
Spring Creek Coalition Board Meeting Minutes 

December 19, 2018 

 

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

19, 2018, at the office of Jim McCoy Properties in Tulsa, Oklahoma.  President Beth Rooney had sent by 

e-mail a notice of the meeting on December 17, 2018, which also included a proposed agenda for the 

meeting.  The following board members were present:  Beth Rooney, Charles Drury, George Kamp, 

David Martinez, Jim McCoy, Jennifer Owen, and Jessica Spencer.  Guests Layne Spencer, Martin 

Rooney, Loren Frederick, and Vicki Frederick also were present.  Beth Rooney called the meeting to 

order at 5:00 pm. 

 

1. Clarify potential goals for the annual meeting:  (a) education, (b) recruit more members, (c) raise 

money, (d) all three?, and/or (e) other? 

a. Those present agreed that education was the primary goal of the meeting and that goal would be 

fulfilled by devoting most of the meeting to the presentations on poultry farm proliferation.  Beth 

stated that it was necessary to conduct certain business matters and felt it important to include 

some discussion of the SCC because so much had changed over the year.  It also would be 

important to collect contact information and receive contributions from new people likely to be 

present as well as update information and dues from existing members.  George’s opinion was 

that the annual meeting’s function in sharing information should be emphasized and that while 

some fundraising would take place, that purpose should be downplayed.  Jessica also believed 

that the estimated cost of the poultry lawsuit ($137,000) might shock people in attendance, who 

would feel that they cannot make a significant contribution toward that amount.  Jim said that he 

was not yet comfortable having the SCC commit to the lawsuit, and that the Board lacked 

detailed information on it.  He also thought that the Board needed to be preparing for fundraising, 

even if it wasn’t an emphasis of the annual meeting.  Past annual meetings were characterized as 

events that were many members’ sole interaction with the organization during the year, as well as 

first-time interactions for new people.  With Pam Kingfisher as the featured speaker, it was 

suggested that this year’s meeting might be attended by many non-SCC people associated with 

her, who could be asked to join the SCC.  Jim stated there was an expectation that SCC will need 

additional funds in the future to continue funding Pam’s time, and that we would have other 

expenses related to the grassroots efforts.  George stated that the more effective fundraisers do not 

involve surprises, and many people would be surprised at this point by news of the potential 

lawsuit.  He thought SCC members first needed to be educated about the suit and that a 

fundraising effort needed to be well thought out and clearly presented.  Jessica stated that she 

considered it appropriate to have a dedicated fundraising event, on a future date after the annual 

meeting.  Jennifer stated that the attorney David Page was aware that the SCC was not ready to 

commit to the suit but that he was prepared to receive and separately manage contributions made 

to support the suit.  Beth stated that those at the special meeting seemed to agree on including 

fundraising at the annual meeting but doing it in a low-key manner, and for indicating to those 

present that many things were happening related to the poultry issue, which the Board would be 

evaluating.  Jennifer questioned making only general reference to the poultry issue, which she 

saw as the greatest potential threat to Spring Creek, and believed the Board should more actively 

communicate to the membership about that threat.  Beth stated that more details on the issue 

would be presented at the meeting by Green Country Guardians (GCG).  Jim expressed concern 

that there was information about many related activities, but he still didn’t see a definite plan for 



the SCC’s involvement.  He saw the lawsuit as one action we would potentially support, but 

wasn’t sure the SCC should participate in all other activities related to poultry farming.  (At this 

point, Loren and Vicki Frederick joined the meeting). 

 

Jim continued to explain his apprehension about involvement in all poultry-related activities, 

stating that the SCC should avoid, for example, indicating that we are anti-Simmons Industries in 

a general sense or saying anything that would create a potential liability with Simmons.  He 

recommended that the SCC’s positions on specific issues and activities be documented and well-

defined.  Jennifer stated that the SCC Board had a responsibility to inform the membership about 

the issues.  David stated that the membership, once educated, would next look to the Board for its 

position on issues, and recommended that the Board develop a process for taking official 

positions on the various issues and sub-issues, even if it didn’t do this by the time of the annual 

meeting.  In addition, he felt there was still incomplete resolution about which advocacy activities 

might constitute lobbying and pose a potential challenge to the SCC’s 501(c)(3) status.  Beth 

asked if we needed to have an attorney examine this further, to which there was no response.  

Loren stated his opinion was that it was important to get the State agencies -- Oklahoma 

Department of Agriculture, Food, and Forestry; Oklahoma Water Resources Board; and 

Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality – to take action and the only thing that will 

accomplish that is grassroots activism.  He believed such activism shined a light on the problems 

and produced the biggest bang for the buck.  Beth asked how does the Board get comfortable with 

what the SCC will do, to which there was no response.  Jim stated that if the Board stayed 

focused on the annual meeting for now, it could work through its position on issues and how it 

should participate. 

 

Jennifer noted that the SCC’s current contract with Pam Kingfisher was ending and the Board 

potentially would be extending it.  She asked again why we would seek additional members at the 

annual meeting when we are not prepared to tell them what SCC membership means in relation to 

the poultry issue.  Martin stated that Pam is sorting out the poultry issue and he has no problem 

with the fact that the SCC is not duplicating her efforts.  Jim stated that the SCC does not have 

the time and resources to collect all the information, distribute it to Board members, read it, and 

develop positions the way that Pam is able to.  Loren said that he would be upset and 

disappointed if the SCC was not doing these things.  George recommended that every Board 

member drive by Simmons’ production facility under construction on U.S. Highway 412 south of 

Decatur, Arkansas, in order to appreciate the magnitude of the problem and the stimulus behind 

the proliferation of poultry farms. 

  

2. What key points do we want to make; who will speak?: 

a. Jim noted that Kelly Foster had offered to speak at the annual meeting, and suggested she talk 

with Pam ahead of time to coordinate their presentations.  It was suggested we say the SCC Board 

considers the poultry issue to be serious, and that we back the GCG.  David suggested that Beth 

speak briefly as representing the Board and that she include mention of what we are doing beyond 

supporting GCG.  It would be fair to say the Board is evaluating several potential actions:  the 

lawsuit, State regulations, public education, grassroots activism, and watershed sampling, and it 

ultimately would pursue those it deemed most effective and feasible for the SCC.  Loren 



suggested we ask for people’s e-mail addresses at the meeting and that the SCC make greater use 

of its e-mail list to generate member activism. 

 

3. Considerations:  attention span/comfort of audience; our silent auction fundraiser 

a. There was consensus that given the short duration of the meeting and level of interest in the 

principal topic, attention span would not be a problem. 

b. Charles recommended skipping the auction, in an interest of time.  Beth stated the majority 

position was to go ahead and hold the auction but minimize its impact on meeting time this year, 

as had been discussed previously (1.a). 

 

4. Walk through how the meeting will flow 

a. Beth gave a summary of the general sequence to be followed in conducting the meeting.  There 

would be no break this year to allow people to view and bid on the silent auction items.  Also, the 

meeting presentations would not be curtailed to wind up the auction.  Martin stated that he was 

uncomfortable with statements being made about a potential lawsuit.  This was because he 

believed events of the meeting were likely to be reported in the Tulsa World and other media 

outlets, and coverage about a suit would be premature and otherwise undesirable.  George stated 

that he would be uncomfortable with statements saying the SCC had endorsed a lawsuit, because 

we had not yet done so. 

 

6. Discussion, time permitting:  What is the Board’s position on poultry?  How far do we want to go 

with it? 

a. Jennifer recommended that the Board develop statements of its position on poultry issues.  She 

believed this would be especially helpful for new Board members.  It was recognized that 

insufficient time remained to discuss this and other items, but Beth agreed to start informal 

discussions with Jennifer after the special meeting.  David stated that one approach might be to 

establish a poultry committee, if there was a general feeling that not all Board members would 

have time and interest to process the large amount of information associated with the issue.  The 

Board could retain authority to formally approve positions recommended by the committee. 

 

The following proposed agenda item was not discussed as a part of the meeting due to a lack of time: 

 

7. Discuss changing bylaws to allow additional Board members 

 

Note: Layne and Jessica Spencer were able to prepare newsletters for mailing unobtrusively during 

the meeting. 

 

The meeting adjourned at 6:45 pm. 

Next Meetings: 

Saturday, January 12, 2019, 1:00-2:30 PM, Peggs Community Center 

Thursday, February 14, 6:15-7:45 PM, Schusterman-Benson Library 

 

 

Respectfully submitted as draft, David Martinez, SCC Secretary 


