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SHO W YOUR COL ORS!

“Greenwashing” is a term describing the
deceptive use of green PR or green market-
ing in order to promote a misleading per-
ception that a company's policies or prod-
ucts (such as goods or services) are envi-
ronmentally friendly.

The term green sheen  has similarly been
used to describe organizations that attempt
to show that they are adopting practices ben-
eficial to the environment.

One of the most visible daily waste of re-
sources on the planet is water and paper. It’s
also the easiest to recycle and conserve. So
when I see an ad promoting products or ser-
vices as “environmentally friendly” in a
printed publication, I look for an asterisk,
discounting their claim to ‘sometimes,’ or
‘semi-environmentally friendly.’

It’s tough to make the transition from years
of conventional methods of “use and toss”
business to 100% green. But, if you’re pro-
moting your goods and services as environ-
mentally friendly, or green, their is no gray
area.

We’ve been reluctant to publish a print
edition, or even hide behind the term,
“printed on recycled paper,” because part
of our editorial format is promoting a “Zero-
Waste,” environment. With all the electronic
ways of delivering information today it just
didn’t make sense for us to waste the re-
sources. And it still doesn’t.

Because there are no wasted resources
with digital publishing, and no distribution
costs, advertising rates are a fraction of print
which is very big benefit for businesses slug-
ging it out with the economy and looking
for ways to tap into the emerging green
market. So,”Show Us Your Colors.”
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http://www.storyofstuff.com/

Annie Leonard's animated Web video has spread her
environmental message worldwide to more than 12 million people.

The Story of Stuff is a 20-minute film that
takes viewers on a provocative and eye-
opening tour of the real costs of our consumer
driven culture—from resource extraction to
iPod incineration.

Annie Leonard, an activist who has spent the
past 10 years traveling the globe fighting
environmental threats, narrates The Story of
Stuff, delivering a rapid-fire, often humorous
and always engaging story about “all our
stuff—where it comes from and where it goes

when we throw it away.” Leonard examines the
real costs of extraction, production, distribu-
tion, consumption and disposal, and she iso-
lates the moment in history where she says the
trend of consumption mania began. The Story
of Stuff examines how economic policies of
the post-World War II era ushered in notions of
“planned obsolescence” and “perceived obso-
lescence” —and how these notions are still
driving much of the U.S. and global economies
today.
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http://www.stoptrashingtheclimate.org/stoptrashingtheclimate_exec_summary.pdf

A ZERO WASTE APPROACH IS ONE OF THE FASTEST, CHEAPEST,
AND MOST EFFECTIVE STRATEGIES TO PROTECT THE CLIMATE.

Stop Trashing
the Climate

The U.S. represents less than 5% of the world’s population, we

generate 22% of the world’s carbon dioxide emissions, use 30% of the

world’s resources, and create 30% of the world’s waste.

To effectively address global climate change, the U.S. must dramati-

cally shift its relationship to natural resources. A zero waste approach

is a crucial solution to the climate change problem.

Stop Trashing the Climate provides an alternative scenario to

business-as-usual wasting in the U.S. By reducing waste generation

1% each year and diverting 90% of our discards from landfills and

incinerators by the year 2030, we could dramatically reduce

greenhouse gas emissions within the U.S. and around the world. This

waste reduction scenario would put us solidly on track to achieving

the goal of sending zero waste to landfills and incinerators by the year

2040, the target established by the Urban Environmental Accords,

which 103 city mayors worldwide have signed.

The United States is sinking under a tidal wave of waste.
With no effective government rescue plan in sight

Waste management in the U.S. is in a state of anarchy with no
effective federal plan or infrastructure in place to maximize
recycling and minimize waste. It’s as if Detroit built cars, but the
government wouldn’t build any roads or pass any traffic laws.
That’s the current state of waste management in the United
States. No wonder recycling can’t ‘compete’ with waste disposal.
What happened to the 1976 Solid Waste Disposal Act? Other
than to mandate mega landfills and encourage the use of waste
incinerators ... not much. The ‘state plan’ provisions of the Act
requires the states to come up with their own plans to maximize
recycling and minimize waste. That was not a particularly good
plan, but it isn’t happening regardless. And, as with many other
environmental laws, there’s scant enforcement by the EPA.
America’s treatment of waste is the “free market” at its worst.



Environmentally friendly
behavior among
consumers in 10 of 17
countries has increased
over the past year,
according to the third
annual survey by the
National Geographic
Society and international
polling firm GlobeScan.

The 17-country survey looked at consumer
behaviors that have an impact on the
environment, including their transportation
patterns, household energy and resource use,
and consumption of food and everyday
consumer goods, and what consumers were
doing to minimize that impact.

American consumers’ behavior still
ranks as the least sustainable of consumers
in all countries surveyed since the survey’s
inception three years ago, followed by
Canadian and French consumers, though
improvement was seen.

The survey found that environmentally
friendly consumer behavior, as measured by
the Greendex, has increased from 2008
levels in all but one of the 14 countries
polled in both 2008 and 2010, but that
suspicion of so called “greenwashing” —
companies making false claims about the
environmental impact of their products —
is the most significant barrier to further
improvement. Out of a list of 10 obstacles
to doing more for the environment, the
perception of “greenwashing” emerged as
the most frequently cited factor, followed
closely by governments and industries
failing to take action.

“Gr eendex 2010: Consumer Choice
and the Environment — A Worldwide
Tracking Survey” is a comprehensive
measure of consumer behavior in 65 areas
relating to housing, transportation, food and
consumer goods. Greendex 2010 ranks
average consumers in 17 countries
according to the environmental impact of
their consumption patterns and is the only
survey of its kind.

As in 2008, the top-scoring consumers

of 2010 are in the developing economies of
India, Brazil, China and Mexico, in
descending order. Consumers registering the
largest 2010 versus 2008 increase in
environmentally sustainable consumer
behavior are the Indians, Russians and
Americans.

Environmentally sustainable behavior
among average consumers in India, China,
Mexico, Russia, Hungary, Japan, Great
Britain and Canada has also increased
steadily each year. In contrast, consumers
in Germany, Spain, Sweden and France have

slipped slightly over the past year.
As in 2009, much of the increase in the

overall 2010 Greendex scores was due to
more sustainable behavior in the housing
category, in which the Greendex measures
the energy and resources consumed by
people’s homes. Americans, Hungarians,
British and Australians saw marked
increases in this area, as consumers made
moves to improve the energy efficiency of
their homes.

In some countries, economic stimulus
programs may have been a factor in
motivating change. Changes in personal
behavior within the categories of personal
transportation, food and consumer goods
were mixed, with some countries improving
and some deteriorating.

The results show that both cost
considerations and environmental concerns
motivated consumers to adopt more
environmentally sustainable behavior over
the past year.

When consumers who reported

U.S. Dead Last
U.S. consumers’ ranks last of all sustainable consumers of all countries surveyed since
National Geographics survey’s inception three years ago.
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decreases in their energy consumption were
asked why their consumption declined, most
cited cost as one of their top two reasons,
but significant percentages ranging from
approximately 20 percent to 50 percent also
said environmental concerns were one of the
main reasons for the decrease.

This year’s survey also revealed a
number of barriers to more environmentally
sustainable behavior that exist for
consumers. It suggests that the perception
of “greenwashing”  (identified by 44
percent) is a moresignificant barrier to
environmentally friendly behavior than the
financial cost of making an effort (31
percent).

Another important barrier is the sense
that individual efforts are not worthwhile
when governments and industries fail to take
action (identified by 40 percent).

GlobeScan’s analysis of the results
reveals that the perceptions of
“greenwashing” and government and
industry inaction directly or indirectly
suppress more sustainable consumption and
put downward pressure on Greendex scores.

Despite Indian consumers’ lifestyles
continuing to emerge as the most
environmentally sustainable of any of the
countries surveyed according to the
Greendex, Indians are also the most likely
to cite as a barrier to action the perception
that the seriousness of environmental
problems is exaggerated.

In all other countries surveyed, fewer
than a quarter say they are discouraged from
taking action because they consider
environmental problems are exaggerated,
while 40 percent of Indians feel this way. In
the longer term, these perceptions may act
as a brake on long-term adoption of

sustainable lifestyles in India as the
subcontinent’s economy continues to
develop.

“Sustainable lifestyles are clearly
starting to enter the mainstream despite
recent economic challenges,” said
GlobeScan CEO Lloyd Hetherington. “The
year-on-year improvements we’re seeing in
many countries suggest that consumers are
increasingly open to greater engagement
with environmental issues.”

Terry Garcia, National Geographic’s
executive vice president of Mission
Programs, added, “Over time, the Greendex
will be vital to tracking changes in
sustainable consumption at the global level
and within specific countries. In the short
term, our hope is to encourage sustainable
consumption by vastly increasing consumer
awareness. While I’m encouraged by
improvements worldwide, there remains an
urgent need for people everywhere to look
at how their behavior is affecting the
environment and to minimize their
environmental footprint.”

In comparison to only 1 percent of
Americans, 37 percent of Chinese
consumers mention the environment as the
most important issue facing their country,
up 15 percentage points from 2009. Indians
and Russians are also increasingly likely to
think that the environment is their countries’
most important national issue, with
consumers in all three of these countries
being among the four — including Australia
— most likely to think so.

Consumers in emerging economies
continue to round out the top tier of the
Greendex ranking, while the bottom six
countries are all industrialized countries.

UN Under Secretary General and UN
Environment Programme Executive
Director Achim Steiner, speaking on the eve
of World Environment Day whose main
global host in 2010 is Rwanda, said,
“Perhaps one of the most fascinating aspects
of this study is the continuing and indeed
increasing environmental literacy of
developing and rapidly developing economy
consumers in Asia and Latin America,
including India, Brazil and China.

“Consumer interest and pressure has the
potential to spur business on toward
providing and manufacturing goods and
services, which in turn can move societies
towards a low-carbon, resource-efficient and
more competitive Green Economy urgently
needed to put sustainability into the 21st
century,” he added.

Greendex Overall Scores Consumers
2010 2009 2008

1. Indians 62.6 59.5 58.0
2. Brazilians 58.0 57.3 58.6
3. Chinese 57.3 56.7 55.2
4. Mexicans 54.8 53.8 52.7
5. Argentineans 54.2 54.7 NA
5. Russians 54.2 52.0 51.1
7. Hungarians 54.1 53.3 51.7
8. S. Koreans 52.8 54.6 NA
9. Swedes 50.7 51.1 NA
10. Spanish 50.4 51.4 48.0
11. Australians 50.3 50.5 47.8
12. Germans 50.0 51.1 48.1
13. Japanese 49.7 49.3 47.4
14. British 49.6 49.4 48.2
15. French 48.9 49.5 46.5
16. Canadians 47.9 47.5 46.3
17. Americans 45.0 43.7 42.4

About the Greendex
This quantitative consumer study of 17,000
consumers in 17 countries (14 in 2008)
asked about such behavior as energy use and
conservation, transportation choices, food
sources, the relative use of green products
versus traditional products, attitudes
towards the environment and sustainability,
and knowledge of environmental issues.
A complex algorithm is applied to results to
generate an index score, i.e., a Greendex
score, for each individual respondent that
reflects the relative environmental impact
of his or her consumption patterns in the
areas of housing, transportation and the
consumption of food and consumer goods.
Individual scores are averaged to create a
mean score for each country. The Greendex
measures the impact of the average
consumer in each country surveyed; it does
not measure the environmental impact of a
total country.
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Consumers spend a collective $100 billion every year on bottled water in
the belief—often mistaken, as it happens—that this is better for us than
what flows from our taps, according to environmental think tank the Earth
Policy Institute (EPI).

For a fraction of that sum, everyone on the planet could have safe drinking
water and proper sanitation, the Washington, D.C.-based organization said
this week.

Members of the United Nations have agreed to halve the proportion of
people who lack reliable and lasting access to safe drinking water by the
year 2015. To meet this goal, they would have to double the $15 billion
spent every year on water supply and sanitation.

‘’While this amount may seem large, it pales in comparison to the estimated
$100 billion spent each year on bottled water,’’ said EPI researcher Emily
Arnold.

‘’There is no question that clean, affordable drinking water is essential to
the health of our global community,’’ Arnold said. ‘’But bottled water is
not the answer in the developed world, nor does it solve problems for the
1.1 billion people who lack a secure water supply. Improving and expanding
existing water treatment and sanitation systems is more likely to provide
safe and sustainable sources of water over the long term.’’

Worldwide, bottled water consumption surged to 154 billion liters (41
billion gallons) in 2004, up 57 percent from 98 billion liters in 1999, EPI
said in a written analysis citing industry data.

Most Expensive
Scam Ever

Most Expensive
Scam Ever
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By one view, the consequences for the planet
and for consumers’ purses are horrifying.

‘’Even in areas where tap water is safe to
drink, demand for bottled water is
increasing—producing unnecessary garbage
and consuming vast quantities of energy,’’
said Arnold. ‘’Although in the industrial
world  bottled water is often no healthier
than tap water, it can cost up to 10,000 times
more.’’

At up to $2.50 per liter ($10 per gallon),
bottled water costs more than gasoline in
the United States.

A close look at the multibillion-dollar
bottled water industry renewed Arnold’s
affection for the faucet.

Tap water comes to us through an energy-
efficient infrastructure whereas bottled
water must be transported long distances—
and nearly one-fourth of it across national
borders—by boat, train, airplane, and truck.
This ‘’involves burning massive quantities
of fossil fuels,’’ Arnold said.

By way of example, in 2004 alone, a
Helsinki company shipped 1.4 million
bottles of Finnish tap water 4,300 kilometers
(2,700 miles) to Saudi Arabia. And although
94 percent of the bottled water sold in the
United States is produced domestically,
some Americans import water shipped some
9,000 kilometers from Fiji and other
faraway places to satisfy demand for what
Arnold termed ‘’chic and exotic bottled
water.’’

More fossil fuels are used in packaging the
water. Most water bottles are made with
polyethylene terephthalate, a plastic derived
from crude oil. ‘’Making bottles to meet
Americans’ demand for bottled water
requires more than 1.5 million barrels of oil
annually, enough to fuel some 100,000 U.S.
cars for a year,’’ Arnold said.

Worldwide, some 2.7 million tons of plastic
are used to bottle water each year.

Once it has been emptied, the bottle must

be dumped. According to the Container
Recycling Institute, 86 percent of plastic
water bottles used in the United States
become garbage or litter. Incinerating used
bottles produces toxic byproducts such as
chlorine gas and ash containing heavy
metals tied to a host of human and animal
health problems. Buried water bottles can
take up to 1,000 years to biodegrade.

Of the bottles deposited for recycling in
2004, the United States exported roughly 40
percent to destinations as far away as
China—meaning that even more fossil fuels
were burned in the process.

Meanwhile, communities from near which
the water came in the first place risk running
dry.

More than 50 Indian villages have
complained of water shortages after bottlers
began extracting water for sale under Coca-
Cola Co.’s Dasani label, EPI said.

‘’Similar problems have been reported in
Texas and in the Great Lakes region of North
America, where farmers, fishers, and others
who depend on water for their livelihoods
are suffering from concentrated water
extraction as water tables drop quickly,’’
‘’Arnold said.

All this, because many consumers associate
bottled water with healthy living.

Mor e fool us

‘’Bottled water is not guaranteed to be any
healthier than tap water. In fact, roughly 40

percent of bottled water begins as tap water;
often the only difference is added minerals
that have no marked health benefit,’’ EPI
said.

France’s Senate, it added, ‘’even advises
people who drink bottled mineral water to
change brands frequently because the added
minerals are helpful in small amounts but
may be dangerous in higher doses.’’

To be sure, many municipal water systems
have run afoul of government water quality
standards—driving up demand for bottled
water as a result. But according to the study,
‘’in a number of places, including Europe
and the United States, there are more
regulations governing the quality of tap
water than bottled water.’’

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
sets more stringent quality standards for tap
water than does the Food and Drug
Administration for the bottled stuff, it
added.

Americans drank 26 billion liters of bottled
water in 2004, or roughly one eight-ounce
glass per person every day. Mexico had the
second highest consumption, at 18 billion
liters. China and Brazil followed, at close
to 12 billion liters each. Italy and Germany
ranked fifth and sixth in consumption,
downing just over 10 billion liters of bottled
water each.

Italians drank the most bottled water per
person, at nearly 184 liters in 2004—more
than two glasses per day. Mexico and the
United Arab Emirates consumed 169 and
164 liters per person. Belgium and France
followed, knocking back almost 145 liters
annually. Spain ranked sixth, with 137 liters
swallowed each year.

If individual Chinese consumers drank
one-fourth the bottled water downed by
the average American, EPI said, China
would springboard over the United States
and become the world’s largest consumer.

...
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The main problem with plastic -- besides
there being so much of it -- is that it doesn't
biodegrade. No natural process can break it
down. (Experts point out ­that the durabil-
ity that makes plastic so useful to humans
also makes it quite harmful to nature.) In-
stead, plastic photodegrades. A plastic ciga-
rette lighter cast out to sea will fragment into
smaller and smaller pieces of plastic with-
out breaking into simpler compounds, which
scientists estimate could take hundreds of
years. The small bits of plastic produced by
photodegradation are called mermaid tears
or nurdles.

These tiny plastic particles can get sucked
up by filter feeders and damage their bod-
ies. Other marine animals eat the plastic,
which can poison them or lead to deadly
blockages. Nurdles also have the insidious
property of soaking up toxic chemicals. Over
time, even chemicals or poisons that are
widely diffused in water can become highly
concentrated as they're mopped up by
nurdles. These poison-filled masses threaten
the entire food chain, especially when eaten
by filter feeders that are then consumed by
large creatures.

The Problem
with Plastic

Plastic has acutely affected albatrosses,
which roam ­a wide swath of the northern
Pacific Ocean. Albatrosses frequently grab
food wherever they can find it, which leads
to many of the birds ingesting -- and dying
from -- plastic and other trash. On Midway
Island, which comes into contact with parts
of the Eastern Garbage Patch, albatrosses
give birth to 500,000 chicks every year. Two
hundred thousand of them die, many of them
by consuming plastic fed to them by their
parents, who confuse it for food [source: LA
Times]. In total, more than a million birds
and marine animals die each year from con-
suming or becoming caught in plastic and
other debris.

Albatrosses give birth
to 500,000 chicks ev-
ery year. Two hundred
thousand of them die,
many of them by con-
suming plastic fed to
them by their parents,
who confuse it for
food.

80% of this trash is plastic debris killing sea life ...



Map showing the oceans' five major gyres
The Garbage Patch is located within the
North Pacific Gyre, one of the five major
oceanic gyres.

The Great Pacific Garbage Patch, also de-
scribed as the Pacific Trash Vortex, is a gyre
of marine litter in the central North Pacific
Ocean located roughly between 135° to
155°W and 35° to 42°N.

The patch extends over a very wide area,
with estimates ranging from an area the size
of the state of Texas to one larger than the
continental United States, however the ex-
act size is unknown. This can be attributed
to the fact that there is no specific standard
for determining the boundary between the
“normal” and “elevated” levels of pollutants
and what constitutes being part of the patch.
The size is determined by a higher-than nor-
mal degree of concentration of pelagic de-
bris in the water. Recent data collected from
Pacific albatross populations suggest there
may be two distinct zones of concentrated
debris in the Pacific.

The Patch is characterized by exception-
ally high concentrations of pelagic plastics,
chemical sludge, and other debris that have
been trapped by the currents of the North
Pacific Gyre. Despite its size and density,
the patch is not visible from satellite pho-
tography since it primarily consists of sus-
pended particulates in the upper water col-
umn. Since plastics break down to ever
smaller polymers, concentrations of sub-
merged particles are not visible from space,
nor do they appear as a continuous debris
field. Instead, the patch is defined as an area
in which the mass of plastic debris in the
upper water column is significantly higher
than average.The albatross population has
been devastated by plastic.

Besides killing wildlife, plastic and other
debris damage boat and submarine equip-

ment, litter beaches, discourage swimming
and harm commercial and local fisheries.
The problem of plastic and other accumu-
lated trash affects beaches and oceans all
over the world, including at both poles. Land
masses that end up in the path of the rotat-
ing gyres receive par-
ticularly large
amounts of trash.The
19 islands of the Ha-
waiian archipelago,
including Midway,
receive massive
quantities of trash
shot out from the
gyres. Some of the
trash is decades old.
Some beaches are
buried under five to
10 feet of trash, while
other beaches are riddled with "plastic sand,"
millions of grain-like pieces of plastic that
are practically impossible to clean up.

Most of this trash doesn't come from sea-
faring vessels dumping junk -- 80 percent of
ocean trash originates on land [source: LA

Times]. The rest comes from private and
commercial ships, fishing equipment, oil
platforms and spilled shipping containers
(the contents of which frequently wash up
on faraway shores years later).

Some efforts can help to stem the tide of
refuse. International treaties prohibiting
dumping at sea must be enforced. Untreated
sewage shouldn't be allowed to flow into the
ocean. Many communities and even some
small island nations have eliminated the use
of plastic bags. These bags are generally re-

Great Pacific Garbage Patch
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cyclable, but billions of them are thrown
away every year. On the Hawaiian Islands,
cleanup programs bring volunteers to the
beaches to pick up trash, but some beaches,
even those subjected to regular cleanings,
are still covered in layers of trash several
feet thick.

Scientists who have studied the issue say
that trawling the ocean for all of its trash is
simply impossible and would harm plank-
ton and other marine life. In some areas, big
fragments can be collected, but it's simply
not possible to thoroughly clean a section of
ocean that spans the area of a continent and
extends 100 feet below the surface [source:
UN Environment Program].

Nearly all experts who speak about the sub-
ject raise the same point: It comes down to
managing waste on land, where most of the
trash originates. They recommend lobbying
companies to find alternatives to plastic, es-

pecially environmentally safe, reusable pack-
aging. Recycling programs should be ex-
panded to accommodate more types of plas-
tic, and the public must be educated about
their value.

In October 2006, the U.S. government es-
tablished the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands
Marine Monument. This long string of is-
lands, located northwest of Hawaii, fre-
quently comes into contact with the Eastern
Garbage Patch. After the creation of the
monument, Congress passed legislation to
increase funding for cleanup efforts and or-
dered several government agencies to ex-
pand their cleanup work. It may be an im-
portant step, especially if it leads to more
government attention to a problem that, while
dire, has only received serious scientific at-
tention since the early 1990s.

Sea Lion with fish line around it’s head.
It will eventually die from it.

...
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Plastiki, the 60-ft catamaran made entirely out of recyclable and recycled materials, including

12,500 soda bottles, sailed out the Golden Gate bound for Sydney, Austrailia. — first planned

stop: The Line Islands. The inspiration of environmentalist and adventurer David de

Rothschild, the Plastiki project has also utilized the talents of many Bay Area marine profes-

sionals — from the boat's suit of Pineapple Sails to the Monitor Windvane attached to the aft

bridgedeck to the army of artisans who lent a hand in the building of this unique vessel-with-a-

mission.
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An Associated Press ex-
amination of U.S. Depart-
ment of Energy records and
information provided by
utilities and trade groups
shows that more than 30
traditional coal plants have
been built since 2008 or are
under construction.

The construction wave
stretches from Arizona to Illinois
and South Carolina to Washing-
ton, and comes despite growing
public wariness over the high en-
vironmental and social costs of
fossil fuels, demonstrated by
tragic mine disasters in West Vir-
ginia, the Gulf oil spill and wars
in the Middle East.

The expansion, the industry’s
largest in two decades, repre-
sents an acknowledgment that
highly touted “clean coal” tech-
nology is still a long way from
becoming a reality and under-
scores a renewed confidence
among utilities that proposals to
regulate carbon emissions will
fail. The Senate last month
scrapped the leading bill to curb
carbon emissions following op-
position from Republicans and
coal-state Democrats.

“Building a coal-fired power
plant today is betting that we are
not going to put a serious finan-
cial cost on emitting carbon di-
oxide,” said Severin Borenstein,
director of the Energy Institute
at the University of California-
Berkeley. “That may be true, but
unless most of the scientists are
way off the mark, that’s pretty
bad public policy.”

Federal officials have long
struggled to balance coal’s hid-
den costs against its more con-
spicuous role in providing half
the nation’s electricity.

Hoping for a technological so-
lution, the Obama administration

devoted $3.4 billion in stimulus
spending to foster “clean-coal”
plants that can capture and store
greenhouse gases. Yet new in-
vestments in traditional coal
plants total at least 10 times that
amount — more than $35 bil-
lion.

Utilities say they are clinging
to coal because its abundance
makes it cheaper than natural gas
or nuclear power and more reli-
able than intermittent power
sources like wind and solar. Still,
the price of coal plants is rising
and consumers in some areas
served by the new facilities will
see their electricity bill rise by
up to 30 percent.

Industry representatives say
those increases would be even
steeper if utilities switched to
more expensive fuels or were
forced to adopt emission-reduc-
tion measures.

Approval of the plants has
come from state and federal
agencies that do not factor in
emissions of carbon dioxide,
considered the leading culprit
behind global warming. Scien-
tists and environmentalists have
tried to stop the coal rush with
some success, turning back doz-
ens of plants through lawsuits
and other legal challenges.

As a result, current construc-
tion is far more modest than pro-
jected a few years ago when 151
new plants were forecast by fed-
eral regulators. But analysts say
the projects that prevailed are
more than enough to ensure
coal’s continued dominance in
the power industry for years to
come.

Sixteen large plants have fired
up since 2008 and 16 more are
under construction, according to
records examined by the AP.

Combined, they will produce

Push for old-style coal plants
means more cheap energy,

more pollution

Coal May
be King for
Decades

Utilities across the country are building
dozens of old-style coal plants that will
cement the industry’s standing as the
largest industrial source of climate-
changing gases for years to come.



an estimated 17,900 megawatts
of electricity, sufficient to power
up to 15.6 million homes —
roughly the number of homes in
California and Arizona com-
bined.

They also will generate about
125 million tons of greenhouse
gases annually, according to
emissions figures from utilities
and the Center for Global Devel-
opment. That’s the equivalent of
putting 22 million additional au-
tomobiles on the road.

The new plants do not capture
carbon dioxide. That’s despite
the stimulus spending and an
additional $687 million spent by
the Department of Energy on
clean coal programs.

DOE spokesman John Grasser
acknowledged the new plants
represent a missed chance to rein
in carbon emissions. But he said
more opportunities would arise
as electricity consumption in-
creases.

Experts say the widespread
application of carbon-neutraliz-
ing technologies for coal plants
remains at least 15 to 20 years
away.

“This is not something that’s
going to happen tomorrow,”
Grasser said. “You have to do the
required research and develop-
ment and take steps along the
way.”

Producing clean coal power
appears straightforward: Sepa-
rate the carbon dioxide before it
goes up the smokestack, then
store it underground in geologi-
cal formations.

Experimental trials have been
successful, but putting the con-
cept into commercial practice
has been stymied by high costs
and the difficulty of isolating
carbon dioxide from other gases.

“We are pushing the envelope
as far as what’s possible,” said
Jon LaCour, manager for the
115-megawatt Wygen III coal
plant, which came online in
northeastern Wyoming this
spring. “We have no way of cap-
turing carbon.”

Inside the plant, a ton of coal
per minute rumbles off conveyor
belts from the nearby WyoDak
mine.

Hulking steel pulverizers
crush the fuel to the consistency
of baby powder, fans blow it into
a giant furnace and the coal goes
up in flames that can top 1,700
degrees Fahrenheit, producing
steam to generate electricity.

WyGen is more efficient than
earlier plants, burning about 20
percent less coal. Yet the process
itself has changed little since
Thomas Edison built the first
plant in 1882 in Manhattan.

And while dramatic advances
have been made on the back end
of coal plants — where Wygen’s
operator, Black Hills Power, re-
moves most of the nitrogen ox-
ides, sulfur dioxide and other
acid-rain pollutants — efforts to
curb greenhouse gases have
lagged.

Black Hills spent $80 million
on pollution controls for WyGen,
bumping up its price tag to $247
million. Like most of the new
fleet of plants, space was left at
WyGen for the future installation
of carbon-capture equipment.

As climate change emerged as
a global dilemma in recent years,
the coal industry at times ap-
peared on the ropes.

Environmentalists trumpeted
100 plants dropped or delayed.
Regulators imposed tighter
emission limits for acid rain pol-
lutants and reined in destructive
mining practices. And the reces-
sion dampened consumer de-
mand for power, prompting
some utilities to scrap expansion
plans.

...

But coal has not gone away.

“The reason coal burns in this
country is not because anyone
likes the smog. It’s the cost,” said
Daniel Scott, a coal industry ana-
lyst with Dahlman Rose & Com-
pany in New York.
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By John Vidal

Nigeria's agony dwarfs the Gulf oil spill.
The US and Europe ignore it

More oil is spilled from the
Niger delta's network of termi-
nals, pipes, pumping stations
and oil platforms every year
than has been lost by BP's
Deepwater Horizon explosion
in the Gulf of Mexico.

That disaster has made headlines
round the world. By contrast, little
information has emerged about the
damage inflicted on the Niger delta.
Yet the destruction there provides us
with a far more accurate picture of
the price we have to pay for drilling
oil today.

On 1 May this year a ruptured
ExxonMobil pipeline in the state of Akwa
Ibom spilled more than a million gallons into
the delta over seven days before the leak was

stopped. Local people demonstrated against
the company but say they were attacked by
security guards.

With 606 oilfields, the Niger delta sup-
plies 40% of all the crude the United
States imports and is the world capital of
oil pollution. Life expectancy in its rural
communities, half of which have no access
to clean water, has fallen to little more than
40 years over the past two generations. "If
the Gulf accident had happened in Nigeria,
neither the government nor the company
would have paid much attention," said the
writer Ben Ikari, a member of the Ogoni
people. "This kind of spill happens all the
time in the delta."

"The oil companies just ignore it. The
lawmakers do not care and people live with
pollution daily. The situation is now worse
than it was 30 years ago. Nothing is chang-
ing.

"We see frantic efforts being made to stop
the spill in the US," said Nnimo Bassey, Ni-

gerian head of Friends of the Earth Interna-
tional. "But in Nigeria, oil companies largely
ignore their spills, cover them up and de-
stroy people's livelihood and environments.
The Gulf spill can be seen as a metaphor for
what is happening daily in the oilfields of
Nigeria and other parts of Africa.

"This has gone on for 50 years in Nige-
ria. People depend completely on the envi-
ronment for their drinking water and farm-
ing and fishing. They are amazed that the
president of the US can be making speeches
daily, because in Nigeria people there would
not hear a whimper," he said.

It is impossible to know how much oil is
spilled in the Niger delta each year because
the companies and the government keep that
secret. However, two major independent in-
vestigations over the past four years suggest
that as much is spilled at sea, in the swamps
and on land every year as has been lost in
the Gulf of Mexico so far.

One report, compiled by WWF UK, the

The Deepwater Horizon disaster caused headlines around the world, yet the people who live in the Niger
delta have had to live with environmental catastrophes for decades.
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World Conservation Union and representa-
tives from the Nigerian federal government
and the Nigerian Conservation Foundation,
calculated in 2006 that up to 1.5m tons of
oil – 50 times the pollution unleashed in the
Exxon Valdez tanker disaster in Alaska – has
been spilled in the delta over the past half
century. Last year Amnesty calculated that
the equivalent of at least 9m barrels of oil
was spilled and accused the oil companies
of a human rights outrage.

According to Nigerian federal govern-
ment figures, there were more than 7,000
spills between 1970 and 2000, and there are
2,000 official major spillages sites, many
going back decades, with thousands of
smaller ones still waiting to be cleared up.
More than 1,000 spill cases have been filed
against Shell alone.

Last month Shell admitted to spilling
14,000 tonnes of oil in 2009. The majority,
said the company, was lost through two in-
cidents – one in which the company claims
that thieves damaged a wellhead at its Odidi
field and another where militants bombed
the Trans Escravos pipeline.

These claims are hotly disputed by com-
munities and environmental watchdog
groups. They mostly blame the companies'
vast network of rusting pipes and storage
tanks, corroding pipelines, semi-derelict

pumping stations and old wellheads, as well
as tankers and vessels cleaning out tanks.

The scale of the pollution is mind-bog-
gling. The government's national oil spill
detection and response agency (Nosdra) says
that between 1976 and 1996 alone, more than
2.4m barrels contaminated the environment.
"Oil spills and the dumping of oil into wa-
terways has been extensive, often poisoning
drinking water and destroying vegetation.
These incidents have become common due
to the lack of laws and enforcement mea-
sures within the existing political regime,"
said a spokesman for Nosdra.

The sense of outrage is widespread.
"There are more than 300 spills, major and
minor, a year," said Bassey. "It happens all
the year round. The whole environment is
devastated. The latest revelations highlight
the massive difference in the response to oil
spills. In Nigeria, both companies and gov-
ernment have come to treat an extraordinary
level of oil spills as the norm."

A spokesman for the Stakeholder Democ-
racy Network in Lagos, which works to em-
power those in communities affected by the
oil companies' activities, said: "The response
to the spill in the United States should serve
as a stiff reminder as to how far spill man-
agement in Nigeria has drifted from stan-
dards across the world."

Other voices of protest point out that the
world has overlooked the scale of the envi-
ronmental impact. Activist Ben Amunwa, of
the London-based oil watch group Platform,
said: "Deepwater Horizon may have exceed
Exxon Valdez, but within a few years in Ni-
geria offshore spills from four locations
dwarfed the scale of the Exxon Valdez di-
saster many times over. Estimates put spill
volumes in the Niger delta among the worst
on the planet, but they do not include the
crude oil from waste water and gas flares.
Companies such as Shell continue to avoid
independent monitoring and keep key data
secret."

Worse may be to come. One industry in-
sider, who asked not to be named, said: "Ma-
jor spills are likely to increase in the coming

years as the industry strives to extract oil
from increasingly remote and difficult ter-
rains. Future supplies will be offshore,
deeper and harder to work. When things go
wrong, it will be harder to respond."

Judith Kimerling, a professor of law and
policy at the City University of New York
and author of Amazon Crude, a book about
oil development in Ecuador, said: "Spills,
leaks and deliberate discharges are happen-
ing in oilfields all over the world and very
few people seem to care."

There is an overwhelming sense that the
big oil companies act as if they are beyond
the law. Bassey said: "What we conclude
from the Gulf of Mexico pollution incident
is that the oil companies are out of control.

"It is clear that BP has been blocking pro-
gressive legislation, both in the US and here.
In Nigeria, they have been living above the
law. They are now clearly a danger to the
planet. The dangers of this happening again
and again are high. They must be taken to
the international court of justice."
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“The findings from the 2007 National Resources Inventory (NRI)
serve as a stark reminder that our nation’s agricultural land base—
and the benefits it supplies—is threatened by poorly planned
development,” says Jon Scholl, President of American Farmland
Trust (AFT).

America Has Lost
More Than Twenty-three Million Acres
of Agricultural Land

Every State Lost Prime Farmland

The NRI is a survey of the nation’s
non-federal lands conducted by the
USDA Natural Resources Conserva-
tion Service in cooperation with Iowa
State University since 1982. It docu-
ments natural resource conditions
and trends, including the conversion
of agricultural land to developed
uses, and is the most comprehensive
natural resource database in the na-
tion.

According to the 2007 NRI, 4,080,300
acres of active agricultural land (crop, pas-
ture, range, and land formerly enrolled in the
Conservation Reserve Program) were con-
verted to developed uses between 2002 and
2007. This represents an area roughly the
size of Massachusetts.

More troubling, the nation has lost
41,324,800 acres of rural land to develop-
ment between 1982 and 2007—an area about
the size of Illinois and New Jersey. Rural
land includes active agricultural land, plus
forest land and other rural land. Fifty-six
percent of the rural land developed, or
23,163,500 acres, is identified as active ag-
ricultural land.

In addition, there was a nationwide
13,773,400-acre decline in prime farmland
between 1982 and 2007. Prime farmland
soils are best suited to produce food and
other agricultural crops with the fewest in-
puts and the least amount of soil erosion.

During the 25-year span of the NRI, ev-
ery state lost prime farmland. States with the
biggest loss of acres included Texas (1.5 mil-
lion), Ohio (796,000), North Carolina
(766,000), California (616,000) and Geor-

Considering there
are more people
on the planet to
feed every year,
and many go to
bed hungry at

night and others
starving to death,
it’s hard to believe

this could be
happening.



gia (566,000). The following states lost the
greatest percentage of their prime land dur-
ing the same reporting period: Arizona (36
percent), Nevada (34 percent), New Mexico
(33 percent), New Jersey (30 percent) and
Massachusetts (24 percent).

“Based on the extent of farmland loss dur-
ing the past 25 years we urge USDA to dig
deeper and undertake a new National Agri-
cultural Lands study,” says Julia Freedgood,
Managing Director of AFT’s Farmland and
Communities initiatives. “We need an up-
dated assessment of the amount of agricul-
tural land needed to meet the nation’s future
food, feed, fiber and energy needs.”

More information from the NRI includ-
ing the long-awaited state-level estimates of
changes in land cover/use will be made avail-
able in coming weeks. State estimates for
changes among land cover/use categories
have not been obtainable since the 1997 NRI.
In 2001, NRCS began a switch to an annual
or rolling NRI, but the agency did not have
adequate resources to implement this change.
The more frequent, less complete surveys
disappointed external users who had come
to rely on the breadth and depth of the “five-
year” NRIs. “We applaud NRCS’ renewed

commitment to the five-year NRI. This criti-
cal information will help states and commu-
nities understand what is happening to agri-
cultural land, establish farmland protection
goals and measure progress,” Freedgood
concludes.

For more information on farmland con-
version and other farmland protection issues,
please contact the Farmland Information
Center at 800-370-4879 x13. The Farmland
Information Center is a clearinghouse for
information about farmland protection cre-
ated in partnership with the USDA Natural
Resources Conservation Service and Ameri-
can Farmland Trust. The Farmland Informa-
tion Center resources are free to the public
at www.farmlandinfo.org

American Farmland Trust is a national
nonprofit organization working with farm-
ers and ranchers to protect the land, produce
a healthier environment and build success-
ful communities. As the nation’s leading ad-
vocate for farm and ranch land conservation,
AFT has ensured that more than a million
acres stays bountiful and productive. AFT’s
national office is located in Washington, D.C.
The phone number is 202-331-7300 and the
website is www.farmland.org .

Alternatives
The “local” movement  and buying
and eating food produced locally
rather than shipped from thousands
of miles away; has been gaining
steam with the steady growth of
farmers markets and a phenomenon
called community-supported agricul-
ture. CSA members purchase shares
of a farmer's crop for the season.

http://www.usatoday.com/news/health/2010-
07-29-fresh29_ST_N.htm?POE=click-refer
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The Future of Food . . . .
You NEED to Watch This Video!!!

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jNezTsrCY0Q&amp;feature=player_embedded
Support Lily Films by logging onto www.thefutureoffood.com to purchase the entire 88 minute film and ensure that this vital message

is spread throughout the world.

The Future of Food is an American documentary film
which makes an in-depth investigation into unlabelled,
patented, genetically engineered foods that have
quietly made their way onto grocery stores in the
United States for the past decade.

It voices the opinions of farmers in disagreement with
the food industry and details the impacts on their lives
and livelihoods from this new technology, and shines a
light on the market and political forces that are chang-
ing what we eat.

The film decries
the cost of a
globalised food
industry on
human lives
around the world,
and highlights
how international
companies are
gradually driving
farmers off the
land in many
countries. Poten-
tial global depen-
dence of the
human race on a

limited number of global food corporations is dis-
cussed, as is the increased risk of ecological disasters
— such as the Irish potato famine (1845–1849) —

Monsanto and other biotech companies
support genetically modified food as a way
to feed the 6 billion people on the planet and
the 2 billion more to come by 2030.

But yet, on page 18, American Farmland
Trust (AFT) says we’ve taken over
23,000,000 acres of agriculture land out of
production.

?
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resulting from the reduction of biological diversity due
to the promotion of corporate-sponsored monoculture
farming.

The issue of incorporating a terminator gene into plant
seeds is questioned, with concern being expressed
about the potential for a widespread catastrophe
affecting the food supply, should such a gene contami-
nate other plants in the wild. Legal stories reported by
the film related how a number of farmers in North
America have been sued by the Monsanto Company;
and the defendant of the Monsanto Canada Inc. v.
Schmeiser case is interviewed.

The film was written and directed by Deborah Koons
Garcia, produced by Catherine Butler and Koons
Garcia, and premiered on September 14, 2005 at Film
Forum in New York City to a full house. It has since
been released on DVD in both NTSC and PAL for-
mats. The film is currently available for viewing at
www.Hulu.com where viewers can watch the film for
free with a few advertisements placed throughout the
film.

The Monsanto Co. is leading Big Ag’s PR offensive against
Food Inc., another film everyone should see.



A journal published by the
American Medical
Association is taking a hard
look at the perils of extra tests
and treatments. Too many
tests can often lead to
unnecessary treatments or
even hurt the patient.

“Less Is More” will become a
feature in the Archives of
Internal Medicine. It will
examine treatments that
expanded to the point where
the risks of the treatment
outweigh benefits.

According to ABC News:
“Studies in the current issue look at
potential risks of proton-pump inhibitors,
which were originally designed for gastric
reflux but now are used for conditions as
mild as heartburn.”
Sources:
ABC News May 12, 2010

Dr. Mercola’s Comments:
I’m truly shocked that this JAMA journal

has been able to take this leap, shackled to
the conventional disease paradigm as they
are.  My guess is that they have finally
realized that they’re simply unable to
continue to pull the wool over everyone’s
eyes forever, and that if they start to come
clean now they will preserve some level of
dignity and respect.

If you’ve been following this newsletter

for any length of time,
you will probably already
be aware of many of the
topics they’ll cover,
because the concepts that
“Less is More,” and
“How Less Health Care
Can Result in Better
Health” are exactly what
I’ve been teaching for
many years.

The sad reality is that
most drugs and conventional treatment
methods that are massively overused, don’t
address the cause of the problem, and do
more harm than simply doing nothing ever
would.

As reported by ABC News:
“T reatments may come about to help a
certain population, but when a medical
treatment is overused in an otherwise
healthy person, “There can only be harm,”
Grady said. “We’d really like to bring
attention to this.”
… when treatments are used for milder
conditions, “There is no effectiveness, there
is no benefit, there are only side effects.””
I couldn’t have said it better myself.

Your Body is a Self-Healing Machine
The world is rife with evidence that the

non-pharmacological approach can
accomplish as much, and in many cases
more than pills. This concept also makes
perfect logical sense, if you remove the thrill
of scientific discovery long enough to think
that far.

Your body is exquisitely equipped for

self-healing, as long as its systems are in
good working order.

So how do you ensure that?
With man-made chemicals in doses your

body has never encountered or dealt with
before?

Were you to ponder this logically, you’d
quickly realize the inherent fallacy of the
promise of health from using many
prescription drugs.

You simply cannot achieve optimal health
through drugs. It’s impossible.

You can use drugs as band-aids,
temporarily suspending a symptom or two,
but then there are side effects… Your body
tries to compensate and heal, but the more
chemicals you throw down your gullet, the
more off-kilter your body gets and the more
ill you become. Conventional medical
doctors typically respond to this by
prescribing you yet another drug, and
another, and another…

This is why the average American senior
now gets 30 drug prescriptions!

Meanwhile, adverse drug reactions from
“properly prescribed drugs” are the fourth

Medicines and
Treatments

You Don’t Need

By Dr. Mercola
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leading cause of death in the United States.
And overdoses from prescription drugs rank
second only to motor vehicle crashes as the
leading cause of accidental death.

Additionally, many medications create life-
long dependency upon the drug, despite the
damage and suffering they’re inflicting,
since drug withdrawal exacerbates your
symptoms until the drug is completely out
of your system.

The current medical paradigm, with its
focus on a drug for every symptom creates
a mind-boggling amount of needless
suffering and premature death.

Optimal health requires optimal FOOD,
not more drugs. It r eally is that simple.

Once you feed your body the nutrients it needs
instead of chemicals, “health” becomes the norm
rather than the exception.

Ills that Don’t Need Pills
Sadly, some of the health problems that are

most easily and/or effectively treated with diet,
exercise and other non-pharmacological
remedies are also some of the most over-
medicated, using some of the most dangerous
drugs on the market!

This includes:
• Depression
• High cholesterol
• Diabetes
• High blood pressure
• Arthritis

The U.S. spends more than
twice as much on each person
for health care as most other
industrialized countries, yet it
has fallen to last place among
those countries in preventing
avoidable deaths through use

of timely and effective
medical care.

How can that be?

Americans are Dangerously Over-
Tested and Over-Treated

In addition to overmedication and
prescription drug abuse – which, by the way,
cost the US health care system tens of

billions of dollars to treat, over and above
the cost of the actual drugs — unnecessary
or dangerous tests, and unwarranted medical
treatments are also part of the problem.

Three years ago Consumer Reports
published a list of the 10 most overused
medical tests and treatments, and not much
has changed since then.  Their list includes:

• Back surgery
• Heartburn surgery
• Prostate treatments
• Implanted defibrillators
• Coronary stents
• C-sections
• Whole body screens
• High-tech angiography
• Mammography
• Virtual colonoscopy

It may take awhile to change this trend of
equating good health care with getting every
test under the sun, and vigorously treating
every ailment with everything in the
conventional arsenal. But I believe we can
and will change this perverse and fatally
flawed model.

It all starts with you, though. It will require
a public shift in mindset, which will
influence the type of care expected from
doctors, and it will spread upward and
outward from there.

The Staggering Health Care Costs of
Diet-Related Disease

It’s important to realize that diet-related
diseases are mind-bogglingly expensive to
treat with conventional medicine, and yet
they are completely preventable.

The annual health care cost of obesity in
the US has reached $147 billion, for
example, and the medical bills for diabetes
are at an estimated $217.5 billion a year.

Obesity is closely linked to heart disease,
which costs the US an additional $503
billion a year in direct and indirect expenses.

These health problems are directly
attributable to your diet and lifestyle, so just
imagine the savings that could be achieved
were we to focus on food rather than drugs
as a primary means of achieving good
health!

On an individual basis, it’s important to
realize that every dollar you think you’re
saving today by opting for processed fast
food rather than cooking with fresh whole
foods can turn into several dollars paid for
eventual medical bills down the road.

You Can Use Your Kitchen as Your
Pharmacy

For many people, convenience foods,
either in restaurants or ready-to-cook frozen
meals picked up from the grocery store, have
become a way of life. In the United States,
90 percent of the money Americans spend
on food is for processed food, and fast food
is available just about everywhere, including
in hospitals and schools.

For a clear, real-life demonstration of just
HOW BAD this way of life actually is, go
ahead and watch Morgan Spurlock’s
documentary “SuperSize Me”. It may
forever change your life – for the better.

Another great resource is the book Fast
Food Nation by Eric Schlosser. It does an
outstanding job of identifying the problems
of fast-food diets. Fast food:

Exponentially increases your risk of
obesity and diabetes

Is loaded with dangerous additives like
trans fats, high-fructose corn syrup and
MSG

Contains genetically modified
ingredientsIs devoid of nutrients

Spread the Word
Remember, you CAN help to turn this
madness around if you spread the word as
far and wide as you can — that relying on
drugs will never give you the healthy body
and mind you desire.

What WILL  give you optimal health does
require a bit of work on your part, to eat
healthy, to exercise, to relieve your stress
— all of the things I detail, for free, on the
tens of thousands of pages available my site.
But the rewards can be priceless. Subscribe
toDr. Mercola’s free newsletter, at
www.mercola.com
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Cloning deceased cows for superior
meat qualities is controversial—but
becoming more standard.

© USDA
Researchers say that
they have cloned de-
ceased cattle in order
to reproduce meat
with superior quali-
ties. Scientists pick
and choose the quali-
ties in cattle that con-
sumers prefer and
clone them in an at-
tempt to create a big-

ger, better meat supply. These “resur-
rection” practices are highly controver-
sial in both Europe and the U.S.

The research into resurrection technolo-
gies has been spearheaded by the J.R.
Simplot Company, one of the largest pri-
vately held international food processing
and agricultural companies in the world
and a leader in the animal-cloning mar-
ket.

Says Brady Hicks, a company spokesper-
son: “We identify carcasses that have cer-
tain characteristics that we want, but it‘s
too late to reproduce the genetics of the
animal. But through cloning we can res-
urrect that animal.”

The news broke after three cloned cattle
were found in the food chain in Britain,
with an estimated dozens more living on
farms across the country. American sci-

The Cloned-Meat Controversy

entists have been cloning deceased cattle
for some time and are believed to be far
ahead of British markets in resurrection
technologies. Today, about 1,000 cattle out
of 100 million cattle destined for super-
markets are said to be cloned.

Researchers have applied pressure on
British markets, warning that they will fall
behind the world market if they do not
adopt these new procedures. As of this
time, the U.S. Food and Drug Adminis-
tration has declared cloned meat and dairy
products safe for consumers. The Euro-
pean Food Safety authority insists more
research must be done before they can
deem the product safe.

Marc Walton, president of ViaGen, the
leading American animal cloning com-
pany, believes that cloning cattle for con-
sumption purposes will become the norm
in the near future. But cloning remains a
dubious practice. Many clones evidence
lower-functioning immune systems, in-
creased rates of infection, tumor growth
and other disorders. Clones also age pre-
maturely and die young. And cloned ani-
mals are often born abnormally large, con-
tributing to dangerous births and increased
fatality in carriers.

Some view cloned meat as the answer to
the world‘s increasing population and
food shortage. At this time, research sug-
gests that eating cloned meat or dairy will
not have negative consequences for con-
sumers‘ health. Companies remain unsure
how the public will react to cloned meat—
but, currently, no labeling for cloned meat
or dairy products is required.

...

By Shannon Gombos

Clones age prematurely
and die young. And
cloned animals are often
born abnormally large,
contributing to dangerous
births and increased fa-
tality in carriers.
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Sean Heavey of Glasgow tracked a
storm that hit Valley County and Phillips
County. A pickup truck pulling a trailer
drives in the storm on Highway 2 be-
tween Hinsdale and Glasgow.

Extreme weather is nothing new in
Northeast Montana, but this year it’s
exceptional.

Weather or not
you believe climate change is just a natural
occurance or because of human interven-
tion everyone agrees, there’s something
weird happening with the weather patterns.

Spectaular lightening and thundestorms are
not new to the Eastern Montana grain belt,
but in the past several months, powerful
storms have worked overtime, and consid-
ering the sparse population they would nor-
mally go unoticed.

But this year has been exceptional as three
lives were taken in separate storms. A tor-
nado touched down west of Reserve, and
was reportedly to be three miles wide with
winds estimated at 150 mph, the most pow-
erful the state has ever seen and the deadli-
est since 1923.

Montana averages seven tornadoes a sea-
son, but this year through the first 7 months
24 tornadoes were recorded by the National
Weather service. They have been more fre-

quent and more powerful than at any point
over the past decade. While an unusually wet
spring and early summer helped extend this
year's storm season, meteorologists can't pin-
point just what's caused the extreme weather
conditions. El nino, global warming are

amongst the most suggested theroies but no
one is coming out and saying that’s the cause
with any certainity. Whatever it is it has pro-
vided some spectacular photo opportunities
and fireworks displays only mother nature
can produce.

This storm cloud t aken by Kari Green Hould hovered near Glasgow July 28, 2010



$800 million in renewable
energy coming to Montana
A Spanish energy company, NaturEner, announced it
has secured financing for an $800 million renewable
energy project to begin in Montana.

The 309 megawatt wind energy project called Rim
Rock is being financed through San Diego Gas and
Electric, which will receive renewable energy credits
for their investment.

President and CEO of NaturEner Jose M. Sanchez
Seara told Governor Schweitzer in a meeting, "We've
discovered a new path to finance renewables that no
one has used in the past. If we succeed it is going to
be a very good example for others."

NaturEner spearheaded the Glacier wind project
between Shelby and Cut Bank in 2007. The new Rim
Rock project will be located 25 miles north of that
project. It will be complete by the end of 2012.
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Why are More Families and Businesses choosing Simple Solar?




