
 
 

 
 

 
 

Sierra Club Challenges Violations at Big Stone 

 

 On June 11, the Sierra Club took action to force the Big Stone coal- fired power plant to employ 

modern pollution controls.  Over the past decade, the existing plant‘s owners have repeatedly modified 
the 30-year old plant to keep it operating past its retirement date without ever installing modern 
pollution controls.  Modern pollution controls being employed by other utilities in the country could cut 

the Big Stone plant‘s emissions by over 90 percent. 
 ―Otter Tail Power needs to clean up its act before it sinks billions of dollars into another polluting 
project,‖ said Bruce Nilles, Director of the Sierra Club‘s National Coal Campaign.  ―The desire of this 

company to double the size of a project that has been polluting illegally for over a decade shows a great 
disregard for public health and environmental quality,‖ added Nilles.  

 The plant‘s owners between 1995 and 2005 undertook major modifications and life-extension 
projects at its existing plant without 
notifying state regulators, without 

obtaining a new permit, and 
without installing modern pollution 

controls.  These changes not only 
extended the life of the aging coal 
plant, but they also increased 

emissions of nitrogen oxides, sulfur 
dioxide, and fine particulate matter – pollutants that contribute to serious health problems such as 
asthma, lung cancer and heart disease.  The Sierra Club uncovered the violations during a year-long 

investigation into Otter Tail Power‘s plans to build another massive coal plant – the proposed Big Stone 
II project – and new transmission lines to carry the power across Minnesota.  

 Public pressure to pursue alternatives to expanding Big Stone II has increased significantly as doubt 
about the viability of the project has grown.  Recent events have contributed to the growing doubts about 
the project:  the listing of the Minnesota River as threatened; an appeal to Governor Pawlenty from 

NASA scientist Dr. James Hansen not to expand the project because of global warming; concerns raised 
from members of the Sisseton-Wahpeton Tribe in proximity to the plant; and rallies at the Otter Tail 

Corporation annual shareholder meeting and the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission meeting.   
 [In June] this growing uncertainty led the Minnesota PUC to delay a decision about the Big Stone II 
plant.  ―…the co-owners are failing to acknowledge carbon dioxide as a pollutant in contradiction to the 

Supreme Court ruling in April.  In the application for the air permit in South Dakota, the illega l levels of 
pollution were not taken into account.‖ 
 The Sierra Club suit charges the three co-owners of the plant – Otter Tail Power, Montana Dakota 

Utilities and Northwestern Corporation – with violations of the federal Clean Air Act.  As an outcome of 
the lawsuit, Sierra Club is seeking enforcement of the Clean Air Act which would mean Otter Tail 

Power and other co-owners will have to install modern pollution controls and be subject to penalties of 
up to $25,000 a day for each day in violation.  
 
Source:  The South Dakota Sun, newsletter of South Dakota Peace & Justice Center, June 2008 
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Eminent Domain Referendum Petition Falls Short 
 

 Brookings resident Karen Cardenas, one of the members of 
the statewide group Protect Private Property (P3), said efforts to 

refer the recently passed South Dakota eminent domain 
legislation, SB 174, have not been successful.  The group was 
short by 1562 signatures. (continued on page 2) 
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Eminent Domain Not Referred 
(continued from page 1) 

 P3 supporters had to collect 
16,776 valid signatures from 
registered South Dakota voters within 

90 days following adjournment of the 
2008 Legislature in order to refer SB 
174 on the November ballot.  The 

group turned in 18,850 signatures. 
 In order to verify that enough 

signatures had been collected, 
Secretary of State Chris Nelson chose 
5 percent of the signatures turned in 

(about 900) and used them to 
determine the total number of valid 

signatures.  Based upon extrapolation, 
Nelson came up with 15,214 valid 
signatures. 

 This new law which became 
effective July 1 requires all eminent 
domain cases involving the Dakota 

Minnesota & Eastern Railroad 
expansion to be resolved in 90 days 

regardless of their complexity or the 
number of people impacted. 
 ―As one of the three co-sponsors 

of the petition, I am understandably 
disappointed that this issue will not 

appear on the November ballot,‖ said 
Cardenas.  ―In carrying the petition, I 
found very few people who were in 

favor of the provisions of SB 174.  
Most people oppose eminent domain 
in general and were especially 

concerned about the 90-day limit on 
railroad-related eminent domain 

decisions and on the ‗quick take‘ 
provision in SB 174.  The fact that we 
won‘t be on the November ballot is 

upsetting, but it is not the end of our 
opposition to the DM&E‘s plan to 

bring Powder River Basin coal 
through South Dakota.  This plan is 
abhorrent to many communities along 

the current and the proposed DM&E 
coal train line.‖ 

Common Sense Building Material Used in 
Manderson SD Project 

 
 On May 12, 2008, right after the 8th Annual Hemp Hoe 
Down, about 20 people headed for Manderson, SD, to 

engage in a hempcrete building project called ―Maka Akan 
Wicoti‖ (Community Upon the Earth). The project was 

covered by online magazine Hemphasis.net.  
 Hempcrete is, loosely described, the blending of hemp 
with a mortar to produce a light, flexible, insulative and 

strong building material. American Limetec of Chicago 
collaborated with Maka Akan Wicoti to provide Hemcrete®, 

a proprietary mixture of lime mortar and hemp shive 
(chipped hempstalk from which the fiber has been removed) 
as well as Limetec‘s expertise.  

 John Spijwijc, a specialist in historic stonemasonry, 
came to the Alex White Plume land three miles north of 
Manderson from Chicago to demonstrate the building 

technique and oversee the Eco-Wicoti group‘s renovation of 
the White Plume/Kiza Park Community Center.  

 Between May 12 and May 20, the Eco-Wicoti group 
stripped the wooden siding from the 26 by 41 foot building 
and replaced it with 12- inch Hemcrete® walls. A week later, 

Eco-Wicoti started covering the Hemcrete® with lime 
plaster. 

 Eco-Wicoti intends to use its newly-developed skills and 
knowledge to construct more sustainable-architecture 
buildings on and off the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation.  

 A combination of hemp and mortar was widely used in 
Middle Ages construction in Europe. Over time, the lime in 
the mortar calcifies the hemp plant matter, resulting in 

continual growth in the strength of the structure. The lime 
also makes hempcrete unpalatable for rodents and insects.  

 Hemcrete® has an ―R- factor‖ (used to comparatively 
rate the insulative qualities of a substance) of 2 for each inch 
of thickness. The 12- inch walls thus achieve an R-factor of 

about 24. Six- inch fiberglas batt (a commonly-used 
insulation) has an R-factor of about 19. The higher the R-

factor, the more slowly heat is transferred through the wall 
(or ceiling, as the case may be).  
 Pictures and narrative of the process used at Maka Akan 

Wicoti are available at http://www.hemphasis.net/ (click on 
―Lakota Hempcrete Project‖ at the top of the page).  
  

For more in-depth information, contact Bob Newland, 605-255-4032, 

newland@rapidcity.com. 
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Ban Mercury from Vaccines 
by Susan Thompson, Colman 

 

 Editor’s Note:  SDRC member Susan Thompson’s granddaughter Taylor Haug died in June 2007 at age 7 when she 

seized up in a pool.  The seizures are believed to be caused by thimerisol in vaccines Taylor received as a newborn and at 7, 

17 & 24 weeks of age.  The thimerisol led to diagnosed autism, epilepsy, verbal apraxia and sensory integration disorder. 

 A mercury-based preservative, thimerisol has been used in a majority of vaccines since the 1930s.  However, the number 

of mandatory vaccines for children has increased from 10 in 1983 to 36 in 2007.  The mercury in thimerisol has a cumulative 

effect, meaning it lingers and can accumulate in the brain. 

 As Taylor Haug‘s grandmother, I am compelled to inform the public about three current pieces of 
legislation that have been introduced in the House of  Representatives by Florida Congressman David 

Weldon, MD, and Carolyn Maloney of New York.  Weldon, who serves on the Health and Human 
Services Subcommittee, is also a member of the Autism Caucus.  He has been a leading advocate in the 
fight to eradicate the epidemic of autism. 

 The Vaccine Safety and  Public Confidence Assurance Act of 2007 (H.R. 1973) would  give 
responsibility of the nation‘s vaccine safety to an independent agency within the Department of Health 

and Human Services.  Its sole purpose would be vaccine safety and evaluation.  Currently, the Center for 
Disease Control is responsible for both vaccine safety and promotion, a serious conflict of interest.  
 The Mercury-Free Vaccines Act of 2007 (H.R. 881) would essentially ban the use of thimerosal (50 

percent mercury) from all vaccines.  Mercury is in the air we breathe, in the fish we eat and in the 
vaccines we inject.  According to the Environmental Protection Agency, one in six infants is born with a 
blood mercury level exceeding the level considered safe by the EPA.  A known neurotoxin, mercury is 

harmful to the developing central nervous system of fetuses and infants.  We need to stop injecting 
children and pregnant women with mercury-

laced vaccines. 
 The Comprehensive Comparative Study of 
Vaccinated and Unvaccinated Populations Act 

of 2007 (H.R. 2832) would require the 
National Institutes of Health (NIH) to conduct 

a comprehensive study comparing total health 
outcomes, including the risk of autism, in 
vaccinated populations in the U.S. with such 

outcomes in unvaccinated populations.  U.S. 
populations that have traditionally remained 
unvaccinated for religious reasons would be 

included.  This study may resolve the 
controversy about the possible link between 

autism and mercury or other vaccine 
components. 
 Please contact Rep. Stephanie Herseth 

Sandlin (see back page) and ask that she 
support this legislation – better yet, ask that she 

sign on as a co-sponsor.  Also, contact Senators 
Johnson and Thune and ask that they introduce 
similar legislation in the Senate.  

 Finally, contact your local legislators and 
ask that they introduce a bill that bans the use 
of thimerosal-based vaccines in South Dakota.  

Cut Mercury: Recycle CFL Light Bulbs  
 

 If you like the idea of energy-saving compact 
fluorescent light bulbs but worry about the mercury they 
contain, now you can worry a lot less. The Home Depot 
is selling bulbs that have cut the amount of mercury 
most bulbs contain in half. And when you‘re finished 
with the bulbs, you can recycle them — along with any 
other CFLs you have — at any of the company‘s 1,973 
stores.  
 Simply bring in your expired, unbroken CFL bulbs, 
and give them to the store associate behind the returns 
desk. The bulbs will be handled by an environmental 
management company that will coordinate CFL 
packaging, transportation and recycling to maximize 
safety and ensure environmental compliance . 
 Home Depot‘s bulbs contain 2.3 to 3.5 milligrams of 
mercury, which is below the National Electrical 
Manufacturers Association recommendation of 5 
milligrams or fewer. It is a small amount, equivalent to 
the volume of the steel ball in the tip of a ballpoint pen. 
By comparison, home thermostats contain about 1,000 
times more mercury than the common CFL.  
NOTE:  Consumers can also recycle CFLs at any IKEA 
store. 
Source:  South Dakota Peace & Justice Center 
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Families in Thief River Falls Urged to Flee Homes:   
Toxic Gas from Factory Farm Hazardous to Health 

 

Editor’s Note:  Tom Meersman (“Stunk out of House and Home near a Dairy Feedlot,” Minneapolis Star Tribune

e, June 9, 2008, http://www.startribune.com/19697279.html) reported that state health officials advised neighbors of a large 

dairy feedlot near Thief River Falls to evacuate. Clean Water Action issued the following media advisory: 

 
 What is not included in the news story in the Star Tribune, Julie Jansen said, is that the owners of the 

CAFO are 15 people who are putting in the big dairies in South Dakota also.  
 Thief River Falls, MN – Families living yards from a massive manure storage pond have been urged 

to leave their homes by the Minnesota Health Department (MDH) over toxic levels of hydrogen sulfide 
pollution. This poisonous gas, a common byproduct of decomposing manure, is a known neurotoxin 
which has asphyxiated farmworkers exposed to concentrated doses. Levels found at the Excel Dairy, 

located six miles from Thief River Falls in Marshall County, can cause symptoms including headache, 
nausea, vomiting, dizziness, diarrhea, coughing, shortness of breath and other symptoms. MDH officials 

advised neighbors of the factory farm to 
leave and avoid further exposure to the 
toxic gas.  

 Mona and Paul Loe are the dairy's 
closest neighbors, who live 300 yards 
from the three manure storage lagoons. 

They've been concerned about the 
intense odor, the toxic fumes and what it 

all means for their health. According to 
Mona, the problems with the feedlot 
have been going on for years, "We just 

think this needs to be shut down, it isn't 
safe. They've been given chance after 

chance to clean up their act by the 
MPCA. But what about us? Does one of 
us have to drop dead before we get some 

enforcement?"  
 Minnesota Pollution Control 
Agency‘s (MPCA) fence line air quality 

standards for hydrogen sulfide state that 
30 parts per billion (ppb) shall not be 

exceeded for more than 1/2 hour not 
more than two times in a five-day period 
and 50 ppb shall not be exceeded for 

more than 1/2 hour not more than two times a year.  
 "These levels are a huge concern. We've seen single readings as high as 6800 ppb over the weekend. 

That's scary. And these readings weren't even at the Dairy, some of these were in people's backyards," 
said factory farm expert Julie Jansen, who works on rural pollution issues with Clean Water Action. "I 
learned how to take careful, scientifically sound hydrogen sulfide measurements when I was exposed to 

toxic air pollution by a feedlot near my family's home.‖ (continued on page 5)  

My Voice: Big Farms Bad for Your Health 
 
The Salt Lake Tribune (May 9, 2008) published this commentary from Robert 

P. Martin, 55, a native of Pierre and a graduate of the University of South 

Dakota. He is the executive director of the Pew Commission on Industrial 

Farm Animal Production. Previously, Martin worked for Sens. Tom Daschle 

and Tim Johnson. 
 

 In 1950, the U.S. produced about the same number of 
hogs as it does today, on significantly more farms - 

smaller farms - and with many more workers. At first 
glance it could appear that the public only has benefited 

from our rapid agricultural industrialization, through lower 
food costs, yet the change has come with large hidden 
price tags that we're slowly beginning to discover.  

 The middle of a worldwide food crisis might seem an 
odd time to worry about a system that's delivered 

enormous amounts of relatively cheap and reasonably 
high-quality food. But, in fact, long-term sustainability 
issues lie at the heart of decisions we'll need to make 

going forward because the current system poses 
unacceptable risks to public health, the environment, our 
rural communities and the welfare of the animals 

themselves. (continued on page 5)  
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Feedlot Stink (continued from page 4) 
[Jansen]: ―I have worked on feedlot issues for over 

12 years and I have never seen levels this high. 
These readings are so high, you can't imagine what 

these neighbors are going through. I'm glad they are 
getting out, but that is just a band aid. We need to 
help them—these levels are too high to live in." 

 Excel Dairy, a large operation with 1500 dairy 
cattle, already had pollution compliance problems 
before the recent spate of toxic air emissions. 

Plumbing problems with the lagoon called for an 
MPCA investigation of the Excel Dairy site last fall. 

These problems have not been corrected, thus 
causing many citizens‘ complaints. As a result, 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency staff placed an 

air monitor at the fence line northeast of the Excel 
operation. Not happy with location of the monitor 

citizens and Clean Water Action called for the 
monitor to be relocated. 
 Two weeks ago a second monitor was placed 

west of the operation. The MPCA monitors were 
only able to read levels as high as 90 ppb.  Levels 
over 90 ppb show up simply as "over 90 ppb." 

There is no way to know how high the levels of 
hydrogen sulfide are with this monitor. The second 

monitor showed levels of hydrogen sulfide levels 
reaching the maximum the monitor was capable of 
measuring over fifty times in the last two weeks.  

 "I didn‘t think the two MPCA monitors could 
tell the whole story from where they were placed. I 

knew we should monitor where the odor was 
located and where the citizens lived. I obtained a 
Jerome meter for the citizens and trained them how 

to use it" said Jansen. A Jerome meter is a hand 
held monitor that reads up into parts per million. 
"What we saw was off the charts. Friday they had 

over 400 ppb per half hour average in their own 
yards. Saturday evening levels reached 6800 ppb 

with over 1000-ppb half-hour average. I alerted the 
Health Department, the Attorney General's office 
and MPCA when I got the results," said Jansen.  

 
Contacts:  Ken Bradley, State Director, Clean Water Action 

612.623.3666  or Julie Jansen, Rural Communities Organizer, Clean 

Water Action, 320.523.1895 

Big Farms Unhealthy (continued from page 4) 
 That's the conclusion of the Pew 

Commission on Industrial Farm Animal 
Production, which recently released its report 

following two and a half years of work. After 
meetings held around the country, public 
hearings, on-site visits, input from stakeholders 

and reams of scientific papers, the troubles have 
become far clearer.  
 We've gone from a system where a family 

farm might have 50 to 100 hogs and a few 
chicken coops, to gigantic farms with up to 

50,000 pigs or 10 million chickens. 
Unfortunately, with the economies of scale have 
come equally scaled-up problems. 

 The intensive confinement practiced in these 
industrial settings sets the stage for rapid disease 

transmission that can quickly wipe out an 
enormous number of animals. And to make 
matters worse, the stress of the confinement 

itself can increase the incidence of disease. To 
stem that, antibiotics are given so imprudently 
that while one problem is solved, another one - 

antibiotic resistance - is created, leaving at-risk 
a critical line of medical defense against 

disease. 
 Meanwhile, communities near such huge 
facilities might suffer from groundwater 

contamination or air emissions that can cause 
respiratory and neurological problems, 

especially in the most vulnerable - children and 
the elderly. Yet because modern farming 
remains scrutinized under the old model, it 

largely is exempt from federal and state 
industrial exposure monitoring, inspection and 
disease reporting. 

 The environment suffers greatly, as well. 
The tremendous quantities of waste far 

overwhelm localized systems of treatment and 
absorption. The concentrated chemicals and 
excess nutrients find its way into our lakes, 

rivers and streams, ultimately robbing them of 
oxygen and killing aquatic life, while spreading 

pesticides, heavy metals and antibiotics. 
(continued on page 6) 
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Big Farms Unhealthy (continued from page 5) 
 It's also becoming impossible to ignore the 

welfare of the animals themselves, from both the 
scientific and ethical points of view. Numerous 

studies have shown that animals so confined that 
they can't even turn around for months on end 
become more susceptible to and more likely to 

spread disease. 
 But beyond that, we now know that modern 
farming need not be inconsistent with treating even 

our food animals in an ethically decent fashion. A 
2005 study by an association representing a 

majority of the country's egg producers indicated 
that switching to a cage-free barn system, rather 
than battery cages where six hens spend their lives 

in the area of a file drawer, would increase the cost 
of an egg by a small amount. 

 And finally, we have to come to grips with the 
impact of industrial farming on rural life. With the 
current system slanted toward livestock processors 

who control the contracts under which many 
animals are raised, farmers become locked out of 
open and competitive markets. Few benefits of the 

corporate owners flow back to the rural 
communities, leaving farm families on an 

increasingly narrow treadmill.  
 The good news is that we can take steps 

toward solving all of these problems. We can 
eliminate the nontherapeutic use of antibiotics, 
implement a better disease monitoring system, 

treat industrial farm waste properly, phase out 
the most inhumane confinement practices, 
provide a level playing field for strapped farm 

families and increase funding for animal 
agricultural research. 

 The appearance of food being cheaply 
produced because of industrial farming is 
deceptive. In fact, the costs have been pushed 

elsewhere - to money spent on the growing 
problem of increased antibiotic resistance, to the 

price for cleaning up the pollution of rivers and 
streams, to the impoverishment of rural areas 
and to a system that treats animals so poorly it 

affects human health. It's not a model we can 
afford to maintain. 

 

Judge: Reduce CO2 Or Stop Building Coal Plant 
  

 In a ruling believed to be unprecedented, a Georgia judge halted the 
construction of Dynegy's Longleaf coal- fired power plant because it had 

not made provisions for reducing its emissions of carbon dioxide, the 
greenhouse gas most widely implicated in man-made global warming. 
 The judge ruled that the plant must limit its pollution, according to 

the Sierra Club, which has been waging a campaign against Dynegy, an 
energy company with plans to build more coal- fired power plants than 
any other. 

 The Supreme Court has ruled that carbon dioxide can be regulated 
under the Clean Air Act, but the state judge's ruling applies that 

decision to a specific plant before any state or federal regulations have 
been set in place. For that reason, the impact of the decision is unclear, 
according to the New York Times. 

 Still, environmentalists trying to slow the nation's greenhouse gas 
pollution were emboldened by the decision; they said it should 

influence permitting of power plants around the country. It almost 
certainly will be appealed by the Houston-based company and/or state 
regulators, which had not put limits on carbon dioxide when it 

permitted construction. 
 
Source:  Environmental News Network/TheDailyGreen July 1, 2008 
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Average Shoppers Willing 
to Pay Premium for 

Locally Produced Food 
  

 New research suggests that 
the average supermarket shopper 
is willing to pay a premium 

price for locally produced foods, 
providing some farmers an 
attractive option to enter a niche 

market that could boost their 
revenues. 

 The study also showed that 
shoppers at farm markets are 
willing to pay almost twice as 

much extra as retail grocery 
shoppers for the same locally 

produced foods. Both kinds of 
shoppers also will pay more for 
guaranteed fresh produce and 

tend to favor buying food 
produced by small farms over 
what they perceive as corporate 

operations, according to the 
study. 

 ―Our conclusion is that if a 
farmer wants to consider 
producing food for local 

distribution and marketing it 
locally, there are people who are 

willing to pay more for it,‖ said 
Marvin Batte, a co-author of the 
study and the Fred N. VanBuren 

professor of agricultural, 
environmental and development 
economics at Ohio State 

University. ―We are not saying 
that we should be producing all 

of our foods locally, just that 
this may be a viable, profitable 
activity for farmers.‖ 

 Most of the survey was 
conducted in late 2005. Batte 
said the findings — and his 

contention that not all food 

should be produced locally — 
still apply today, even in the 

face of rising fuel and food 
prices. Many food crops that 
thrive in specific types of 

climates cannot be efficiently 
and affordably produced for 
local distribution elsewhere. 

And, he said, those who buy 
local food to support nearby 

growers likely would be even 
more motivated to lend that 
support in a flagging economy. 

 The study is published in the 
May issue of the American 

Journal of Agricultural 
Economics. 
 The survey presented 

shoppers with two product 
options. Both were baskets of 
strawberries, but they were 

presented under 80 
combinations of price, farm 

location and farm type. Some 
scenarios also included a 
freshness guarantee. After 

presenting the options, the 
researchers asked shoppers 

which basket of strawberries 
they would buy. 
 In the study, local 

production meant the berries 
were grown within Ohio. 
 The average retail shopper 

was willing to pay 48 cents 
more for strawberries produced 

locally, and shoppers at farm 
markets were willing to pay 92 
cents extra. With the base price 

for a quart of berries set at $3, 
farm market shoppers were 

willing to pay almost a third 
more for the local produce. 
 The freshness guarantee also 

held meaning for shoppers. If 
shoppers were promised fresh 

produce that was recently 
harvested, farm market shoppers 

were willing to pay 73 cents 
extra; retail shoppers indicated 
they would pay 54 cents more. 

 The researchers also tried to 
test shopper interest in 
supporting small vs. large farms 

by naming one fictional berry 
producer ―Fred‘s‖ and the other 

―Berries Inc.‖ Shoppers in 
grocery stores were willing to 
pay 17 cents extra for a quart of 

berries from Fred‘s, and farm 
market shoppers were willing to 

pay 42 cents more for the 
perceived small- farm produce. 
 Though the study was 

conducted in Ohio, Batte said 
the findings could easily extend 
to the rest of the country. 

However, the definition of local 
would be likely to differ in 

California, a large state with 
multiple growing regions, and 
New England, where several 

small states are clustered closely 
together. 

 Though not all farmers 
would be able to set up a niche 
operation to grow and sell their 

produce to nearby consumers, 
Batte said some smaller farm 
owners could consider adding 

hand-harvested local production 
with the expectation that they 

can charge a premium for that 
produce. 
 ―Farmers could actually be a 

little less efficient on the 
production side and still be more 

profitable on the revenue side if 
they can capture that premium 
price,‖ he said. 
 

Source:  American Journal of Agricultural 

Economics  June 4, 2008
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