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P R E S I D E N T ’ S  C O L U M N

Bush Administration: 
Tools for Environmental

Destruction

I
n my more than 30 years of
working to protect our planet,
I have never seen an adminis-
tration more eager to take a
stand against virtually every

environmental law and protection
ever written or enacted.

We had withheld criticism of the
president in the wake of the Sept. 11
tragedy, and even withdrew from
planned protests of a World Bank
meeting in Washington, D.C., that
month. However, Friends of the Earth
is convinced that the administration
has been using the cover of terrorism
to dismantle decades of progress on
basic environmental protections and
we are speaking out. 

We ran a series of ads in USA
Today (see cover and page 14) accus-
ing the Bush administration of
rewarding campaign contributors by
weakening vital environmental pro-
tections. Our Earth Day message to
Bush was: “Put human health and the
environment first, not the wealthy
polluters who contributed to your
campaign.”

This issue of the newsmagazine
describes how President Bush went
from rolling back environmental reg-
ulations to slashing funding for
environmental protections. The $5.6
trillion federal surplus that was fore-
cast at the start of 2001 has nearly
evaporated. Thus, budget battles are
almost guaranteed for months to
come.

Our new Green Scissors 2002
report offers 78 common sense rec-
ommendations to cut environmentally
harmful programs that benefit narrow
special interests at considerable tax-
payer expense.

The House and Senate have
passed different versions of energy
policy. The House Bill H.R. 4
embodies Vice President Cheney’s
energy plan–a plan devised behind
closed doors with representatives
from the power, coal, oil, gas and
nuclear energy industries. It calls for
huge subsidies for these high-pollut-
ing and dangerous energy sources.
Friends of the Earth was quoted in
The Washington Post on the current
situation:

“While clearly superior to the
House version, the Senate bill offers
no coherent view of how to fuel our
economy in a cleaner way. It would
have reflected forward-thinking when
Grover Cleveland was president.”
There’s no way an environmentally
friendly bill will be coming out of
any House-Senate conference com-
mittee.

If President Bush also gets fast
track trade negotiating authority, he
will proceed to negotiate environ-
mentally damaging trade deals
without any input from Congress.
The administration favors trade legis-
lation, like the North American Free
Trade Agreement, that allows corpo-
rations to sue governments if
environmental regulations get in the
way of profits. The House and Senate
will try to reconcile their differing
versions of fast track. Meanwhile, we
are publicizing and holding account-
able members of Congress who voted
against environmental safeguards in
trade agreements.

We have a tough fight ahead of
us and this fall’s election will be cru-
cial. As an act of good citizenship
and stewardship, Friends of the Earth
is urging everyone to vote, and take
your children with you to teach them
that voting is important.

Brent Blackwelder
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By Keira Costic

T
he Bush administration
began its assault on the
environment by placing
industry executives in
key agency jobs. They

followed it with a series of regulatory
rollbacks, including their short-lived
attempt to block a rule protecting
drinking water from arsenic, a highly
toxic substance. Now, the Bush
administration is using a new tool to
undermine environmental protection:
the federal budget.

“The White House is using Enron
accounting to hide assaults on clean
water, clean air and conservation pro-
grams,” said Sara Zdeb, legislative
representative for Friends of the
Earth. “If President Bush has his way,
we’ll be spending $1 billion less to
protect the environment and public
health than we did last year.” 

Wanted: Money to
Enforce our
Environmental Laws 
For the second year in a row, the
Bush budget guts the Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA) enforce-
ment programs. These programs–civil
enforcement, compliance monitoring
and incentives–allow EPA to deter
polluters from breaking the law. The
Bush budget cuts $4 million from
these activities, slashing personnel
salaries and cutting at least 200
enforcement staff.

“With the environmental cop off
the beat, polluters will have free rein
to break laws that protect our air and
water,” said Zdeb. 

In a related instance of account-
ing sleight-of-hand, the Bush budget
proposes to give more enforcement
authority to states–but does so by
taking away money from proven fed-
eral enforcement efforts. Experience
has shown that states often lack the
capacity or willpower to adequately
enforce environmental laws. And
EPA has sole responsibility for some
programs, including cracking down
on transboundary pollution–like mid-
western power plants that cause smog
and acid rain in the Northeast.

Draining Clean Water
Programs
The White House is threatening to
pull the plug on $344 million of
water quality programs and neglect-
ing to fund longstanding successful
programs.

Anyone who’s spent summers at
the shore knows that pollution can
ruin vacations at the beach. In fact,
beach-water pollution is such a seri-
ous problem that Congress passed a
law in 2000 to address it. The
Beaches Environmental Assessment
and Coastal Health (BEACH) Act
provides coastal states and cities with
grants to help them monitor, report
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C O V E R  S T O R Y

Bush Budgets for 
Corporations to Profit

President Bush, pictured here on Earth Day, continues to wield his ax to chop away the
budget that protects our environment.
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and reduce beachwater pollution. The
only problem?  President Bush wants
to cut $20 million from the $30 mil-
lion that Congress approved.

When it comes to clean water,
the BEACH program is the rule–not
the exception–in the Bush budget.
The budget cuts $138 million from
the Clean Water State Revolving
Fund, a program that helps states
fund municipal wastewater treatment
projects and control non-point source
pollution. That type of pollution is
from rain and snow runoff carrying
away pollutants and depositing them
into bodies of water–including our
drinking water. 

While the budget appears not to
cut any funds from the Safe Drinking
Water State Revolving Fund, it
siphons $27 million from this suc-
cessful program to fund a new
initiative to help small communities
reduce arsenic from drinking water.
This is a worthy initiative, but one
that shouldn’t come at the expense of
an established program.

“I guess President Bush buys
bottled water,” said Zdeb. “Otherwise
he wouldn’t be gutting programs that
protect the tap water that ordinary
Americans rely upon.” 

In another accounting trick, the
Bush budget creates a brand new,
undefined watershed protection pro-
gram. Environmentalists worry,
however, that money could be redi-
rected from EPA’s main program for
cleaning up polluted waters to fund
the new and completely voluntary
initiative.

No Funds for Superfund 
One out of four Americans lives
within a mile of a Superfund site, the
nation’s most contaminated toxic
waste sites. And 85 percent of these
sites involve groundwater contamina-
tion. There are over a thousand
uncontrolled or abandoned toxic
waste sites, like New York’s Love
Canal. Unfortunately, Bush would

rather help his polluter pals than the
citizens living near these toxic
hotspots.

Congress established the
Superfund program in 1980 in order
to remediate these toxic sites. The
program is backed up by a trust fund,
which is tapped to fund cleanups
when the government can’t identify
the responsible party. A tax on pollut-
ing industries generated about $1.5
billion annually for the trust fund,
which reached a high of $3.8 billion
in 1996. The Republican Congress
has failed to reauthorize the tax since
it lapsed in 1995, and this year
President Bush didn’t even ask them
to. 

The Superfund trust is now dwin-
dling, and the pace of cleanups
slowing. This year, the Bush adminis-
tration plans to clean up only 40 toxic
sites–a 50 percent reduction from the
final four years of the Clinton admin-
istration. Even worse, as the trust
shrinks, taxpayers are forced to foot

more of the bill for toxic cleanups.
Under the Bush budget,
taxpayers–not polluters–will spend
$700 million on Superfund. 

Public Lands in
Corporate Hands
As campers and hikers enjoy national
parks, wildlife refuges and other pub-
lic lands, Bush is taking money away
that maintains these national treas-
ures. Even worse, the budget shifts
funds from natural resource conser-
vation and restoration to resource
exploitation and extraction.

Once again, Bush falls short on
another one of his campaign prom-
ises: to fully fund the Land and Water
Conservation Fund (LWCF). This
fund, created by Congress in 1964,
provides money for federal, state and
local governments for land acquisi-
tion and protection.
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Documents Show Ethics Violatoin
by Deputy Secretary of Interior  
According to documents we uncovered Deputy
Secretary of the Department of the Interior J. Steven
Griles violated two recusal agreements. These agree-
ments were supposed to take him out of the loop for a
year on decisions that involved his former clients. But
he continued to lobby on behalf of a company he for-
merly owned and from which he is not fully divested.

A memo from Griles, on Interior Department let-
terhead, to Deputy EPA Administrator Linda Fisher
asked EPA to work out their differences with Interior
before EPA sends out “environmentally unsatisfac-
tory” comments on a draft Environmental Impact

Statement for coal bed methane projects in the Powder River Basin.
“The memos reveal that Friles violated his recusal agreement and

helped his former clients and friends in the mining industry.” said Friends
of the Earth Interior Department Watchdog, Kristen Sykes. “The Bush
administration hired a fox to guard the henhouse—that’s been their
approach to environmental protection and enforcement since day one.”

Visit http://www.foe.org/eco/interior/griles/index.html to read the whole story,
including recusal agreements, memos and background information.

C O V E R  S T O R Y

J. Steven Griles was
caught lobbying the
Environmental
Protection Agency
on behalf of former
clients after he had
signed an
agreement not to.
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C L E A N  W A T E R

By Sara Zdeb

A
cross the Southeastern
United States, a prac-
tice called mountaintop
removal is destroying
communities and lay-

ing waste to the environment. In this
ruthless practice, mining companies
literally blow the tops off of
Appalachian mountains in order to
reach seams of coal. They then dump
the millions of tons of waste they’ve
generated into nearby valleys, bury-
ing streams and killing aquatic life.
In West Virginia and Kentucky alone,
these “valley fills” have buried more
than 1,500 miles of streams.

The blasting associated with
removing the tops of mountains dev-
astates nearby communities. It
bombards residents with noise,
cracks the foundations of their
houses, covers their homes with coal
dust and occasionally launches rocks
at their roofs. Under these circum-
stances, residents face an
unappealing choice: pack up and
leave their generations-old commu-
nity, or stay and endure the
conditions.

Remarkably, there is no law pre-
venting coal companies from blowing
the tops off of mountains. When
Congress passed the Surface Mining
Control and Reclamation Act in

1977, the practice was limited.
Officials barely contemplated the
expansion of mountaintop removal,
or the scope of today’s
operations–some of which bury miles
of streams at once.

Therein lies the hope for environ-
mentalists and coalfield residents.
While the surface mining law doesn’t
prohibit mountaintop mining, the
Clean Water Act outlaws burying
streams with mining waste. For years,
the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
has turned a blind eye to this land-
mark statute, issuing illegal permits
for coal companies to fill valleys and
bury streams. Kentucky citizens
knew that the Corps was acting ille-
gally, and in 2001 filed suit in a
federal court.

The Bush administration realized
they were vulnerable to this court
challenge. In an attempt to head off a
loss this spring, the administration
finalized a Clean Water Act rule that
marks the most dramatic rollback of
the law in nearly 30 years. The
administration’s move seemed to 
say: Why bother enforcing the law if
you can simply rewrite it?

The White House’s attempt to
legalize valley fills by rewriting the
law hinges on a few words in a tech-
nical, regulatory definition. Under
the Clean Water Act, the Corps can

issue permits to “fill” waterways.
Since 1977, the agency has defined
“fill material” as anything that raises
the bottom elevation of a waterway,
with one critical exception: waste
cannot be used as fill. In practice,
this meant a developer could place
material in a stream to build an
embankment for a bridge, but 
couldn’t dump trash there.

On May 3, the Corps revised the
rule, deleting the waste prohibition.
In so doing, the White House resur-
rected a rule originally proposed by
President Clinton in 2000 who aban-
doned it after overwhelming public
opposition. The Bush administration
attempted to portray the change as a
simple bureaucratic matter of word-
smithing.  In reality, the change rolls
back three decades of progress under
the Clean Water Act, codifying a pre-
viously illegal practice that has
obliterated the very waters the law is
supposed to protect.  

Worse, the rule change won’t just
expedite mountaintop removal’s
destruction of Appalachian streams.
It will allow the Corps to authorize
the dumping of hardrock mining
waste, construction and demolition
waste, and other types of industrial
waste into waterways across the
country.  If the Bush administration

Blowing the Tops Off Mountains

The Bush administration re-wrote the Clean Water Act to legalize dumping mining waste and other waste into waterways across the country.
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I N T E R N A T I O N A L

Horror Stories from an African Mine
By Steve Herz

I
recently traveled to
Tanzania to investigate alle-
gations of a Canadian
Mining Company, Sutton
Resources, bulldozing over

mining pits and burying alive 52
small-scale miners. In August 1996,
Tanzanian authorities forcibly
evicted a community of tens of
thousands of small-scale miners
from their homes and worksites to
make way for Sutton Resources at
the Bulyanhulu gold mine – the
largest mine in East Africa. 

None of the displaced people
were compensated for the loss of
their homes, possessions or liveli-
hoods. It has also been suspected
that the evictions were brutal and
swift and caused enormous eco-
nomic and social harms

Despite these claims, the
Multilateral Investment Guarantee
Agency (MIGA), the World Bank’s
political risk insurance arm, provided
a guarantee to the project’s current
owner, Barrick Gold Corporation.
Barrick is another Canadian corpora-
tion that bought Bulyanhulu from
Sutton Resources.

I joined an international NGO
fact-finding mission to inquire into
the events at the Bulyanhulu gold
mine. Our group included journalists
and activists from the United States,
Canada and the Netherlands.

But the Tanzanian police physi-
cally obstructed the road to
Bulyanhulu to prevent us from visiting
the communities in the area, and
ordered us to return immediately to the
capital, Dar es Salaam. They claimed
that we lacked appropriate authoriza-
tion and had misstated the purpose of
our trip on our visa applications. 

Despite the efforts of the
Tanzanian authorities to stop us, we

were able to interview a variety of
individuals with differing perspectives
on the Bulyanhulu controversy.
Fifteen individuals–mostly small-scale
pit owners from the communities
around Bulyanhulu–met us at our
guest house and related their experi-
ences. Many claim to be
eye-witnesses to various relevant
events and some said they lost loved
ones in the pits when they were bull-
dozed.

The people told powerful, some-
times harrowing stories of the alleged
evictions and the violence and brutal-
ity with which they were carried out.
We were impressed by their willing-
ness to take significant risks to their
own personal safety to come and
speak with us. We also learned that
some 250 others waited several hours
for us to arrive in Bulyanhulu so that
they, too, could tell their stories. 

Our experiences in Tanzania con-
vinced us of the necessity of an
independent, impartial, transparent
and comprehensive inquiry into the

allegations of uncompensated mass
evictions of small-scale miners and
their communities, and killings of
miners at Bulyanhulu during the
summer of 1996. We are more cer-
tain than ever that public
institutions involved in the current
project–MIGA and the Canadian
Export Development
Corporation–should fulfill their
public interest mandate by releas-
ing any results of their
investigations that may shed light
on the truth of these allegations.

Recent Developments:
In early May, the Tanzanian gov-
ernment brought sedition charges
against one of our hosts, Tundu
Lissu of the Lawyer’s
Environmental Action Team,  his
colleague Rugemeleza Nshala and

Augustine Mrema, Chairman of the
Tanzanian Labor Party, for their
efforts to publicize these allegations.
Since they have publicly discussed the
government’s role in the evictions,
they face imprisonment for making
statements which “bring into con-
tempt or to excite disaffection against
the lawful authority” of the
Government of Tanzania. Mr. Lissu
and Mr. Nshala are appealing for help
from individuals and organizations
around the world.

Take action! 
Register your concerns

regarding the sedition charges, go to
http://www.foei.org/cyberaction/tanzania.php

Go to
http://www.leat.or.tz/active/buly/
to find out more about the

mine. Visit http://www.foe.org/interna-
tional/index.html for the full trip report.
■

Melanie Baesi waited for her sons, Jonathon and
Ernest, to come home from mining in their open pit
the night of August 7, 1996. But only her friend
returned home to tell Baesi her sons had been
buried alive with 10 others.
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I N T E R N A T I O N A L

By Jon Sohn

T
he Washington Post
broke a story prompted
by Friends of the
Earth’s findings that
bankrupt Enron

Corporation received $2.4 billion of
U.S. taxpayer money for outstanding
loans, guarantees and insurance from
the U.S. Overseas Private Investment
Corporation (OPIC) and the Export-
Import Bank of the United States
(Ex-Im). Since Enron was so skillful
at blocking bad publicity, are the
problems with these damaging proj-
ects finally coming to light.

In the case of Enron’s disastrous
Cuiaba pipeline project, which runs
from Bolivia to Brazil, the Bush
administration was facing a tough
decision: release hundreds of millions
of dollars to Enron for this pipeline

that has fractured indigenous commu-
nities and the last intact tropical dry
forest in Bolivia, or cancel the loan. 

Enron lobbied Congress to save
OPIC from extinction, and in return
OPIC approved the project in 1999.
The pipeline is a year behind sched-
ule due to “unanticipated
“environmental problems. It is not
only destroying the world’s largest
remaining tract of primary tropical
dry forest–the Chiquitano Forest–and
harming the Pantanal - the world’s
largest wetland -but it directly vio-
lates OPIC’s own environmental
policies.

Friends of the Earth has been
working with non-governmental
organizations and indigenous groups
in Bolivia to stop this project from
the start. Recently under increased
congressional and public scrutiny,

OPIC cancelled the loan, seeking to
walk away from the problems enabled
by the U.S. government.

“While taking taxpayer dollars
away from Enron is good, the damage
has already been done, and promises
of a $20 million conservation fund
from Enron and their minority part-
ner Shell, which were a key condition
of OPIC Board approval of the proj-
ect, have evaporated,” said Friends of
the Earth President Brent
Blackwelder.

Separate field visits and reports
by non-governmental organizations
all reveal contractual violations and
chronic environmental problems. Key
violations include: unfettered access
to the right of way; creation of
unplanned access roads; failure to
implement a long-term Indigenous
Peoples Development Plan; negative

Your Taxdollars at Work… 
For Enron

A holding area for pipeline supplies off of one of the many service roads cutting through the Chicquitano Dry Tropical Forest, the world’s
largest remaining tract of primary tropical dry forest. Roads have opened the area to poaching, old growth logging, illegal cattle grazing
and hunting.
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impacts to the Pantanal Wetland;
destruction of primary tropical forest;
and associated impacts including the
opening of a gold mine in the middle
of the Chiquitano Forest.

Economic issues are astounding
as well. According to The Washington
Post, Enron booked $65 million in
revenue in 1999 for the pipeline with
a pair of accounting tricks. Enron
wanted to record profits from the
project by using market-to-market
calculations, an accounting trick that
allows projected revenue to be
booked in the current year. But it was
illegal for Enron to use such a calcu-
lation because its pipeline ultimately
connected to an Enron power plant.
To get around that, Enron sold a 13
percent stake in the plant for $11.3
million to LJM1, a partnership of
Enron executives. That allowed Enron
to book the revenue, and it did so in
the last two quarters of 1999. All this
while the pipeline was not even deliv-
ering gas to the power plant that

would allow real revenue to be pro-
duced.

Now rather than face the prob-
lems it has caused and its own lack of
due diligence for loans, OPIC has
taken a hit-and-run strategy. Friends

of the Earth maintains that OPIC and
Enron owe an ecological debt to the
indigenous peoples of Bolivia and
Brazil for harming their communities
and the ecologically sensitive forest.
■

T
he state of California
has a $23.5 billion dol-
lar deficit, the highest in
state history, and legisla-
tures are faced with

some tough choices. Unfortunately,
state officials are cutting important
programs and polluters are getting a
free ticket to pollute.

We, along with a coalition of 26
taxpayer, environmental, and con-
sumer interest organizations,
published Green Watchdog 2002. This
new report outlines $28 billion in state
budget savings that would protect the
environment and improve public
health in California. We propose elim-

inating wasteful subsidies, tax loop-
holes and other activities that
encourage environmentally harmful
practices with 18 budget-cutting rec-
ommendations.

The recommendations include:
requiring refineries instead of taxpay-
ers to pay for the clean up of MTBE
contamination – a toxic gas additive
that poisoned ground-water; delaying
the initial construction of the UC
Merced Campus until all environmen-
tal studies are complete; and requiring
the agricultural industry to pay for the
clean up of pesticide run-off. 

To view a copy of the report visit
www.greencap.org. ■

Green Scissors Could Cut CA Deficit

Friends of the Earth’s Recommendations to OPIC:
■ OPIC should acknowledge the problems it has caused with Enron in

Bolivia and lessons learned for future lending practices using U.S. tax-
payer dollars.

■ Use a portion of the over $4 billion in reserves it claims to establish as a
reparations mechanism for damage caused to the environment and
indigenous communities in Bolivia.

■ Establish a moratorium on fossil fuel extraction projects, followed by
clear plans to establish no-go zones in areas of high conservation and a
phase-out of fossil fuel extraction with U.S. taxpayer dollars.

■ Set up targets for clean, renewable energy, like solar and wind, in their
energy portfolio as required pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act.

■ Institute congressional hearings as a requisite before OPIC and Ex-Im
are able to provide insurance or financing to these projects.
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By Lisa Archer

D
o you know what Kraft
is putting in your food?
It’s untested, unlabeled
and could put your
family’s health and the

environment at risk. It’s “genetically
Krafted” and people across North
America are telling Kraft: Not in my
kitchen!

Round Two for Safe
Food: April Week of
Action
Thousands of consumers sent Kraft
demands to remove genetically engi-
neered ingredients from its products
after our first day of action in
February with events in 170 cities.
The launch of the campaign was fea-
tured in The Wall Street Journal,
Chicago Tribune, Chicago Sun-Times,
Boston Herald, and on nationwide
radio and television news including
CNN Headline News. Despite the
consumer uproar and press coverage,
Kraft still did not respond to our
request for a meeting with company
officials to discuss our concerns.

We countered this apathetic move
with a week of nationwide consumer
actions starting April 17 and culmi-
nating on April 22, the day of Kraft’s
first annual shareholder meeting since
its split from parent company, tobacco
king Phillip Morris in July 2001.

This second round of actions was
an even bigger success than the first,
with events in close to 200 cities
across the United States and Canada.
Actions included leafleting and edu-

cational events outside of grocery
stores and at Earth Day events. We
also organized a national call-in week
that generated thousands of calls from
concerned customers to Kraft.

Why Kraft?
Kraft Foods is the largest food com-
pany in the country, and the second
largest in the world, with products
that can be found in 99 percent of
U.S. households. Yet many of these
products, such as Taco Bell taco
shells, Oreos, Lunchables and
Stovetop stuffing, are likely to contain
untested and unlabeled genetically
engineered ingredients that may put
Kraft’s customers at risk. 

Risks include health and environ-
mental hazards such as new allergies,
new plant toxins, harm to other plants
and animals, the creation of “super-

weeds” from cross pollination and the
use of more pesticides. Almost two-
thirds of genetically engineered crops
grown on a commercial basis in the
United States have been modified to
tolerate certain proprietary herbicides.
Farmers, therefore, can douse their
fields with herbicides without having
to worry about killing their crops.

Kraft officials are aware of the
potential health and environmental
risks of genetically engineered foods.
In the fall of 2000 Friends of the
Earth discovered StarLink corn, a
genetically engineered corn not
approved for human consumption, in
Kraft products, which resulted in the
company recalling millions of boxes
of taco shells at a cost of tens of mil-
lions of dollars. Kraft was forced to
switch to non-genetically engineered
white corn in its corn-based taco

S A F E  F O O D  U P D A T E

Kraft Food products can be found in 99 percent of U.S. households. Many Kraft products
such as Oreos, Lunchables and Stovetop Stuffing are likely to contain untested and
unlabeled genetically engineered ingredients that may put Kraft’s customers at risk.

Genetically KRAFTed: 
Not In My Kitchen!
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products to avoid further contamina-
tion. 

However, Kraft continues to use
questionable genetically engineered
ingredients in many of its other prod-
ucts. Although in Europe it avoids
using genetically engineered ingredi-
ents in all of its products because of
consumer demand there for geneti-
cally-engineered-free products. U.S.
consumers are demanding this change
as well, as evidenced by poll after
poll showing that between 85 and 93
percent of Americans want labeling of
genetically engineered ingredients in
foods they buy. 

At the Shareholder
Meeting
Kraft held its first Annual
Shareholder Meeting on Earth Day
this year in an obscure corporate
facility in East Hanover, N.J.
Protesters with signs and banners and
some dressed as tacos and macaroni
and cheese boxes, braved torrential
rain to greet shareholders as they
entered the meeting.

A representative from Genetically
Engineered Food Alert was able to
enter Kraft’s shareholder meeting on a
proxy from Green Century Fund, an
environmentally responsible invest-
ment fund. While inside, we raised
the health, environmental and finan-
cial risks that genetically engineered
ingredients pose to Kraft Foods in a
question addressed to the Board. The
Genetically Engineered Food Alert
representative also had the opportu-
nity to speak directly to Kraft CEO

Betsy Holden, and ask for a dialogue
with the company. Holden feels it is
unnecessary for us to meet, since
Kraft is following federal regulations.

Take Action 
For Safe Food:

Go to www.gefoodalert.org and
click on “Take Action” to send an e-
mail to Kraft CEO Betsy Holden. 

Kraft at 1-800-323-0768, and
say that you want to speak to Betsy
Holden and ask that they stop using
untested, unlabeled genetically engi-
neered ingredients.

Ms. Betsy Holden,
President and CEO Kraft Foods, 3
Lakes Drive, Northfield, IL 60093.

In the campaign
and our next round of actions. Please
contact Lisa Archer at larcher@foe.org
or 1-877-843-8687.

From our Web site for
more information, updates, upcoming
actions, press stories and photos of
events! www.gefoodalert.org. ■

GET INFO:

GET INVOLVED:

WRITE:

CALL:

EMAIL:

“In all likelihood
some of our products

do contain biotech
ingredients from

[genetically modified]
crops.”

Kraft Foods, consumer letter, Oct. 1999. 

S A F E  F O O D  U P D A T E

has its way, our nation’s rivers,
streams, lakes, wetlands and coastal
areas could become little more than
dumping grounds for polluters.  

Environmentalists weren’t the
only ones expressing outrage over the
administration’s decision.  Judge
Charles Haden, the federal district
judge whose impending decision on
the Kentucky citizen suit provided
the impetus behind the rule change,
issued a ruling shortly after the White
House acted.  His opinion said that
not only is it illegal for coal compa-
nies to bury streams beneath mining
waste, but that the Corps had no legal
authority to rewrite its own rules.
The administration has asked the

judge to suspend his ruling, pending
an appeal.   

In the month since the White
House issued the new rule, environ-
mentalists and local citizens have
worked to reverse it.  Activists from
West Virginia and Kentucky have
traveled to Capitol Hill twice, team-
ing with national groups like Friends
of the Earth to educate members of
Congress about the rule change and
rally opposition against it.  In
response, a bipartisan group of House
members, led by Reps. Chris Shays
(R-Conn.) and Frank Pallone (D-N.J.)
introduced legislation to reverse the
administration’s rule, and Sen. Joseph
Lieberman (D-Conn.) has pledged to
do the same.

Together, the court decision and
recent legislation serve as a ray of
hope for citizens whose communities
and environment have been devas-
tated by coal companies bent on
profit.  Friends of the Earth will work
to defend them, and in so doing pro-
tect the remaining mountains,
streams and communities of
Appalachia–and the rest of the
nation.

Take action! Contact your
member of Congress and ask
him or her to co-sponsor

H.R. 4683, the Clean Water
Protection Act. 

For more information, visit
www.saveourwaters.org ■

continued from page 6
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L I T I G A T I O N

By Keira Costic

P
ursuant to the settlement
agreement secured by
Friends of the Earth, the
Army Corps of Engineers
has withdrawn a permit

under which it illegally allowed devel-
opers to issue any new permits that
allow developers to drain and fill wet-
lands and streams in Virginia. For the
past three years, Friends of the Earth
has been monitoring and challenging
the sprawl-inducing decisions of mul-
tiple federal agencies in the D.C. area,
and finally secured a settlement with
the Corps in federal court after 18
months of litigation.

The Corps was permitting devel-
opment that contributes to urban
sprawl in Virginia without complying
with federal environmental laws
including the National Environmental
Policy Act, the Endangered Species
Act and the Clean Water Act.

“The settlement addresses Friends
of the Earth’s concerns and offers
greater protection for wetlands,
streams and the countless species that

depend on these aquatic environments
throughout Virginia,” said Chris
Weiss, D.C. Environmental Network
director at Friends of the Earth.

The settlement agreement
includes measures designed to insure
that the Corps complies with the
National Environmental Policy Act,
the Clean Water Act and the
Endangered Species Act before issu-
ing additional development permits.

Specifically, the settlement agree-
ment:
• Prohibits the Corps from issuing

any additional development per-
mits under ASP-18–a blanket
permit that allows the Corps to
bypass complete environmental
assessments of projects.

• Places limits on the extent to
which existing permits granted
under ASP-18 can be modified.

• Requires the Corps to complete a
supplemental environmental
analysis disclosing the direct,
indirect and cumulative impacts
of all of its permitting activities in

the State of Virginia.
• Requires the Corps to consult with

the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
in regards to the effects of its per-
mitting programs on threatened
and endangered species if the
Corps determines that such pro-
grams may affect these species.

Friends of the Earth has an additional
suit pending against the U.S. Small
Business Administration raising simi-
lar concerns.

“The Army Corps is just one of
many federal agencies fueling sprawl
in the D.C. area,” said Weiss. “These
actions, along with other legal efforts
we are using, like challenging inade-
quate water pollution permits for
D.C., will result in meaningful
improvements to the region’s ecosys-
tems and residents’ quality of life.”

For more information about
the D.C. Environmental
Network call 

(202) 783-7400 x120 or e-mail
cweiss@foe.org. ■

Court Victory on Sprawl!

For the past 20 years, the Army Corps of Engineers has illegally authorized the development of hundreds of thousands of acres of
subdivisions, strip malls and freeways without complying with well established federal environmental laws like the Clean Water Act.
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By Larry Bohlen

Pet Cloning
Genetic Savings & Clone can now
replicate your family-pet, if you put
up the money. On Valentine’s Day the
news media announced the first suc-
cessfully cloned cat created by Texas
A&M University, partner of Genetic
Savings & Clone. The picture of the
cute kitten in a lab-beaker shown in
newspapers and on television tugged
at people’s heartstrings. But before
you go and clone your pet, you
should know the facts.

Typically, an immense number of
animals die in the process of produc-
ing one clone. Before Dolly the sheep
was cloned, about 200 experiments
ended in failure and loss of life.
Some cloned animals also grow dis-
proportionately large in the womb,
killing the mother.

Friends of the Earth joined The
Humane Society in opposing pet
cloning in a letter to Texas A&M. It
said, “We are concerned about the
well-being of the animals involved in
these experiments and about the
larger environmental and animal wel-
fare issues that would emerge from a
wider application of this procedure.”

Endangered Species
Cloning
Cloning companies say cloning is a
future means to recovering endan-
gered species. The technique may not
be possible though, as their experi-
ments are producing previously
unknown creatures like one with
panda genes inserted into rabbit eggs
incubated in brown bears, and genes
of a rare ox inserted into a cow’s egg. 

Even if endangered species
cloning were possible, environmen-
talists assert that habitat protection is
the number one means to ensure that
species survive. In fact, investment in
cloning may actually divert resources
from the critical need to protect dis-
appearing landscapes. 

“Trophy specimens in laborato-
ries or pens are not the same as
animals living in the wild in their
natural habitats,” said Friends of the
Earth President Brent Blackwelder. 

Companies that stand to benefit
from the destruction of animal habi-
tat are funding environmental front
groups like the Audubon Nature
Institute (ANI)–not related to the
National Audubon Society–that
endorse cloning to protect endan-
gered species. ANI is a member of a
coalition of oil drilling and land spec-
ulation companies that actually
lobbied against the Endangered

Species Act, and the head of ANI
works for a cloning company. 

Human Cloning
Friends of the Earth teamed with sev-
eral national environmental groups to
send a letter to the U.S. Senate in
February calling for a ban of human
reproductive cloning and strict gov-
ernment regulation of embryo
cloning for research. The letter said,
“such research clearly increases the
risks of fully-formed human clones
eventually being born.” On the list of
environmental concerns, the groups
added that human cloning and
genetic modification “will lead us
down a slippery slope toward the
redesign of all life.” 

Read about Friends of the
Earth’s Campaign to Stop
Cloning materials at

www.foe.org/stopcloning ■

Cloning Consequences

Doctors Tae Young (left) and mark Westhusin of Texas A&M University hold up the first-
ever cloned kitty.

C O M M U N I T Y , H E A L T H  A N D  E N V I R O N M E N T
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What looks like a proposal to
fully fund LWCF with $911 mil-
lion in actuality falls short. After a
closer analysis, the budget only
allocates $486 million to original
LWCF programs and the rest of the
money comes from shifting numer-
ous other activities into the fund.

“President Bush continues to
try to fool the public,” said Kristen
Sykes, Friends of the Earth’s
Interior Department watchdog.
“Hopefully, members of Congress
will see through his accounting
gimmicks and give our precious
public lands the funds they truly
need.”

The Bush budget also falls
short on the administration’s prom-
ise to eliminate the maintenance
backlog at our national parks. A
specific park in danger is the
Florida Everglades. It is one of the
top-ten most threatened national
parks, according to the National
Park Conservation Association.
The park is damaged by polluted
runoff from agriculture and from
flood-control projects. 

A project underway, the
Modified Water Deliveries Project,

would help restore the Everglades
to its natural state, but Bush’s
budget cuts its funding in half. The
administration even goes so far as
to zero out the research budget for
the park.

While the Bush budget slashes
funds to protect public lands, it
increases funding to exploit them.
The budget increases funding for
the Bureau of Land Management to
implement the Bush energy plan, in
turn helping the oil, mining and gas
industries. It boosts funding for the
Minerals Management Service by
$5 million to promote drilling on
the Outer Continental Shelf. The
Bush budget also has $650,000 for
coal leasing to promote more lease
sales per year.

The Bush administration is so
busy protecting its corporate back-
ers with favors and money; the
environment is stuck in the waiting
room. We need your help to edu-
cate members of Congress, the
administration and your friends. 

Take action! Keep visiting
the take action section of
our Web site,

www.foe.org/takeaction. ■

Continued from Page 5

This full-page ad we ran in USA Today and
accused President Bush of handing the
environment over to corporate contributors to
pollute and abuse for profit.

Novell, Inc. donated $15,700 of Net
services software to Friends of the
Earth.

“Novell’s generous software dona-
tion will give our computer network a
much needed shot in the arm, “ said
Friends of the Earth Executive
Director Norman Dean. “This technol-
ogy will be invaluable in our efforts to

work with citizens and communities to
clean up the Earth’s environment.” 

Novell’s software donations are
part of its Community Relations pro-
gram, which seeks to enable nonprofit
organizations to develop and realize
their visions through the power of
technology.  

For more information about
Novell Inc. visit,
www.novell.com and for Gifts

In Kind International visit,
www.giftsinkind.org. ■

Thanks 



Elemental T-Shirt

$15 members, $18 non-members
This vibrant four-colored cotton tee
boldly represents the four
elements–fire, wind, earth and water.
Available in sizes Large and Extra
Large.

Bumper Stickers 
$2 each, $5 for all three
Show the world how you feel about
high-polluting Sport Utility Vehicles.
The slogans came from a contest held
at www.suv.org.

NEW Large Tote Bags!
$10 members, 
$15 non-members
The perfect alternative to
paper and plastic shop-
ping bags! This new
version of our popular tote
bag features organic cot-
ton and brighter shades of
blue and green.

Reuse Envelope Labels 
$5 members, $7 non-members
Save trees! Reuse your envelopes with
FoE’s labels. Just stick the 
3” x 5” label over the old address and
you can reuse old envelopes, reducing
the amount of waste that you produce.

NA M E

AD D R E S S

CI T Y/STAT E/ZI P E-M A I L PH O N E

ITEM SIZE QUANTITY COST TOTAL

x =

x =

FoE Membership x $25 =

Subtotal:___________________________

Shipping:___________________________

Grand Total:___________________________

Allow 4 to 6 weeks for delivery.
Contact info: Make checks payable to “Friends of the Earth” and mail to Friends of the Earth Merchandise Department, 1025 Vermont Ave., NW, Suite 300, Washington, DC
20005-6303. To expedite your order, call toll-free 1(877) 843-8687, ext. 0 or order on-line from our secure web page at www.foe.org.

Shipping costs: 

$0 - $5.99: $2
$6 - $9.99: $3

$10 - $14.99: $3.50
$15 - $19.99: $4

$20 - over: $5

❏ VISA  ❏ MASTERCARD 

_______________________________________________________________________________________

Expiration date: _________________________________________________________________________

Signature: ______________________________________________________________________________

F R I E N D S  O F  T H E  E A R T H  M E R C H A N D I S E

ORDER FORM



PERIODICALS

POSTAGE PAID AT

WASHINGTON, DC
AND ADDITIONAL

MAILING OFFICES

Changing your address?
Please send mailing label and new address to:
Friends of the Earth
1025 Vermont Ave., NW, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005-6303

Printed with soy ink on 100% recycled paper, 
30% post-consumer content. Bleached without chlorine.
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■■ Yes, I want to support Friends of the Earth Action
(Annual membership fee is $10)

Enclosed is my contribution of:
■■ $10    ■■ $25    ■■ $50    ■■ $250    ■■ $500    ■■ $1000    ■■ Other $_________

NAME

ADDRESS

PHONE NUMBER

E-MAIL

G
ood environmental
laws start with good
environmental law-
makers. That’s why
Friends of the Earth

Action needs your help. 
Friends of the Earth’s 

hard-hitting, non-tax deductible sister
organization, Friends of the Earth
Action, is making sure members of
Congress are held accountable for
their environmental records. Through

paid newspaper and radio ads and
through media outreach we are call-
ing attention to those members of
Congress who are doing the most to
harm the environment. 

And through our affiliated politi-
cal action committee, we will be
“putting our people where our poli-
tics are” in this November’s elections.
We will place environmentalists
trained in essential campaign skills to
work supporting candidates we’ve

endorsed in the most critical electoral
races around the nation. 

Among the dozens of environ-
mental organizations nationwide,
we’re one of a few with a political
arm. Check out Friends of the Earth
Action on the web at 
www.foeaction.org to see how we are
using political power to protect the
environment. ■

Make checks payable to 
“FoE Action.”
(Contributions are not tax deductible.)

To join Friends of the Earth Action,
fill out the form below and mail with
membership fee to:

FoE Action
1025 Vermont Ave., NW
Suite 300
Washington, DC 20005-6303

Help Elect Environmentalists!

As you may have noticed we launched a new Friends of the
Earth logo with the Summer 2002 newsmagazine.  The new
logo was adopted by a vote from our 69 member groups.


