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Fight to Stop Kinder Morgan’s Tennessee Pipeline
Hazardous Liquids Conversion Continues
Kentucky Heartwood, along with partners Kentucky Resources Council and
Allegheny Defense Project, filed a Petition for Review with the D.C. Circuit
Court of Appeals on January 31st asking the Court to review the decision by
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) approving the abandonment and repurposing of Kinder Morgan’s Tennessee Gas Pipeline (TGP).
Kentucky Heartwood and the Kentucky Resources Council are the only entities
in Kentucky that received formal intervenor status, which is required for any
administrative or legal challenges. Last September, FERC approved Kinder
Morgan’s application to cease transporting natural gas through the more than
70 year-old Tennessee pipeline, reverse flow, and ship natural gas liquids
(NGLs) southward. Natural gas liquids are hydrocarbons other than natural gas
(methane) that are co-produced through gas extraction. The flow reversal is
intended to move a glut of NGLs from the fracking boom in the northeast to processing and export facilities along the Gulf Coast. Natural gas liquids are heavier, more explosive, and pose increased risks to groundwater and communities
compared to natural gas. Reversing flow in a more than 70 year-old pipeline
also poses unique safety risks.
Kentucky Heartwood and our partners in October filed an administrative challenge called a “Request for rehearing” with FERC. The Commission followed
up by issuing a “tolling order,” which is essentially a statement acknowledging
the challenge, but refusing to issue a timely decision on it. This is a disingenuous tactic that FERC has taken in several cases, whereby projects are allowed
to move forward, but any challenges to the decision cannot proceed to court
because FERC has failed to issue a decision on the challenge. We contend
that the tolling order, in effect, represents a denial of our Request. FERC’s use
of tolling orders is being challenged in court elsewhere. In the meantime, Kinder Morgan has stated that they are currently unable to proceed with the project
because they do not have purchaser agreements lined up.
The challenge to FERCs decision is separate from local actions that may be
taken by Madison and Boyle Counties, both of which adopted conditional use
permitting requirements for hazardous liquids pipelines. These local zoning issues will come in to play once Kinder Morgan proceeds with the abandonment
and flow reversal.
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(Social Media, cont’d)
Some may see such a call for discretion or keeping some areas hidden as elitist.
But I would disagree. The forest and its gems are still out there to find, just as
they have been since before Instagram and easy access to GPS. And I think that
it’s good for us, as humans, to keep some things off the map.
Beyond conservation issues, there is something about the spirit of wild places
and the unknown that’s good for the soul; a sort of antidote to the ceaseless colonization of every facet of the landscape. Our expanding world of data, like the
increasingly fine-grained satellite imagery on Google Earth or the newly available
Kentucky LiDAR datasets, can be captivating. I’ve lost untold hours gazing at the
digitized landscape. But part of me feels that something worthwhile is drifting
away.
And none of this is to deny the power of using social media to educate people
about our natural world, or to grow and galvanize support for protecting places.
But, as with so many aspects of today’s society, technology and social trends are
moving at a far quicker pace than our ability to analyze, respond, and develop
sensible norms.
To foster this conversation, Kentucky Heartwood is teaming up with the Explore
Kentucky Initiative to host an open forum to discuss the role of social media as it
relates to user impacts. The date and location have yet to be set, but we’ll be
sure to send out information over email, Facebook, and Instagram. Oh, the irony.

KENTUCKY HEARTWOOD MEMBERSHIP FORM
Mail to: P.O. Box 1486, Berea KY, 40403
Contact us at: kentuckyheartwood@gmail.com
www.kyheartwood.org ¤ 859-334-0602
Please add my name to the list of people who want to see Kentucky’s
public lands protected.

NAME _____________________________________________
ADDRESS __________________________________________
CITY/ST/ZIP ________________________________________
PHONE ________________ EMAIL ______________________
______ $5 Hunter/Gatherer

______ $50 Family Membership

______ $30 Basic Membership

______ $ Whatever you want to give

______ Don’t bother sending me a thank you note
______ I can volunteer my time
This donation is a gift from:_________________________________
This donation is in honor of:_________________________
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Greenwood project approved by Forest Service
Our fight over the Greenwood project came to an underwhelming and, for the
most part, disappointing conclusion at the end of October. Kentucky Heartwood
worked for more than three years to see the project turn from a typical timber
harvest toward a science-based plan that would support the restoration of relict,
fire-adapted open forest communities as well as the recovery of large areas of
old-growth. In July 2017, the Forest Service issued their Draft Decision Notice
and Finding of No Significant Impact – a preliminary approval of the project.
Kentucky Heartwood then filed a detailed, 32 page predecisional objection (a
formal administrative objection) detailing a wide range of issues, concerns, and
failures in the Forest Service’s analysis. In October, we had a formal meeting
with Forest Service officials to seek resolution to the concerns raised in our objection. The meeting was scheduled for two hours but stretched to four hours as
we delved deep in to the issues. The meeting was somewhat constructive.
In the end, the Forest Service did agree to some small changes, and made
overtures toward more careful planning in the future. While the Forest Service
did not agree to go back and actually survey the project area for rare species
and communities, they stated that they planned to receive increased training
from the Kentucky State Nature Preserves Commission (KSNPC) on how to
identify rare communities, would look for rare communities during project implementation, and adjust management accordingly. They also committed to consulting with KSNPC and Kentucky Heartwood in taking a closer look at management opportunities in the 751 Roadsides/Curt Pond Ridge area – a hotspot for
Cumberland barrens remnants that are in desperate need of careful, active
management, as well as possible remnant barrens sites in the Blue John area.
Another point of resolution that was addressed was the Forest Service’s prior
unwillingness to provide clear targets for native versus non-native plantings in
75 wildlife openings covering 222 acres. The Forest Service has now formally
clarified that they will manage for 35% in cool season grasses and grains, 20%
in native pollinator mixes, and 45% in native grasses. While we would rather see
all of the area managed for native vegetation, this is a clear improvement over
the current condition and the vague statements made throughout the analysis.
With regard to the proposed broadcast spraying of herbicides in wildlife openings, the Forest Service has agreed to apply herbicides only after vegetation
has been cut down or is otherwise out of flowering in order to avoid impacts to
native pollinators and birds, and to spray no more than 33% of the total acreage
in a given year. Again, this is not what we wanted, but it is a meaningful improvement.
These changes are in addition to those that came about between the original
2014 scoping document and publication of the Environmental Assessment in
early 2017. Those changes included reducing the amount of logging by about
600 acres (including eliminating logging that was planned at the trailhead to the
Three Forks of Beaver Creek overlook) and the elimination of 26 miles of bulldozed firelines.
What is most disappointing, however, is that the Forest Service misrepresented
forest conditions in many areas in order to promote logging. Several sites covering hundreds of acres that are now largely open-canopied as a result of the
1999-2002 southern pine beetle outbreak, and which have good floristic indicators of barrens or woodland type communities, will not be managed with fire or
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(Cont’d on page 9)

Core Notes

The Promised Plunder of Our Public Lands
Legislative and regulatory attacks on the environment reached appalling highs in
2017, and show no sign of slowing as we enter 2018. Our national forest lands,
and the countless species that depend on them, are fast becoming victims of this
frenzy of deregulation and politicians’ contemptable pandering to extractive industries. Most of the changes in the works with bearing on our 188 million acres of
national forest lands come in the form of targeted, jargon-laden edits to laws and
policies that have largely failed to capture the attention of the media or public atlarge. However, their impacts will be profound and lasting.
One of the most significant legislative assaults on our national forests came in the
form of the deceitfully-named Resilient Federal Forests Act of 2017. The bill was
sponsored by Representative Bruce Westerman of Arkansas, who’s largest campaign donor is the timber industry. Arkansas ranked 6th among all states for the
volume of timber cut on national forest lands in 2017. The sweeping, 86-page bill
allows logging projects on up to 10,000 acres to occur with almost no environmental analysis, severely limited public input, and few opportunities for administrative
or judicial review. The bill further limits protections for endangered species and
redirects restoration funding to planning timber sales. Senate bills mirroring some
of the provisions of the Westerman bill were introduced by Senators Thune and
Barrasso.
Kentucky Heartwood’s Tina Marie Johnson,
Austin Williams, and Jim Scheff travelled to
Washington, D.C. in early November to meet
with legislators and their staff about the Westerman bill and other troubling legislation. We
joined about two dozen activists from around
the country, with our trip sponsored by The Wilderness Society. Even though the Westerman
bill was passed in the House of Representatives Rep. James Comer & Kentucky
the evening that we arrived, our meetings were Heartwood Staff
still productive. Most of the House offices that
we visited conveyed that they’d received calls opposing the Westerman bill. Thank
you to everyone who called. It does help. Kentucky Representatives Yarmuth and
Comer voted against the bill, with all others voting to support it. Congressman
Comer was one of only nine Republicans to vote against the bill, with his opposition coming as a demonstration of support for the local, bipartisan effort to protect
Land Between the Lakes from logging. In the end, the bill passed 232 to 188, with
10 Democrats voting in support. When a previous version of the bill was voted on
in 2016, the only Republican voting against the measure was former Kentucky
Congressman Ed Whitfield, with 19 Democrats voting in support.
Because the Resilient Federal Forests Act won’t become law without a Senate
companion, it is anticipated that some version of the language from the Westerman bill will be folded into a must-pass legislative package like the 2018 Farm Bill.
The Farm Bill often includes forest-related provisions. This means that there will
likely be future opportunities to weaken or defeat some of the provisions passed
by the House.
Meanwhile, the U.S. Forest Service announced on January 3rd that they are considering amendments to their procedures for implementing the National Forest
Policy Act (NEPA). In effect, what they are working toward is adopting policies that
would allow them to, similar to the Westerman bill, approve large timber sales
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(Cont’d on page 8)

Member Potluck: You are invited to the 2018 Kentucky Heartwood Member
Potluck on Saturday, February 24th at the Unitarian Universalist Church at 3564
Clays Mill Road in Lexington. Please bring a dish to share. Potluck begins at 5. For
this year’s gathering, David Hurt will be giving a performance of: Lilley Cornett - A
Voice for the Forest 1888-1958. The play is 50 minutes long and will begin at 6 pm.
All are welcome!
Celebrating the Forest (25 years of Kentucky Heartwood): We are excited to
share this film with the world! Take a journey through the history of Kentucky Heartwood. Shot and edited by Sellus Wilder, and produced by Joel Dufour. View online
at: vimeo.com/240695102
Special thanks to Patagonia, Astrov, and the
Thomas Jefferson Unitarian Universalist
Church: Patagonia is a long-time supporter of
our work, and we are thankful to have been approved for a grant to support our Forest Watch
work in 2018. Another long-time supporter is Astrov, founded by artist Phillip Krohn, who donates
100% of proceeds from sales of the eARTh sticker
to promote biodiversity and protect the natural
world. Check them out at earthsticker.com. We are
honored to have been chosen as the recipient of a
$600 donation from the Thomas Jefferson Unitarian Church, raised through their Green Sanctuary
Fair Trade sales. We were enthusiastically welcomed by the congregation and had
a great time introducing more people to our work.
Other ways to give: If you shop online, check out Amazon Smile, which donates 0.5% of the price of purchases to an organization of your choice. It’s easy to
do; go to smile.amazon.com and choose Kentucky Heartwood. We also participate
in the Kroger Community Rewards program, which allows you to link a Kroger Plus
card to an organization, resulting in donations from Kroger to us, at no extra cost to
you. Visit www.kroger.com/topic/community-rewards-5 for directions.
Next Meeting: Our next council meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, March 20.
We generally meet on the third Tuesday of each month, from 7-9 pm in Lexington.
Call or email for directions to the meeting place. All are welcome!

(Greenwood, cont’d)
otherwise. Meanwhile, intact, closed-canopy hardwood forests will be cut to
“restore” open-canopied and pine forests, with 139 log landings cleared and compacted to facilitate the removal of timber on over 2,000 acres.
Over the coming years we will closely monitor implementation of the project. Some
species and forest communities will likely benefit – particularly if the proposed fire
management is implemented carefully for appropriate, site-specific ecological responses. However, there will certainly be negative impacts, disruptions, and tradeoffs for years to come.
To learn more about the ecology of the Greenwood area and our efforts to affect
change on this project, please see our Summer 2016 and Summer 2017 newsletters, as well as our comments and predecisional objection, all of which are available on our website.
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Conservation in the Age of Social Media

(Promised Plunder, cont’d)
without preparing an Environmental Assessment, and limiting public comment
opportunities through use of Categorical Exclusions (CE). We’ve been told that
the agency is looking to allow these exemptions for timber sales up to 5,000
acres. Kentucky Heartwood joined national and regional partners in submitting
detailed comments to the Forest Service in early February.
In a new attack on the Wilderness Act, a newly-formed mountain biking organization called the Sustainable Trails Coalition (STC) has teamed up with some of
the most anti-Wilderness and anti-public lands members of congress in an attempt to amend and weaken the Wilderness act of 1964. H.R. 1349 would
amend the Wilderness Act to allow mountain bikes in areas protected as part of
the National Wilderness Preservation System. Kentucky’s only federally designated Wilderness Areas are the Clifty Wilderness in the Red River Gorge and
the Beaver Creek Wilderness in McCreary County. The STC has incorrectly asserted that the Wilderness Act was never intended to exclude bicycles, and are
framing proposed amendments to the legislation around the argument that they
would merely clarify the original intent of the Wilderness Act. A representative of
the STC was invited to testify in front of Congress in early December, with no
dissenting voices allowed to testify or rebut. For more information on this issue
visit Wilderness Watch at wildernesswatch.org.
A whole host of assaults have been aimed at special places, and species,
across the country. One of the most awful comes from efforts by a Chilean Mining Company, Twin Metals, to open a copper and nickel mine in the Superior
National Forest at the edge of the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness
(BWCAW). The BWCAW is a 1.1 million acre Wilderness Area in northern Minnesota that is one of the most visited in the nation, with about 250,000 visitors
annually. The BWCAW is a massive landscape including a vast number of pristine lakes, wetlands, marshes, deep forest, and an abundance of wildlife. The
Twin Metals mine would operate in the headwaters of the Wilderness and the
Kawishiwi River, with acid mine runoff from the mining operations likely to degrade large portions of the BWCAW. Though the mining project was stopped
under the Obama administration, those protections proved temporary. In November, the U.S. House of Representatives passed a bill to give the mining rights
Twin Metals. No companion bill has moved forward in the Senate. In December,
the Bureau of Land Management (which is responsible for federal minerals leasing), reversed a previous determination that had blocked the mining project. The
BLM decision to turn over mineral rights to Twin Metals was made by Daniel Jorjani, a Department of Interior lawyer who is close to Secretary Ryan Zinke and
was formerly an advisor to David Koch. It has also been reported that the billionaire owner of Twin Metals, Andronico Luksic, has a financial relationship with
Ivanka Trump and Jared Kushner. See www.savetheboundarywaters.org for
more information on the campaign to Save the Boundary Waters.
The pace and severity of today’s politics are doubtless a deliberate strategy to
make it difficult for people to organize effectively while our natural heritage is
turned over to profiteers. But opposition can still be effective. We need to limit
the power of the daily distractions and focus on those fights with lasting consequences, and on the struggles where we find our passions. So please keep
reading the emails, making the phone calls, and supporting the organizations
working to protect people and places.
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There has been a substantial increase in recent
years in the number of people seeking outdoor experiences in wild places. Social media, such as Instagram and Facebook, has helped fuel this growth, directing more people to wild and scenic places across
the spectrum of accessibility.
It is now undeniable that the popularization of some
sites through social media has led to an increase in
user impacts. Some user impacts are simply malicious, like the shocking level of vandalism at Lockegee Rock in the Daniel Boone National Forest near
Cave Run Lake. Other impacts, like the trampling of
sensitive and rare vegetation under some clifflines,
are accidental or incidental, and trace largely to a
lack of knowledge. But every footstep, every entry
into the forest, leaves its mark. How we assess and address our impacts are in
certain respects personal. But public education, dialogue, and the setting of norms
are crucial if we are to protect many wild places from being badly degraded in this
era of expanding use.
Social media operates as an amplifier. This is true for both the most accessible of
locations and for previously hidden or relatively unknown sites. More use, for the
most part, leads to more impacts – even if we don’t immediately notice them. Our
perspective on the integrity of a place can easily be warped by the temporal nature of our experience, where the accrual of user impacts over many years is unnoticed or masked by the overall beauty. I think here of Anglin Falls, a wonderfully
scenic and accessible waterfall in a State Nature Preserve in Madison County.
Despite the beauty of the stone and falling water, the area immediately surrounding the falls is increasingly characterized by bare and compacted soil, user trails,
and rocks scraped clean of the mosses, lichens, and ferns that would have
adorned them once upon a time.
I have also visited places that seem hidden from people and time, where entry
means a belly crawl through rhododendron and where the lichens still adorn the
rock. Yet even in these places one can sometimes find the moss knocked off a log
or rock face, or the soil compacted at a noteworthy vista. I’ve visited mostly unknown old-growth trees that were visited by researchers for sampling 5 years previously and could still see where the researchers stood – adding my own imprints
in the process. I would be arrogant to think that I am alone in knowing these places. What will happen as more people strike out into the woods with GPS and
smartphone to explore and find these previously hidden gems? By sharing information about a place on Instagram am I compounding my own impacts?
In recognition of the relationship between social media and growing user impacts,
some have proposed the adoption of an 8th Leave No Trace principle addressing
the phenomenon. Leave No Trace is a set of seven principles aimed at lessening
our impacts as users of the outdoors. The current Leave No Trace principles include: 1) Plan ahead and prepare, 2) Travel and camp on durable surfaces, 3)
Dispose of waste properly, 4) Leave what you find, 5) Minimize campfire impacts,
6) Respect wildlife, and 7) Be considerate of other visitors. An 8th principle wouldn’t insist on some ban on social media, but would encourage discretion in social
media posts.
(Cont’d on page 11)
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Saving our Hemlocks

By Jim Scheff, Director

Since it was first discovered in Kentucky in 2006, the hemlock woolly adelgid
beetles, though these releases have not been successful at controlling HWA.
(HWA) has spread throughout eastern Kentucky, with an increasing number of
Some researchers in the northeast, however, have observed some successes with
hemlock forests infested and in decline. The HWA (Adelges tsugae) is an invasive, ST beetles.
aphid-like insect from Japan that has killed off eastern hemlock (Tsuga canadenMost interest in the southeast has been on two species of Laricobius beetles.
sis) and Carolina hemlock (Tsuga caroliniana) trees throughout the southeast. The Laricobius nigrinus is a predator beetle native to the Pacific Northwest, while
adelgid is now spreading north and east throughout the native range of the eastern Laricobius osakensis is native to Japan and is associated with the specific type of
hemlock. As of yet, there is no evidence of natural resistance in eastern North
HWA that’s infesting eastern North America. Large releases of both species of
American hemlock populations.
Laricobius have occurred in the southeast, though have been
Efforts to save our hemlocks have focused on chemical and
extremely limited in Kentucky. We’ve had one release of
biological controls, with chemical treatments offering the
Laricobius osakensis on the Daniel Boone and are getting
most immediate impact and so far the only proven potential,
ready for a second release. There’s been a production bottlehowever temporary, solution. Chemical treatments usually
neck limiting procurement of Laricobius beetles for Kentucky.
consist of a limited, dosed soil treatment of imidacloprid
Kentucky Heartwood has been working with the Forest Serwhich protects trees for 3 to 5 years. Evidence suggests that
vice and KDF to find ways to increase production and availanon-target impacts from this use of imidacloprid are very
bility of Laricobius beetles for use here. We anticipate a major
limited, particularly when compared to the cascading loss of
fundraising campaign in 2018 to expand production at the
biota associated with the loss of hemlocks. While we are
Lindsay Young Beneficial Insects Laboratory at University of
generally opposed to the use of chemicals for forest manTennessee specifically for releases in Kentucky.
agement, Kentucky Heartwood supports the use of imidacloThe use of biological controls is not without risk. Many of our
prid to save hemlock trees.
most problematic invasive species were introduced as biologIn 2011, the Daniel Boone National Forest (DBNF) approved
ical controls. One need look no further than kudzu or the
chemical treatments in about 100 hemlock stands designatAsian lady beetle (Harmonia axyridis) for evidence of introed as Hemlock Conservation Areas (HCAs). Most HCAs
duced species gone wrong. While Laricobius and
have been treated once, primarily by the Kentucky Division
Sasajiscymnus beetles have been studied extensively with
of Forestry (KDF) under a cooperative agreement with the
regard to ancillary ecological impacts, nature rarely behaves
DBNF. The KDF team has so far treated approximately
as anticipated. Kentucky Heartwood has approached biologi80,000 trees on federal and state public lands. Kentucky
cal controls for HWA with trepidation. However, the impacts
Heartwood has hosted three volunteer days to help with the
of local and range-wide extinction of the eastern hemlock will
treatments, and will be expanding volunteer opportunities in
have massive, permanent consequences to a wide range of
2018. In 2017, we worked with the Forest Service and the
species including insects, fungi, birds, and even aquatic comKDF toward an expansion of allowable treatments areas in
munities. For this reason, Kentucky Heartwood supports the
the Daniel Boone. That decision was signed in November
introduction of specific predatory species. We realize that not
Austin Williams stands next to a treated eastern
2017 and allows flexibility to treat hemlock stands across
all of our members will support this position.
hemlock in Laurel county
most of the DBNF. Kentucky Heartwood has been working
Kentucky Heartwood recently secured a two-year, $40,000
with the DBNF and KDF to identify high conservation value
grant to support a half-time position dedicated to expanding efforts to save hemhemlock stands for treatment that were missed in the original decision.
locks on both private and public lands. The position has been filled by Austin WilBiological control of HWA through introduced predator species offers the greatest
liams, who also manages our Cumberland Ecoforestry program at half-time.
hope for the long-term survival of hemlocks. While some native insects do eat
Through our hemlock program we will help expand capacity for both the DBNF and
HWA, none specialize on the adelgid or are effective in keeping HWA populations
KDF, and fill gaps that the agencies are currently unable to fill.
down. Various species of HWA are native across Asia and the Pacific Northwest,
One of the things we’re working on is a new web portal to provide information and
and in these areas there are a variety of predator insects that appear to control
resources on HWA, with an emphasis on providing private landowners with the
HWA populations. Several species have been experimented with in the eastern
tools needed to protect their hemlocks, as well as raising general awareness of the
U.S. over the last two decades. Evidence of efficacy for introduced predator spehemlock crisis in Kentucky. We will also be organizing regular volunteer days to
cies has been mixed and largely underwhelming. But some examples of control
support the KDF team in treatments on public lands. Expect to see a lot more in
are evident. Hundreds of thousands of tiny Sasajiscymnus tsugae (ST), a species
the coming months regarding opportunities to help save our hemlocks at this critiof beetle, have been released in hemlocks forests, including large numbers in the
cal moment. For more information on the program, email Austin Williams at ausGreat Smoky Mountains National Park. Southeastern researchers have not found
tin@cumberlandecoforestry.com.
ST beetles to be particularly effective. Kentucky has had several releases of ST
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