Tosh-
ner, Cris Sand, and Cordell Manz,
with installing a number of log
structures in the South Fork of the
White River. Chuck Campbell, Dick
Berge and Bill Heart helped float
logs and stake some of the logs into
the bed of the river. 

The South Fork is primarily used
as a spawning area and a nursery ar-
ea. The logs are used to produce
more overhead cover, open up
spawning gravel beds, and cut some
deeper runs for protection. The
chapter purchased the 50 plus logs
used in this project. 

We also donated $1,500 to the
WDNR to assist with the creel cen-
sus which is taking place for the en-

tire fishing season on the White
River. This is part of a long-range
project to answer question about
the decline of the brown trout fish-
ery in the White River. 

The chapter has also been instru-
mental in developing the White Riv-
er Watershed Management Plan,
setting up meetings with landown-
ers, and ultimately responsible for a
possible expansion of the White
River Fisheries Area proposed by
Governor Doyle. (See other article)

At our September meeting we
were excited to have noted author
Bill Shogren, co-author of Wiscon-
sin & Minnesota Trout Streams, en-
tertain the chapter with his famous
fly fishing exploits. 
—Bill Heart

Wisconsin River Valley Chapter

This past summer the Wisconsin
River Valley Chapter in cooperation
with the WDNR completed rebuild-
ing projects on the Prairie River in
Lincoln County and the Plover Riv-
er in Marathon County. 

The Prairie River covered almost
one mile of river below Hwy. C in
the Merrill area. 

Funding for this project was
made possible by financial assis-
tance from the Lincoln County For-
estry Dept., the Natural Resources
Foundation, DNR trout stamp
funds, the Antigo Chapter of TU,
and our chapter. The work consisted
of narrowing and deepening the
stream and adding large boulders to
the rebuilt areas that furnish feed-
ing and resting areas for trout.

The Plover River in the Bevent
area in Marathon County also cov-
ered nearly one mile of river. 

Funding for this project came
from the Marathon County Forestry
Dept., the Natural Resources Foun-
dation, Friends of Wisconsin Trout
Unlimited, a donation from the Jeff
Ludkey family, trout stamp monies,
and our chapter. Here, too, the river
was narrowed and deepened in the
rebuild areas and large boulders
were added to these areas.

Also a great deal of thanks to the
many landowners that joined with
these projects by allowing us the
permitting papers that are needed
to do this work.
—Herb Hintze

BEC: stream has other problems than its tree canopy
Continued from p. 6
4. Extensive stream channeling and

straightening.
5. A tree canopy that covers 50-

60% of the watercourse. 
Of these problems, the tree can-

opy is one that can be most easily
addressed. The Southern Wisconsin
Chapter of Trout Unlimited, under
the expert leadership of past Presi-
dent Tom Ehlert, has assembled a
hearty debrushing crew that has
started chopping away at the tree
canopy on BEC. 

Two seasons’ work has produced
some nice rewards. But this problem
goes far beyond their capabilities.

We’re talking about this crew having
brushed only 5-6 miles of canopy on
BEC and 4-5 on Mt. Vernon! Fol-
lowing the News Sickle Arrow article,
the DNR responded by debrushing
two 300-foot stretches on BEC. A
good start. Keep it up! 
Future work for the DNR

Bottom line: the DNR in this dis-
trict, following good results in the
other two districts of spring creek
water to the west, needs to engage
in an aggressive, big machinery pro-
gram of selective debrushing and
burning (actually, de-treeing) to
help maintain and rejuvenate its two
once-great trout streams — Black
Earth and Mt. Vernon. The DNR

has already done fine debrushing
work on the West Branch of the
Sugar, and has added miles of trout
water in the process.

Now that Wisconsin Trout has let
the “trout out of the bag,” maybe
more anglers will start “observing”
their spring creeks with an educated
eye — “wondering whether a grow-
ing tree canopy is detrimental.”

(Dennis Franke of the Southern
Wisconsin Chapter lives along Black
Earth Creek in Cross Plains. -Ed.)

Background reading on spring creeks
For further reading on this subject, Dennis Franke suggests the fol-
lowing references:
• Ray J. White and Oscar M. Brynildson. Guidelines for Manage-

ment of Trout Stream Habitat in Wisconsin. (Technical Bulletin No. 
39). WDNR, Madison, WI, 1967, rev. 1986.

• Robert L. Hunt. Removal of Woody Streambank Vegetation to Im-
prove Trout Habitat. (Technical Bulletin No. 115). WDNR, Madison, 
WI, 1979. 

• Robert L. Hunt. A Follow-Up Assessment of Removing Woody 
Streambank Vegetation Along Two Wisconsin Trout Streams. (Re-
port No. 137). WDNR, Madison, WI, 1985.

• Robert L. Hunt. “Techniques Recommended for Low or Moderate 
Gradient Streams”, Chapter two, pp. 20-39, in Trout Stream Thera-
py, Madison, WI, University of Wisconsin Press, 1993.

TU QUIZ
How many commercial fishermen does 
Wisconsin licence to operate in Lakes Superior 
and Michigan? 
A. 85 B. 210 C. 300 D. About 500

Answer: A. Though more than 200 commercial fishers were licensed 25 years ago, 
the WDNR now licenses 10 in Lake Superior and about 75 in Lake Michigan.

Successful businesses are like 
successful trout anglers:

We don’t overlook the fine details.
- 22 Years -
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The Kerry view
By Amanda Griscom 

He has the jaw and
build of Paul Bunyan;
he windsurfs, kite-
boards, and snow-
boards; and he’s mar-
ried to Teresa Heinz,
one of the most powerful
environmental philan-
thropists in the country.
He has his finger on every
hot-button environmental
issue in D.C., from helping
to lead the Senate cam-
paign against drilling in the
Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge to pushing for improved
fuel-efficiency standards to
advocating for an aggressive
renewable energy develop-
ment plan. With the exception
of that Harley Davidson Wide
Glide he likes to parade at cam-
paign events, Sen. John Kerry
(D-Mass.) looks to be the ulti-
mate embodiment of Beltway
eco-chic.
But what goes on behind the

glossy-green public image? What
does this presidential candidate’s
environmental record really look
like after his nearly 20 years in the
U.S. Senate? Rifle through the ar-
chives of the League of Conserva-
tion Voters, and you’ll find he gets
an A+ — literally. Kerry has a 96-
percent lifetime voting record, out-
scoring all of the other candidates.
(Connecticut Sen. Joe Lieberman
comes in second with 93 percent.)
Despite concerns that Kerry is a
limousine liberal, there seem to be
few contradictions between his envi-
ronmental image and his track
record — a couple of peccadilloes
aside. (Beyond his Harley, which he
says he’ll never relinquish, Kerry the
renewables advocate is hesitant to
support the Cape Wind project in
his own state, likely influenced by
his wealthy, beachfront-owning con-
stituents who oppose the wind-ener-
gy farm.)

Late one recent night (at 11 p.m.
EST, to be exact), Grist tracked Ker-
ry down on the campaign trail —
rather, in the campaign jet, flying
from Colorado to Boston — to dis-
cuss his environmental record, Pres-
ident Bush’s “New Environ-
mentalism,” and balancing his vision
for a clean-energy future with his
passion for his motorcycle.

Hi! It’s John Kerry. I want to
warn you that I’m in the air —
50,000 feet above Colorado — so the

signal may come in and out.
Great. Let’s start with your reac-

tion to Bush’s environmental record.
Abysmal. Worst record in mod-

ern history.
Can you elaborate? What do you

find most
alarming?

All of it.
It’s so vast.
When you add
it all up, it’s a
stunning as-
sault on envi-
ronmental
common
sense. You be-
gin with global
warming,
which is one of
the most serious challenges of all,
you add it to the ocean pollution
and fisheries challenge that we face.
And then you couple that with the
quality of our rivers and streams
and lakes, the air-quality issues of
the United States, the forest and
mining policies, the drilling poli-
cies, arsenic in our drinking war,
and you just have an unbelievable
series of backward-moving mea-
sures.

There is not one proactive, genu-
inely thoughtful, positive policy that
you can point to that George Bush
and his administration are advocat-
ing. You cannot find one area where
they are genuinely advocating some-
thing. They have their Healthy For-
ests thing; it’s a fraud. Clear Skies;
it’s a fraud. It’s all very Orwellian
— remember in 1984 where “war is
peace”? That’s the Bush environ-
mental policy.

You’ve proposed a very aggressive
energy plan, advocating a Renewable
Portfolio Standard that sets a manda-
tory industry target to produce 20 per-
cent of the nation’s electricity supply
from renewable fuels by 2020. Can
you tell us how, practically speaking,
we are going to get from here to there,
given that right now as a nation we’re
producing less than one percent of our
energy from non-hydro renewables?

Yeah, but in California it’s 13 per-
cent. California is the sixth-largest
economy in the world. That’s the full
mix — hydro, geothermal, solar,
wind, biomass, everything. In other
states it’s only one or two percent,
but you can advance very quickly be-
cause there are enormous gains —
both economic and environmental —
to be made in many of those states. 

Continued on p. 17
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BUSH vs. KERRY
the conservation perspective

This issue of Wisconsin Trout features two interviews that illustrate the 

views of John Kerry and George Bush on conservation and environmental 

issues. The Kerry interview was conducted in September, 2003, with the 

candidate himself. President Bush has spoken on conservation and 

environmental issues only through his administration officials, so for his 

views we present an April, 2004, interview with Assistant Interior Secretary 

for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks Craig Manson. Both interviews are reprinted 

with permission from Grist magazine.

The Bush view
By Amanda Griscom 

Craig Manson is the man Presi-
dent Bush selected to protect Amer-
ica’s critters. And like many top
dogs in this administration, he’s not
exactly considered a good friend of
the environmental community.

As assistant interior secretary
for fish, wildlife, and parks, Man-
son implements the Endangered
Species Act, determines the direc-
tion of the National Park System
and the Fish and Wildlife Service,
and oversees some 30,000 employ-
ees. Manson took a roundabout
path to his post within the Bush
administration, via the Air Force,
a law practice, the California De-
partment of Fish and Game, and a
judgeship in the Superior Court of
California in Sacramento.

Environmental organizations,
including the Endangered Spe-
cies Coalition and Public Employ-
ees for Environmental Respon-
sibility, vehemently opposed Man-
son’s appointment, accusing him
of having worked within the Cali-
fornia DFG “to aid politically
connected developers and other
permitees, to frustrate strict en-
forcement of resource-protection
laws, and to work, usually behind
the scenes, to weaken interpreta-
tions of key statutes and policies,”
as PEER put it in a statement.

Manson has since been con-
demned by critics for changes to
ESA enforcement and for contro-
versial public statements about
species extinction. But the criti-
cism rolls off him like water off a
duck’s back.

When Grist checked in with
Manson to explore these concerns,
the former judge was unflinching
in his belief that the FWS and oth-
er agencies he oversees are mak-
ing great strides forward. Manson
shared his views on endangered
species and plenty more, including
the role of science in national poli-
cy, Darwinian science, and his
comical efforts as a youth activist
to clean up a local beach.

I’d like to start by asking you
broadly, what do you think are the
most undue and misbegotten criti-
cisms of the Bush administration’s
environmental policies?

I think one of them has to do
with our use of science. There
seems to be this notion that we
manipulate science to suit our
own ends, and that’s simply not

true. One of the things that peo-
ple have to understand is that
policy-makers of all stripes and in
whatever administration take sci-
ence and use science to inform
their policy decisions. That’s not
a manipula-
tion of sci-
ence. That’s
the role sci-
ence is sup-
posed to
play. The
science tells
policy-mak-
ers the state
of the world
and not nec-
essarily
what to do
about it. We
have policy-makers who make de-
cisions in areas that involve sci-
ence who frequently are not
scientists. There’s nothing wrong
with that because they are sup-
posed to weigh and balance a wide
spectrum of public-policy con-
cerns and in many cases not just
the science.

Can you give an example where
science cannot determine policy?

I read a study that said meat
eaters are X number of times
more likely to get colon cancer
than vegetarians. Let’s say that
the science is good and we can say
that this is a scientific fact. OK?
Now, we have policy-makers at the
Department of Health and Hu-
man Services who must decide
whether they should put dollars
into research or prevention pro-
grams or other remedial pro-
grams. They might say we want to
start an education program, or ig-
nore it entirely, or say we need leg-
islation banning meat because
science tells us it’s dangerous.
Any one of those things in a theo-
retical world is a valid public-pol-
icy choice, but the point is that it’s
up to public-policy makers — not
scientists — to decide among
those and other competing public-
policy options. The science has
told us the state of the world, but
not what to do about it.

What do you make of the wide-
spread claims that this administra-
tion’s environmental policies are
more damaging to the environment
than those of any other administra-
tion in history?

Continued on p. 18
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Continued from p. 16

But we have to encourage the in-
vestments with incentives from a
state and federal level.

Wasn’t that proposal essentially
laughed out of the U.S. Senate as eco-
nomically untenable?

No. It was laughed at by the spe-
cial interests who wrote the Republi-
can energy bill. That’s just the
industry resisting. It has nothing to
do with reality. The special interests
come in and spend huge sums of
money to get Washington to contin-
ue spending money on the old way of
doing things. We spend incredible
amounts of your money to do for the
oil and gas industry what they could
afford to do for themselves. And we
shortchange the alternatives, the
new ideas. They fight to drill in AN-
WR, they [take money away from]
new energy — it’s that simple. The
reality is that you can achieve a 20
percent Renewable Portfolio Stan-
dard fairly quickly if you put the
kind of money into alternatives that
you put into existing forms of energy.

Can you take us through the eco-
nomic advantages of your plan and
how you would achieve it?

Once a certain amount of money
is allocated by government to do
something, people generally find
ways of getting at it. The govern-
ment incentivizes people to move in
that direction. It creates market-
places. You make it profitable for
people. You implement the RPS
[Renewable Portfolio Standard].
You set up a series of joint ventures,
of grants, of tax credits. You make
requirements that companies have
to produce a percentage of their
electricity from alternatives and re-
newables, and that creates a mar-
ket; then those states start bidding
for companies to provide it. It’s a
different way of thinking, and it can
lead to a better policy — with goals
set by leaders in policy-making with
incentives to help get us there. It’s
exactly what we did with NASA and
the space program. They’ll do re-
quests for proposals and then those
companies say, well, 20 percent
equals X amount of income and it’s
in our economic interests to get in
the arena and compete. They’ll start
looking at ways to produce it. And
you commit federal funds to help
that process along.

So it becomes profitable for com-
panies when you commit federal
funds?

Correct. And committing those
federal funds will, in the long term,
create jobs and grow the economy.
Just like the military did in the Cold
War, or the space program.

In the face of war and terrorism,
environmentalism has dropped con-
siderably in the polls as a primary is-
sue of public concern. How can we
get this issue back on the map?

First of all, those polls often
don’t reflect people’s real feelings.
Polls are a snapshot of a moment.
Poll results can be skewed by how
questions are worded and how they
are asked. When I say to audiences:
Domestic, renewable sources are ur-
gently needed now because they are
entirely under our control, no for-
eign government can embargo
them, no terrorist can seize control
of them, no cartel can play games
with them, no American soldier will
have to risk his or her life to protect
them — audiences respond. I find
that all over the country, people are
responding to environmental con-
cerns as I talk about it.

What about beyond energy issues?
Or is that the issue people respond to
most?

There are plenty of issues that
touch a chord with people. Take, for
instance the 80,000 chemicals regis-
tered for use in the United States.
Fewer than 10 percent of them have
been tested. Daily we are exposed to
hundreds, even thousands, of them
— in the food and products we buy,
in cleaners and cosmetics and chil-
dren’s toys. Some of these are
linked to cancer and birth defects,
and yet still the EPA and FDA don’t
yet have the authority and capacity
to investigate, monitor, and test the
long-term risks of these com-
pounds. People respond to this.

They also respond to what’s hap-
pening to their towns and neighbor-
hoods. The federal government
needs to help cities across the na-
tion, like the old manufacturing
towns all across New England, build
the infrastructure that will keep
sewage and polluted runoff out of
our rivers, lakes, and harbors. We
must leverage a new urban strategy
in America to plan spaces — build
community and avoid the endless
sprawl that robs us of our public
spaces — and ultimately revive the
urban center as one of the best plac-
es to live and raise a family. You’re
telling me Americans don’t care
about these things?

Can you elaborate on how, when
you travel around, you energize aver-
age citizens around these issues, and
how central such issues will be to your
campaign?

It’s very central. I tell them it’s
critical to our own survival. It’s crit-
ical to our legacy, to the next gener-
ations. People connect to that.
People understand it. They just
want reasonable proposals. They
don’t want doomsday extremism.
They want optimism and real, prac-
tical solutions, and we can drive
that — with science, technology, re-
search, with very practical efforts.
There’s a lot we can do. It’s empow-
ering for Americans to hear what we
can do.

It’s interesting to me that unlike
other candidates, you’ve actually gone
to Iowa, for instance, which has a
strong United Auto Workers base, and
argued for CAFE [Corporate Average
Fuel Economy] standards, putting
yourself in conflict with what we tradi-
tionally think of as anti-environmen-
talists.

You have to tell the truth and let
the chips fall where they may. But
the truth, in this case, should be ap-
pealing to UAW’s workers: I believe
I can put them to work. I believe I
can have them working making cars;
they can just make cars that are
more efficient. It’s not that hard. We
can make cars that use biomass eth-
anol, cars that use hybrid-electric
engines, that get 100 miles to the
gallon by just being smarter. Some-
body has to lead us there.

So you have the same message for,
say, an autoworker in Iowa as you
would for a card-carrying environ-

mentalist in Portland, Ore. — this
message that new, clean industries
can energize the marketplace and
save the environment at the same
time?

The message is the same: We can
create jobs and people don’t have to
fear good environmental practices
and we can show people how we’ll
create the jobs and in fact they’ll be
better off. I’d rather sell more
American cars that are fuel-efficient
than have people turn to Japanese
cars and German cars, and right
now they are out-producing us in
this area. So the way to sell the
American cars is get efficient. I’m
willing to provide incentives that
help people do that.

How do you consider yourself dif-
ferent from other candidates on the
environment?

This fight is such a part of who I
am; it’s not just an issue on my re-
sume. I think I have the longest,
strongest, clearest, most accom-
plished record on the environment
of any of the candidates running. I
began in 1970 when I spoke at Earth
Day. I was chairman of Earth Day
New England in 1990. I chaired a
governor’s task force on acid rain
when I was a lieutenant governor
and we developed a national plat-

form for acid rain. I’ve been chair-
man of the Oceans and
Environment Subcommittee of the
Commerce Committee. I’ve rewrit-
ten our fisheries laws, our marine
mammal protection laws, our plas-
tic pollution laws, our flood insur-
ance protection laws, our coastal-
zone management laws. I’ve lead on
tuna/dolphin safety issues, on ban-
ning driftnet fishing. I’ve been to all
the major conferences — Rio, Bue-
nos Aires, Kyoto, The Hague — on
global warming. I led the fight to
stop Newt Gingrich from attacking
the Clean Air and Clean Water acts
in 1996, and I’ve led the effort in the
Senate to stop the drilling in the
Arctic wildlife refuge. I put together
the first-ever sustainable develop-
ment conference in Asia. I am
proud of my record of accomplish-
ment on the environment.

You have a 96-percent lifetime vot-
ing record on the environment at the
League of Conservation Voters, which
is about as good as it gets. Yet Al Gore
also had a very strong record coming
into office, and he wasn’t able to
maintain it. What would you say to
environmentalists who are disap-
pointed that Al Gore wasn’t able to
put the environment first?

I would never walk away from
this issue, and the environmental
community can make a statement
by joining me. I’ve been building my
record for 19 years. It’s a central
premise of my career and who I am
as a person and I’m not about to
walk away from it.

Can you elaborate? Why do you
think Gore strayed from his strong en-
vironmental record during his vice

presi-
dency?

I
don’t
have any
comment
on what
happened
with Gore.
I just don’t
know. I can
only tell you
what I will
fight for. I
think my
record is long
and clear and
I’d be betray-
ing myself if I
didn’t continue
forward with it. I
just couldn’t do
that.

You are thought
of as an avid envi-
ronmentalist and
you’ve built a reputa-
tion as an outdoors-
man. Can you talk
about your personal
relationship to the envi-
ronment? What made
you care about these is-
sues and how do you
practice environmental-
ism in your own life?

My mother was a
strong environmentalist.
She passed to all of us a
great appreciation for the
world around us. She
started nature walks at our
schools. She took us out in
the early morning and
taught us about birds. She
read us Thoreau and Emer-
son and later Rachel Carson.
We were always hiking and
walking and learning about
the outdoors, so from a very
early age I had a powerful sense
of its importance.

How do you practice it in your
own life? Do you have solar on
your roof? Do you drive a hybrid
car? Do you spend much time out-
doors?

My wife Teresa is very deeply in-
volved in the movement. That’s how
we really got to know each other; we
met at an earth summit. Teresa
does so much. Through her philan-
thropy she built a green, self-sus-
taining building in Pittsburgh, she
works on international environmen-
tal issues, and she is really vision-
ary in connecting the dots between
the environment and public health.

As for personal choices, years
ago I got rid of my SUV and down-
scaled to a minivan. (We haul
around a lot of staff and reporters
on the trail, so a sedan isn’t an op-
tion.) We don’t have solar yet, but
Teresa just built an office of sus-
tainably harvested wood. I’m a
nudge about recycling, even when
camping or enjoying the outdoors.
Teresa and I go for great long walks
in Idaho [where we have a home]
under the mountains. I’m an avid
windsurfer, kite-boarder, snow-
boarder, hiker, you name it. If
there’s wind, water, snow, trails, I
want to be there. I want to taste it,
feel it. I crave nature. Even on the
campaign trail, I’ll try to take a mo-
ment to go for a walk by the water in
places like Seattle or Chicago.

What about vices — like that Har-
ley we often see you driving to cam-
paign events?

Continued on p. 18
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When you add it all up, it’s a stunning assault on 
environmental common sense. You begin with global 
warming, which is one of the most serious challenges 
of all, you add it to the ocean pollution and fisheries 

challenge that we face. And then you couple that with 
the quality of our rivers and streams and lakes, the air-

quality issues of the United States, the forest and 
mining policies, the drilling policies, arsenic in our 

drinking war, and you just have an unbelievable series 
of backward-moving measures.
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I don’t
consider
that a vice.
It’s very fu-
el-efficient
and eco-
nomical and
better than a
big car.

But emis-
sions on Har-
leys are
significantly
worse than cars.
Does that con-
cern you?

I haven’t
heard that about
my Harley. But if
it’s a vice, it’s one I
don’t think I can
quit. Sorry.

The Bush admin-
istration keeps talking
about a “New Envi-
ronmentalism” based
on incentives and mar-
ket-based solutions. Do
you agree with this shift
away from command-
and-control regulations?

Well, yes. You don’t
want to do everything by
command and control,
though that doesn’t mean
eliminating it entirely. You
want to create incentives
that condition markets and
people’s behavior toward
better environmental per-
formance. You have to con-
vince, for instance, a paper
mill to be more fuel-efficient

because it will save them money. We
can actually show a company how
they can save money by polluting
less and, in the case of cap-and-
trade programs, actually turn a
profit. This is happening. There are
all kinds of ways of harnessing peo-
ple’s better instincts.

So market-based solutions should
be a critical part of future environ-
mental regulations?

Absolutely. But remember, we
need carrots and sticks. Some be-
havior can be regulated, some can’t.
Some things you can’t bend on. For
example, I believe that instead of
letting the Superfund go broke,
sticking taxpayers with the tab, and
forcing communities to live with
toxic sites, we should restore the
polluter-pays principle and get the
poisons out of our neighborhoods.
It’s fair, it’s just — and, yes, it’s a
mandate that polluters have to pay
to clean up their mess.

Some [issues are] better incen-
tivized. The trading mechanism we
developed for sulfur dioxide [to
clean up acid rain] was very effec-
tive. It used market forces to pro-
duce a very good result. We need to
build on that.

Where do you stand on the Cape
Cod wind farm controversy in your
own state?

I think we need a siting process.
I think there has to be a legitimate
siting agreement and we have to
wait and see what the environmen-
tal impact statement suggests.

So are you undecided?
No. I am generically in favor of

wind power but I want to know
whether this is the right place.
There is a lot of opposition, obvi-
ously, a lot of people concerned
about it. What’s the impact going to
be on the ecosystem? I want to
know. I think we have to have a
clear process by which we’re going

to get these things sited. I don’t
think we can let everyone run
around plunking [wind farms]
down wherever they want.

What would you do as president
about the Kyoto Protocol on global
climate change? Would you submit it
to the Senate?

No, not in its current form. It
does have some flaws. It doesn’t ask
enough of developing nations, the
nations that are going to be produc-
ing much greater emissions and
which we need to get on the right
course now through technology
transfer. I would reopen the negoti-
ating process, fix the flaws, and
move forward.

I want to address this issue of bal-
ancing the concerns of the environ-
ment with the concerns of big
business. The Bush administration
has lead us to believe that these two
goals of growing the economy and
protecting the environment are radi-
cally incompatible. This, of course, is
bogus, but still you can’t deny that Big
Business fundamentally does not like
environmental regulations. How
would you balance these issues as
president?

You have to bring business to the
table and show them how it’s in
their interest and how you can work
it in a way that doesn’t put them out
of business. If you do things without
incentives, you can really hurt busi-
ness people. That’s why, for exam-
ple, I’ve put forward a plan on fuel
efficiency that includes incentives
for the industry, not just mandates.
Carrots and sticks. We have to have
a reasonableness in the dialogue.
We have to communicate to them
both the imperative of doing these
things and finding a way that can
satisfy the environmental demand
of doing it with their business needs
— addressing how they will capital-
ize, what kind of technologies they

will use. In some cases they may
have a legitimate argument for how
we may have to have some kind of
federal assistance in the process.
Take the Superfund example — you
can adhere to the polluter-pays con-
cept even as you help companies
through the process. There are ways
to get things done if leadership
wants to get them done. You have to
lead people to a better place.

What’s your opinion on the nomi-
nation of Michael Leavitt, the Repub-
lican governor of Utah, to head the
U.S. EPA? Are you going to block his
appointment?

I don’t know yet. Leavitt’s record
as governor doesn’t strike me as es-
pecially balanced. And I’ll tell you
this: We shouldn’t consider con-
firming him until we force the ad-
ministration to share the truth
about the EPA report on the air
safety at Ground Zero in New York
City. The apparent whitewash that
happened after 9/11 is shocking.
Hardball is the only thing this ad-
ministration responds to.

But whether it’s Leavitt or some-
one else at EPA, my opinion is fun-
damentally that the experience that
Christie Todd Whitman had proved
that it really doesn’t matter who is
there. They [Bush administration
members] are going to be bad, they
are not going to let anybody be cre-
ative. Dick Cheney and old thinking
on the environment call the shots
here. Period. What they did to
Christie Todd Whitman was inex-
cusable. They found a token envi-
ronmentalist and they wouldn’t let
her be who she was for so many
years. We need a new president, not
just a new EPA chief. 

[For more environmental news
and humor from Grist magazine, sign
up for their free e-mail service at http:/
/www.grist.org/signup. -Ed]
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Stop and ask Mike what’s working. Or call ahead for
info on where and how to fish the famous Wolf River. 

MANSON: interview on Bush’s conservation policies
Continued from p. 16

It’s sheer, naked politics. And
there’s the sense on the part of

some that there’s only one way to do
things and that any departure from
the one way to do things is a com-

plete abandonment of the environ-
ment. And that the only way to do
things is strict control by the gov-
ernment.

So you believe the criticism from
the environmental community of
Bush’s record is really just a partisan
argument unrelated to the policies
themselves?

In part, yes. It’s not wholly parti-
san in the sense of Republican and
Democrat. But there are people who
have political goals, who want to ag-
grandize themselves or their orga-
nizations or their movements.

In my experience, environmen-
talists are very concerned about
policy — take, for instance, the En-
dangered Species Act, which has
been reworked under your tenure.

You know, some people were
deathly afraid that we were going to
repeal the Endangered Species Act,
and others hoped that we would re-
peal it. What we have done through
collaboration and cooperation is
improve the way the ESA works.
The law is still there — it’s being
enforced, but implemented in a dif-
ferent way.

How so?
Like a lot of environmental laws,

the ESA was based on the principle
that you prohibit things, and if peo-
ple do the prohibited things you
prosecute them and you fine them.
And that was the way for many,
many years the ESA was imple-
mented. And right from the get-go
that sets up an adversarial relation-
ship between the government and
people who are trying to do nothing
more than perfectly legal things like

farm their land or build their hous-
es — things that they certainly
don’t think of as criminal.

We are now in an era of coopera-
tion under the ESA and other envi-
ronmental laws, where the first
thing out of the mouth of FWS is
not, “No!” It’s, “Let’s see how we
can make this work.” Which is not
to say that in every case things can
work, but that approach breaks
down the barrier between the ser-
vice and people who are trying to do
perfectly legal things on their prop-
erty.

How do you propose to make it
work on a more friendly level?

Our Partners for Fish and Wild-
life Program has over the last three
years provided hundreds of millions
of dollars to private landowners to
restore and enhance habitat on
their lands. It’s a voluntary pro-
gram. We don’t go around and say,
“Hey, you better sign up for this.”
Instead, it’s a voluntary program
and all of that money has been
spent and it’s restored thousands of
acres of habitat, thousands of miles
of streams and river habitat. We’ve
done the same thing in our land-
owner incentive program and our
private stewardship grant pro-
gram. How much better it is to get
people to feel good about doing
things with the land than have them
fearing doing things on the land.

I’m confused about the philosophy
of making people “feel good about do-
ing things with the land” when clearly
development can have terribly damag-
ing consequences. 

Continued on p. 19
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MANSON: interview on Bush’s policies
Continued from p. 18

Why would corporations want to
save endangered species? At a recent
National Association of Manufactur-
ers conference, the top priority of man-
ufacturing executives was to do away
with the ESA entirely on the grounds
that it’s completely at odds with their
bottom line.

Well, in the time that I’ve worked
on ESA, the circumstances under
which someone has had to be forced
to do something have been rare and
far between. But in terms of it meet-
ing corporations’ bottom line, there
are frequently ways in which eco-
nomic development and environ-
mental protection can coexist.

Why would it be in corporations’
economic interest?

There are a lot of reasons: It may
gain them a favorable image and
standing with the public. It may be
that the preservation of habitat is
compatible with their business
goals. And as I said, some of the
biggest companies in America have
collaborated with us, but you can’t
get them to do that if constantly you
have people showing up and saying,
“You’re evil, you’re bad, you’re go-
ing to jail.” That’s just the wrong
way to treat people.

You made a comment at a Santa
Barbara conference that riled a lot
of environmentalists, in which you
called into question the inherent
harm of species extinction: “If we
are saying that the loss of species in
and of itself is inherently bad,” you
said, “I don’t think we know enough
about how the world works to say
that.” Can you explain this comment
and what you think may be the sun-
ny side of species extinction?

The reaction to that comment il-
lustrates something about the char-
acter of the science that some
people would have us use — which
is, “Don’t question the orthodoxy of
anything.” I mean, do we know? The
orthodoxy is that every species has a
place in the ecosystem and there-
fore the loss of any species dimin-
ishes us in some negative way.
That’s the orthodoxy. Now that cer-
tainly has validity with respect to
most things, maybe almost every-
thing. But it’s a presumptuous
thing to suggest that we know for
sure that that is a fact. And it sort of
flies in the face of Darwinian sci-
ence.

How so?
Darwinian science suggests that

some species are lost because they
are unable to adapt to changing cir-
cumstances. And those changing
circumstances may be natural cir-
cumstances, they may not be artifi-
cial or human-caused. If that’s the
case, then we don’t know whether to
label the loss of that species as good
or bad as a scientific matter. 

That does not mean that we
shouldn’t enforce the Endangered
Species Act. Some people made a
leap in logic from that discussion
to, “Let’s not enforce the ESA.”
That’s fallacious to make that sort
of leap of logic.

There is vast and alarming evi-
dence that the rate of extinction has
escalated tremendously in the last sev-
eral decades. We often hear statistics
along the lines of: More species have
been lost in the last several decades
than have been lost cumulatively in
the last several millennia. As the man
responsible for species protection in
the United States, can you explain
why we “don’t know enough” to de-
duce that this is linked to human ac-
tivity and is an unnatural and
potentially catastrophic trend?

There are statistics like that out
there. I don’t know what those sta-
tistics mean.

As in, you don’t know whether they
are well-founded?

Well, let’s assume for a moment
that you had a study that said more
species have been lost in the last 50
years than in the preceding 10,000
years. And that’s all the study tells
us — somehow we are able to figure
that out. Well, what does that mean?
I don’t know what that means.

So you don’t know whether the
cause of that phenomenon is natural
or human-made?

Right. Now, if there’s a study out
there that tells me the causes, then
that gives some context. But people
throw around numbers like that as
if the numbers themselves have in-
herent meaning. And they don’t
without context.

Don’t studies show that the rate of
extinction directly correlates to the
rate of industrial development and
population growth?

The most that one could say on
that evidence is that there may be
some connection. And it is a logical
fallacy to suggest that because two
things happen concurrently that they
are necessarily related, without further
evidence.

I was at a congressional hearing
on the Endangered Species Act and
a congressman said to me, “My 15-
year-old son is sitting out in the au-
dience today and can you assure me
that no species will go extinct dur-
ing my son’s lifetime?” And he was
serious! [Laughter.] And I said,
“No! I can’t assure you of that.
There are going to be species that
go extinct in your son’s lifetime and
maybe hundreds of thousands of
them.”

Environmentalists have been very
concerned about the question of list-
ing new species under the ESA — that
FWS is de-emphasizing the need to
identify new species that are going ex-
tinct. Can you explain this shift in fo-
cus?

The emphasis on listing is short-
sighted. It misses the mark. That
supposes that the idea behind the
statute is to see how many species
we can get on the list — and it’s not.
The purpose of the statute is to pro-
vide for the recovery of species
which have declined to such a point
that they have become listed. It’s
not about listing, and it’s not about
prohibiting things that are other-
wise lawful. It’s about recovery of
species. 

There are some 260 species on the
ESA candidate list that are presumed
to be on their way out. What do we do
about those we’ve already identified
as threatened?

What needs to be done with
those is they need to benefit from
enhanced habitat restoration, be-
cause habitat loss is probably the
key factor in the decline of many
species. Do they necessarily need to
be listed to get the benefits of en-
hanced habitat restoration? Not
necessarily. And again, the focus is
not on how many of those we need to
move onto the list of threatened or
endangered species, but how do we
move them away from the status
that they are currently in now as
candidate species. 

You say habitat loss is the key fac-
tor in the decline of many species.
And yet you have rolled back “critical
habitat protections,” a tool that envi-
ronmentalists see as one of the most
important ways to preserve habitat.
Can you explain your objection to
protecting critical habitat?

This is one of the most misunder-
stood issues surrounding the ESA,
and here’s how it goes. First the glib

part: While habitat is critical, “criti-
cal habitat” is not. Now here’s what
I mean by that: Everybody knows
that habitat loss is one of the key
factors in the decline of species that
leads to them being threatened or
endangered. So habitat is necessary
for them to thrive and survive and
not become extinct. 

What the ESA does is set up a le-
gal construct called critical habitat.
It’s not the same as real habitat
that you can go out and touch and
feel and critters can live in. Critical
habitat is a legal process. It’s an ad-
ministrative exercise and it entails
drawing lines on maps, at its sim-
plest. And it creates a tremendous
social and economic disruption to
the communities that are affected.
And at the same time, it adds very
little additional benefit to a listed
species. And this is not something
that Craig Manson made up — this
is something that you can go back
and find [former Clinton-era Interi-
or Secretary] Bruce Babbitt and
[former Clinton-era FWS Director]
Jamie Clark saying. It’s an attitude
that the FWS has held for 20 years
or so — that critical habitat adds
very little additional benefit to the
conservation of a listed species. 

So the point is that you believe crit-
ical habitat is drawn haphazardly
without attention to what’s vital to the
survival of the species?

I wouldn’t say haphazardly —
I’d say annoyingly, because it’s a
make-work exercise that takes up a
lot of time with no additional bene-
fit.

One last thing on listing: I under-
stand you asked for substantial in-
creases in the budget for listing species
under the ESA, but that it’s simply to
cover litigation costs. 

In 2003, we requested a 30 per-
cent increase in the listing budget

— the
biggest
increase
in the
budget’s
history. A
lot of that
is, frankly,
because of
the number
of lawsuits
we have over
either critical
habitat or
listing itself.
Without the
lawsuits, the
listing budget
would remain
somewhat flat-
ter than it is. 

And yet there
was a decrease in
the recovery budget.

There was a de-
crease in the recov-
ery budget. But, you
know, part of the
problem is you can’t
do everything at a
time when budgets
across government at
all levels are relatively
tight. Frankly, if I were
king, I’d take that mon-
ey out of listing and put
it into recovery. But es-
sentially the listing pro-
cess is being run by the
federal courts and not by
the FWS.

[For more environmen-
tal news and humor from
Grist magazine, sign up for
their free e-mail service at ht-
tp://www.grist.org/signup. -Ed]

LCV: president Bush 
grades ‘F’ on environment
Continued from p. 20

If the administration were to
pursue its proposal, an estimated 60
percent of the nation’s rivers, lakes
and streams would no longer be
protected by the federal Clean Wa-
ter Act.

From the Bush administration’s
earliest days in office, it has exhibit-
ed a disregard for the public health
impacts of toxic chemicals. For ex-
ample, in March 2001, the adminis-
tration announced it would delay
implementing regulations written by
the Clinton administration that
would lower the allowable amount
of arsenic in drinking water. The ad-
ministration argued that the stricter
standard would unduly burden
drinking water suppliers with little
benefit to the public’s health. 

However, after a storm of public
criticism and a National Academy of
Sciences study confirming the public
health dangers of arsenic in drinking
water, the Bush administration re-
versed course and, in October 2001,
announced the adoption of the pro-
posed Clinton standard.

Furthermore, the Bush adminis-
tration is now systematically saddling
taxpayers with the costs of cleaning
up toxic waste, while slowing clean-
ups of these dangerous sites. This ad-
ministration has failed to support
renewal of the “polluter pays” tax to
fund Superfund cleanups, in contrast
to Presidents Reagan and George
H.W. Bush, who both signed legisla-
tion renewing the tax. 

In fact, President Bush has not
only failed to support reauthorizing
the tax, but also he is increasingly

relying on taxpayer money to pay
for cleanups. In addition, the Su-
perfund’s dwindling resources
have forced EPA officials to cut
back on cleaning up existing Super-
fund sites and designating new sites
for cleanup. These actions carry
enormous health and safety ramifi-
cations for the millions of Ameri-
cans who live near waste sites that
are still awaiting cleanup.
Unprecedented rollbacks

The Bush administration has
promoted the interests of corporate
polluters more than any administra-
tion in modern history, with poten-
tially devastating consequences for
the nation’s environment. Even
President Reagan, no friend to the
environment and the man who ap-
pointed James Watt as his first Sec-
retary of Interior, did not attempt to
undermine environmental protec-
tions at such a vast scale. The sheer
magnitude of what the Bush admin-
istration is attempting to do-from
removing wilderness protections
from millions of acres of federal
lands to gutting the Clean Air Act,
from severe cutbacks in environ-
mental law enforcement to pushing
to open up the pristine Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge to oil devel-
opment-is unprecedented in the
modern era.

By consistently siding with corpo-
rate interests over the interests of
American citizens in a clean and
healthy environment, the Bush ad-
ministration has more than earned
its failing grade in environmental
protection.
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LCV grades Bush ‘F’ on environment

George
W. Bush is
well on his
way to compil-
ing the worst
environmental
record in the
history of our
nation. The
Bush administra-
tion’s approach to
the environment
demonstrates a
clear bias toward
the interests of the
oil industry, the util-
ity industry and oth-
er corporate
contributors at the
expense of the health
and safety of the pub-
lic. For President Bush,
corporate interests
come first — and the
public interest in clean
air and safe drinking wa-
ter comes last.

In early 2002, the LCV
released a report card on
President Bush’s environ-
mental actions during his
first year in office — and al-
though his overall grade was
a poor D-, we did note sever-
al areas where he showed
promise. He had signed a
treaty to phase out the use of
a class of harmful chemicals
and pledged to increase fund-
ing for our national parks. Un-
fortunately, at the mid-term,
those early promises remain
largely unfulfilled; the treaty was
signed but not implemented and
the national parks received insuf-

ficient funds in recent budgets.
Sides with contributors

With the exception of actions to
reduce emissions from diesel en-
gines, the bulk of President Bush’s
actions on the environment since
taking office strongly indicate that
he sides with the desires and priori-
ties of his corporate contributors
over the protection of the environ-
ment and public health.

Initiative after initiative intro-
duced by this president and his po-
litical appointees favor corporate
interests such as timber, oil and util-
ities over the public’s interest in a
clean and healthy environment. Ad-
ministration proposals would weak-
en and eliminate fundamental
protections for our air, land and wa-
ter protections that have improved
the quality of life over the past 30
years and that poll after poll indi-
cate have the solid and enduring
support of American voters.
Deceptive rhetoric

In contrast to the frontal assault
on environmental laws and regula-
tions waged by anti-environment
predecessors such as President Re-
agan, President George W. Bush
and his administration have waged a
subtler, broader and more ominous
campaign using deceptive rhetoric,
arcane procedural methods, and
funding cuts to carry out an anti-en-
vironment, pro-corporate agenda.
This “starve-and-strangle” approach
has administration officials gradual-

ly and steadily slashing budgets for
key environmental programs. At the
same time, deceptively named pro-
posals such as the “Healthy Forests”
initiative and the “Clear Skies” pro-
posal would allow logging compa-
nies and electric utilities to increase
their profits at the expense of envi-
ronmental protection and the pub-
lic’s health. And, while focusing
their environmental rollbacks on
complex policies and regulations
that are difficult to explain to the
American public, they are working
to weaken basic environmental pro-
tections.
Clean air assault

The Bush administration’s most
broad-based assault to date has
been on clean air protections. In
February, 2002, the administration
announced its deceptively named
“Clear Skies” initiative, which
would repeal and weaken public
health protections of the current
Clean Air Act, while replacing them
with standards that are at best de-
ferred and incomplete.

The administration has also
made and proposed regulatory
changes that would weaken pollu-
tion standards for older power
plants. This provision of the Clean
Air Act, known as “new source re-
view,” requires older, more pollut-
ing, industrial plants to upgrade
their pollution controls if they make
significant renovations or expan-
sions that would increase emissions
of harmful pollutants. Both this pro-
posal and “Clear Skies” have the
strong backing of the power indus-
try.
The one bright spot

The one bright spot in the ad-
ministration’s record since 2001 has
also concerned air pollution con-
trols. In April, 2003, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency proposed
a new rule that would, if enacted, re-
quire reduced emissions from off-
road diesel engines-a significant
source of harmful air emissions that
has gone largely unregulated to
date. This, together with the admin-
istration’s acceptance of a Clinton
administration rule to cut levels of
sulfur in diesel fuel in 2001, is a sub-
stantial policy advance in protecting
the nation’s air. It should, however,
be noted that the off-road diesel
rule is not yet final.
Poor water record

The Bush administration’s record
on protecting our nation’s waters is
also poor. The Bush administration
has taken a series of steps to weaken
clean water protection.

As LCV’s 2001 report card indi-
cated, President Bush has reneged
on his father’s pledge of “no net loss
of wetlands,” which provide vital re-
sources that help reduce flooding,
purify drinking water, and serve as
critical fish and wildlife habitat.
And, in a far-reaching proposal an-
nounced in early 2003, the adminis-
tration indicated it might bow to the
real estate development industry
and use its regulatory powers to lim-
it the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

Continued on p. 19

Excerpt from the LCV Presidential 
Scorecard’s “clean water” section
Poll after poll shows that the environmental issue that most con-
cerns the American public is water quality.

However, more than three decades after the Clean Water Act was 
signed, a 2002 EPA water quality inventory states that some 45 per-
cent of America’s waterways remain too polluted for drinking, fish-
ing or swimming. Yet Bush administration actions have exhibited, if 
anything, a desire to weaken current protections.

In January 2001, the Supreme Court ruled that the Army Corps of 
Engineers could not extend Clean Water Act protection to isolated 
ponds and wetlands simply because they provided habitat for mi-
gratory birds. Working from that relatively narrow ruling, the real es-
tate development industry, the mining industry, and other industry 
groups went on to argue that 
the Clean Water Act did not ap-
ply to any so-called “non-navi-
gable” waters.

The Bush administration is us-
ing its regulatory powers to im-
plement these industry 
proposals and limit the scope 
of the Clean Water Act. In Janu-
ary 2003, the administration re-
leased new guidelines 
requiring Corps and EPA regu-
lators to seek permission from 
Washington, D.C. headquar-
ters before regulating so-called 
“isolated” waters, including 
wetlands, ponds and intermit-
tent streams. The administration also began a process that could 
further impair the Clean Water Act, by limiting which bodies of water 
would fall under the jurisdiction of the law.

Administration officials argued that these moves would “clarify and 
reaffirm” federal authority “over a vast majority of the nation’s wet-
lands” despite EPA’s own estimate that the rule changes could ex-
empt as many as 20 million acres of wetlands and an estimated 60 
percent of the nation’s streams from federal protection.

Environmentalists countered that the new policy could fatally weak-
en the Clean Water Act. Moreover, the EPA proposal ignores the vi-
tal ecological functions served by bogs, marshes, prairie potholes, 
and other small waterways and wetlands, which provide wildlife 
habitat, replenish groundwater, and filter pollutants out of lakes, riv-
ers, and coastal waters. “These are radical efforts to open up wa-
ters that have long been protected,” said Julie Sibbing of the 
National Wildlife Federation. Industry groups support narrowing the 
Clean Water Act’s jurisdiction: the National Mining Association sub-
mitted comments urging the administration to go forward with its 
proposal and to “clarify that the [Clean Water Act] grants jurisdic-
tion only over traditionally ‘navigable waters.’” Wetlands Protection 
America has lost more than 50 percent of its wetlands — vital re-
sources that help reduce flooding, purify drinking water, and serve 
as critical fish and wildlife habitat-and each year, another 60,000 
acres of wetlands are lost to development. President George H. W. 
Bush made a “no net loss of wetlands” pledge in 1989, and in 2001, 
his son’s administration reaffirmed the importance of preserving 
wetlands “for future generations of Americans.” Unfortunately, the 
Bush administration’s actions have done little to make these goals a 
reality. In December, 2002, for example, the Army Corps of Engi-
neers and the EPA issued new guidelines on replacing lost or dam-
aged wetlands. Under current law, the Corps can grant a permit for 
filling in wetlands if a developer creates or restores wetlands in an-
other area. The new policy, however, would move away from ensur-
ing acre-for-acre replacement of lost wetlands and would focus 
instead on restoring specific functions or ecological benefits.

Environmentalists charged that this was a fundamental violation of 
the “no net loss” goal. They also criticized the administration for 
placing an undue emphasis on wetlands restoration and mitigation. 
In practice, according to a National Academy of Sciences study, 
some substitute wetlands are never started, some are not complet-
ed, and others fail to provide the same natural benefits as the for-
feited wetlands. The General Accounting Office has concluded that 
the failure rate of these projects may be as high as 80 percent.
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The following is the Executive Summary of the 

League of Conservation Voters’ 2003 Presidential 

Scorecard report. The nonpartisan LCV has tracked 

the Bush environmental record, and it has found it 

very troubling.
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FISH KILL: biggest on record
Continued from p. 1

Van Dyck said the kills impacted
about 11.75 miles of prime trout wa-
ters in Richland County.

Van Dyck said the kill “appears
to be virtually complete” for all fish
species on 11.25 miles of Willow
Creek and .33 miles of Smith Hol-
low Creek, a tributary to the Willow,
in the Town of Willow.

Both impacted streams are de-
fined as Class I brown trout streams,
meaning they harbor self-sustaining
populations of brown trout. Also
eliminated were smaller fish such as
creek chub, sucker, and sculpin,
which serve as the food base for
trout.

Mr. Van Dyck noted that the
streams’ invertebrate community
was also damaged, but should recov-
er rapidly “because there are no fish
left to feed upon the small organ-
isms found along the bottom of
trout streams.”
Investigation details

The Willow Creek investigation
is focusing on “the mishandled
spreading of liquid manure,” and
both the landowner and contract
spreader are the subject of a DNR
probe, according to DNR animal
waste specialist Mike Vollrath in
Dodgeville.

The fish kill was reported to
DNR on July 17. Van Dyck and his
shocking crew subsequently found
almost 700 dead trout in the Willow
and Smith Hollow creeks.

Shocking surveys on Willow
Creek revealed normal populations
of trout and other fish in waters
above its junction with Smith Hol-
low Creek. Crews also found a nor-
mal population in the upper reaches
of Smith Hollow Creek. 

Van Dyck noted that the Willow
Creek fishery had been “in very
good shape and provided high-qual-
ity trout angling” along seven miles
of public-accessible stream. 

“We have done a lot of habitat
work on both streams over the
years,” said Van Dyck, who de-
scribed Smith Hollow Creek as a
“major reproductive contributor” to
Willow Creek’s trout population.

Van Dyck ranked Willow Creek
as one of the top five trout streams
in southwest Wisconsin and cau-
tioned that “recovery, in any case,
will take quite some time.” This is
because although the trout popula-
tions upstream of the impacted wa-
ters are “normal, there is only one
mile of good Class I trout water ad-
jacent to the kill area and there’s
not a big surplus of trout to drift
downstream,” said Van Dyck.
Recovery options

Re-establishing a viable trout
population by letting nature take its
course would begin with some adult
fish drifting downstream this sum-
mer and spawning this fall.

“While the number of spawners
would be small and the year class
brought off in 2005 would be small,
it will get things started,” said Van
Dyck. Under this scenario, Van Dy-
ck believes complete recovery will
be six to eight years away.

“This situation is extremely se-
vere because almost all of the trout
water was impacted, leaving few, if
any, surplus fish from adjacent wa-
ters to help recovery. In addition,
the number of larger and older fish
killed was very high since all of the
impacted water is under restrictive
regulations,” he continued.

The upper three miles or so of
Willow Creek had a no-kill regula-
tion, and the remainder was under a
12-inch, two-fish regulation.

“Many of the fish killed were six
to eight year olds, and that means

trout resulting from eggs this fall
will not reach this size and age until
2010 to 2012,” said Van Dyck.

Another remedy that could
speed up recovery would be human
intervention via stocking fish in the
impacted waters this fall, but this
will be dependent on having surplus
wild fish at the hatchery or being
able to transfer fish from a stream
with an excellent population of wild
fish into Willow Creek. Van Dyck
cautioned that these are big ques-
tion marks.

An additional option being con-
sidered is introducing special regu-
lations to protect the remaining and
transferred spawners until they have
had a chance to bring off adequate
year classes.

Stocking, transfers, and proper
regulatory protection could shorten
the time of full recovery to three to
four years as opposed to the six to
eight years, according to Van Dyck.

Van Dyck emphasized that dis-
cussions on how to begin re-estab-
lishing the fishery or enacting
special regulations for both waters
are “very preliminary.”
Implications for new nonpoint 
pollution rules

Two years ago Wisconsin at-
tacked the manure problem by
adopting new rules for the construc-
tion of manure storage structures
and manure management plans.

Under the new rules, the state
requires manure handling permits
for large farms. Smaller farms are
responsible for following the stan-
dards, but the state does not require
them to obtain permits. 

Under the new rules, small farm
operations are required for the first
time to control soil erosion and ma-
nure runoff. These rules require
farmers to develop management
plans that prevent such pollution,
but only if funds are available to off-
set their costs. 

The rules, though touted by leg-
islators as among the best in the na-
tion, have been crippled by a slow
and confusing implementation pro-
cess and lack of money to pay for
conservation practices. The state
cannot enforce the requirements on
small operations unless it pays at
least 70 percent of the costs of in-
stalling such land management
practices. 

To date, the Legislature has not
authorized any funding for such
plans. Under the current funding
circumstances, the rules do not in-
clude provisions for citing or fining
individuals who cause massive fish
kills, according to Mike Vollrath,
the DNR water management spe-
cialist investigating the Willow
Creek kill.

Manure spills by small farmers
may not be directly addressed by the
provisions in the new runoff legisla-
tion, but negligence is a different
matter. If the DNR can prove negli-
gence, then legal actions are a possi-
bility. However, the landowner is
innocent until proven guilty, and the
burden of proof lies on the shoul-
ders of the DNR. 

In the Willow Creek case, liquid
manure appears to have been the
culprit, and storage facilities are an
integral part of the liquid manure
handling process. It is not clear why
the farmer in question chose to ap-
ply liquid manure to saturated soils
at a time when more rain was fore-
cast. In hindsight, continued storage
would have been a vastly superior
alternative to spreading. Whether
that constitutes negligence is cur-
rently unclear. According to Voll-
rath, the DNR is “pursuing
enforcement options at this time.”

FISH KILL AFTERMATH
Over 700 dead trout (top) were 
collected in the days after the WDNR 
was alerted to the fish kill on the 
Willow River. An electroshocking 
survey upstream of the impacted 
area (center) found populations of 
healthy trout (bottom).

ROCKIN’ K

FARMS

“Quality lodging

in secluded

Spring Coulee”

Rockin’ K Fly Shop
And don’t forget our

Check out the stream conditions at
http://go.to.rocknk

PO Box 6, Coon Valley, WI 54623 (608) 452-3678
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research purposes immediately
prior to their release. Picnic
tables were converted to
laboratory tables, and graduate
students from Northern
Michigan University and their
advisor, Dr. Jill B. K. Leonard,
weighed, measured, and
electronically tagged them. The
electronic tags, called PIT tags
(Passive Integrated Transpon-
der), are about the size of a
pellet one feeds guinea pigs.
Because they are not battery
powered, they are lightweight.

(continued on page 2)

Pictured Rocks National
Lakeshore, along the southern
shore of Lake Superior in
Michigan’s Upper Peninsula,
began stocking coaster brook
trout in 1997.  In the mid-
1990’s fisheries biologists from
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
identified suitable habitat in
several streams in the park. Fin
clipped Tobin Harbor (Isle
Royale) strain coasters have
been stocked seven times in
three streams since 1997 in
partnership with Michigan
Department of Natural Re-
sources, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the Biology
Department at Northern
Michigan University. Beginning
in 2003, thirteen members of
the Fred Waara and Two-
Hearted Chapters of Trout
Unlimited have volunteered
their time and strong backs to
form bucket brigades, moving
coasters from hatchery trucks
to streams.

The most recent event oc-
curred on April 29, 2004, when
7,500 yearling coasters were
stocked in the Hurricane River.
All had been fin clipped at the
Genoa National Fish Hatchery
in southwestern Wisconsin.
Two hundred  thirty-three
yearling coasters were set
aside for monitoring and

Coaster Brook Trout Stocking At Pictured Rocks

National Lakeshore

Top photo: Lake Superior Minnesota. Photo
courtesy of USDA Forest Service, Superior
National Forest.

In this issue...

On the Fly 3

From the Tributaries 4

In the Spotlight 7

Mouth of the Hurricane River. Photo
courtesy of T. Breiby.

NEW COASTER PUB AVAILABLE
The Coaster Connection is being 
published with news on the coaster 
brook trout restoration project along 
Lake Superior. Contact Todd Breiby 
at tbreiby@tu.org or (608) 250-
3534 to receive it.

Coaster experts speak in Madison
There was a coaster brook trout

symposium as part of the Aug. 24
American Fisheries Society meet-
ing in Madison. 

Speakers included Dr. Casey
Huckins from Michigan Technologi-
cal University. Huckins discussed
the population ecology of coaster
brook trout.

Dr. Jeff Schuldt of UW-Superior
and UW Extension was also present
to discuss coaster brook trout habi-
tat use in lakes and streams.
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Wisconsin Trout book excerpt

Meine book explores a variety of conservation topics

By Curt Meine
With his 1921 article “The Wil-

derness and Its Place in Forest Rec-
reation Policy,” Leopold opened a
new round in the debate over the
fate of wilderness within the na-
tion’s public lands. “Very evidently,”
he recognized, “we have here the
old conflict between preservation
and use, long since an issue with re-
spect to timber, water
power, and other pure-
ly economic resources,
but just now coming to
be an issue with respect
to recreation. It is the
fundamental function
of foresters to reconcile
these conflicts, and to
give constructive direc-
tion to these issues as
they arise.”

Appearing in the
Journal of Forestry, Le-
opold’s discussion of
“wilderness conserva-
tion” and his specific
call to establish permanent wilder-
ness areas on the national forests
were sure to provoke consternation
among many of his professional
peers. Sensitive to bureaucratic pol-
itics and traditions, he made his case
by invoking holy writ: “The argu-
ment for such wilderness areas is
premised wholly on highest recre-
ation use.” As an example, Leopold
recommended protecting the head-
waters of the Gila River in the Gila
National Forest in western New
Mexico. In so doing, he provided a
fine oxymoron for foresters (and fu-
ture environmental historians) to
ponder: “Highest use,” he insisted,
“demands its preservation.”

Wilderness protection was differ-
ent from game and wildlife protec-
tion. The grain of attitudes ran at a
different angle. The economic argu-
ments for protection were less obvi-
ous. A sense of history was more
essential. The core constituency was
harder to define. And after all, the
country already had a National Park
Service devoted to preserving wild
wonders; wasn’t that enough?

It was not enough for Leopold
and his like-minded colleagues in
the Forest Service. The national
parks were closed to hunting, and in
any case were being riddled with
roads and tourist accommodations.
And scenery was not enough. Le-
opold wanted a functional wilder-
ness, “big enough to absorb a two
weeks’ pack trip,” yet accessible to
those not wealthy enough to travel
to the far ends of the earth. His 1921
call for wilderness protection was
both progressive and utilitarian in
this sense. It launched him on a ca-
reer of wilderness advocacy that
would again demonstrate that the
line dividing utility and preservation
was not simple, and not immutable.

That Leopold’s initial interest in
wilderness was more than aesthetic

— that it involved more than scenic
values — became plain when the
idea of wilderness designation first
arose in his discussion with Arthur
Carhart in 1919. Carhart, a land-
scape architect, hoped to preserve
the scenic quality of Trapper’s Lake
in Colorado’s White River National
Forest through protection of its im-
mediate shoreline. Leopold had

something more in
mind. In “The Wilder-
ness and Its Place in
Forest Recreation Poli-
cy,” he had stressed the
recreational value of
wilderness areas, with
hardly a word given to
scenic, biological, or
ecological values, and
only a hint of social,
cultural, economic, his-
torical, and spiritual
values. And yet, aes-
thetic quality underlay
the type of recreation
he was seeking to pro-
tect. The sort of travel,

hunting, and fishing that Leopold
himself most enjoyed required a
large, wild, and reasonably accessi-
ble environment.

By 1924, when the Gila Wilder-
ness Area was designated, Leopold
was expressing other reasons to pro-
tect wild places. There was always a
practical tack to his arguments.
Preservation, evidently, had other
important “uses”: “What I am trying
to picture is the tragic absurdity of
trying to whip the March of Empire
into a gallop. ...In this headlong
stampede for speed and ciphers we
are crushing the last remnants of
something that ought to be pre-
served for the spiritual and physical
welfare of future Americans, even at
the cost of acquiring a few less mil-
lions of wealth or population in the
long run. Something that has helped
build the race for such innumerable
centuries that we may logically sup-
pose it will help preserve it in the
centuries to come.” Leopold was
asking the Forest Service to commit
itself, in a real way, to forest values
other than those most readily trans-
latable into the “ciphers” of eco-
nomics. He was emphasizing the
ultimate usefulness of wilderness
preservation. The line between utili-
ty and preservation had become
very thin indeed.

After moving to Wisconsin in
1924, Leopold produced a series of
articles rounding out the argument
behind “the wilderness idea.” Di-
rected to diverse audiences, these
articles laid out common themes:
wilderness as a complement to civi-
lization; the central role of wilder-
ness in American history; the limits
of standard economic reasoning; the
need for a balanced vision of land
use. Fighting a rearguard battle, Le-
opold did not to deny the conven-
tional economic value of the lands

in question, but used this as a start-
ing point. Realism, again, was his
hallmark:

The Forest Service will nat-
urally select for wilderness
playgrounds the roughest ar-
eas and those poorest from the
economic standpoint. But it
will be physically impossible to
find any area which does not
embrace some economic val-
ues. Sooner or later some pri-
vate  in teres t  wi l l  wish  to
develop these values, at which
time those who are thinking in
terms of…national develop-
ment in the broad sense and
those who are thinking of local
development in the narrow
sense will come to grips. And
forthwith the private interests
wil l  invoke the aid of the
steam roller. They always do.
And unless the wilderness idea
represents the mandate of an
organized, fighting, and vot-
ing body of far-seeing Ameri-
cans, the steam roller will win.
To build such a mandate, Le-

opold resorted less to Muir-like evo-
cations of wild beauty and sublime
majesty than to appreciation of the
contrast value of wilderness. This
called for a sense of history and cul-
tural wholeness that defied the pre-
vailing mood in the United States in
the Roaring Twenties: “The mea-
sure of civilization is in its contrasts.
A modern city is a national asset,
not because the citizen has planted
his iron heel on the breast of nature,
but because of the different kinds of
man his control over nature has en-
abled him to be. ...If, once in a
while, he has the opportunity to flee
the city, throw a diamond hitch up-
on a packmule, and disappear into
the wilderness of the Covered Wag-
on Days, he is just that more civi-
lized than he would be without the
opportunity. It makes him one more
kind of man — a pioneer.”

At a time when wilderness pres-
ervation was little more than a frag-
ile hope, Leopold recognized the
pragmatic need to gather potential
supporters through an expanded vi-
sion of the national saga, and the
national landscape. Building on the
ideas of Muir and Pinchot,
Roosevelt and Frederick Jackson
Turner, drawing on such writers and
poets as Whitman, Stephen Vincent
Benet, and Sinclair Lewis (and may-
be even F. Scott Fitzgerald), and
sharing the views of such contempo-
raries as Benton MacKaye and
Lewis Mumford, Leopold argued
for wilderness preservation, not as a
denial of the American myth of
progress, but as a radical new fulfill-
ment of it.

Yet, the economic dogma had to
be faced. “Economic development,”
then as now, was roughly synony-
mous with “road building.” To Le-
opold, it was a matter of scale and
balance: roads were not good or bad
in and of themselves; their utility, or
lack thereof, was a function of time,
place, and density. Viewed on a na-
tional scale, and in historical con-
text, the rise of the automobile
culture demanded a parallel com-
mitment to wilderness preservation:

...The wilderness idea is as-
sumed to be an anti-road idea.
The assumption is incorrect.
...Roads and wilderness are
merely a case of the pig in the
parlor. We now recognize that
the pig is all right — for ba-
con, which we all eat. But
there was no doubt a time,
soon after the discovery that

many pigs meant much ba-
con, when our ancestors as-
sumed that because the pig
was so useful an institution he
should be welcomed at all
times and places. And I sup-
pose that the first “enthusiast”
who raised the question of
limiting his distribution was
construed to be uneconomic,
visionary, and anti-pig.
In a 1925 article, “Wilderness as

a Form of Land Use,” Leopold
made the point more formally:

Our system of land use is
full of phenomena which are
sound as tendencies but be-
come unsound as ultimates...
The ques t ion,  in  br ie f,  i s
whether the benefits of wilder-
ness-conquest will extend to
ultimate wilderness-elimina-
tion. ...To preserve any land in
a wild condition is, of course, a
reversal of economic tendency,
but that fact alone should not
condemn the proposal. A study
of the history of land utilization
shows that good use is largely a
matter of good balance — of
wise adjustment between op-
posing tendencies.
Leopold did not expand here on

what he thought the benefits of “wil-
derness-conquest” had been, and it
is difficult to know how deeply he
might have been holding his tongue
in his cheek to make his argument.
But if one of the benefits of wilder-
ness conquest had been a height-
ened appreciation of the remaining
wilderness, then use and preserva-
tion were inevitably and closely cou-
pled. That coupling had to be
considered in any future use that as-
pired to the adjective “wise.”

Leopold put his reasoning into a
particularly American context.
Scorning the superficial definitions of
utility and Americanism that marked
the “Babbittian” decade of the 1920s,
he presented wilderness not as a
source just of use or beauty, but as the
source of a still incomplete, evolving
republic: “Is it not a bit beside the
point for us to be so solicitous about
preserving [American] institutions
without giving so much as a thought
to preserving the environment which
produced them and which may now
be one of our effective means of
keeping them alive?” Later, the
American experience of wilderness
would be overshadowed in Le-
opold’s wilderness philosophy by
globally applicable concerns for eco-
logical health and diversity.
Through the 1920s, however, this
was a principal and effective part of
his argument. The wilderness, as
Euro-Americans had defined and
experienced it, was forever gone —
that too was a lesson of history —
but its cultural resonance remained
potent. By forcing those who patri-
otically invoked wilderness symbol-
ism to confront the stark reality of
dwindling wild spaces, Leopold ex-
plicitly and implicitly invited action.
To those who questioned whether
there was any place for wilderness in
an America whose business was
business, Leopold asked, “Shall we
now exterminate this thing that
made us American?”

After producing this mid-1920s
pulse of wilderness advocacy papers,
Leopold turned his attention to lay-
ing the groundwork for wildlife
management. When he resumed an
active role in the wilderness protec-
tion movement in the mid-1930s, he
did so with all the additional insight
that his intellectual evolution could
bring to the cause.

Continued on p. 23

Correction Lines: Essays on Land, Leopold, and Conservation is a thoughtful 

new collection of essays by Wisconsin writer and conservation biologist Curt 

Meine. Collectively the essays assert that we have reached a critical juncture in 

conservation — a “correction line” of sorts. Correction Lines argues that we 

need a more coherent and comprehensive account of the past if we are to 

understand our present circumstances and move forward under 

unprecedented conditions. This excerpt is from the chapter entitled “Leopold’s 

Fine Line” in which Meine examines Aldo Leopold’s arguments in favor of 

setting aside wilderness areas in the U.S.
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Odonata
(Damselflies
and Dragonflies): 

Presently, 154 species in the

order Odonata have been

found in Wisconsin, repre-

sented by 3 families, 19 gen-

era, and 45 species in the

sub-order Zygoptera (dam-

selflies), and 6 families, 38

genera, and 109 species in

the suborder Anisoptera

(Dragonflies). The larvae of

all species are aquatic with

about two-thirds being lentic

and one-third inhabiting lotic

environments. Lotic-

dwelling larvae occur in all

types of permanent stream

habitats, including gravel

and rock riffles, debris along

streambanks, bank vegeta-

tion, soft sediments and

sand; occasionally they are

found along the wind-swept

shores of lakes. Lentic lar-

vae inhabit permanent and

temporary ponds, wetlands,

and littoral zones and shore-

line areas of lakes. Life-

cycles are relatively long

and range from one to four

years. Most Odonate larvae

found in Wisconsin can be

identified to species.

Dragonfly nymph.

MEINE: explores Leopold’s 
arguments for wilderness
Continued from p. 22

The significance of wildlands
now included their scientific and
ecological value. With this came an
intensified sense of the benefits to
be gained by preserving wilderness.

Leopold made the point in his
contribution to the inaugural issue
(1935) of The Living Wilderness, the
journal of the new Wilderness Soci-
ety: “I suspect…that the scientific
values [of wilderness] are still scant-
ily appreciated, even by members of
the Society…. The long and short of
the matter is that all land-use tech-
nologies — agriculture, forestry, wa-
tersheds, erosion, game, and range
management — are encountering
unexpected and baffling obstacles
which show clearly that despite su-
perficial advances in technique, we
do not yet understand and cannot yet
control the long-time interrelations
of animals, plants, and mother
earth.” The logical corollary? We
needed the dynamic of wilderness as
a contrast to the dynamic of civiliza-
tion. Leopold had said as much in
the 1920s, but his emphasis then was
on the benefits to individuals and to
society. Now he stressed the bene-
fits to the combined natural and cul-
tural community.

Humbled by his growing appreci-
ation of the complexity of popula-
tion ecology (the “yet” would
evaporate from the statement
above), focused by field experienc-
es in Germany’s forests and Mexi-
co’s Sierra Madre, and tempered by
the harsh lessons of the dust bowl
years, Leopold would henceforth
emphasize this argument for wilder-
ness above all others. Wildlands
took their place at one end of the
full spectrum of his conservation
philosophy, inseparable from his
other conservation interests. As Le-
opold worked to translate his “biotic
view of land” into on-the-ground
conservation strategies, wilderness
became the vital control against
which to check the human experi-
ment in land use: “Just as doctors
must study healthy people to under-
stand disease, so must the land sci-
ences study the wilderness to
understand disorders of the land-
mechanism.”

Leopold employed the “land
health” analogy regularly in the late
1930s and early 1940s as he worked
to instill ecological understanding
among his students and colleagues.
The preservationist sounded very
practical at this point: “All wilder-
ness areas, no matter how small or
imperfect, have a large value to
land-science. The important thing is
to realize that recreation is not their
only or even their principal utility.
In fact, the boundary between recre-
ation and science, like the bound-
aries between park and forest,
animal and plant, tame and wild, ex-
ists only in the imperfections of the
human mind.” Leopold was expand-
ing traditional notions of utilitarian-
ism in a manner that would not
come to be appreciated for another
half century. Foresters, farmers,

fishers, conservationists, scientists
now wonder: what knowledge might
we reap if we had access to a large
functioning bison range, a county or
two of midwestern tallgrass prairie,
a fully self-sustaining salmon or cod
fishery, a cylinder of pre-industrial
atmosphere? (One suspects that
even the most sober of utilitarians
would stand back in wonder as
well).

Although Leopold regularly em-
phasized the practical benefits to be
gained through preservation, his
aesthetic response remained pro-
found. One has only to read his
Sand County Almanac accounts of
Arizona and New Mexico, of Mani-
toba and the Colorado River delta,
of the less monumental but still en-
trancing wilds of Wisconsin. These
essays were composed in the early
1940s, when his mature wilderness
philosophy gave context to his mem-
ories. At the same time, he re-
mained an ever-vigilant defender, in
print and in person, for threatened
wildlands from the Arctic to the
Mexican borderlands to Wiscon-
sin’s rivers and remnant prairies.
His art, his advocacy, his science,
and his ethics, were of a piece.

Reconciliation of the utilitarian
and preservationist traditions on the
issue of wilderness protection has,
of course, remained elusive. In Le-
opold’s view, such reconciliation
could be achieved only if enough
“far-seeing Americans” came to un-
derstand the larger ecological, his-
torical, and cultural context of
wildness, and allowed that under-
standing to inform their worldviews
and commitments. This is the point
to which Leopold’s evolving wilder-
ness philosophy — and his land eth-
ic — finally led. In his final essay on
wilderness, he wrote:

Wilderness is the raw mate-
rial out of which man has
hammered the artifact called
civilization….

To the laborer in the sweat
of his labor, the raw stuff on
his anvil is an adversary to be
conquered. So was wilderness
an adversary to the pioneer.

But to the laborer in repose,
able for the moment to cast a
phi losophica l  eye  on h i s
world, that same raw stuff is
something to be loved and
cherished, because it gives def-
inition and meaning to his life.
Wild places have given “defini-

tion and meaning” even to the lives
of those most removed from, un-
aware of, and even hostile towards,
their existence. This “use” goes to
the very essence of our existence,
dives to the depths of our evolution-
ary origins, asks profound questions
of human intentions, calls us to cre-
ation’s brink. Though not always
pleasant or comfortable, the human
experience of the wild has made us
human. This is true for each of us as
individuals, and all of us as mem-
bers of the species. Lose the wild,
and we lose the human. That would
be wasteful, and inefficient, and im-
practical. And very ugly.

This insect description is from
the WDNR publication Macroinver-
tebrate Data Interpretation Guidance
Manual (PUB-SS-965 2003).

Damsel features “perfect” body from nylon packing tie
By Larry Meicher

This is one of my favorite sum-
mer/fall patterns, especially on the
Kickapoo and the Mecan. I’ve seen
trout jump several inches out of the
stream trying to capture them.

Often I see the black damsels,
but when the trout are on the black
ones, they still take the blue pattern. 

This is also a great pattern for
lakes and spring ponds (sight fishing
for cruisers on a bright, sunny, calm
day). I’ve found lake and spring
pond fish more finicky, so for those
waters, I tie these in black and red,
too.

Begin by tying in a 1 1/4” piece of
a 5” blue Secure-a-tie for the body

and a pair of medium blue mono
eyes. Superglue both.

Next cut a 1/4” wide strip of blue
3MM closed-cell foam to the rear
underside of the hook.

Attach two inch-long grizzly
hackle tips or white Z-lon for wings.
Then wrap 5-6 turns of grizzly hack-
le between the wings and eyes.

Now pull the foam forward be-
neath the hook. Stretch it a little,
poke a hole through it with your
bodkin, and then slip the hook’s eye
through this hole. Continue pulling
the foam over the eyes and wrap

snugly behind the eyes. Tie off the
excess foam and glue the wraps.

You might be wondering whether
this fly floats well given its body is
made of hard plastic. They do! Plus
the consistency of the notches in the
Secure-a-tie makes for a wonderful-
looking segmented body.

If you cannot find these bodies
— or do not want to buy them in
quantities of thousands — contact
me at:

Have Fly Rod Will Travel
W5258 Salisbury Rd.
Rio, WI 53960

MATERIALS LIST
Larry’s “Secure-a-tie” 

damsel fly

Hook: #10 Mustad 94849.
Body: 1 1/4” section of an 
Avery Dennison nylon “secure-
a-tie” nylon material tie.
Thorax: 3MM closed-cell blue 
foam.
Eyes: medium blue mono 
eyes.
Wings: 2 grizzly hackle tips or 
white Z-lon.
Legs: grizzly hackle
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2004 “Friends” program sets 
all-time contribution record

By John Cantwell
I am happy to report that this has

been a record-setting year for the
Friends campaign. 

More Wisconsin TU members
dug into their pockets this year than
ever before. Since October 1st of
2003, nearly $16,000 has been do-
nated to Friends of Wisconsin TU.
Thanks go out to members for their
generous contributions. 

All monies donated to Friends
goes directly to the resources. Over
the past 15 years, the fund and dedi-
cated over $135,000 to state coldwa-
ter resources in the areas of stream
improvement, education, and land
acquisition.

Formed in 1990, the Friends of
Wisconsin TU program allows con-
cerned anglers to make annual con-
tributions of $100 or more to a
special fund managed by the WITU
State Council. 

We in Wisconsin are blessed with
many trout fishing opportunities!
But all is not roses with our coldwa-
ter fishery. Too many streams and
tributaries have their flows impaired
by dams and debris. And some
ponds are so clogged with silt that
they are nearly devoid of living and
spawning space for trout. Many of
our most famous streams face
threats from stormwater discharg-
es, ag runoff, and development.

Yet there is something that YOU
as an individual can do to help cor-
rect these problems that hurt the
coldwater resources in the Badger
State. You can become a “Friend of
Wisconsin Trout Unlimited.”

Your annual contribution of $100
or more means you will be listed
with all the other “Friends” in four
consecutive issues of Wisconsin
Trout, the official publication of
Wisconsin TU. 

Also, while supplies last, we will
send you a very practical mini flash-
light featuring a bright LED bulb

that will last nearly for-
ever. As you probably
know, LED bulbs use
very little energy. This
light will be a handy ad-
dition to your fishing
vest.

Just as importantly, though,
you’ll receive the satisfaction of

knowing you donated to a cause that
has made a difference in Wiscon-
sin’s trout fishery. 

Over $135,000 devoted to trout resources 
since 1991. Recent projects include...

$2,000 to the Ojib-
leau Chapter for a 
project on the North 
Fork of Gilbert 

$2,000 to the Harry & 
Laura Nohr Chapter for 
restoration on the Blue 
River in Iowa Co.

$2,000 to the Lakeshore 
Chapter for ongoing work 
on the Onion River in She-
boygan Co.

$2,000 to the WI River Val-
ley Chapter for almost one 
mile of work on the Plover 

$400 to UW-Oshkosh for 
a macroinvertebrate 
study.

$2,000 to the Nohr Chap-
ter for habitat work on Big 
Spring Creek in Iowa and 

$1,760 to the Ojib-
leau Chapter for 
work on Gilbert 
Creek in Dunn Co.

Anonymous Green Bay WI
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Bruce C Davidson Wauwatosa WI
R. Bruce Denuyl* Wilmette IL
Edwin DeVilbiss* Arlington Heights IL
Dale Druckrey 08 Bonduel WI 
John Dunagan Spring Green WI
Richard Duplessie Eau Claire WI
Donald C Ebbers Plover WI
Richard Evans Mequon WI 
Alan Finesilver De Pere WI
William A Flader Madison WI
Daniel T Flaherty La Crosse WI
David Frasch Chippewa Falls WI
Jim French New Franken WI
Donald R Gore Sheboygan WI
William Haack Appleton WI
Robert Hackinson Appleton WI
Dean Hagness Stevens Point WI
Donald M Hanson DePere WI 
Henry W Haugley Sun Prairie WI
Stephen Hawk Madison WI
Ashton Hawk Madison WI
Brian Hegge Rhinelander WI
Walter Hellyer Fish Creek WI
Charles Hodulik Madison WI
Don Hudson Verona WI
John B Hutchinson Sun Prairie WI
Greggar Isaksen Brule WI
Charles James Milwaukee WI
John Kenealy Waukesha WI

Gordon E King Merrill WI
Lane A Kistler Milwaukee WI
David M Konz Oshkosh WI
David Ladd Dodgeville WI
Brian Leitinger Rhinelander WI
Brian Madsen Ellsworth WI
Anna D Magnin Marshfield WI
Mike Meier Fort Atkinson WI
Colleen Moore Madison WI
Ross Mueller Appleton WI
John Nebel Menasha WI
Keith R Nelson Waunakee WI
William D Nielsen Eau Claire WI
John R Norland Neenah WI
Dr. Robert Obma Mountain WI
Herbert W Oechler Wauwatosa WI
Richard Ouren Muscoda WI
Lawrence J Paplhan Franklin WI
Dick Peters Marshfield WI
John Pfeffenle Appleton WI
Bill Pielsticker Lodi WI
Richard Prine Ridgeland WI
Don Putning Racine WI
Robert Ragotzkie Madison WI
Alyson & Meghan Rake DePere WI
Ron Rellatz Merton WI
Bob Retko Cedarburg WI
Gary Retzak Manitowoc WI
Thomas J Rice MD Marshfield WI
Glen W Ringwall New Berlin WI
Michael A SanDretto Neenah WI
James J Scheibl Racine WI
James J School Kaukauna WI
Delmar Schwaller Appleton WI
Robert Selk Madison WI
John A Shillinglaw Appleton WI
Brent Sittlow Hudson WI
Arthur Sonneland MD DePere WI
Marc Staff Brookfield WI
Joseph T Steuer Naples FL
Bill Stokes Mazomanie WI

Gary and Jan Stoychoff Green Bay
Mike Strittmater Viroqua WI
Michael C Stupich Watertown WI
Robert L Tabbert La Fayette LA
Dr. James C Tibbetts Sturgeon Bay WI
Lynde B Uihlein Milw WI
Dennis Vanden Bloomen Eau Claire WI
Greg Vodak Stoughton WI
Dick Wachowski Eau Claire WI
Don A Wagner Gillett WI
David Wahl Sterling IL
Jack Wahlers Berlin WI
Dick and Marty Ward Wautoma WI
Bill Weege Arena WI
Carl Weigle Mukwonago WI
John (Duke) Welter Eau Claire WI
Michael Wenner Tigerton WI
Steven Wilke Marinette WI
Gayle & Mary Worf Madison WI
Norb Wozniak Juneau WI
Tim Wrase Neenah WI
Fred Young Roscoe IL
Russell Younglove - Memorial Berlin WI
Robert C Zimmerman DePere WI
R.E. (Bob) Zimmerman Madison WI

*Anglers Club of Chicago
Central WI Chapter
Coulee Region Chapter 
Fox Valley Chapter 
Frank Hornberg Chapter
Green Bay Chapter 
Harry & Lora Nohr Chapter
Kiap-TU-Wish Chapter 
Lee Wulff Chapter, Illinois
Marinette Co. Chapter 
Northwoods Chapter 
Oconto River Chapter 
Ocooch Creeks Chapter 
Southern WI Chapter
Wild Rivers Chapter 

Name

Address

City, State Zip Phone #

MAIL TO: Friends of Wisconsin TU
% John H. Cantwell
3725 Ken Ridge Ln.

Yes, I want to join the “Friends” of Wisconsin Trout Unlimited.

Green Bay, WI 54313-8271

Enclosed is my check for $100 or more.

Your name would
look great here!

Join the Friends today...

Friends
of Wis.
TU

View all past “Friends” projects 
at www.WisconsinTU.org

$500 to Independence 
High School (Trempeale-
au Co.)




