
Spring Creek Coalition Board Meeting Minutes 

September 13, 2018 

 

A regular meeting of the Board of Directors of Spring Creek Coalition (“SCC”) was held on September 

13, 2018, at the Shusterman-Benson Library in Tulsa, Oklahoma.  The following board members were 

present:  Beth Rooney, Rick Brattin, Charles Drury, Donna Drury, George Kamp, David Martinez, Jim 

McCoy, and Jessica Spencer.  Guest Martin Rooney also was present.  Beth Rooney called the meeting to 

order at 6:15pm. 

 

1. Housekeeping: 

a. Approval of last meeting’s minutes.  Beth asked if everyone had received the minutes of the 

August 9, 2018, meeting.   It was moved/seconded (Kamp/MCoy) to approve the minutes as 

distributed.  Motion passed with unanimous support. 

b. Treasurer’s report.  Since last meeting, the SCC had no submitted expenses; income in the form 

of, one lifetime and one regular membership, a $200 donation to support well testing, $8,906 

transferred from the GoFundMe website; and a resulting balance of $14,469.  Jim McCoy had 

agreed to take over duties as Treasurer, and this would include managing the GoFundMe 

contributions. 

2. Goal #1:  Continue to Build a Coalition: 

a. Fall newsletter.  Beth had brought printed copies of the fall newsletter and board members 

prepared them for mailing (folding/taping/labeling/stamping).  Digital copies would be e-mailed 

in the next couple of days.   

b. Fall clean-up.  Plans for the November 3 creek clean-up were reviewed.  Based on expected 

turnout, it was thought most likely that people from Cedar Crest would largely handle clean-up 

work at Cooper’s Bridge, and other people would largely handle King’s Curve; there was doubt 

about also being able to clean up the Cave Springs/Littlefield’s area.  Neal Russell would bring 

his truck to Cooper’s Bridge.  Recyclables would be kept separate from trash, and George Kamp 

offered to bring the former back to Tulsa for recycling. 

c. SCC calendars.  Beth expressed her opinion that the coalition should produce a 2019 calendar but 

have fewer printed to reduce the likelihood of ending up with surplus calendars that would not 

sell.  She had begun work on the calendar and asked board members to send her images, but 

thought she might skip the previous process of selecting final images at a future board meeting.  

Board members present were agreeable to whatever process Beth wished to use. 

3. Goals #3 & 4:  GIS and Science: 

a. David and Jim gave updates on development of the SCC GIS.  Following submittal of the IRS 

letter obtained by Beth, ESRI agreed to recognize the SCC as a nonprofit organization, making us 

eligible for discounted software.  The next steps would be to decide how many of which software 

products to purchase and pay the corresponding fees, which run on an annual basis.  David’s 

initial recommendation is for the SCC to purchase a single copy of the desktop software and 

additional online licenses depending on the level of interest of various board members.  He had 

contact with a representative in ESRI’s Nonprofit Program who would be able to advise us on 

purchases appropriate for our anticipated use.  David’s plan is to set up a call with that person and 

also Jim McCoy; from the conclusions of that call, we would proceed with purchasing software.  

He pointed out it also would be possible to start with a minimal purchase and if board interest 

increased, to add additional users at a later time. 



b. Cherokee Nation GIS.  Beth discussed steps that had been taken by the Cherokee Nation to map 

pending poultry farm applications and also contact she had made with the Nation’s Sara Hill and 

Cara Cowan Watts, PhD, Biosystems Engineering.  They both expressed a willingness to 

coordinate with the SCC on its use of GIS and related mapping applications.  Beth forwarded 

information to David and Jim to facilitate their contact of Dr. Watts 

4. Goal #5:  Programs for Watershed Schools: 

a. Plans were on-track to hold two events as listed in the agenda:  the first for Oaks Mission 3
rd

 

through 8
th
 graders would occur on the Spencer’s property (9/26) and the second for Peggs 7

th
 and 

8
th
 graders would occur on the Drury’s property (9/27).  Representatives of the Blue Thumb 

Program would be there to help with presentations.  Watermelon and hot dogs would be provided 

as snacks.  Rick expressed his support for these programs and thought it important for the SCC to 

continue them. 

5. Goal #9:  Poultry House Proliferation Issue: 

a. Pam Kingfisher efforts:  Beth reported that Pam and other Spring Creek Guardian (SCG) 

members had continued to hold regular meetings.  Donna Drury, who had attended some of the 

meetings, had the impression that many people were wanting to move beyond talk into more 

action.  Beth presented updates from recent meetings including (1) that a billboard had been 

donated, and they were working on a design that might include a child from an affected family, 

(2) Earl Hatley, a Riverkeeper and environmental geologist, had attended and spoke about ground 

and surface waters that had been contaminated in the Grand Lake area (e.g., Honey Creek and the 

Boone Aquifer, the latter also occurring in the Spring Creek watershed) by pollutants originating 

from poultry farms, and (3) other recent speakers included Sara Hill, Ed Brocksmith, Ed Fite, and 

Bob Jackman.  The most recent meeting had been attended by 25 to 30 people; the next one had 

been scheduled for October 13 and would include a candidate forum.  Beth also discussed a 

decision by the State and Cherokee Nation to create a Coordinating Council on Poultry Growth.   

 

David mentioned that the SCC’s 501(c)(3) status requires that it limit lobbying activity to no 

more than 20% of its activity.  He believed, based on things like space within the newsletter used 

for lobbying information, that the limit was not being exceeded; however, we would need to keep 

this in mind.  He also asked whether any distinction was being made between activities Pam was 

performing for the SCC and activities she was performing generally, and if we were guiding her 

activities in any way.  He thought this was potentially important because the SCC will probably 

be seen as backing everything undertaken by Pam and the SCG.  Those present believed our 

contract with Pam is one of unrestricted support and there is no distinction being made of SCC-

supported actions.  However, SCC Board members were remaining aware of Pam’s activities by 

attending the SCG meetings (and by other means) and Pam’s work included non-lobbying, 

educational activities.  David was satisfied with this assessment. 

 

b. Create water monitoring plan:  Beth and Rick reported on work underway to propose monitoring 

of Spring Creek, which would be useful potentially for evaluating the effects of increasing 

poultry operations in the watershed.  Beth, Rick, David, and Martin had met with Kelly Foster on 

August 24 to consider how this might best be done.  Kelly was previously involved in actions by 

the State of Oklahoma to establish protections for Barren Fork Creek and her current employer, 

the Waterkeeper Alliance, had given her approval to assist the SCC.  The ad hoc group settled on 



a proposal for Kelly to work with an associate of hers, Dr. Mxx (OSU professor and water quality 

expert) to develop recommendations for monitoring the creek.  The objective of the monitoring 

would be to collect data that would support long term management of the creek, and potentially 

help with evaluation of poultry-related impacts in the watershed.  The group agreed that SCC’s 

monitoring should use procedures that would produce legally defensible data.  The hope is that 

the recommendations produced by Kelly and Dr. M would identify the monitoring needed at each 

of multiple stations (parameters, frequency, and analysis costs) and from that, the SCC Board 

could determine how many stations it would monitor and at what locations.  The group 

recognized that implementation of a monitoring program would require the SCC to raise 

significant funds, to support supplies, analysis, training, and other costs.  Additional details about 

the ad hoc meeting are included in notes produced by Beth.  Subsequent to the meeting (August 

30), Beth, Martin, and Rick met with Kelly and Dr. M for a tour of the watershed.  In addition to 

developing monitoring recommendations, Dr. M intends to review existing data.  One thing he 

wants to locate is a waste application site that would produce runoff during storm events.  One 

recommendation he had was initially to collect a large number of samples from throughout the 

watershed, as a way of getting a comprehensive view.  Martin expressed the opinion that it was 

extraordinary to have someone of Dr. M’s expertise and standing willing to do this work for the 

SCC voluntarily. 

 

Rick stated that water quantity also is another important aspect of Spring Creek, which could be 

affected by poultry operations.  He added that the ad hoc group had considered this but decided 

water quality monitoring was a higher priority and enough of an undertaking itself.  David also 

explained that different monitoring approaches would be required to define baseline conditions 

versus detecting changes originating from poultry operations.  Jim requested clarification of our 

objectives and a discussion followed on whether we should focus on baseline monitoring, effect 

detection, or both.  This transitioned into a discussion regarding whether the SCC should compile 

all data on the creek.  It was agreed that we should be aware of as much data as possible but not 

try to be a clearinghouse or try to vouch for the quality of all available data. 

 

6.  There was no time left to review other 2018 goals.  The meeting adjourned at 7:45 pm. 

 

Next Meeting: Thursday, October 11, 2018, 6:15-7:45 PM, Schusterman Library 

 

 

Respectfully submitted as draft, David Martinez, SCC Secretary 

 

 


