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Todd Ambs and Jessica Culpepper 
Speak at DCEC’s Summer Programs

September 2018

Jessica Culpepper’s 
Approach to Dealing with 
Manure Contamination of 
Our Groundwater

On August 9, 2018 the DCEC was joined 
by others to hear Attorney Jessica 

Culpepper’s approach to responding to 
threats to our 
groundwater 
and surface 
water posed 
by excessive 
animal 
manure 
application 
including 
that from 
concentrated 
animal 
feeding 

Todd Ambs: Our 
Government Water Policies

On Wednesday evening, June 27th, Mr. 
Todd Ambs, environmental policy 

expert, presented the second DCEC Summer 
Program, “Our Government Water Policies,” 
at the Kress Pavilion, Egg Harbor. The 
program was attended by approximately 40 

people.

For more 
than 35 
years Mr. 
Ambs has 
worked in 
the environ-
mental 
policy 
field. His 
background 
includes 

(continued on page 2) (continued on page 3)
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extensive experience in both state 
government and non-profit organizations. 
From 2010 until becoming Director of 
Healing Our Waters-Great Lakes Coalition 
in July 2013, Ambs was president of 
the national conservation group River 
Network. Prior to that, he directed 
the Water Division for the Wisconsin 
Department of Natural Resources for nearly 
a decade. Mr. Ambs currently serves on 
the Regional Administrative Council for 
the North Central Region Water Network, 
Advisory Board for the Great Lakes Clean 
Communities Network and on the Board of 
the Southeast Wisconsin Watershed Trust. 
With his extensive experience serving 
on a number of water related boards and 
commissions, Mr. Ambs was an excellent 
person to speak 
on government 
water policies!

Mr. Ambs began 
his presentation 
by linking the 
lack of good 
water policy 
development in 
government today 
to the continuing 
erosion of the 
engagement of 
public servants, 
and the public 
in general, 
in the process of government. This was 
followed by a defense of public service, 
public servants, and the public process 
of government water policy. Mr. Ambs 
concluded his presentation by briefly 
summarizing the past, present, and future of 
water policy work.

One of the many highlights of the Ambs 
presentation, and greatly appreciated by the 
audience, was the following slide:

Wisconsin Gubernatorial Candidate’s 
Good Government Platform

• If elected, I pledge to only nominate 
cabinet officials that have a background in 
the discipline of the agency or significant 
experience managing complex agencies;

• If elected, I pledge to veto any legislation 
that comes to my desk that has not had 
meaningful public hearings during the 
legislative process;

• If elected, I will recommend that 
legislative leaders invite state civil 
servants to testify on legislative matters 
when those staff have expertise on the 
subject matter; 

•  If elected, I will 
refuse to support 
any legislation 
redistricting map 
based on the 2020 
census that is 
not the result of 
an independent, 
nonpartisan 
commission, 
similar to the 
approach used in 
Iowa.
    A lively 
question and 
answer session 
by an engaged 

audience followed the presentation and 
included comments regarding the need for 
individuals to be involved and proactive in 
government water policies.

By Mike Bahrke

(Todd Ambs con’t

Todd Ambs program Photo by Mike Bahrke
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operations (CAFOs). Some in attendance 
were farmers, some from local government, 
and one from the DNR.

Jessica is not anti-agriculture. Her father 
and grandfather were farmers and, although 
she loved farming, she found the physical 
and time demands to be overwhelming and 
pursued a law degree instead. Her family 
was forced out of their farm operation by 
corporate consolidation in their area.

Prior to her current position as Food Safety 
& Health Attorney at Public Justice, Jessica 
was staff attorney at the Humane Society of 
the United States in the Farm Animal Welfare 
Division. There she worked primarily on 
fighting pollution from Concentrated Animal 
Feeding Operations and advocating for 
federal and state policy reform to advance 
sustainable food systems as well as the 
humane treatment of animals.

Jessica’s message was clear. Litigation is 
a tool, but only effective and warranted 
if all other best efforts to affect desired 
outcomes fail. The first and foremost 
approach should be to determine what the 
community, which includes all stakeholders, 
wants. Then a reasoned approach needs 
to be planned and carried out. Various 
measures include meeting with legislators 
and other branches of government to the 
extent that they know who you are, what you 
want, and why. If that is insufficient, other 
measures include petitions, showing up at 
hearings, demonstrations, ad campaigns, 
and forwarding and supporting like-minded 
candidates. When those measures have 
been exhausted and the rule-makers and 
enforcement arms are ignoring the will of 
the community, then outside help, possibly 
including litigation, can be used. But she 

stressed that a success without litigation is 
far more likely to result in a long-lasting 
favorable solution than relying on 
litigation alone. 
 
One farmer complained that county 
regulations made it difficult to continue 
farming without going broke. Jessica 
replied and subsequently stressed that it’s 
usually not regulation but rather corporate 
consolidation that pushes the small farmer 
out of business. 

Jessica is aware of our shallow soil and 
karst bedrock. The principles are the same: 
manure application sufficient to fertilize the 
crops is good; manure application in excess 
of what the crops can utilize is illegal, 
as well as a threat to the environment. 
Anyone suspecting that Jessica doesn’t 
understand our local challenges may be 
reassured to know that on one occasion, she 
and Lynn Utech testified together during 
a congressional hearing and that she spent 
the afternoon with Lynn and Nancy Utech 
prior to her presentation. The Utechs know 
firsthand the problems of contaminated 
groundwater as experienced in Kewaunee 
County.

I think those present learned a lot from 
Jessica Culpepper, and I feel confident that 
we have not seen or heard the last from her, 
nor she from us.

By John J. Beck

Jessica Culpepper con’t

Manure wagon Photo by Mike Bahrke
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boundaries of the Town. More specifically, 
the ordinance states that only manure 
produced within the Town will be allowed 
to be spread within the boundaries of the 
Town and not from manure tank trucks 
entering from outside areas to spread 
their load. Three Town citizens spoke in 
favor of the ordinance, including a DCEC 
representative. No one dissented. However, 
members of the dairy group Peninsula Pride 
Farms have stated, given an opportunity, 
they are hopeful several new regulations 
and changes (Wisconsin Department of 
Natural Resources, Chapter NR-151, Runoff 
Management) to their manure spreading 
methods will become effective prior to more 
ordinances being enacted throughout  
Door County. 
 
While NR-151, passed earlier this year as a 
way to protect our surface and groundwater, 
is a step in the right direction, there are 
no penalties for violations. It is similar to 
having a speed limit of 55 mph, but with 
no one to enforce the speed limit! The 
Wisconsin DNR has had its staff and its 
budget slashed during the past few years. 
Consequently, monitoring NR-151 will fall 
on the shoulders of county conservation 
departments. However, county conservation 
departments have also suffered staff and 
budget cuts. Just a few weeks ago, Door 
County struggled to find the money to hire 
a temporary conservation officer. Effective 
monitoring of NR-151 is not a given! 
 
We all share the responsibility to protect our 
environment and our health. After all, “It’s 
Our Water!” 
 
By Mike Bahrke

Town of Liberty Grove 
Approves New Ordinance 
Banning Manure Produced 
Outside Town Boundaries

There are 17 factory farms (Concentrated 
Animal Feeding Operations) in 

Kewaunee and Door Counties. Brown 
County also has CAFOs. A factory farm 
is one with 1,000 or more “animal units.” 
In Kewaunee County alone, there are over 
100,000 cows. 
 
Every day each cow produces manure 
equivalent to 18 humans. However, unlike 
human waste that is treated via a municipal 
waste treatment facility or septic system, 
cow manure is spread over open fields, fields 
with thin layers of soil and porous karst 
rock. It takes only a few hours for anything 
dumped on the surface to enter our streams, 
rivers, wetlands, bays, and lakes, as well as 
our groundwater and well water. 
 
With increasing production of so much 
manure and a decreasing amount of land 
upon which to spread manure, factory farm 
owners are looking for areas/fields further 
from the factory farms upon which to 
spread the manure. Manure tank trucks are 
now hauling this manure longer and longer 
distances to spread the manure in other 
areas. These tank trucks are now bringing 
their loads into Door County. 
 
In order to prevent surface and ground water 
contamination, on August 1, by a 4-1 vote, 
the Town of Liberty Grove approved a new 
Town ordinance (3-18). This ordinance 
prohibits the application, dispersal, or land 
spreading of unmanipulated animal or 
vegetable manure that is produced outside 
the boundaries of the Town from being 
transported into and spread within the 
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Dead Zones and Algae in 
the Bay of Green Bay, 2018

Green Bay’s dead zones, areas with 
virtually no oxygen or aquatic life, are 

in a constant state of flux. Unfortunately, 
however, they are not improving. The zones 
shrink and swell from year to year. Rain, 
snow, wind, water currents, and polluted 
runoff all affect the dead zones in the bay. 
But, despite ever changing nature, there are 
indications that Green Bay’s dead zones are 
at times larger and lasting longer than ever, 
according to a new study led by a University 
of Wisconsin researcher, J. Val Klump, Dean 
of the School of Freshwater Sciences.

Klump says, “It doesn’t look like it is getting 
any better. There are signs that it may be 
getting worse. But I can easily say it’s not 
gotten any better.” The 
findings have huge 
implications for the 
health of the bay, but 
especially for areas near 
the bottom, where there 
is little plant or aquatic 
life. If, conversely, 
there were more oxygen 
in the water, plant life 
and fish species would 
likely return, setting 
into motion a potential 
rebound of the entire 
food web of the bay. 
“It is a problem and 
is driven by nutrient 
runoff,” Klump said, referring to rural and 
urban sources of organic matter that wash 
into the bay. It seems the bay is simply 
a reflection of what’s happening on the 
landscape.

In 2012, state and federal regulators 

established a long-term plan to reduce levels 
of phosphorous and suspended solids in the 
lower Fox River and lower bay of Green 
Bay. This was because water samples had 
not met acceptable standards for these two 
pollutants. This plan set into motion efforts 
to keep nutrients out of the watershed.

The good news is that industry and 
municipal systems have made big cuts 
in pollutants that have fed the dead zone. 
But the bad news is that the lion’s share of 
runoff has come from farms and big CAFOs, 
which face far less regulatory pressure to 
cut back. There is no question that the bay 
is not functioning as it otherwise would if it 
did not have these excess inputs of nutrients, 
now primarily, but not exclusively, from big 
dairy operations.

Dead zones are 
created when 
algae, fed by 
nutrients, die and 
sink to the bottom. 
Dissolved oxygen 
is consumed as 
algae decomposes, 
sometimes to 
zero levels. 
Unfortunately, this 
year, heavy rains, 
high temperatures, 
and agricultural 
nutrient runoff are 
fueling the growth 
of blue-green algae, 

also known as Cyanobacteria, in Wisconsin 
waters including the Bay of Green Bay. 
Blue-green algae blooms can produce toxins 
that pose a health threat to humans and 
animals. Common symptoms of exposure 
to toxic blue-green algae include rashes, 
gastrointestinal ailments, and respiratory 

www.sciencedirect.com
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Conservationist to Be Hired 
at Door County Soil and 
Water Department

The Land Conservation Committee, a 
subcommittee of the County Board, 

has agreed to hire a conservationist for the 
county’s Soil and Water Department. This 
important position has been vacant for 
over two years. Representatives of DCEC 
wrote to all committee members, attended 
the committee meeting, and spoke strongly 
in favor of the hire. We felt the staffing of 
this position was vital in helping to explain, 
monitor, and help implement compliance with 
the new manure management NR 151 rule now 
part of the Wisconsin Administrative Code. 

Although NR 151 itself has no defined 
penalties for violations, the county could 
institute rule enforcement and cite violations 
if desired. Likely, the county will opt for 
voluntary compliance, and an additional 
conservationist is a positive first step. 

After a spirited discussion, the committee 
approved hiring a conservationist for the next 
eighteen months as a limited term employee. 
Some committee members argued for a regular 
employee hire, as they felt that would attract a 
superior candidate. I do believe that DCEC’s 
involvement was a positive influence that 
helped get committee approval to fill this vital 
conservationist position.

By Steve Eatough

irritation. Ingesting blue-green algae can be 
fatal to dogs.

Professor Klump’s study analyzed data 
from sampling stations in the bay as 
far north as Chambers Island. The data 
collected indicate that dissolved oxygen at 
the bottom of the bay has decreased over 
time. The number of days during the year 
in which oxygen levels are depleted in the 
bay has increased from 13% during the 
1980s and 1990s to 23% at the present time. 
Over this same time span, periods with no 
oxygen at the bottom of the bay rose from 
3% to 9%. The picture changes from year to 
year, but the trend is indeed concerning.

So, what can be done about all of this? It 
seems the regulation of manure originating 
from large dairy operations is very lax. 
The reasons are complicated but, in my 
opinion, are mostly economic. In spite 
of the overwhelming scientific data that 
manure mismanagement is a serious 
problem, our elected representatives do not 
want to offend big dairy operations. After 
all, Wisconsin is the dairy state. These 
large dairy operations and their related 
organizations, such as the Dairy Business 
Association, have very powerful lobbyists 
and these organizations make large political 
campaign donations. Therefore, I believe 
the solution to the problem will more likely 
be a market driven economic solution, 
as opposed to much-needed regulatory 
enforcement.

When a consumer decides, because of the 
unacceptable environmental practices of the 
dairy producers, not to purchase specific 
dairy products, the dairy industry will 
change those practices. The question is, will 
this occur before the bay is dramatically 
and potentially permanently changed? 
Consumers must vote, not only in all

 elections, but with their wallets as well, and 
make their reasons known to all. 

By Steve Eatough 
 
Adapted from an article written by Lee 
Bergquist of the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel.
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What’s in YOUR Milk? 
A Bovine Growth  
Hormone Primer 
 
What is bovine growth hormone?

T     he human form of growth hormone, 
also called somatotropin, is made by the 

pituitary gland. Bovine somatotropin (bST), 
also known as bovine growth hormone 
(BGH), is an animal drug approved by 
the U.S. Food and Drug Administration to 
increase milk production in dairy cows. 
This drug is based on the somatrotropin 
naturally produced in cattle. The bST 
made in a lab using genetic technology 
is typically called “recombinant” bovine 
growth hormone (rBGH) or “recombinant” 
somatrotropin (rbST).

Recombinant bovine growth hormone is 
given to dairy cattle to increase the yield of 
milk. An estimated 20% of dairy cows in 
the United States are injected with rBGH to 
increase milk production.

What is the history behind the use of 
bovine growth hormone in dairy cows? 

Bovine growth hormone received FDA 
approval in 1993. Despite opposition 
from scientists, farmers, and consumers, 
the United States currently allows dairy 
cows to be injected with recombinant 
bovine growth hormone. Conversely, while 
originally approved by many countries 
shortly after its release, rBGH has since 
been banned by the European Union, 
Canada, Australia, Japan, New Zealand, 
and Israel. Most of these bans went into 
effect in 2000, some earlier.

Why is use of bovine growth hormone 
controversial?

In 2007, Dr. Samuel Epstein wrote and 
published a book (What’s in Your Milk?) on 
the dangers of rBGH. This book revealed 
the science, politics, and corporate greed 
behind the creation and approval of rBGH. 
Since publication of Epstein’s book, many 
milk producers have decided to sell only 
rBGH-free milk and, in 2008, Monsanto 
sold its rBGH business unit to Eli Lilly.

What are the health concerns of bovine 
growth hormone use for humans?

Concerns about possible health effects in 
humans from milk produced using rBGH 
have focused on two main issues. First, 
does drinking milk from rBGH-treated 
cows increase blood levels of growth 
hormone, or IGF-1, in consumers? If 
it does, would this be expected to have 
any health effects in people, including 
increasing the risk of cancer? 

Bovine growth hormone levels are not 
significantly higher in milk from rBGH-
treated cows. Also, BGH is not active in 
humans, so even if it were absorbed from 
drinking milk, it wouldn’t be expected to 
cause health effects.

Of greater concern is the fact that milk 
from rBGH-treated cows has higher levels 
of IGF-1, a hormone that normally helps 
some types of cells to grow. Several studies 
have found that IGF-1 levels at the high 
end of the normal range may influence 
the development of certain tumors. Some 
early studies found a relationship between 
blood levels of IGF-1 and the development 
of prostate, breast, colorectal, and other 
cancers, but later studies have failed to 
confirm these reports or have found weaker 
relationships. While there may be a link 
between IGF-1 blood levels and cancer, the 
exact nature of this link remains unclear.
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Some studies have shown that adults who 
drink milk have about 10% higher levels of 
IGF-1 in their blood than those who drink 
little or no milk. But this same finding has 
also been reported in people who drink soy 
milk. This suggests that the increase in  
IGF-1 may not be specific to cow’s milk, and 
may be caused by protein, minerals, or some 
other factors in milk unrelated to rBGH. 
There have been no direct comparisons of 
IGF-1 levels in people who drink ordinary 
cow’s milk vs. milk stimulated by rBGH.

At this time, it is not clear that drinking milk, 
produced with or without rBGH treatment, 
increases blood IGF-1 levels into a range that 
might be of concern regarding cancer risk or 
other health effects.

A second concern of rBGH use for humans 
is one of increased use of antibiotics. Cows 
treated with rBGH tend to develop more 
udder infections (mastitis). (This problem 
was one of the reasons the European Union 
and other countries banned it.) These cows 
are given more antibiotics than cows not 
given rBGH. Does this increased use of 
antibiotics lead to more antibiotic-resistant 
bacteria, and is this a health concern for 
people? The increased use of antibiotics to 
treat rBGH-induced mastitis does promote  
the development of antibiotic-resistant 
bacteria, but the extent to which these are 
transmitted to humans is unclear.

As with all drugs approved by FDA, the 
Agency continues to monitor the safety and 
effectiveness of bovine growth hormone 
through post-approval surveillance and 
review of all reported adverse drug 
experiences.

Let the consumer decide

For nearly twenty-five years, rBGH/rbST has 

been a staple in the dairy products consumed 
by Americans. Since these products are not 
labeled as containing rBGH/rbST, most 
consumers have no idea that a growth 
hormone intended to induce dairy cows to 
be more productive is in much of their milk, 
cheese and yogurt. After approving the use 
of rBGH in 1993, the U.S. Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) refused the appeals 
of consumers, food safety organizations, 
and scientists to reverse its approval of the 
hormone, or to simply require labeling of 
foods containing rBGH. The FDA’s decision 
has stood despite regulatory bodies in both 
Canada and Europe rejecting the hormone 
due to numerous animal and human health 
concerns.

While some producers label their milk, it’s 
not always easy to find non-rBGH/rbST 
milk. Thankfully, consumer concerns over 
the unlabeled use of rBGH has led to many 
dairy companies going rBGH-free and 
labeling their products as such. In 2014, 
only 9.7% of U.S. dairy operations were 
using rBGH.

Consumers have a lot of political power, 
including in the checkout line. Buyers can 
send strong signals to dairy companies – 
with impressive results. Consumers can use 
their wallets as a weapon and fight back.

Let the consumer decide what they are 
willing to pay to ingest. Indeed, what is in 
your milk, and what are you willing to pay 
for? Information is power.

By Mike Bahrke

Sources:  
American Cancer Society; The Center for 
Food Safety
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DCEC Teams Up With 
TerraCycle

Recycling is great way to keep materials 
out of landfills. We can all help the 

environment by recycling as much as 
possible. However, in Sturgeon Bay, these 
items are currently not recycled: contact 
lenses; toothpaste tubes; and perfume 
bottles. The end of life of these products 
means disposing of them in a landfill. Even 
in the landfill these materials take decades to 
decompose and can cause toxins to penetrate 
the soil. While some recycling technology is 
available at our city’s sanitation department, 
the community needs the majority of 
residents to participate to make the recycling 
process worthwhile.

Based on the DNR’s 2016 statistics, 
Wisconsin generates 4.6 million tons of 
trash and recyclables each year. Over half 
of that amount is recycled, which is a great 
start on saving money for business and 
consumers.

One ton of recycled glass saves 10 gallons 
of oil. One ton of recycled plastic saves 
1,000-2,000 gallons of gasoline. Not only 
do we save the cost of new material, but we 
are also helping companies reduce their fuel 
cost. If residents recycled, businesses could 
reduce the cost of their product.

TerraCycle is a company committed to 
making changes in recycling. It reports that 
over 25% of garbage ends up in oceans. 
The Earth has two large plastic patches 
floating in the oceans. Since these patches 
are in international waters, no government 
is willing to take responsibility for cleaning 
them up. One of these patches is in the 
Pacific Ocean, called the Great Pacific 
Garbage Patch, and the other is in the North 

Atlantic Ocean. While these patches are 
floating around, pieces of plastic get broken 
down but not removed. Many small pieces 
of plastic are consumed by marine life. This 
marine life is part of our food chain.

TerraCycle offers a variety of programs 
geared to recycling items that city sanitation 
programs do not. These programs are free 
and help reduce landfill waste. Any group or 
individual can participate. Major businesses 
have partnered with TerraCycle to collect 
and recycle as much as possible. Groups can 
earn rewards for schools and non-profits. For 
each type of program the amount of waste 
sent in is reimbursed with a $0.01 donation 
to a non-profit. To learn more, visit www.
terracycle.com.

Currently the Door County Environmental 
Council is participating in these programs: 
cigarette waste (filters and packaging); pet 
food bags; perfume bottles; and solo cups. 

While the Door County Environmental 
Council offers limited participating 
programs, there are other opportunities to 
collect and recycle. If you would like to 
recycle hard-to-recycle items, the Door 
County Environmental Council can help. To 
be a part of this movement please contact 
Renee at reneemcallister@att.net.

By Renee McAllister 

Sources:
https://dnr.wi.gov/topic/recycling/facts.html

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Great_Pacific_
garbage_patch

https://www.usatoday.com/story/tech/
science/2018/03/22/great-pacific-garbage-
patch-grows/446405002/
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Coal Tar vs. Asphalt 
Sealcoats – Does It Matter?

The short answer is “yes.” For the 
environment, note that coal tar sealants 

contain polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons 
(PAH) and are considered carcinogenic. They 
pose a potential hazard not only to those 
applying the sealant but also to those exposed 
to the evaporating material. Even more to the 
point, runoff such as rain water potentially 
carries the PAH to the groundwater. 

Coal tar sealants were used especially when 
pavement was coal tar based. They harden 
to a shiny surface which is very hard but 
brittle and unable to flex so they are prone to 
cracking. However they tolerate cold weather 
well and are resistant to spilled fuel. They 
also emit a strong odor and fumes that, 
especially in direct sunlight and high heat, 
can cause skin irritation until cured. They 
also cause staining.

Asphalt based sealcoats, on the other hand, 
contain negligible amounts of PAH. Other 
materials are added to more closely match 
the cold temperature and fuel tolerance of 
coal tar sealants. Asphalt sealers dry quickly 
to a black, matte finish. They do not cause 
skin irritation or staining, and they are more 
flexible and thus resistant to cracking. When 
properly mixed and applied, most asphalt 
sealcoat can be expected to last as long as or 
longer than a coal tar sealcoat. 

Let’s keep PAH away from our environment, 
our children, and ourselves.

By John J. Beck

Source:   
http://www.pavemanpro.com/article/a_
discussion_of_coal_tar_versus_asphalt_
based_sealcoats/

Rounding Off on Roundup

In 2015, the World Health Organization 
classified glyphosate as a probable 

carcinogenic to humans and animals. 
Additional studies have linked Roundup to 
non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma or NHL, a cancer 
that begins in the cells of the lymphatic and 
immune system.

“These new studies, and reports of 
health problems among those with long-
term exposure to Roundup and related 
products, are now supporting lawsuits 
against Monsanto. Those lawsuits accuse 
the company of knowing about the link 
between Roundup and cancer for more than 
30 years, and failing to warn consumers of 
the dangers. Court documents reveal that 
Monsanto purposely created a campaign 
of misinformation in order to manipulate 
government agencies and the public into 
believing the product is safe.” (Carse, 2017)

Safe Lawns (safelawns.org), an advocacy 
organization and information source for 
natural lawn care, has been endorsed by 
former Door Property Owners vice president, 
Patrick Fitzgerald. He has been a constant 
voice in chemical alternatives for lawn care.

DCEC is seeking committee members to 
join us in the Safe Lawn cause here in Door 
County. Please contact our administrator, 
Leslie Boden, at adm.dcec@gmail.com.

By Leslie Boden

Source: 
Carse Law Firm Principle Office (2017, July 
19). Cancer from Roundup Weed Killer. 
Retrieved from Carse Law Firm: https://
carselaw.com/roundup-weed-killer-litigation-
quiz/
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DCEC Leadership
PRESIDENT:  Mike Bahrke, Ellison Bay
VICE-PRESIDENT:  Steve Eatough, Sister Bay
SECRETARY:  Paul Leline, Baileys Harbor
TREASURER:  Eileen Andera, Sturgeon Bay
DIRECTORS:  
   Dorothy Anderson, Liberty Grove
   John Beck, Sevastopol
   Susan Marks, Sturgeon Bay
   Renee McAllister, Sturgeon Bay
HONORARY DIRECTORS:  
   Tony Haswell 
   James Ingwersen
   Flora Langlois
   Bob Merline  
   Carol Sills 
   Karen Wilson
   Libby Zimmerman
ADMINISTRATOR:  Leslie Boden, Sturgeon Bay
BOOKKEEPER:  Nancy Raye, Sturgeon Bay
COMMUNICATIONS COORDINATOR:
   Kaethe Gutierrez, Sturgeon Bay

The Door County Environmental Council
P.O. Box 114
Fish Creek, WI 54212
(920) 743-6003

On the web: www.dcec-wi.org
Email: contact@dcec-wi.org or 
            adm.dcec@gmail.com

LIKE our NEW page on Facebook: 
The Door County Environmental Council at  
www.facebook.com/The-Door-County- 
Environmental-Council-793102617392133/

DCEC MEMBERSHIP FORM -- JOIN TODAY!!

☐  $25 Individual ☐  $35 Family ☐  $50 Sustaining
☐  $100 Donor ☐  $15 Student/Limited ☐  $_______ Other

Name (s) _____________________________________________________________________________________
Address_______________________________________________________________________________________
City____________________________State_____Zip________Email_____________________________________
Phone (____)______________________________                                    Door County voter?    ☐  Yes        ☐  No

Please mail with payment to:  DCEC, P.O. Box 114, Fish Creek, WI 54212

Your Government Representatives
Governor Scott Walker
  115 East Capitol
  Madison, WI 53702
  (608)266-1212
  Email: govgeneral@wisconsin.gov
  www.walker.wi.gov

State Senator Caleb Frostman
  Room 22 South
  PO Box 7882, State Capitol
  Madison, WI 53707-7882
  (608)266-3512
  Email:sen.frostman@legis.wisconsin.gov

State Representative Joel C. Kitchens
  P.O. Box 8952
  Madison, WI 53708-8952
  (608)266-5350
  Toll Free: (888)482-0001
  Fax: (608)282-3601
  Email: repdoc.kitchens@legis.wi.gov

U.S. Senator Ron Johnson
  328 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
  Washington: (202)224-5323
  Milwaukee office: 414-276-7282
  Fax: (202)228-6965
  www.ronjohnson.senate.gov

U.S. Senator Tammy Baldwin
  717 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
  Washington DC 20510
  (202)224-5653
  From WI: (800)247-5645
  Madison office: (608)264-5338
  www.baldwin.senate.gov

U.S. Respresentative Mike Gallagher 
  1007 Longworth House Office Bldg.
  Washington DC 20515
  (202)225-5665
  Appleton office: (920)380-0061
  333 W College Ave.
  Appleton, WI 54911

https://twitter.com/DCEC15
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