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Introduction


Protecting the environment in the 20th century became a great concern in American society when we discovered that our industries and methods of political economy were destroying the environment we live in. The U.S. has developed a structure that works with American democracy to address environmental problems that threaten our existence and other species. The environmental problems created by human activity are far from solved, but the emergence of environmental politics and education has created some methods of solving certain environmental concerns. However, environmental philosophers and researchers have more recently developed critiques of how environmental policies are created and implemented as well as, how much the political economy of the U.S. hinders the development of the ethical goals of these policies.  
Conservation Ethics

The ethics and practice of conservation biology are fairly recent in the field of academia and American politics. The emergence of conservation biology as an academic field is also a function of American politics, therefore it was necessary to institutionalize awareness of environmental concerns that threaten our existence. A principle of conservation biology is that it promotes action of preserving biodiversity and reduces the human actions that jeopardize the existence of other species. 
The academic discipline of conservation emphasizes the influence of ethics within the field and its actions. All species have their own value of existence, an intrinsic value that should be apart of all our existence and actions. Conserving biodiversity is in our own interest of self-development and education. 

“Whereas the environment is something given, and long-standing, which might then be studied or ignored, both environmentalists and environmentalism are of our creation. In the common and relatively recent understanding which will follow here, an environmentalist is someone who shows a special or marked awareness of environmental issues, and who attempts, within some or other reasonable bounds, to care for, preserve or sustain the environment or some of its parts.” 


Environmental philosopher, Christopher Belshaw, criticizes that in the emergence of environmental awareness within the education system, we fail to recognize the ideas of environmental change are within our political structure. An environmentalist is granted the label of an idealist who through environmental preservation has achieved a level of awareness. In short, to be an environmentalist is to possess higher moral status and dual awareness of human actions.
Conservation and Politics


In American society power changes actions, and power is equated to politics, and politics is equated to economic system that operates as a hierarchy of class. The origin of conservation was strongly supported by American leaders as an aspect of democracy.  
“Environmental politics involves three competing forces: individuals and groups motivated to protect and improve the environment, the environmental opposition, and the institutions of policy development and implementation.” 

Samuel P. Hays argues that environmental politics are traditionally analyzed through the framework of identifying environmental problems and finding solutions, however, he takes a different approach in analyzing environmental politics through the context of problems, not the problems themselves. To identify a problem a set of values and institutions are used to create solutions. 

Environmental politics are traditionally created in the context of American democracy. A democracy founded on capitalist ideals that contradict the goals of environmental philosophy and conservation ethics. Therefore, environmental policies are constructed under the same idealism of equality as American democracy that is simply an ideal and not a fact of human reality, more often it may be a fact of reality for certain people. Hays argues that environmental politics creates a separation of competing forces that further fragment the possibilities of effect solutions when there is a fracture of interests and values. 
Conservation Contradiction


In theory, for a society to value and create environmental policies, environmental politics demonstrates the society’s moral and ethical interest in practices of equality not just of human kinds, but all species. However, the development of ecological economics is suppose to demonstrate the importance of caring for biodiversity and environmental issues, but it does not address the fundamental contradiction of using the economic system that historically created the environmental damage and the need for conservation actions. 
The philosophies of deep ecology emphasize that long term environmental awareness and protection is contingent upon the change of human lifestyles. The argument here is that the development of American politics has historically been based on surfaced efforts to sustain a society of universal harmony and equality that would last for generations to come. It has always been harmonious and equal for those who abide and work within the standards of economic success and material value associated with power and politics. The access and implementation of conservation policies is then limited to political framework of American interests and values that historically contradict their practice. 
Water Conservation and Politics 


A primary concern for conservation biologists is assuring that keystone resources are preserved and protected from over consumption. The definition of conservation based on finding problems that contribute to the extinction of species valuable to existence of biodiversity and ultimately our existence. In the first section of this paper a theoretical basis and argument established the tone of this research paper, but in order to prove this argument a focus on a specific conservation issue in Northfield is necessary. Using Hays approach of analyzing environmental policies, the existing policies on all three levels of political structure must be understood in order to critique the framework. 


Ecosystems require the flow of clean water. Rivers, lakes, swamps and wetlands must produce clean water to protect natural ecosystems. The national concern of maintaining clean water derived from long term damage created by the industrial revolution at the turn of the century. The 1970’s was the rise of political consciousness among Americans who pressured the government in changes policies that would attempt to reverse and prevent the environmental damages. The economic shift of labor, from agricultural to industrial, created a new American consciousness of consumption. 
National. The United States created important federal legislations that all focus on the protection of water quality that is important to our health and that of other species, because all living species depend on clean water.  
Clean Water Act 1972 was established laws that control and prevent water pollution. 
Safe drinking Water Act 1974 assures that our drinking water is clean and free of contamination for our own health concerns as dominant water consumers. 
National Environmental Policy Act 1969 was one for the first legislation acts to commit to the protection and research of parts of the environment. (Land, water, air, and organisms living within it) 
Endangered Species Act 1973 was the first legislation to emphasize the value of other species and establishing acts to protect them. 
Hazardous Waste Regulations 1976 was enacted to create laws that prevent hazardous waste from contaminating and damaging the environment. It is the purpose of these laws to regulate the use and disposal of hazardous wastes. 
State. National environmental laws require states to achieve certain responsibilities of maintain clean water.  

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Section 402 in the Clean Water Act mandates that state water quality facilities regulate the discharge of industrial wastewater, municipal wastewater, and storm water. NPDES requires permits for all industrial waste discharge and some storm water discharges. 
Water Quality Standards Water quality standards are federally established numerical values that indicate at what level is water healthy and safe. Standards may differ from state to state, but there is general estimate of required pH that ranges from 6.0 to 8.5. The Environmental Protection Agency assists states in creating required water quality levels. 
Water Quality Certification State water quality standards must be certified for any activity that might require a state permit or license to prove compliance of water regulations. Section 401 in the Clean Water Act requires this procedure in order to assure that any type of human activity, such as construction, can be done without falling outside of the state regulations. 
Wetlands Protection The decrease of natural wetlands has led to protection programs, such as United States Army Corps of Engineers, that create permits for wetlands in states. Permits on contingent upon Clean Water Act state regulations of water quality standards. 
State Environmental Policy Act Focuses on the protection of the entire environment, similar to the federal NEPA. It also follows similar goals of protecting the environment as the NEPA. SEPA focuses on specific state environmental concerns for protection. 
Local. In addition to federal and state policies, there are also local initiatives toward the protection of water in communities.
Construction Related Ordinances Local communities create special ordinances of construction development appropriate to protect the environment from construction problems. Some areas have strict land use protection laws that require extensive review for approval.  
Special District Ordinances Sometimes communities will create special service districts to address specific water quality concerns. 

The significance of such federal, state and local water laws is that there are examples of the definition of environmental politics presented earlier in this paper. 
Water in Northfield

The state of Minnesota is highly active in the field of environmental politics and awareness. Hence, Northfield is a special place when it comes to conservation concerns. In a city composed of two college campuses, environmental awareness is easier to observe than other small towns or cities in the U.S. In researching some of the water quality regulations and special ordinances of Northfield it was not surprising to discover strict standards of water protection. 


In the City of Northfield there are several committees, plans, and regulations that promote the protection of Northfields environment and water quality. The Environmental Quality Commission advises on matters of natural resources, environmental ordinances and environmental quality. The committee consists of seven voluntary members who meet every month. The Water Division in Northfield yearly produces the Consumer Confidence Report which reports on Northfield’s water quality. According to these reports Northfield meets and exceeds the water quality standards in Minnesota. All homes and business are required to report their water usage, and a system that will calculate their usage is in the works. 

Water Conservation is important to Northfield residents for two reasons: conserving natural resources and assuring monetary saving to the consumers. The Wellhead Protection Committee focuses on the protection of water supply, ground water protection, and research of future problems that may damage water supply. The city of Northfield follows high standards of wastewater disposal; the process is taxed on the water utility bill.  The city of Northfield can be considered a good example of effective implementation of water policies and regulations. 
Environmental Injustice and Conservation Ethics 


At all three levels of environmental policies, federal, state and local Northfield represents the positive effects of implementing strict conservation and water protection policies. According to the economic and ethical principals of conserving biodiversity, Northfield benefits from the system of environmental politics, so what prevents the rest of the country from achieve the same goals:  money and education.

If we examine Northfield’s environmental policies from Hays analytical perspective there are several factors that contribute to their success in Northfield, which would not be for other areas. The factors of race and class are real in the implementation and practice of any American political setting. The majority of the population in Northfield is white and of middle to upper class. Both colleges Carleton and St. Olaf are contributors to the cities property value and net worth. The success and investment toward environmental protection derives from the principles of conservation biology. Sustainable living benefits the environment and the development for the citizens of Northfield in economic gains. To live in a city that invests in environmental protection is to live in luxury. Environmental policies are not often criticized for the capitalist framework that they function within, making them apart of the political structure of inequality based on class and race in the U.S. 

“There is a class dimension to the environmental injustice thesis that maintains that poor communities are targeted for environmental hazards. Land is cheap in poor areas, possibly because of existing industry. New industries select these areas as potential locations because of depressed land prices and existing infrastructure. Additionally, wealthier locales, and well-educated, affluent individuals, want to protect against decreasing property; thus, polluting industries meet opposition when trying to locate in upscale areas.” 
 


Environmental injustice research has discovered that the largest areas of environmental problems are directly linked to race/ethnicity of the populations with the area. Research has shown that areas of lower economic value are linked to minority populations in the U.S. Research has also found that as the number of minorities increases, so do environmental hazards. Environmental inequalities based on race and class, should not be surprising research discoveries. American politics have always operated on the separation of people’s opportunities to good living based on race and class.
 Environmental injustice is also a fairly recent area of study, however it further supports the arguments of this paper that the political economy of the U.S. contradicts the ethics that support environmental policies. While the city of Northfield economically and ethnically benefit from the environmental politics of our society, there in other communities and cities industries take advantage of the political system of inequality. 
Conclusion 

I do not argue that environmental politics has not achieved greater change in the way we treat and protect the environment. The active environmental policies has created change over time and developed a larger environmental consciousness among the American people. In relation to conservation biology, Northfield represents those efforts of conserving natural resources and protecting biodiversity. However, in any discipline or policy there is need for improvement in order to seriously attain long term change. Conservation biologists are not thought to critically analyzes the realities of being an environmentalist in a society that operates on past ideals and contradicting practices. 

In Northfield there are people who are willing to volunteer to address environmental concerns. Northfield represents the affluent individuals who would not allow their property values to decreases; therefore they invest in the environment hoping to gain equal benefits. The ethics behind conservation biology are those of moral concern for the future of existence and reversing the environmental damaged caused by the political inequalities between man and environment.
 Essentially, conservation biologists or environmentalists use their dual awareness of man and environment to generate equality. Is it legitimate to give the power to decide what is moral and which problems to fix to people who often never take the time to reflect upon their own actions? Why are conservation biologists exempt from confronting multi-layers of injustices institutionalized within not just politics, but culture as well? Who are we, Americans who function on the basis of individualism and inequalities of our own human race to tell other countries how to care and understand the fundamental ethics of conserving biodiversity? Ah, yes, we are Americans and like to think that we are always doing the right thing. 
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