
Landowner Advocate to Discuss Oil Pipeline Oct. 3

What effect will the TransCanada Keystone Oil Pipeline have on landowners? Get some answers 
from David Core, president of the Canadian Alliance of Pipeline Landowners Associations. Mr. Core 
travels  pipeline  routes,  organizes  landowners,  negotiates  for  landowners  with  pipeline  companies, 
represents landowner interests to regulators and governments, and participants in regulatory hearings 
across Canada. 

The presentation will take place at Al’s Oasis (west side of Missouri River Bridge) in Chamberlain 
on Friday,  October 3 at  7:30 p.m.,  as part  of Dakota Rural Action’s annual meeting.  Dakota Rural 
Action and the Dakota Resource Council (ND) have joined the Natural Resource Defense Council in a 
lawsuit against Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice and the State Department in hopes of derailing the 
TransCanada Keystone oil pipeline that would bisect the Dakotas.

 "Make no mistake, the Keystone pipeline is a 
major  industrial  facility,"  said  Frank  James,  staff 
director with Dakota Rural Action, a South Dakota 
agriculture and conservation group. "A leak could 
cause serious harm. This lawsuit is about getting the 
State Department to do it right. We feel that the full 
environmental impacts need to be considered." 

Environmental groups contend the pipeline will 
leak. Keystone Phase I would ship about 2.5 million 
gallons of oil a day across the Dakotas at a pressure 
of 1,440 pounds per square inch. A leak of up to 1.5 
percent of the capacity of the pipeline could take 90 
days to detect. That would be enough spilled oil to 
fill  35  9,000-gallon  tanker  trucks  a  day  without 
automatic sensors detecting it.

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
said TransCanada informed the commission at the 
beginning  of  August  that  crews  have  started 
groundwork  in  Marshall  County  -  including 
surveying  and  clearing  -  where  the  pipeline  will 
enter  South Dakota.  The 220 miles  of pipeline in 
South Dakota also would cut through Day, Clark, 
Beadle,  Kingsbury,  Miner,  Hanson,  McCook, 
Hutchinson and Yankton counties.

The  DRA  meeting  also  includes  a  panel 
discussion  on  local  wind  energy  on  Oct.  4.  For 
more information, contact Dakota Rural Action, PO 
Box 549, Brookings, SD 57006 call 605-697-5204.
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Change Your Lifestyle
Chuck Berry, SDRC member, Brookings

I  read  a  Department  of  Game  and  Fish 
request  for  volunteer  help  in  stopping  the 
spread  of  invasive  species  and matched  that 
with a recent Sioux Falls Argus Leader article 
about  water  conservation  in  Sioux  Falls  by 
watering  lawns  on  odd/even  lawn  watering 
days.  I  wondered  if  anyone  would  comply 
with either plea.

The  City  of  Sioux  Falls  has  a  water 
shortage and city fathers are asking residents 
to reduce the amount of water used for lawns. 
One city  council  member  said  residents  will 
not  like  it  because  “to  some  people,  a  very 
important aspect of their daily lives is watering 
their  lawns.”  Evidently  some  people  look  at 
lawn watering as a right, a necessary part of 
their lifestyle not to be governed. 

The Game and Fish biologists are warning 
us  about  invasive,  exotic  organisms,  such  as 
zebra  mussels,  Eurasian  water  milfoil,  Asian 
bighead carp, and “rock snot”. The Game and 
Fish  folks  want  us  to  slow down and  wash 
these critters off our boots, boats, and trailers 
before we travel to another fishing or boating 
site. (continued on page 2).
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Lifestyle (continued from page 1) 
“Rinse my boots!! Sorry – not part of my lifestyle,” could be the response of many anglers.

We often read that part of the prescription for solving environmental  problems is to “step more 
lightly on the earth” or “live more simply so others can simply live” or in more technical terms “reduce 
our carbon footprint.” This is tough for Americans to take because we have certain lifestyles – like 
watering the lawn – that we will not consider changing. This exclusive pursuit of private interest is what 
my Dad used to call the “hurray-for-me-and-the-hell-with-you” attitude. 

When someone asked President Bush if Americans would have to change their driving habits or 
energy use at home to help solve the energy problems he said, “Not on my watch!” He was smart. How 
many votes did Gore or President Carter get by suggesting that we tread more lightly on the earth? Not 
enough – plus they got a lot of ridicule for their conservation message.

Still, we see  many articles saying that we consume more than our share, and sometimes consume 
needlessly. The article writers are suggesting ways to change our lifestyle without much sacrifice. What 
they are hoping is that many individual actions can make a difference. They are hoping that there will be 
a time when “we want what we have.”

Some churches have the same message about lifestyle, but are much more blunt saying that in our 
consumerist behavior (the mall is our church) we are abusing the earth and diminishing our moral as 

well  as  our  material  condition.  The 
church  makes  a  connection  between 
acquisitive  individualism  (the  Pope 
said  it,  not  me),  an  environmentally 
degraded  planet,  and  a  spiritually 
depauperate humanity.

Let  us  suppose  that  a  number  of 
people do change their lifestyle a little 
for  the  good  of  the  Earth.  The  two 
main avenues for action are personal 
and  political.  Solving  environmental 
problems by personal action is tough 
because  we  have  our  established 
lifestyle  and  because  society  and 
South  Dakota  are  geared  to 
consumerism  and  growth. 
Government  suggestions  for 
immediate healing after 9/11 and later 
to  help  avoid  the  present  recession 
were to “go shopping.” Go Shopping. 
That is apparently a powerful solution 
to many of our problems.

Solving  environmental  problems  by 
political  action  is  also  tough.  In  a 
democracy there is only one way, and 
that  is  by  changing  the  government, 
which  is  only  possible  by  changing 
people’s hearts and minds and votes. 
(continued on page 3)

U.S. Mining Law Reform Stalled in Senate

HR 2262, the Hardrock Mining and Reclamation Act of 
2007, a bill to update antiquated U.S. mining law, passed the 
House  of  Representatives  last  fall,  but  has  stalled  in  the 
Senate. 

Thousands  of  abandoned  mines  across  the  U.S.  West 
pose hazards to the public, according to a strongly worded 
audit  from the Interior  Department  inspector  general.  The 
Bureau  of  Land  Management's  mine  program  "has  been 
undermined, neglected, and marginalized," says the report, 
and  many  easily  accessible  mines  have  "dangerously 
dilapidated  structures,  serious  environmental  hazards,  and 
gaping cavities." With very few fences and warning signs, 
passersby can stroll right in to areas tainted with dangerous 
levels of arsenic, lead, and mercury.  The report found that 
“BLM supervisors told staff to ignore these problems, and 
employees were criticized or received threats of retaliation 
for identifying contaminated sites." Mining companies have 
minimal  responsibility  for  post-digging  cleanup,  and  no 
dedicated funding source exists for mine remediation. 

Mining  companies  have  gotten  by  with  too  little 
accountability  and western South Dakota  has  the scars  to 
prove  it.  Draining  money  and  natural  resources  and  then 
leaving the  mess  for  us  to  clean  up  is  the  status  quo. 
Demand more from Senators Thune and Johnson (see back 
page for contact info)—don't let  the Senate ignore mining 
law reform.
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Lifestyle (continued from page 2)
I trust that a change of heart will be easier for 

outdoor  enthusiasts  who may occasionally  think 
about  their  interrelationship  with  other  humans, 
other  life  forms,  and  the  Earth.  For  example, 
South Dakota Wildlife Federation members may 
be  more  likely  to  see  themselves  as  stewards 
rather  than  dominators  of  nature,  contributors 
rather than takers. We see ourselves as part of the 
cycle of life. We see that our species is having a 
big impact on this planet AND that we have the 
wisdom  to  change  lifestyles  and  fix 
things.  People  with  a  hurray-for-me-
the-hell-with-you  attitude  don’t  have 
that propensity and will miss the point 
of the following paragraph.

We  Americans  are  members  of 
many  communities:  families, 
neighborhoods,  and  social,  religious, 
ethnic,  workplace,  and  conservation 
groups.  Neither  human  existence  nor 
individual liberty can be sustained for 
long outside these interdependent and 
overlapping   communities.  Nor  can 
any community long survive unless its 
members  dedicate  some  of  their 
attention,  energy,  and  resources  to 
shared projects. The exclusive pursuit of private 
interest erodes the network of social and natural 
environments on which we all depend. For these 
reasons, the rights of individuals cannot long be 
preserved without a communitarian perspective.

The term “communitarian” is a new term for 
me, but I think it means being a good neighbor. In 
an environmental sense it means considering the 
impacts  that  land  management  (lawn  or  farm 
field)  has  on  the  community  that  is  downwind, 
downhill,  and  downstream.  It  means  that  as  a 
community  of  hunting  and  fishing  outdoors 
enthusiasts,  we  ought  to  change  some  of  the 
things  we  do,  like  wash  boats  and  boots,  keep 
only  the  fish  we’ll  eat,  or  count  unretrieved 
harvest as a bagged bird. Some changes may be 
easy,  but  some may also require  some expense. 
But  remember:  if  we  don’t  pay  now,  Mother 
Nature usually insists that we pay later.

Communitarian  ideas  are  playing  a  role  in 
cultural  and  institutional  regeneration. 
Communitarian thinkers are in the forefront of the 
Character Education movement, which is a return 
to teaching good personal conduct and individual 
responsibility.  Communitarian  thinking  has 
played  a  role  in  restoring  neighborhoods  and 
strengthening families.

In  contrast  to  conventional  “right”  or  “left” 
approaches  to  social  policy,  communitarians 

emphasize  the  need  for  a  balance 
between  rights  and  responsibilities. 
Communitarians  believe  that  strong 
rights  presume  strong  responsibilities 
and that the pendulum of contemporary 
society  has  swung  too  far  in  the 
direction of individual autonomy at the 
expense  of  individual  and  social 
responsibility.  One  key  to  solving 
contemporary  America’s  social 
problems  is  replacing  our  pervasive 
“rights talk” with “responsibility talk.”
In  finding  solutions  to  our  social 
problems, the communitarian approach 
does  not  rely  on  costly  government 
programs or the market  alone,  but on 

the  powerful  “third  force”  of  the  community. 
Reawakened and empowered communities assert 
their  moral  standards  and  hold  individuals 
accountable for their conduct. Communitarianism 
is essentially an optimistic approach to issues of 
public policy. 

The  Conservation  President  Theodore 
Roosevelt  said,  “the  kind  of  people  we  are 
determines  the  kind  of  nation  we  have.”  Said 
Roosevelt,  the Great American “thinks of duties 
more than rights.”
These thoughts synthesize published lists of things to do to help 
the  planet;  writings  by  ecotheologian  Dr.  Sally  McFague  and 
Stephen  Kellert  (e.g.,  “The  Good  in  Nature  and  Humanity”); 
George  Washington  University’s  Institute  for  Communitarian 
Policy  Studies  (http://www.gwu.edu/~icps/index.html);  The 
Consumer’s Guide to Effective Environmental Choices: Practical  
Advice from the Union of Concerned Scientists by M. Brower and 
W.  Leo;  and  The  Free  Citizen by  Theodore  Roosevelt 
(www.trcp.org—The  Theodore  Roosevelt  Conservation 
Partnership). 


The kind of people 
we have determines 
the kind of nation

we have.
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Pending Legislation Supports 
Wind Resources on 

Reservations

Currently, Native American tribes 
aren’t  eligible  for  the  federal 
production tax credit available to non-
tribal  project  owners  under  law. 
Without  this  2  cents  per  kWh  tax 
credit, most wind farms just can’t get 
built. Two bills, S.2520 and the H.R. 
1954 propose changing the tax code 
to allow tribes to benefit from the tax 
credit.  Although  South  Dakota’s 
Congress  members  are  not  on  the 
committees  where  these  bills  are 
pending, please contact your Washington representatives and tell them 
you want Native American tribes to be able to own their  own wind 
farms!    
Sources:  http://nativeenergy.qm4.net/a/0/8149540/416693/default.aspx. 

Endangered Species Act Endangered?

Rapid  City,  SD  –  Conservation  groups  say  the 
Endangered Species Act will be endangered itself 
if  a  new  set  of  rules  proposed  by  the  Bush 
administration goes into effect.

 Jim  Margadant,  regional  conservation 
coordinator  for  the  South  Dakota  Sierra  Club, 
says the plan lets each federal agency decide if its 
own actions or projects might harm a species.

He warns the proposed changes eliminate the 
requirement that federal agency plans be approved 
by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  or  the 
National Marine Fisheries Service. The new rules, 
which  came  from  Department  of  Interior 
Secretary Dirk Kempthorne,  caught everyone by 
surprise, Margadant says. 

"Kempthorne states flat 
out that this relates back to 
the polar bears' listing due 
to the effect of greenhouse 
gases  and climate  change. 
In  his  press  releases,  he's 
very  up-front  about  that. 

He does not want to see the Endangered Species 
Act being used as a way to regulate greenhouse 
emissions  or  to  address  the  effects  of  climate 
change."

The administration defends the rules change, 
saying  it  allows  agencies  to  approve  new 
pesticides  and  projects  to  reduce  wildfire  risks. 
But Margadant worries the action will allow every 
federal  agency  to  do  what  it  wants,  free  of 
oversight  from  scientists  and  wildlife 
professionals. He is especially concerned because 
it was an executive decision, which is not subject 
to Congressional review.

"That  makes  this  an  end  run  around  the 
legislation.  Congress  would  have  to  act 
specifically  to  stop this.  They could  change the 
law, but that's a rather harsh measure. Essentially 
what's going to happen is it's going to end up in 
the  courts  and  litigation,  and  then  we'll  hear  a 
bunch of people screaming about judges making 
law."

South Dakota Public News Service release, August 15, 2008

S. 2520  would amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to allow Indian tribal 
governments to transfer the 
credit for electricity produced 
from renewable resources.

Status of the Legislation 
Latest Major Action: 
12/19/2007: Referred to 
Senate committee. Status: 
Read twice and referred to 
the Committee on Finance.

H.R. 1954  would amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to allow Indian tribal 
governments to transfer the 
credit for electricity produced 
from renewable resources.

Status of the Legislation 
Latest Major Action: 
4/19/2007: Referred to House 
committee. Status: Referred 
to the House Committee on 
Ways and Means.

Bill information from 
www.washingtonwatch.com
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Farmers Cashing in on Carbon
in South Dakota

Sioux Falls, SD – It looks like a win-win 
situation  for  hundreds  of  South  Dakota 
farmers and ranchers who are getting paid 
to reduce greenhouse gases by capturing 
and storing carbon dioxide in their soil. 

Larry  Birgen,  vice-president  of  the 
South Dakota Farmers Union, announced 
that a record distribution of $1.3 million is 
in the mail this week, with checks going 
to  414 South Dakota producers  who are 
participating in the Farmers Union Carbon 
Credit Program.

Birgen explains that soil holds carbon 
and  tilling  releases  that  carbon  into  the 
atmosphere.  “Using  no-till  practices  or 
leaving ground in grass or alfalfa... holds 
the carbon in. CCX, which is the Chicago 
Climate  Exchange,  sells  those  credits  to 
other industries, states and big companies 
to  offset  whatever  emissions  they  might 
put  into  the  air."  Credits  can  also  be 
earned  with  native  rangeland,  methane, 
and tree planting projects.

Birgen says the South Dakota Farmers 
Union  got  involved  with  the  Carbon 
Credit  Program  to  encourage  good  land 
stewardship.  "A  lot  of  the  farmers  have 
been doing no-till for years, and this is an 
economic  incentive  for  them  and  a 
payback  for  all  the  hard  work  they've 
done to practice sound land management."

Birgen  says  the  program began with 
the North Dakota Farmers Union in 2006 
and is now up and running in 26 states, 
including  South  Dakota.  He  says 
enrollment  continues,  with  the  next 
deadline August 15th for no-till or seeded 
grass offsets.

For  additional  information  online, 
visit www.sdfu.org. 

South Dakota Public News Service,  July 30, 2008

Upcoming Conferences

!

Plain Green
September 25–26, 2006, Washington Pavilion, Sioux Falls

Plain Green is dedicated to education and advocacy for 
sustainability in all its forms throughout the upper Midwest. 
The inaugural event will bring together professionals, 
government, students, and the general public to learn about, 
discuss, and act on the various issues affecting our 
environment today. A diverse range of speakers, tours and 
other events will encourage new viewpoints and reveal new 
opportunities to make positive change in our region.

Learn more and register online:  http://plaingreen.org
Registration: $75 (in advance or at the door); $25 for 
students. 

Environmental Justice in 21st Century South Dakota: 
Allies, Entrepreneurs, and Policymakers

Oct. 3–4, 2008, First United Methodist Church, Rapid City
 

Friday evening, October 3
5:00 Conference Registration & Social. 
6:00 Supper
7:00 Meditation: Jerry Wilson (SDRC member, 

Vermillion): Waiting for the Coyote’s Call. 
7:30 Keynote Address: Pat Spears, Intertribal 

Council on Utility Policy. 
 

Saturday morning October 4
8:30 Registration
9:00 Welcome and Opening Prayer 
9:15 Presentation on Global Warming by Karen Hall
10:15 Environmental Justice in 21st Century South 

Dakota & Indian Country:  The Politics of  Energy.
12:00 Noon Lunch. 

Saturday afternoon October 4th
1:00 Circle of Strength  - Entrepreneurs: The 

Business of Wind, Geothermal, and Solar Energy.

2:30 Circle of Strength: Allies Protecting the Earth 
and Our Families. 

4:00 Discussion Circle with organizers of non-
environmental issues in South Dakota      
        & Indian Country

This is the annual conference of the SD Peace & Justice 
Center.  For registration information about the conference, 
contact SDPJC, PO Box 116, Sioux Falls SD 57101 or call 
605-743-5647 for more or email peaceandjustice@svtv.com
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Consumers Lack Information, Need Sustainability Standards

One of the biggest obstacles green 
consumers  --  or  green  "wanna-
bees"  --  face  is  knowing  what's 
really "green" and what's just being 
hyped,  or  greenwashed,  so 
businesses can make a buck. A 
recent  poll  shows  just  how 
confused consumers are. 

Called Eco Pulse,  the national 
study, which was reported in Brand 
Week,  asked shoppers open-ended 
and  multiple-choice  questions 
about green issues. The results are 
disheartening for  those of  us  who 
spend  our  time  trying  to  help 
clarify  marketplace  and  lifestyle 
choices. 

According  to 
the  research,  many 
people  still  don't 
have a clue whether 
what  they purchase 
actually  makes  a 
difference.  Neither 
can  they vouch for 
the eco-status of the 
companies  whose 
products  they  buy. 
If  you  ever 
wondered  whether 
the  certification 
efforts  of  the 
Institute for Market 
Transformation  to 
Sustainability  and 
other  organizations 
were  worthwhile, 
studies like these leave no question: 
certified  green  standards  would 
help  hold  companies  accountable 
while  shining  a  bright  green  light 
on choices that actually are as eco-
friendly as they claim to be.  

Specifically,  here's  what 
EcoPulse found:

—Half  (49%)  of  respondents 
said  a  company's  environmental 

record  is  important  in  their 
purchasing  decisions.  But  only 
21% said they had actually chosen 
one  product  over  another  because 
the  company  was  a  good  eco-
citizen. And it gets worse: only 7% 
could  name  the  environmental 
product they purchased. 

—Despite the intense efforts of 
the  past  few  years  to  educate 
people about climate change, only 
57% agreed that "Global warming, 
or climate change, is occurring, and 
it  is  primarily  caused  by  human 
activity."  At  this  point,  shouldn't 
that number be closer to 100%?  

—The  study 
also  asked 
consumers  to 
name  which 
features  a  home 
should  have  for 
them to consider it 
green.  Four  in  10 
(42%)  said  they 
didn't know, while 
28%  said  solar, 
12% said compact 
fluorescent  light 
bulbs  and  10% 
named  Energy 
Star  appliances. 
Nothing  else 
really  registered. 
In a second survey 
that  listed  17 
features, 

consumers  were  asked  to  check 
those  a  home  must  have  before 
they'd  deem  it  green,  reported 
Brand Week. The average number 
was 10.4. 

—People  weren't  even  sure 
what  makes  a  cleaning  product 
green. Though the top-rated answer 
-  "no harmful  toxic ingredients  or 
chemicals" -  is  essentially correct, 

the runner up  - "the packaging is 
made  of  recycled  or  recyclable 
materials"  -  is  important,  but 
secondary  to  the  product's  actual 
ingredients.

The  survey  posed  some 
juxtapositions  that  are  inherently 
false,  such  as  whether  people 
would  put  their  personal  comfort 
ahead  of  the  environment.  Of 
course, most respondents answered 
yes,  even  though  quality  of  life 
usually  improves,  not  diminishes, 
the greener one's life gets. 

And  it  should  be  no  surprise 
that  40%  of  those  queried  felt 
"skeptical," "irritated," and "guilty" 
when the media focus the spotlight 
on  people's  environmental  impact. 
No  one  likes  to  acknowledge 
they've screwed up. The good news 
is  that  fully  60%  said  they  were 
"better  educated"  or  "glad"  to  be 
aware of the crisis the planet faces 
and what we can do about it. 

Overall,  cynicism  seems  to 
reign  in  the  mind  of  the  green 
consumer.  When  asked  why 
companies  adopt  environmentally 
friendly  practices,  the  most 
common  response  (47%)  was  "to 
make their company look better to 
the public."  Only 13% believed it 
was  "because  their 
owners/shareholders care about the 
environment." 

Businesses  that  actually  go  to 
the  trouble  of  ensuring  that  their 
products  and  services  meet 
independent,  certified  sustainable 
standards  could  go  a  long  way 
towards  reversing  these  numbers. 
They'd  also  help  out  consumers, 
who  increasingly  need  a 
straightforward  way  to  avoid  the 
greenwash  that  is  keeping  them 
from parting with their greenbacks.

Source:  Environmental News Network,  Big Green Purse, August 22, 2008
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Destruction of Wetlands Could Unleash Carbon Bomb

The world's wetlands, threatened by development, 
dehydration and climate change,  could release a 
planet-warming  "carbon  bomb"  if  they  are 
destroyed, ecological scientists said on July 20.

Wetlands  contain  771  billion  tons  of 
greenhouse gases,  one-fifth of all  the carbon on 
Earth and about the same amount of carbon as is 
now in the atmosphere, the scientists said before 
an international conference linking wetlands and 
global warming.

If all the wetlands on the planet released the 
carbon they hold, it would contribute powerfully 
to  the  climate-warming  greenhouse  effect,  said 
Paulo Teixeira, coordinator of the 
Pantanal  Regional  Environment 
Program in Brazil.

"We  could  call  it  the  carbon 
bomb," Teixeira said by telephone 
from  Cuiaba,  Brazil,  site  of  the 
conference.  "It's  a  very  tricky 
situation."

Some  700  scientists  from  28 
nations are meet during the week 
of  July  20  at  the  INTECOL 
International Wetlands Conference at the edge of 
Brazil's vast Pantanal wetland to look for ways to 
protect these endangered areas.

Wetlands  are  not  just  swamps:  they  also 
include  marshes,  peat  bogs,  river  deltas, 
mangroves, tundra, lagoons and river flood plains.

Together they account for 6 percent of Earth's 
land surface and store  20 percent  of its  carbon. 
They also produce 25 percent of the world's food, 
purify water, recharge aquifers and act as buffers 
against violent coastal storms.

Historically,  wetlands have been regarded as 
an impediment  to civilization.  About 60 percent 
of wetlands worldwide have been destroyed in the 
past  century,  mostly  due  to  draining  for 
agriculture. Pollution, dams, canals, groundwater 
pumping, urban development and peat extraction 
add to the destruction.

"Too  often  in  the  past,  people  have 
unwittingly considered wetlands to be problems in 
need of a solution,  yet  wetlands are essential  to 
the planet's health," said Konrad Osterwalder, UN 
Under  Secretary-General  and  rector  of  United 
Nations  University,  one  of  the  hosts  of  the 
meeting.

So  far,  the  impacts  of  climate  change  are 
minor  compared  to  human  depredations,  the 
scientists said in a statement. As is the case with 
other environmental problems, it is far easier and 
cheaper to maintain wetlands than try to rebuild 
them later.

As  the  globe  warms,  water 
from  wetlands  is  likely  to 
evaporate,  rising sea  levels  could 
change  wetlands'  salinity  or 
completely inundate them.

Even so, wetland rehabilitation 
is a viable alternative to artificial 
flood control  for  coping with the 
larger,  more  frequent  floods  and 
severe  storms  forecast  for  a 
warmer world.

Northern wetlands, where permanently frozen 
soil locks up billions of tons of carbon, are at risk 
from climate change because warming is forecast 
to be more extreme at high latitudes, said Eugene 
Turner of Louisiana State University, a participant 
in the conference.

The  melting  of  wetland  permafrost  in  the 
Arctic and the resulting release of carbon into the 
atmosphere may be "unstoppable" in the next 20 
years,  but  wetlands  closer  to  the  equator,  like 
those in Louisiana, can be restored, he said.

Teixeira  admitted  wetlands  have  an  image 
problem with the public, which is generally well-
disposed  to  saving  the  rainforest  but  not  the 
swamp.

"People  don't  have a  good impression  about 
wetlands,  because  they  don't  know  about  the 
environmental  service  that  wetlands  provide  to 
us," he said.

Source:  Environmental News Network,  Organic Consumers Association,  July 24, 2008
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