
Welcome to the  
Environmental Briefing Book

In the 1970s, Michigan was recognized as a national leader in 
protecting natural resources. Bipartisan cooperation between 
conservationist Governor William G. Milliken and legislators 
resulted in much of the progress we see today in cleaner lakes 
and air, and healthier fish and wildlife populations. State laws 
and policies like the Michigan Environmental Protection Act 
and bottle deposit law put Michigan on the national map and 
inspired other states and communities nationwide to follow 
our lead. In 2009, Michigan needs to re-establish itself as an 
environmental champion, creating thousands of much needed 
jobs in the energy, water conservation, and transit technologies 
of the future, while simultaneously improving our quality of life.

This book was designed as 
a guide to Michigan’s most 
pressing environmental and 
conservation issues, as well as 
the actions needed to once again 
make Michigan a national leader 
in the field of environmental 
protection.
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The Heart and Soul of Michigan
Michigan is many things, but to approximately 10 million 
of us, it is home. It’s home not just because we live here. It’s 
home because we cherish the qualities and resources that define 
Michigan – and we want to pass them on to our children and 
grandchildren and others who will come after us. 

Among those qualities and resources 
is a treasury of clean water, majestic 
forests, fish and wildlife, and parks and 
trails. Nothing is more Michigan than a 
weekend on the lake up north, the long-
standing tradition of the trout or deer 
opener, or a quick escape to a jogging or 
biking trail that runs through a woodlot 
near our backyard.

Our natural resources not only give 
us a place to live and feel at home, but 
also nourish and sustain us in other 
ways: they provide jobs for thousands of us and generate mil-
lions of dollars in income. 

In 2006 alone, licensed hunters contributed $915 million 
to Michigan’s economy. Anglers contributed $1.67 billion, and 
some 3.2 million wildlife enthusiasts contributed $1.6 billion.1 
Visitors to state parks and recreation areas generate $580 mil-
lion annually, and Michigan’s almost one million registered 
boaters spend $873 million on trips during our boating season.

The Michigan Department of Natural Resources manages 
the largest dedicated state forest system in the nation. The 
forest products and recreation industries generate $12 billion 
annually as well as 200,000 associated jobs.2

Our farming, mining, manufacturing, commercial ship-
ping, tourism, and a multitude of other industries depend 
on the quantity and quality of our natural resources. When 
pollution or exploitation of those resources occurs, it degrades 
our home – and it costs us money. Unchecked sewage closes 
recreational beaches. Toxic pollution fouls our waterways,  
kills native fish, and can take decades and billion of dollars  
to remove.

In this time of severe economic hardship, we cannot afford to 
overlook or neglect the assets that will provide the launching pad 
for long-term Michigan economic growth. We ignore the quality 
and beauty of our air, land, and water at great risk to ourselves, 
to our families, and to those we seek to attract to our state. 

One of the resources critical to 
Michigan’s recovery is human capital. 
People and their vitality, creativity, and 
commitment to hard work drive our 
economic engine. And our people can-
not thrive without healthy, safe com-
munities. Michiganders should not have 
to live with the threats to health caused 
by unsafe products, toxic waste sites that 
aren’t being cleaned up, lack of effective 
environmental law enforcement, and 
clusters of smokestacks and waste pipes 

near their neighborhoods and schools. 
Low-income communities are often disproportionately 

affected by pollution in the air and water. Sometimes called en-
vironmental justice, the practice of protecting all citizens from 
unsafe pollution levels represents basic equality. It also repre-
sents the historical roots of environmental policy. In the late 
1800s the first environmental laws prevented death and disease 
from raw sewage dumped into drinking water supplies. In the 
1900s, early reforms curbed disease-causing air pollution and 
pesticides that sickened not only wildlife, but human beings. 
Moving forward, we must continue to assure the protection of 
our own health, and the health of all our fellow citizens, with 
strong and fair pollution laws and enforcement.

Robust environmental and conservation policies protect 
the basic pieces of the Michigan mosaic. They safeguard our 
homes, our communities, and our jobs. They preserve the 
legacy of our incredible natural resources and wild places. The 
Environmental Briefing Book defines the actions the governor 
and Michigan legislature need to take to protect all of these 
values – and Michigan’s future. n

“In Michigan, our soul is not to be found in steel and concrete, or sprawling new housing 
developments or strip malls. Rather it is found in the soft petals of a trillium, the gentle 
whisper of a headwater stream, the vista of a Great Lakes shoreline, and the wonder in 
children’s eyes upon seeing their first bald eagle. It is that soul that we must preserve.” 

—Former Michigan Governor William G. Milliken
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2009-2010
Environmental Priorities 
for Michigan’s Legislature

Secure Adequate and Sustainable State Funding for  
Environmental Protection and Conservation (page 4)
Inadequate conservation funding undermines Michigan’s future. Michigan has a constitutional 
mandate to conserve and protect our incredible natural resources and to protect its citizens from toxic 
pollution. We must find a permanent and sustainable funding source that enables Michigan to invest 
in our environment, and protect human health.

Address the Threat of Global Warming in Michigan (page 7)
Global warming threatens our natural resources and our very way of life. It is one of the most urgent 
and complex problems we, as a society, face today. Our State legislature and governor must be part  
of the solution by implementing policies that protect our land, air, and water against the threat of 
global warming.

Protect Our Children’s Health (page 14)
Children are more vulnerable to toxins and pollution than adults. Michigan needs to provide for 
their well-being by assuring the safety of the toys, products, chemicals, and air to which they are 
exposed every day.

Revitalize Efforts in These Critical Areas:
•	 Preserve Michigan’s Wild Places (page 16)
•	 Clean Up and Prevent Factory Farm Pollution (page 17)
•	 Update Michigan’s Waste Management Laws (page 18)

Find an Environmental Organization Near You (page 19)

PRIORITY: 
SECURE

FUNDING

PRIORITY: 
ADDRESS
GLOBAL 

WARMING

PRIORITY: 
PROTECT 

CHILDREN’S 
HEALTH
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“A survey released by Heart of the Lakes Center for Land Conservation Policy revealed 
72% of Michigan respondents were surprised to learn natural resource and environmen-
tal protection programs (including the DNR and DEQ) receive less than 1% of state’s 
general fund combined. In comparison the Department of Corrections alone receives 
approximately 20%. The average respondent estimated natural resources protection 
between 10 and 11% of the state general fund, 10% more than current funding levels.”

—Heart of the Lakes Center for Land Conservation Policy, February 15, 2007 3 

Secure Adequate and Sustainable State Funding 
for Environmental Protection and Conservation

Michigan is a resilient state. When we are challenged, we 
always rebound. A cyclical economy has brought times of pros-
perity and times of enormous difficulty throughout our 172-
year history as a state. But there is no question that Michigan’s 
current economic test is one of the most profound ever.

Current national and international energy, housing, and 
financial trends undermine Michigan’s economic health. 
Manufacturing is undergoing an historic shift. As Michigan 
seeks to move toward a renewed and vibrant economy again, 
the conservation and environmental communities are fully 
committed to contributing to the solutions. Our 2009 and 
long-term framework calls for actions and investments that will 
create and restore thousands of good-paying jobs in everything 
from renewable energy production to tourism and recreation. 

	
Invest in Our Natural Resources Today to 
Ensure Our Economic Stability in the Future
But a key ingredient is missing – state funding to protect the 
same natural and human assets that are the basis of long-term 
prosperity. Neglect of those assets damages our state’s job 
potential in the following ways:

•	 Disappearing funding for toxic cleanup prevents the rede-
velopment of sites in our troubled urban core.

•	 Shortfalls in forest management budgets close campgrounds 
and deter tourists, while undermining sustainable timber 
harvest and threatening the habitats of Michigan’s wild 
animals.

•	 Shrinking investments in water and wastewater treatment 
not only risk putting more pollution in our rivers and 
streams, but also interfere with potential job-creating infra-
structure projects.

Our state has a constitutional mandate to conserve our 
natural resources. Chronic budget problems for the last decade 
have dramatically reduced the state’s ability to fulfill this 
mandate. Only about one penny of every state tax dollar goes 
to the two primary state agencies involved in the work – the 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and the Department 
of Environmental Quality (DEQ).

We can and must do better than this. When we short-
change our Great Outdoors, we shortchange ourselves and our 
children, and the new Michigan economy. 

2009-2010
PRIORITY



Innovative Solutions Will 
Provide Long-Term Protection
Nearby states have developed innovative answers to the 
conservation funding crisis. In November 2008, Ohio voters 
decisively approved renewal of the Clean Ohio bond program, 
which provides for contamination cleanup, development of 
recreational facilities, and protection of water supplies. On the 
same day, Minnesota voters approved a three-eighths cent sales 
tax increase earmarked for clean water, habitat protection, and 
parks and trails for the next 25 years. Pennsylvania voters easily 
approved a $400 million bond to build and improve sewage 
and water projects.

The conservation and environmental community has not 
come to a consensus yet on the best plan of action to correct 
Michigan’s inadequate investment in natural resources and 
environmental health. But options, each with advantages and 
disadvantages, include:
•	 A conservation/environmental bond to be placed before 

voters in the 2010 election. Michigan voters have decisively 
approved previous bond proposals for water protection, 
recreation, and contamination cleanup in 1968, 1988, 
1998, and 2002. The state repays these bonds from general 
revenues. 

•	 Earmarked funding for general conservation and envi-

ronmental investments. Other states, including Missouri 
and Minnesota, have voter-approved tax funding that is 
dedicated to conservation purposes and cannot be raided or 
diverted. This is a pay-as-you-go approach. 

•	 Enacting fees on waste or pollution and dedicating the 

revenues to waste reduction or recycling. Statewide fees on 
landfill disposal of waste would curb waste generation, pro-
tect the environment, and revive funding for job-producing 
recycling and waste reduction projects. 

•	 Alternative tax policies that reward clean production and 

efficiency, and raise revenue for environmental improve-

ments. Michigan’s tax structure does not actively encourage 
clean production or deter the generation of pollution. The 
adoption of environmentally friendly tax policies would 
go a long way towards deterring pollution and generating 
much needed revenue for cleanup and protection.

While the most effective solutions to Michigan’s conser-
vation and environmental funding crisis are yet to be deter-
mined, the problem is clear and growing. The best conserva-
tion policies in the nation can’t be implemented or enforced 
without a budget to support them. We must make it a priority 
to meet these long-term conservation funding needs. We owe 
it to ourselves and our families. n

Who to Contact to Learn More  
About Solutions to the Funding Crisis  
in Michigan:

James Clift, Michigan Environmental Council 
(517) 487-9539, james@environmentalcouncil.org

Bill Kirk, Michigan League of Conservation Voters 
Education Fund, (616) 459-6459, bill@michiganlcv.org

Grenetta Thomassey, Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council, 
(231) 347-1181, grenetta@watershedcouncil.org

Rachel Kuntzsch, Heart of the Lakes  
(517) 925-8649, rachel@heartofthelakes.org
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Without Adequate State Funding, We Stand to Lose So Much

Nature has favored Michigan with some of the world’s most magnificent resources, and generations of Michiganders 
have invested in making them accessible to all citizens. With nearly 3,300 miles of Great Lakes shoreline, 270 linear 
miles of sand dunes, 5.5 million acres of productive wetlands, and 665 rare plants and animals, the state is a natural 
showcase of beauty and recreational opportunity. Thanks to taxpayer funding, Michigan also has over 90 state parks, 

four million acres of state forests, 1,300 public access boating sites, and 3,000 miles of pathways and public trails on 
state land.

With this wealth of outdoor and recreational resources comes a great responsibility to protect and preserve our state. 
The natural endowment Michigan enjoys cannot be maintained without continued dedicated state funding. Taxpayers 
have spent $927 million to clean up over 1,000 contamination sites and contain wastes at hundreds of others. Unfor-
tunately, funding for both cleanup and protection has dramatically decreased over time. Today, only about one cent 
of every general state tax dollar is spent on natural resources and the environment. The Michigan DNR lost 66% of its 
general tax support between 2000 and 2006, and the Michigan DEQ lost 75% of its general tax support between 2002 
and 2006.

Recent years have brought the closing of outdoor facilities and the shrinking of vital cleanup budgets. In 2007, 20 
state forest campgrounds were closed at the peak of the summer season. Without additional funding, the state will have 
to shutter its toxic site cleanup program by 2010, even though there are 7,000 leaking storage tanks, 1,500 landfills and 
dumps, and hundreds of additional toxic contamination sites that need attention.

To remain among the top states for outdoor recreation and tourism in the country, and to protect the health of our citi-
zens and communities, Michigan will have to address its natural resources funding crisis. This will require new sources of 
funding and smarter use of existing dollars. The alternative is a steep decline in our way of life and in the resource-based 
industries that distinguish and define our great state. n
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The Threat of Global Warming Is Very Real
For generations, Michiganders have been able to count on a 
warm summer and a cold, snowy winter. The four seasons and 
the experiences they provide – from lazy Great Lakes beach 
days in July to ice fishing festivals in January – are part of the 
character of our state. And so are the fish, wildlife, and land-
scapes those seasons support.

But it’s all changing – and more change is on the way.
It’s called global warming. It represents a threat to the way 

of life we hold dear, to the assets that define Michigan, and to 
our economy. A 2008 report painted a worrisome picture of 
Michigan’s future by mid-century:

Drier conditions will likely threaten the integrity of the Great 
Lakes-St. Lawrence shipping route and diminish its economic 
contribution, as well as disrupt ground water aquifer levels, 
recreational boating, and hydroelectric power production. The 
migration of plant and animal species northward will likely af-
fect all aspects of the tourism industry in the state. This shift in 
species, coupled with more frequent flooding, extreme weather 
events, and warmer temperatures are predicted to impact the 
agricultural and forestry sectors, as well. 5

It is critical that Michigan takes steps to combat global  
warming. Although the answers reach well beyond Michigan, 
they do not exempt Michigan. The state not only has a  
responsibility to address global warming, but can benefit eco-
nomically by investing in clean and sustainable manufacturing 
and renewable energy. A proactive approach is necessary to 
protect our three largest industries: automobiles, tourism, and 
agriculture, all tied to a stabilized climate.

Governor Jennifer M. Granholm has begun moving Michi-
gan forward on global warming. Her clean energy advisor, 
Stanley (Skip) Pruss, now heads the newly named Department 
of Energy, Labor and Economic Growth (DELEG), whose 
mission includes championing technologies and policies that 
can help thwart global warming. 

This move on the part of the Governor indicates her under-
standing that the far-reaching effects of global warming will 
impact our land, air, and water. It is imperative that Michigan 
take action and implement policies that will combat this threat 
in each of these three areas.

“Citizens across the country are grappling with the impact of global warming, the na-
tion’s reliance on foreign oil, the rising costs of fuel, and the impact those things have 
on both our environment and our economy. Working to reduce global warming can 
both put people to work and protect our environment. The Midwest can be either a 
big winner or the big loser in the energy and climate debate. To win, we need strong 
regional innovation and collaboration, backed by strong and perhaps unprecedented 
federal actions and investment, to advance accelerated deployment of lucrative energy 
and climate technologies.” —Governor Jennifer Granholm 4

Address the Threat of 
Global Warming in Michigan

2009-2010
PRIORITY



Conserving, stewarding, and wisely managing land is a critical 
but sometimes misunderstood part of the answer to global 
warming. By concentrating new development, redeveloping ur-
ban areas, and protecting natural areas and open space, we can 
have a high quality of life, reduce the release of harmful carbon 
dioxide and increase carbon storage, and facilitate job creation. 

Michigan has depended and thrived on the land from its 
beginning. Our fertile soils attracted settlers and helped create 
one of the most robust agricultural sectors of any state. Our 
lush rural landscapes continue to provide recreational opportu-
nity and beauty. 

We have also won international recognition as the capi-
tal of transportation. Michigan pioneered and powered the 
automobile in the 20th century. In the 21st century, we need 
to embrace a strategy of transportation options that includes 
public transit as well as cars and trucks.

Invest in Public Transit Initiatives 
Throughout Michigan
Public transit offers many benefits. It helps cities revitalize 
their urban centers, creates jobs, limits carbon emissions, and 
increases local economic activity. It even preserves farmland by 
encouraging development in the urban core, thereby alleviating 
development pressure on nearby farmlands. Cities that have 
recently implemented new public transportation systems, such 
as Dallas, have seen huge spikes in property development and 
economic activity near transit lines.

Cities around Michigan have begun to take serious steps 
towards creating efficient public transit systems. In December, 
executives from Detroit and surrounding counties approved a 

regional transit plan that includes such innovative initiatives as 
bus rapid transit lines and a Woodward Light Rail line. In the 
city of Grand Rapids, a proposed bus rapid transit line would 
ease commutes and bring students and young professionals 
into the city. But in order to pay for these innovative public 
transit systems and collect federal matching funds available for 
transit initiatives, significant state funds must be invested in 
public transit.

Preserve Michigan Farmland
The Agriculture Preservation Fund, which is part of the De-
partment of Agriculture’s Farmland and Open Space Preserva-
tion Program, provides grants to local units of government 
who wish to purchase farmland development rights. These 
Purchase of Development Rights (PDR) agreements ensure 
that farmland is used for agricultural purposes and is not de-
veloped for commercial use. Unfortunately, there has not been 
enough money in this fund for many years, which has severely 
limited the Department of Agriculture’s ability to provide PDR 
grants to local governments. For example, in 2005 local PDR 
programs applied for $16 million in grants from the state. The 
Department of Agriculture was only able to provide $1.3 mil-
lion to these programs.

Putting sufficient money into the Agriculture Preservation 
Fund would give local governments the resources they need to 
effectively preserve local farmland.

Support New Farm-to-School Programs
In December of 2008, Governor Granholm signed into law 
new legislation that supports schools’ efforts to buy locally 

“In fringe townships once dominated by farms, roads are being widened and sewer lines 
expanded in an attempt to meet the needs of thousands of new homes. Meanwhile in 
Detroit, open spaces are reappearing amid abandoned homes in the heart of a city that 
has lost half its population in five decades.” —Detroit News, 2000

GLOBAL WARMING IN MICHIGAN

Land 
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Public Transit in Michigan:  
New Innovations Can Steer Us  
Towards a Cleaner Future

Innovative new public transit ideas are being ap-
proached on both sides of the state. The Rapid in Grand 
Rapids is on track to implement the state’s first Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT) line, planned to run along the South Division 
corridor. This BRT line would provide a much-needed 
alternative for commuters traveling to downtown Grand 
Rapids. The corridor links hospitals, research facilities, 
and five college campuses, as well as downtown venues 
such as VanAndel Arena.

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) is an innovative, high capac-
ity, high speed, cost-effective public transit solution. The 
efficiency and high speed of BRT is achieved through 
dedicated bus lanes in high-traffic areas, state-of-the-art 
technologies, and improved station design. BRT features 
all-day high frequency service, and comfortable, quiet, 
high-efficiency busses that often use hybrid propulsion 
drive systems.

On the east side of the state, the Detroit Department 
of Transportation has a plan in place to build a light 
rail train line along an eight-mile stretch of Woodward 
Avenue. Light rail vehicles run along electrically powered 
fixed rails at street level. They can operate at speeds up 
to 55 miles per hour. Designed to travel in mixed traffic 
on designated right-of-way tracks, light rail vehicles can 
reach higher speeds and travel quickly between stations. 
Woodward light rail transit would reduce CO2 emissions 
in Detroit by nearly 4,180 tons per year. 

These are just two of the many innovative public tran-
sit ideas that have been proposed for Michigan cities. It 
is imperative that lawmakers increase state transportation 
funding and give counties local funding options so that 
these and other transit initiatives can be implemented. n

grown food to serve in their cafeterias. This “farm-to-school” 
legislation makes it easier for schools to purchase food from 
local farmers, and directs the Departments of Agriculture 
and Education to help schools connect with Michigan farms. 
Dedicated support from the government is needed to help this 
innovative farm-to-school initiative thrive and grow.

Michigan has an opportunity to move into the 21st century 
with smart state land-use policies that preserve our countryside 
and revitalize our cities. If we act on these priorities, we will 
ensure a high quality of life for ourselves and our children, con-
serve tax dollars spent on public water, sewer and other systems, 
renew our cities, and preserve our countryside for the future. n

Priority ActioN
H	 Pass transit funding reforms recommended by the Michi-

gan Transportation Funding Task Force that would put 

$508 million in state funds per year into public transit. 

OTHER ActioNS
H	 Pass Transit Tax Increment Funding to assure local funding 

options for bus, rail, and other alternatives.

H	 Support new transit projects like the Woodward Light Rail 

and Grand Rapids Rapid Transit initiatives by passing local 

options taxing authority for transit funding and operations.

H	 Provide funding for farmland preservation.

H	 Provide funding and support for expanding new farm-to-

school programs providing locally grown nutritious food to 

students. 

Who to Contact to Learn More 
About Smart Land Use Policies:

Megan Owens, Transportation Riders United  
(313) 963-8872, trumember@detroittransit.org

Glenn Puit, Michigan Land Use Institute 
(231) 487-0930, glenn@mlui.org

Brad Garmon, Michigan Environmental Council  
(517) 487-9539, brad@environmentalcouncil.org

Anne Woiwode, Sierra Club  
(517) 484-2372, anne.woiwode@sierraclub.org

Amy Spray, Michigan United Conservation Clubs  
(517) 371-1041, aspray@mucc.org

Mike Garfield, Ecology Center  
(734) 761-3186, michaelg@ecocenter.org
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The link between reducing air pollution and improving public 
health was the original impulse behind Michigan’s 1965 
air pollution law.  Today, preventing respiratory and other 
diseases remains one of the primary benefits of air pollution 
control.  But now we have an added reason to clean the air: 
global warming.

Establish a Cap on  
Carbon Dioxide Emissions
Michigan must take bold steps in air pollution policy to 
promote renewable energy not only for its health benefits, 
but also for its global warming impact, and for future job cre-
ation. In particular, we cannot afford to continue investing in 
and sanctioning the construction of coal-fired power plants to 
serve our electricity needs. Yet that is exactly what special in-
terests want. In light of looming federal regulation of carbon 
dioxide emissions, investing in coal is both economically and 
environmentally misguided. A national global warming policy 
is likely to tax or penalize coal plant carbon emissions, which 
means that choosing coal now could further strain the state’s 
economy in the future. Meanwhile, we have the opportunity 
to create thousands of good paying jobs by investing in clean 
alternative energy technologies. Establishing a cap on carbon 
emissions would set Michigan on course towards a clean 
energy future.

Increase Our Commitment  
to Clean, Renewable Energy
Michigan took smart steps in 2008 by enacting laws that 
mandate an increasing share of electricity from renewable 
sources. The Clean, Renewable, and Efficient Energy Act 
establishes a renewable standard of 10% by 2015. Other parts 
of the Act set forth an energy efficiency goal for electricity and 
natural gas providers, and provide tax benefits for the con-
sumer purchase and installation of certified energy-efficient 
products.

Unfortunately, these laws fall short of Michigan’s clean en-
ergy potential, and fail to make the state an economic leader 
in clean, renewable energy production. The renewable energy 
goal of 10% is well below the standards set by many states 

comparable to Michigan.  In addition, Michigan’s law allows 
non-renewable and polluting energy sources, such as coal and 
trash incineration, to be counted as renewable.  These pollut-
ing sources will result in competitive disadvantages to truly 
clean and renewable energy sources that could reinvigorate 
Michigan’s economy. Furthermore, the Act does not establish 
a Low Carbon Fuel Standard, which would be instrumental 
in limiting our carbon emissions from automobiles, and 
stimulating our economy.

Make Energy Efficiency a Priority
Energy efficiency is by far the cheapest and cleanest of all new 
energy sources. Making our homes and offices more efficient 
will stimulate the economy, lower utility bills, and make 
buildings more valuable.  Michigan now has a 1% energy 
efficiency savings requirement, but that standard is modest.  
Michigan should raise the efficiency standard to 2%, and 
require utilities to maximize efficiency gains before investing 
in any polluting energy source. n

Priority Action
H	 Governor Granholm should limit harmful global warm-

ing emissions from Michigan and establish a cap on 

carbon dioxide pollution.

Other Actions
H	 Decrease Michigan’s dependence on fossil fuels for gen-

erating electricity by 45% by the year 2020. To meet this 

goal we must make significant gains in energy efficiency, 

and increase our use of clean, renewable energy sources 

like wind and solar.

H	 Redefine renewable energy in law so that the definition 

includes genuine clean energy sources, not polluting op-

tions like coal and trash incineration.

H	 Help people stay warm and secure in their homes by 

preventing foreclosures and utility shut-offs due to non-

payment of utility bills.

H	 Pass a Low Carbon Fuel Standard (see sidebar).

“Unless a positive program of prevention is undertaken soon, our atmosphere  
will be clogged with irritating, harmful pollutants. The very air we breathe will  
be contaminated.” —John Soet, Michigan Director of Occupational Health, calling for the first state air pollution law in 1964

GLOBAL WARMING IN MICHIGAN

Air



As the U.S. looks to wean itself off foreign oil, Michigan 
can and should take a leadership role in developing and 
promoting sources of fuel that are both sustainable and 
economically advantageous for our state. There are many 
different types of fuels, and we need to be aware of their 
environmental consequences. For example, the production 
and use of some biofuels may actually result in greater re-
leases of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions than convention-
al gasoline. A statewide policy framework is needed that 
ensures the transportation fuels we are using are sustain-
ably produced and contain declining amounts of carbon.

A Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS) promotes lower-car-
bon transportation fuels by setting a declining standard for 
GHG emissions. Fuel providers are then required to ensure 
that the fuel mix they are selling into the market meets this 
standard. A critical benefit of this approach is that it does 
not dictate a particular method by which fuel providers must 
meet this standard. Among their many options, provid-
ers could purchase and blend low-carbon biofuels (e.g., 
cellulosic ethanol) into gasoline products, purchase credits 
from electric utilities supplying electricity for low-carbon 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicles, or diversify into low-carbon 

hydrogen as a product. Businesses can also identify new 
technologies and strategies that meet the carbon reduction 
goals. Thus, the market will determine the lowest-cost and 
most consumer-responsive outcome for the fuel mix, while 
ensuring decreasing GHG emissions.

An LCFS is an important part of Michigan’s energy 
policy because it will help:
•	 Reduce Michigan’s vulnerability to oil supply constraints 

and diversify our energy supply;
•	 Create economic opportunities in agriculture and for-

estry, and for renewable fuel producers who can lead 
the transition to advanced, low-carbon fuels;

•	 Support the auto industry’s development of low-carbon 
electric vehicle technologies (such as GM’s plug-in elec-
tric Chevy Volt);

•	 Ease Michigan’s transition to a carbon-constrained 
economy.

By building the appropriate infrastructure to produce  
and distribute low carbon fuels, Michigan can be a  
leader in addressing climate change while growing  
green collar jobs. n

A Low Carbon Fuel Standard Can Reduce Our Carbon Emissions 
While Strengthening Our Economy

Who to Contact to Learn More  
About Cleaner Air Policy:

Abby Rubley, Michigan League of Conservation Voters Education Fund  
(734) 222-9650, abby@michiganlcv.org

Mike Shriberg, Ecology Center  
(734) 761-3186, mikes@ecocenter.org

Gayle Miller, Sierra Club  
(517) 484-2372, gayle.miller@sierraclub.org

Susan Harley, Clean Water Fund  
(517) 203-0754, sharley@cleanwater.org

David Gard, Michigan Environmental Council  
(517) 487-9539, david@environmentalcouncil.org

Zoe Lipman, National Wildlife Federation  
(734) 769-3351, lipman@nwf.org

Paul Zugger, Michigan United Conservation Clubs  
(517) 371-1041, pzugger@mucc.org

Patty Gillis, Voices for Earth Justice  
(248) 351-9001, voices4earth@juno.com
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Water Is One of Michigan’s Most  
Celebrated and Defining Resources
Touching four of the Great Lakes, harboring more than 
11,000 inland lakes, and enjoying more than 36,000 miles of 
rivers and streams, Michigan depends on water, loves water, 
and is water. Carefully guarding our water resources is a bipar-
tisan priority that has persisted for decades. 

Michigan’s water resources face a unique threat from global 
warming. As water supplies throughout the country become 
strained, national and international demand for Great Lakes 
water is growing. At the same time, decreased 
precipitation and increased air temperatures 
are causing lake levels to fall. Changes in 
water temperature can make waterways more 
vulnerable to invasive species and negatively 
alter the habitats of native fish populations. 
Changes in precipitation can cause wetlands 
to shrink. 

In the fall of 2008, Congress approved the Great Lakes-St. 
Lawrence River Basin Compact, which is an important first 
step towards prohibiting water diversions out of the Great 
Lakes Basin. It is crucially important, in this state surrounded 
by water, that we not take for granted this precious resource. 
With global warming threatening water supplies worldwide, 
we must take responsible steps to protect both the quantity and 
quality of our water.

Require Regular Inspection 
of Septic Tank Systems
With so much emphasis on the Great Lakes, it’s easy to forget 
about what’s happening in our own backyards. Septic tank 
fields that are improperly sited, operated, or maintained can 
cause public health problems and can leach bacteria into 
nearby surface and ground water. Michigan home owners op-
erate 1.2 million onsite systems, and the DEQ estimates that 
10% of these systems experience problems at any one time. 
That means an estimated 26 million gallons of wastewater per 
day are discharged into failing systems.

Michigan’s septic tank fields are sited and regulated on a 
county-by-county basis; Michigan is currently the only state 
in the nation that does not have a statewide sanitary code. 
Because inspections and repairs have not been required, our 
water resources are being placed in jeopardy. Properly installed 

and maintained, onsite (septic) wastewater systems can be an 
environmentally friendly, cost-effective option for treating resi-
dential sewage. Better oversight and regular inspection of these 
systems will also save tax dollars that otherwise would be used 
to build and maintain capital-intensive treatment facilities. 

Provide Sufficient Funding 
for Wetlands Protection
Wetlands act as valuable pollution filters and flood controls. 
They are also prime fish and wildlife habitat for many species. 

Their ecological benefits are worth billions of 
dollars. But Michigan has already lost half of 
its original wetlands. We need to conserve our 
remaining wetlands and restore degraded ones. 

Since 1980, Michigan has had one of 
the nation’s most robust wetland protection 
laws. Michigan is one of only two states that 
has federal approval to administer its own 

wetlands protection programs under the Clean Water Act. 
This means that state and federal permits are coordinated by 
our state government, rather than federal agencies like the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. In many cases this has led to 
improved resource protection and better service to applicants. 
But without additional funding, Michigan is in danger of los-
ing that federal authority. Already the state is unable to provide 
staff for adequate wetland project inspections.

Encourage the Implementation 
of Local Stormwater Control Practices
About two-thirds of the pollutants entering our water come 
from stormwater runoff from farms, city streets, and other 
diffuse sources. It’s a problem that isn’t easily solved by con-
ventional engineering solutions. Federal programs emphasize 
large-scale and costly infrastructure projects that separate 
stormwater and other water treatment systems. But much of 
the bill for stormwater control and treatment falls to states  
and communities. 

The most promising new approaches to managing our 
water rely not on centralized “big infrastructure” projects, 
but instead on decentralized tools that use the environment’s 
natural ability to process and treat polluted water at its source. 
These approaches are often called “soft path” strategies, and 
they can be used to manage water in an integrated way. Instead 

“Before I was born I was water.” —Author and Michigan native Jim Harrison

GLOBAL WARMING IN MICHIGAN
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Who to Contact to Learn More 
About Protecting Our Water Resources:

Grenetta Thomassey, Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council  
(231) 347-1181, grenetta@watershedcouncil.org

Cyndi Roper, Clean Water Fund 
(517) 203-0754, croper@cleanwater.org

James Clift, Michigan Environmental Council  
(517) 487-9539, james@environmentalcouncil.org

Abby Rubley, Michigan League of Conservation Voters Education Fund  
(734) 222-9650, abby@michiganlcv.org

Brian Beauchamp, Michigan Land Use Institute  
(231) 941-6584, brian@mlui.org

Marc Smith, National Wildlife Federation  
(734) 769-3351, msmith@nwf.org

Melissa Damaschke, Sierra Club  
(313) 965-0055, melissa.damaschke@sierraclub.org

Terry Swier, Michigan Citizens for Water Conservation  
(231) 972-8856, tswier@centurytel.net

of addressing stormwater pollution alone, “soft path” strategies 
address issues such as drinking water, wastewater, irrigation, 
and stormwater runoff simultaneously. Michigan must encour-
age the “soft path” approach by:
• 	 Making sure funding is available to local units of govern-

ment that want to fund “soft path” approaches to stormwa-
ter control;

•	 Streamlining permitting requirements for “soft path” projects;
•	 Requiring farming operations to use best practices to limit 

runoff of nutrients and sewage wastes. n

Priority Action
H	 Implement legislation that would require inspection of all 

septic tanks. 

Other Actions
H	 Fully fund the Michigan wetlands protection program to 

ensure that wetlands protection stays in the hands of the 

Michigan DEQ rather than the federal government.

H	 Protect our waters and reduce taxpayer costs by treating 

stormwater pollution at its source.

“To appreciate the magnitude of the Great Lakes you must 
get close to them. Launch a boat on their waters or hike 
their beaches or climb the dunes, bluffs and rocky promon-
tories that surround them and you will see, as people have 
seen since the age of glaciers, that these lakes are pretty 
damned big. It’s no wonder they’re upgraded to ‘Inland 
Seas’ and ‘Sweetwater Seas.’ Calling them lakes is like 
calling the Rockies hills.”

—Michigan author Jerry Dennis

In 2004, Michigan and other Great Lakes states worked 
with federal officials, the Great Lakes Cities Initiative, 
Great Lakes tribes, and the Great Lakes Congressional 
Task Force to convene a group known as the Great Lakes 
Regional Collaboration (GLRC). After public hearings and 
consultation, the Collaboration created a $20 billion Great 
Lakes restoration plan released in December 2005. The to-
tal cost of the 2005 strategy is estimated at approximately 
$20 billion in federal, state, and local funds. 

The key activities in the plan include halting aquatic 
invasive species; habitat conservation and species manage-
ment; protecting coastal health; cleaning up contaminated 
sediments in harbors and bays; reducing pollution from dif-

fuse or non-point sources; reducing toxic pollutants; assuring 
a sound information base and representative indicators of 
Great Lakes health; and assuring the sustainability of healthy 
Great Lakes through appropriate economic development.

Michigan can already point to examples of the benefits 
of Great Lakes restoration. Decades of work to remove 
contaminants and restore spawning habitat have led to 
walleye and lake sturgeon repopulation in areas of the 
Detroit River once thought too polluted to restore fish life. 
Economic development has returned to once-contaminated 
bays and harbors from Houghton/Hancock in the Upper 
Peninsula to Monroe.

Although the plan is now more than three years old, 
Washington has provided little funding to implement it. The 
Obama Administration has promised to increase Great 
Lakes investment but will require states to match federal 
dollars. Michigan, the Great Lakes State, has begun to 
signal its leadership in meeting this challenge by devising 
its own restoration plan, a companion to the federal plan.6 
Now the state must not only press for federal Great Lakes 
funding but work aggressively to implement its own restora-
tion plan. n

The Importance of Great Lakes Restoration Efforts 
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Our health and the health of our children benefit from sound 
environmental standards. What we breathe, drink, eat, and 
touch can and does affect our well-being. In addition to cancer 
and other well-known diseases that may be triggered by toxins, 
scientific evidence is accumulating that even trace amounts of 
some pollutants can damage the brain and physical develop-
ment of children. 

Eliminate Toxic Chemicals  
From Children’s Products
There are about 80,000 chemical compounds in commercial 
use today, and only a small percentage of these chemicals have 
been tested for their impact on human health. Current federal 
toxic substance regulatory laws don’t adequately protect us from 
the cumulative effects of toxic chemicals in the environment, 
let alone the effects of each individual compound. Chemical 
exposure can lead to increased rates of cancers, asthma, and 
neurological disorders, and children are especially susceptible.

Unfortunately, we are finding alarming amounts of a wide 
range of toxic chemicals in toys and other children’s products, 
where childhood exposure can be direct and devastating. Lead, 
mercury, and arsenic simply do not belong in children’s prod-
ucts. Parents and other consumers have a right to know about 
toxic chemicals in children’s products, so that they can make 
informed purchasing decisions.

Fortunately, there are safe alternatives to toxic chemicals. 
Our health and our economy can benefit from the promotion 
of these alternatives. “Green chemistry,” which emphasizes 
the development of benign chemicals and products, could 
bring new business to Michigan’s chemical and pharmaceutical 
industries. (See sidebar.)

Ban the Use of the  
Flame Retardant Deca-BDE
Deca-BDEs, used in consumer products as flame-retardants, 
have been linked to thyroid hormone disruption, learning 
and memory impairment, hearing problems, delayed onset of 
puberty, birth defects, and cancer. They enter the air and water 
through production and disposal. They are particularly danger-
ous to children and firefighters, who are exposed directly when 
consumer products containing deca-BDEs burn. The Great 
Lakes and its fish are a repository for this toxic chemical and 
its breakdown products. Safe alternatives exist and should be 
substituted for deca-BDEs.

Ban Toxic Lindane From Use on Children
Lindane is a neurotoxic pesticide that should not be allowed as 
a pharmaceutical treatment for head lice in children. Pharma-
ceutical use of lindane has been phased out in 52 countries 
and California. Many health professional organizations and 
the Michigan Department of Community Health support a 
ban. The House of Representatives approved a compromise 
restriction on lindane in 2008; in 2009 both chambers of the 
legislature should approve it and send it to the governor for her 
signature.

Restrict Emissions From Diesel Engines
Diesel exhaust is the most carcinogenic type of air pollution, 
but diesel engines, on school buses in particular, are often op-
erated close to where children live and play. And the quality of 
air children breathe can seriously affect their health. In Detroit, 
the asthma rate for children is 29%, three times the national 
average. Asthma is also the leading cause of preventable 

“For the first time in the history of the world, every human being is now subjected to 
contact with dangerous chemicals, from the moment of conception until death.”

—Rachel Carson, author and naturalist

Protect Our Children’s Health

2009-2010
PRIORITY



hospitalizations for 
children under 18 in 
the city of Detroit. The 
legislature and governor 
should require that all 
diesel engines be retrofit-
ted to cleaner standards, 
and they should create 
a fund specifically for these diesel retrofits. Additionally, they 
should implement an idle-reduction program, encouraging 
or mandating reduced emissions from idling buses and other 
vehicles. Michigan should also have “lead by example” legisla-
tion mandating that all vehicles owned, leased, or contracted 
by the state have control technology that sharply reduces air 
pollutants like diesel. n

Priority Action
 H	Enact and implement the Safe Children’s Product Act to 

ban the most toxic chemicals in toys and other children’s 

products, and to inform consumers about chemicals in 

children’s products that put children’s health at risk.

Other Actions
H	 Ban the flame retardant deca-BDE in products where safe, 

feasible alternatives are already in use.

H	 Ban or severely restrict toxic lindane from use on children. 

H	 Limit children’s exposure to asthma-causing air pollutants 

such as diesel by creating a state diesel retrofit fund and 

enacting statewide anti-idling policies. 

Paint That Doesn’t Smell and  
Plastics from Plants: The Promise  
of Green Chemistry

When chemicals are designed today, designers often don’t 
consider the health and environmental impacts of those new 
molecules. The emerging field of Green Chemistry is trying 
to change that. Green Chemistry is an innovative scientific 
movement aimed at replacing toxic chemicals with safe 
materials. By focusing on the design of a chemical, process 
or product up front, Green Chemistry can prevent all kinds 
of problems down the road, from occupational exposure to 
toxic disposal. 

Green Chemistry is already revolutionizing the content of 
everyday products, making paints without volatile chemi-
cals, less toxic color pigments, plastics from renewable 
corn or other crops, and pharmaceuticals that fight cancer 
while polluting less. This makes Green Chemistry a power-
ful economic development tool and a major area of green 
innovation. 

In a landmark act, Governor Jennifer Granholm signed 
the nation’s first state-level Green Chemistry Executive Direc-
tive in October 2006. The Directive elevated Michigan as a 
leader among states working to advance cutting edge efforts 
in the design of safer, cleaner chemicals and materials that 
are “benign by design.” Michigan’s new Green Chemistry 
Roundtable is now off to a running start. The initiative has 
completed a three-year plan, outlined goals, established a 
new Michigan Green Chemistry awards program, and will 
host a major conference in September, 2009. 

Michigan is well positioned to be a major innovator in 
this new green field, given the significant chemical and 
pharmaceutical manufacture in the state, as well as our 
agricultural base, which could supply the many automotive 
plastics plants here. Our major manufacturing industries 
could benefit from new chemicals and processes that would 
reduce their environmental footprint. The U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency estimates that industries that participated 
in the Presidential Green Chemistry Challenge have col-
lectively saved millions of dollars in resources, waste and 
cleanup expenses, eliminated billions of pounds of toxic 
waste each year, and reduced their greenhouse gases.

In order to realize the promise of Green Chemistry, a ma-
jor commitment from policy makers will be necessary, and 
the state must begin to evaluate all economic development in 
light of the imperative to “green” our manufacturing sector. 
Michigan must meet this challenge to preserve our health 
and our precious environmental heritage, and to remain 
economically competitive. n

Who to Contact to Learn More About 
Protecting Our Children’s Health:

Mike Shriberg, Ecology Center 
(734) 761-3186, mikes@ecocenter.org

Diana Seales, East Michigan Environmental Action Council 
(248) 258-5188, diana@emeac.org 

Cyndi Roper, Clean Water Fund 
(517) 203-0754, croper@cleanwater.org

Abby Rubley, Michigan League of Conservation Voters  
Education Fund, (734) 222-9650, abby@michiganlcv.org

James Clift, Michigan Environmental Council 
(517) 487-9539, james@environmentalcouncil.org
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In a century of rapid climate and landscape change in Michi-
gan, the importance of protecting our key existing wild places 
only grows. Michigan must act to conserve forests and other 
habitats that serve as reservoirs for key wildlife and fish species. 
Equally important, conserving these habitats will help blunt 
the pace of global warming by storing carbon. Yet we are devel-
oping our land at a rate eight times faster than our population 
is growing. 

The result of current development patterns is a checker-
board landscape that poorly serves the needs of people as well 
as fish and wildlife:
•	 Fragmented forests cannot support viable populations of 

native wildlife, leading to dislocation and local extinction.
•	 Fragmented forests are difficult to manage for forest prod-

ucts or to protect as natural systems.
•	 Hard surfaces from roads, parking lots, and buildings 

increase pollution and flooding of streams and rivers 
from runoff.

•	 Invasive plant and animal species capitalize on landscapes 
altered by poorly planned development.

•	 Public funds are spent to re-create the ecological services 
that natural ecosystems provide us free, such as pollutant 
filtration, fish and wildlife reproduction, and carbon 
storage.

Taking actions now to protect and carefully manage our wild 
and natural habitats is a wise investment in the Michigan of 
the future. n

Recommendations
H	 Support federal and state legislation that would provide sig-

nificant funding for wildlife adaptation and habitat improve-
ment measures to reduce the impact of global warming.

H	 Identify gaps in policy, education, programs, and laws, and 
develop a strategic initiative to keep threatened lands avail-
able for forest production.

H	 Implement the Department of Natural Resources’ public 
nomination process, which allows the public to propose 
special pieces of our state forests for protected status. Mich-
igan has approximately four million acres of state forests.

H	 Significantly increase the amount of state-owned land pro-
tected under the 1972 Wilderness and Natural Areas Act. 
In 2008, the Department of Natural Resources designated 
the first new natural area under the law in 20 years. Other 
nominations are in the pipeline for areas at Ludington 
Dunes, Warren Dunes, Wilderness State Park and Tahqua-
menon Falls. These should be expedited. The 1972 law 
enables the state to permanently protect up to 450,000 
acres (10%) of Michigan’s most treasured public land, but 
less than 50,000 acres have been designated. 

Preserve Michigan’s Wild Places

Who to Contact to Learn More About 
Preserving Michigan’s Wild Places:

Amy Spray, Michigan United Conservation Clubs  
(517) 371-1041, aspray@mucc.org

Jeremy Emmi, Michigan Nature Association  
(517) 655-5655, jemmi@michigannature.org

Marvin Roberson, Sierra Club  
(517) 484-2372, marvin.roberson@sierraclub.org

Andy Buchsbaum, National Wildlife Federation  
(734) 769-3351, buchsbaum@nwf.org
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Factory farms, also known as concentrated animal feeding 
operations (CAFOs), are polluting our water and farmland, 
and threatening the health of rural families. A factory farm 
with 3,000 cows produces the same amount of urine and feces 
as a city the size of Saginaw (65,000 people). Human sewage 
however, (which is far less concentrated than CAFO waste), 
is carefully collected, treated, and tested constantly for unsafe 
bacteria levels. There are no such regulations for livestock 
sewage, which contains high levels of dangerous bacteria and 
disease-causing pathogens like giardia and cryptosporidium.

Polluted animal factory sludge is spread on fields, where it 
runs into nearby streams or soaks into the ground. The Centers 
for Disease Control has shown that chemical and infectious 
material from CAFO waste can leach into the soil and nearby 
waterways. It poisons drinking water and releases noxious 
fumes. It makes people sick throughout Michigan. The sludge 
flows into our Great Lakes and causes beach closings because 
of public health risks. Not only do CAFOs threaten our water 
and health, they threaten the welfare of Michigan’s family 
farms. The property value of private farmland can be ruined by 
the air and water pollution from nearby factory farms.

There are more than 200 factory farms in Michigan. They 
produce as much pollution—including toxic odors, bacteria, 
and viruses—as some factories. But they are not required to 
meet the same environmental standards as factories. Current 

law treats animal factories like farms instead of industrial op-
erations. It’s time for that to change. New legislation is needed 
to bring factory farms under the same environmental laws as 
all other industries, and Michigan’s DEQ must be empowered 
to take aggressive action to firmly enforce Clean Water  
Act standards to protect our communities and our rivers  
and lakes. n

Recommendations
H	 Require animal factory farms to meet the same environ-

mental protection standards as other industries.
H	 Allow local communities to have a say in the siting of ani-

mal factories within their jurisdictions.
H	 Require higher permit fees for CAFOs to support effective 

enforcement by the DEQ.

“Had to shut the windows, stop the breeze, which wasn’t breathable. Awful pollution 
coming into the house.” —August 4, 2008 report from Hudson Township resident about CAFO stench

Clean Up and Prevent 
Factory Farm Pollution

Who to Contact to Learn More About 
Preventing Factory Farm Pollution:

Gayle Miller, Sierra Club  
(517) 484-2372, gayle.miller@sierraclub.org

James Clift, Michigan Environmental Council 
(517) 487-9539, james@environmentalcouncil.org
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Michigan set the national pace for recycling and good waste 
management when voters overwhelmingly approved our 
beverage bottle and can deposit bill in 1976.

The law has worked well, reducing roadside litter 80% 
and providing for the recycling of 98% of deposit contain-
ers. But the world – and the waste stream – has changed in 
the last 33 years. Containers not covered by the original de-
posit law make up an increasing share of the state’s garbage. 
Every year, about 1.4 billion non-carbonated beverage con-
tainers are littered or thrown away in Michigan. Expanding 
the law to cover these containers is the logical outgrowth of 
the ‘spirit of ’76.’

Other important waste challenges are the dumping 
of out-of-state trash in Michigan, and our continued heavy 
reliance on landfills for managing garbage. About 30% of the 
waste dumped in Michigan landfills comes from out of state, 
and about 19% from Canada. Michigan’s cheap dumping 
rates attract this non-Michigan waste. Michigan could deter 
out-of-state trash by substantially increasing its surcharge on 
waste, which, at 21 cents per ton, is the lowest in the Great 
Lakes region.

Michigan’s cheap dumping rates certainly don’t make recy-
cling the easy choice.  Furthermore, many Michiganders still 
don’t have convenient access to recycling programs of any kind, 
and the state’s recycling rate lags behind that of other states. 
In an effort to provide clear direction for Michigan’s waste 
management policies, and to keep waste out of our landfills, 
the Michigan DEQ updated its Solid Waste Policy in 2007.  

The new policy outlines a bold goal of finding uses for 51% 
of Michigan’s municipal solid waste by 2015, and ensuring 
that all Michigan citizens have convenient access to residential 
recycling programs by 2012.  Without funding, however, these 
lofty goals will go unmet.

Michigan can once again establish itself as a leader in waste 
management by taking several important steps. n

Recommendations
H	 Increase landfill charges to reduce out-of-state trash and 

help fund in-state recycling initiatives.
H	 Improve Michigan’s statewide recycling programs, and 

provide convenient opportunities for all Michigan residents 
to recycle.

H	 Expand the bottle bill to include non-carbonated, non-
dairy containers, such as fruit juice and water bottles.

Update Michigan’s  
Waste Management Laws

Who to Contact to Learn More  
About Improving Michigan’s  
Waste Management Practices:

Cyndi Roper, Clean Water Fund 
(517) 203-0754, croper@cleanwater.org

Brad vanGuilder, Ecology Center  
(734) 761-3186, bradvg@ecocenter.org

Dave Nyberg, Michigan United Conservation Clubs 
(517) 371-1041, dnyberg@mucc.org

Abby Rubley, Michigan League of Conservation Voters 
Education Fund, (734) 222-9650, abby@michiganlcv.org

Kerrin O’Brien, Michigan Recycling Coalition 
(517) 974-3672,  kerrinmrc@gmail.com
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4 Towns Citizen Action Team
Julie LeBlanc
7071 Locklin St.
West Bloomfield, MI 48324
(248) 363-6128
juliejack3@aol.com

Alliance for the Great Lakes
Jamie Cross
700 Fulton St., Suite A
Grand Haven, MI 49417
(616) 850-0745
(616) 850-0765 fax
jcross@greatlakes.org
www.greatlakes.org

Anglers of the AuSable
Patrick Dwyer, Treasurer
965 Dahlia Lane
Rochester Hills, MI 48307
(248) 651-5751 
www.ausableanglers.org

Arab Community Center 
for Economic and Social 
Services (ACCESS)
Nichole Elhardt
6450 Maple St. 
Dearborn, MI 48126
(313) 216-2258
nelhardt@accesscommunity.org
www.accesscommunity.org

Association for  
Children’s Mental Health
Amy Winans
100 W. Washtenaw, Ste. 4
Lansing, MI 48917
(517) 372-4016
(517) 372-4032 fax
acmhadmin@sbcglobal.net
www.acmh-mi.org

Brownstown Land Conservancy
Richard Smith
24781 Pamela St.
Brownstown, MI 48134
(734) 782-5834
(734) 675-2692
rsmith97@wdl.net

Citizens for Alternatives to  
Chemical Contamination
Lucia Campbell
6248 Balfor Drive
Lansing, MI 48911
(517) 887-1571
Lucia333@netscape.net

Clean Water Fund
Cyndi Roper
1200 Michigan Avenue
East Lansing, MI 48823
(517) 203-0754 
(517) 203-0760 fax
croper@cleanwater.org
www.cleanwateraction.org/mi/

Concerned Citizens 
of Acme Township
Denny Rohn
PO Box 321
Acme, MI 49610
(616) 485-3749
mdwr06@gmail.com

Detroit Audubon Society
Gisela King
9601 Fish Lake Rd.
Holly, MI 48442
248-634-7668
glendle@att.net
local: Rochelle Britenbach
1320 N.Cambell Rd.
Royal Oak, MI 48067
(248) 545-2929
rb18carrot@aol.com

Dwight Lydell Chapter  
of the Izaak Walton  
League of America
Bob Stegmier
5285 Windmill Drive NE
Rockford, MI 49341
(616) 866-4769
rstegmier@ameritech.net
www.michiganikes.org

East Michigan Environmental 
Action Council
Diana Seales
3901 Margareta St.
Detroit, MI 48221
(248) 258-5188
director@emeac.org
www.emeac.org

Ecology Center
Mike Garfield
117 N. Division
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
(734) 663-2400
(734) 663-2414 fax
michaelg@ecocenter.org
www.ecocenter.org

Environment Michigan 
Research & Policy Center
Shelley Vinyard
103 E. Liberty Street, Suite 202
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
(734) 662-9797
(734) 662-8393 fax
svinyard@environmentmichigan.org
www.environmentmichigan.org/center

Environmentally Concerned 
Citizens of South Central 
Michigan
Richard A. Chudey
13854 Emens Dr.
Hudson, MI 49247- 9249
(517) 383-2519
bevrca@frontiernet.net
www.eccscm.org 

Friends of the Cedar River 
Watershed, Inc.
Larry Rochon
872 Bron-Del
Petoskey, MI 49770
(231) 347-1519 phone and fax
rochon@freeway.net

Find An Environmental 
Organization Near You
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Friends of the Crystal River
Vik Theiss
P.O. Box 123
Glen Arbor, MI 49636
(513) 683-2791
(231) 334-4444 (summer)
vtheiss@attglobal.net

Friends of the Detroit River
Charles R. Bristol
P.O. Box 725
Trenton, MI 48183
(734) 675-0141
river@detroitriver.org
www.detroitriver.org

Friends of the Rouge
Kathy Milberg
University of Michigan - Dearborn
4901 Evergreen, 220 ASC
Dearborn, MI 48128
(313) 792-9900 
(313) 593-0231 fax
ed@therouge.org
www.therouge.org

Grand Traverse Band of 
Ottawa and Chippewa Indians
Kristine Petoskey
2605 N. West Bayshore Drive
Peshawbestown, MI 49682
(231) 534-7500
Kris.petoskey@gtbindians.com
 
Great Lakes Bioregional 
Land Conservancy
Leo W. Dorr
1062 Morris Rd.
Lapeer, MI 48446-9439
(810) 664-5647
(810) 664-5682 fax
ldorr@usol.com
glblc.lapeer.org

Harbor Area Regional  
Board of Resources, Inc.
Danna Widmar
P.O. Box 112  
(physical: 210 Main 4-D)
Harbor Springs, MI 49740
(231) 526-5060
(231) 838-1374 cell
danna@harborinc.org
www.harborinc.org

Huron River Watershed Council
Laura Rubin
1100 N. Main St., Ste. 210
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
(734) 769-5123
(734) 998-0163 fax
lrubin@hrwc.org 
www.hrwc.org

Kalamazoo Environmental 
Council
Don Brown
1624 Grand Ave.
Kalamazoo, MI 49006
(269) 344-0536
dbrown@kalnet.net

League of Michigan Bicyclists
Rich Moeller
416 South Cedar Street, Suite A
Lansing, MI 48912
(517) 334-9100
(517) 334-9111 fax
office@lmb.org
www.lmb.org

League of Women Voters  
of Michigan
Jessica Reiser
200 Museum Dr, Ste. 104
Lansing, MI 48933
(517) 484-5383
office@lwvmi.org
www.lwvmi.org

Liaison for Inter-Neighborhood 
Cooperation
Carl Harmon
1924 Birchwood Dr.
Okemos, MI 48864
(517) 349-1635
carlh_31@yahoo.com

LocalMotion
Robin Heller
16824 Kercheval Avenue 
Suite B100
Grosse Pointe, MI 48230
(313) 881-2263
rheller@local-motion.org
www.local-motion.org

Lone Tree Council
Terry Miller
4649 David Ct.
Bay City, MI 48706
(989) 686-6386 
terbar@charter.net

Michigan Association  
of Railroad Passengers, Inc.
David Randall 
P.O. Box 52148 
Livonia, MI 48152
boksu1@yahoo.com
marprail@yahoo.com 
www.marp.org

Michigan Audubon Society
Keith Harrison
6011 W. St. Joseph Hwy, Ste. 403
Lansing, MI 48917
(517) 886-9144 
pcinc@prodigy.net
www.michiganaudubon.org

Michigan Botanical Club
Pamela Laureto 
365 Rosewood SE
East Grand Rapids, MI 49506
(616) 454-4328
laureto@comcast.net
Christopher Graham
925 Aberdeen Dr.
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
(734) 975-7800
(734) 975-2424
grahamz@umich.edu
www.michbotclub.org

Michigan Citizens Against  
Toxic Substances
William Tobler
13555 Bunton Road
Willis, MI 48191-9757
(734) 587-3631
williamtobler@critterwood.org
www.mcats.org

Michigan Citizens 
for Water Conservation
Terry Swier
14134 Percy Dr.
Mecosta, MI 49332
(231) 972-8856
(231) 972-8892
tswier@centurytel.net
www.savemiwater.org
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Michigan Coalition on the 
Environment and Jewish Life 
(MICOEJL)
Betsy Winkelman
6735 Telegraph Rd., Ste 205
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48301
(248) 642-5393 ext 7
(248) 642-6469 fax
winbg@comcast.net
www.detroitjcrc.org/special_projects/
environment.php

Michigan Interfaith Power 
and Light
Fr. Charles Morris
138 Gooddell Street
Wyandotte, MI 48192
(877) 475-6424
miipandl@yahoo.com
www.miipl.org

Michigan Land Trustees, Inc.
Ken Dahlberg
2427 Kensington Drive
Kalamazoo, MI 49008
(269) 343-4748
tomar@i2k.com
www.michiganlandtrust.org

Michigan League of 
Conservation Voters 
Education Fund
Lisa Wozniak
213 W. Liberty St., Suite 300
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
(734) 222-9650
lisa@michiganlcv.org
www.michiganlcv.org

Michigan Mountain  
Biking Association
John Gonway
28400 Northwestern Highway 
Third Floor
Southfield, MI 48034-1839
(248) 359-7509 
(248) 359-7549
jpg@maddinhauser.com
www.mmba.org

Michigan Natural Areas Council
Christopher Graham
925 Aberdeen Dr.
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
(734) 975-7800
(734) 975-2424 fax
grahamz@umich.edu
www.cyberspace.org/~mnac

Michigan Nature Association
Jeremy Emmi
326 E. Grand River Ave.
Williamston, MI 48895
(517) 655-5655
(517) 655-5506 fax
jemmi@michigannature.org
www.michigannature.org

Michigan Nurses Association
Tom Bissonnette 
2310 Jolly Oak Rd.
Okemos, MI 48864
(517) 349-5640
(517) 349-5818 fax
tom.bissonnette@minurses.org
www.minurses.org

Michigan Organic Food 
and Farm Alliance
Taylor Reid
PO Box 26102
Lansing, MI 48909-6102
(248) 262-6826
reidtayl@msu.edu
moffaorganic@yahoo.com 
www.moffa.org

Michigan Recycling Coalition
Kerrin O’Brien
PO Box 10070
Lansing MI 48901
(517) 974-3672
info@michiganrecycles.org
www.michiganrecycles.org

Michigan Trails and  
Greenways Alliance
Nancy Krupiarz
Mailing address:
P.O. Box 27187
Lansing, MI 48909
Physical address:
1213 Center St.
Lansing, MI 48906
(517) 485-6022 
(517) 485-9181 fax
nancy@michigantrails.org
www.michigantrails.org

Mid-Michigan 
Environmental Action Council
Gene Townsend
Jessica Yorko
200 N Museum Dr
Lansing, MI 48933
(517) 485-9001
yorko446@cs.com 
www.midmeac.org

Milan Area Concerned Citizens
Jim Hokenson
PO Box 22
Milan, MI 48160
(734) 646-7557
james.hokenson@gmail.com
www.londontownship.org/rr

Muskegon Save Our Shoreline
Cynthia Price
7273 Black Lake Road
Muskegon, MI 49444
(231) 799-1613
skyprice@gmail.com

Northern Michigan 
Environmental Action Council
Ken Smith 
3055 Cass Road, Suite 102-B 
Traverse City, MI 49684 
(231) 946-6931
(231) 947-5734 fax
nmeac@charter.net
www.nmeac.org

Republicans for Environmental 
Protection, Michigan Chapter
Rob Sisson
606 Cherry St. 
Sturgis, MI 49091
(269) 651-9397
robsisson@yahoo.com
www.repamerica.org/mi/mi_index.
html

Romulus Environmentalists 
Care About People (RECAP)
R.P. Lilly 
17220 Hannan
New Boston, MI 48164
(734) 753-4320
(734) 753-4320 fax
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Scenic Michigan
Abby Dart
445 E. Mitchell
Petoskey, MI 49770
(231) 347-1171
(231) 347-1185 fax
info@scenicmichigan.org
www.scenicmichigan.org

Sierra Club, Michigan Chapter
Anne Woiwode 
109 E. Grand River
Lansing, MI 48906
(517) 484-2372
(517) 484-3108 fax
anne.woiwode@sierraclub.org
www.michigan.sierraclub.org

Sisters, Servants of the 
Immaculate Heart of Mary 
Suzanne Sattler, IHM 
1602 Bagley Street
Detroit, MI 48216
(313) 961-4263
ssattler@sbcglobal.net
www.ihmsisters.org

Six Rivers Regional 
Land Conservancy
Donna Folland
PO Box 80902
Rochester, MI 48308
(248) 601-2816
dfolland@sixriversrlc.org
www.sixriversrlc.org

Southeast Michigan 
Land Conservancy
Jack Smiley
8383 Vreeland Rd.
Superior Twp., MI 48198
(734) 484-6565
smileysmlc@aol.com
www.smlcland.org

Stewardship Network
Lisa A. Brush
416 Longshore Drive
Ann Arbor, MI 48105
(734) 996-3190
(734) 996-9955 fax
lbrush@stewardshipnetwork.org
www.stewardshipnetwork.org

Tip of the Mitt 
Watershed Council
Gail Gruenwald
426 Bay St.
Petoskey, MI 49770
(231) 347-1181
(231) 347-5928 fax
gail@watershedcouncil.org
www.watershedcouncil.org

Transportation Riders United
Megan Owens
500 Griswold, Suite 1650
Detroit, Michigan 48226
(313) 963-8872
(313) 963-8876 fax
trumember@detroittransit.org
www.detroittransit.org

Upper Peninsula 
Environmental Coalition
Jon Saari
P.O. Box 673
Houghton, MI 49931
(906) 524-7899
jsaari@nmu.edu
www.upenvironment.org

Urban Options
Jennifer Binkley-Power
405 Grove St.
East Lansing, MI 48823
(517) 337-0422
(517) 337-0437 fax
information@urbanoptions.org
www.urbanoptions.org

Voices for Earth Justice
Patricia Gillis
21695 Rougewood
Southfield, MI 48033
(248) 351-9001
voices4earth@juno.com
www.voices4earth.org

Washtenaw Land Trust
Susan Lackey
1100 North Main Street #203
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
(734) 302-5263
(734) 302-1804 fax
info@washtenawlandtrust.org
www.washtenawlandtrust.org 

West Michigan 
Environmental Action Council
Rachel Hood
1007 Lake Dr. SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49506
(616) 451-3051
(616) 451-3054 fax
rhood@wmeac.org
www.wmeac.org



The 2009-10 Michigan Environmental Briefing Book was made possible by the generous support 

of the Joyce Foundation. Special thanks go to Dave Dempsey for his invaluable contribu-

tions to the writing of this book, and to Hannah Smith for her time and efforts in managing the 

project. We would also like to acknowledge the many other professionals who generously shared 

their time and expertise to make this book a reality.

With Great Respect and Many Thanks

Brian Beauchamp, Michigan Land Use Institute

Jennifer Binkley-Power, Urban Options

Jim Bingen, Michigan Organic Food and Farm Alliance

Lisa Brush, Stewardship Network

James Clift, Michigan Environmental Council

Abby Dart, Scenic Michigan

Tracey Easthope, Ecology Center

Jeremy Emmi, Michigan Nature Association

Elizabeth Fedorchuk, Michigan Environmental Council

Tim Fischer, Michigan Environmental Council

Mike Garfield, Ecology Center

Brad Garmon, Michigan Environmental Council

Susan Harley, Clean Water Fund

Rachel Hood, West Michigan Environmental Action Council

Bill Kirk, Michigan League of Conservation Voters 
Education Fund

Susan Lackey, Washtenaw Land Trust

Robert Marshall, Northern Michigan Environmental Action 
Council

Ahmina Maxey, East Michigan Environmental Action Council

Hugh McDiarmid, Michigan Environmental Council

Gayle Miller, Sierra Club

Mike Murray, National Wildlife Federation

Rory Neuner, Michigan Environmental Council

Dave Nyberg, Michigan United Conservation Clubs

Kerrin O’Brien, Michigan Recycling Coalition

Lana Pollack, Former President, Michigan Environmental 
Council

Cyndi Roper, Clean Water Fund

Abby Rubley, Michigan League of Conservation Voters 
Education Fund

Diana Seales, East Michigan Environmental Action Council

Mike Shriberg, Ecology Center

Marc Smith, National Wildlife Federation

Amy Spray, Michigan United Conservation Clubs

Robert Stegmier, Dwight Lydell Chapter of the Izaak Walton 
League of America

Donna Stine, Former Deputy Director of Policy,  
Michigan United Conservation Clubs

Grenetta Thomassey, Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council

Wendi Tilden, Sierra Club

Anne Woiwode, Sierra Club

Lisa Wozniak, Michigan League of Conservation Voters 
Education Fund 
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The Briefing Book was produced by the Michigan League of Conservation Voters Education Fund and the 

Michigan Environmental Council.

The Michigan League of Conservation Voters Education Fund is a non-partisan organization that works to 

promote a healthy and vital Michigan by preserving and protecting our air, land and water through public education and 

civic engagement.

The Michigan Environmental Council provides a collective voice for the environment at the local, state and 

federal levels. Working for our member groups and their collective membership of nearly 200,000 residents, MEC is 

addressing the primary assaults on Michigan’s environment; promoting alternatives to urban blight and suburban sprawl; 

advocating for a sustainable environment and economy; protecting Michigan’s water legacy; promoting cleaner energy; 

and working to diminish environmental impacts on children’s health.

The Michigan Environmental Briefing Book is intended to provide information to decision makers on environmental 

and conservation priorities. Views expressed on a particular issue are not necessarily shared by all contributing 

organizations.

You can find the 2009-2010 Michigan Environmental Briefing Book online at  

www.michiganlcvedfund.org

Learn More About Us
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