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ABOUT THE COVER
Honey is a Guernsey cow who came to the Humane Farming Association several years ago from a
sanctuary that closed. Honey lives at the nation’s largest 5,000 acre Farm Animal Refuge, Suwanna
Ranch, in Glenn County, California. She and the other cows, mostly Hoisteins, usually stay in the
second valley where she was photographed.

The fate of most cows has become worse than at any other time in the history of the United
States. The big industrial dairies, where cows are treated like cogs in a machine, are buying up cows
as fast as they can and subjecting them to repeated painful injections of recombinant Bovine Growth
Hormone (rBGH), or as the manufacturer, Monsanto, calls this substance, Posilac, to make them
produce so much milk that they soon sicken and die or are sold to a slaughterhouse (see story below).
The meat packers have trampled on the US Humane Slaughter Act which Congress passed more than
forty years ago to protect cattle, swine, sheep, goats and horses from the overriding greed of the
enormous slaughter corporations (see pages 10-13).

“A Winnable Fight..
The first conference on the dangerous artificial hormone rBGH was

held June 1 7t in Washington, DC. Corporate giant, Monsanto,
rBGH’s manufacturer and promoter, hates to admit that rBGH is a hor
mone so it has given it the bland name, “Posilac,” and has sold more
and more of the big industrial dairies on injecting it. Chris Bedford
of the Maryland Sierra Club organized the meeting, bringing together
highly qualified scientists, family dairy farmers, environmental and
humane workers.

Starting with an overview of milk production industrialization,
dairy farmers graphically described the effects of repeated rBGH injec
tions on their cows: severe mastitis requiring treatment with antibiot
ics, traces of which remain in the milk, huge swellings in feet, legs,
and udders, plus chronic lameness. All the farmers present had tried
and rejected rBGH injections of their cows. Delegates from the Com
munity Association for the Restoration of the Environment described
community destruction caused by industrial dairy operations. Michael
Hansen, a Consumers Union scientist, discussed the link between
human cancer and Insulin-like Growth Factor-i, a secondary hormone
produced in cows injected with rBGH. He reviewed FDA’s and the
National Institutes of Health’s approval of rBGH, concluding that it
was approved despite the fact that mandatory long-term toxicology
tests were not conducted. Author Robert Cohen drew attention to the
number of ex-Monsanto employees who went to work for FDA before
rBGH was approved.

Presidential candidate Ralph Nader emphasized the effectiveness
of grassroots efforts; he suggested a good demonstration in front
of FDA and letters to Donna Shalala, Secretary of Health and Human
Services, to whom FDA reports. For as distinguished scientist and
long-time watchdog, Sidney Wolfe said, “FDA has never been worse.”

Ask for the manager of your local supermarket, Nader urged the
Conferees, and say that you want milk products only from cows not
injected with rBGH, and you want them labeled so you’ll know the dif
ference. For your business, they’ll accede to your reasonable request.
“This is a winnable fight,” he told the Conference.

The day concluded with a well-documented summary of how
Canada outlawed rBGH despite Monsanto’s attempts to conceal its
health threats. In the US we must make much more vigorous efforts
to fight rBGH—it must be banned in the US as it has been in other
countries. This is a winnable fight indeed! ‘
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According to an August 1 7th report from
The Elephant Alliance, 10 Ringling Brothers
and Barnum & Bailey elephants were kept
standing, chained by 2 or more legs, in
boxcars for nearly 48 hours while being
transported from San Diego, California to
Oakland. (For more in formation on the sad
plight of circus elephants see page 17.)

A bear in a Chinese bear “farm” is forced
to wear a heavy iron corset because
he bit an employee who was trying to
extract his bile. Bile export from Asiatic
black bears is banned by international
Treaty, but China may try to open global
trade in bear parts from these farms.
Meanwhile, the US Congress is consider
ing legislation to ban the import, export,
and interstate commerce of bear gall
bladders and bile (See page 9).
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TIMETOSAVE THE WHALES... AGAIN

Despite overwhelming evidence that the world’s whales are struggling against a huge array of new threats, the
International Whaling Commission (IWC) voted in Adelaide, Australia, July 3-6, to fast track a scheme designed

to legitimize commercial whaling. Inexplicably, many formerly pro-whale groups and nations (including the US)
assisted this process, offering ways to strengthen the “Revised Management Scheme” (RMS) even though its adoption
will lead directly to the abandonment of the fourteen-year-old moratorium on commercial whaling. The resolution,
introduced by Sweden and nine other countries, set a timetable for completing the RMS and voting on its structure at
next year’s full IWC meeting in London. It was passed by consensus.

The push to hasten the renewal of
commercial whaling couldn’t have come
at a worse time. Papers presented at
the IWC conference show that whales
are threatened by toxic pollution, global
warning, the collapse of food sources
and the bombardment by intense man
made sounds as never before. Just a sam
pling of these papers revealed that:
—Emaciated gray whales are washing up
along the Pacific Coast of North Amer
ica by the hundreds (278 in 1999, over
300 so far in 2000). The number of
new calves added to the population has
shrunk from a high of 1520 in 1997 to
282 last year. Scientists are mystified as
to the cause of either event.
-Orca families living off the San Juan
Islands of Washington State are dying off.
Biopsy assays show some of the highest
levels of PCBs ever found in any wildlife.
-Dolphin meat labeled and sold as whale
meat in Tokyo has levels of mercury
and other heavy metals in concentrations
hundreds of times higher than the maxi
mum safe levels for human consumption.
-Sea otter populations in some parts of
the Bering Sea are collapsing under pres
sure from predation from orca whales.
This has never been seen before and it is
thought to reflect a dramatic shift in food
regimes in the North Pacific.
-The US Navy, in cooperation with the
National Marine Fisheries Service, is
studying the rare mass stranding of four
species of whales and dolphins which
occurred in the Bahamas immediately
after a series of military exercises in

March. The studies are concentrating on
the effect of sonar on beaked whales.
These extremely deep diving whales died
not only after the Bahamas exercises but
following tests of Low Frequency Active
Sonar by NATO forces in Greece in 1996.

The seeds of many of these threats
were planted long ago. The chemicals
developed during and soon after World
War II are just now finding their way into
the tissues of marine mammals. Heavy
metals and organochlorines bio-accumu
late with each step up the food chain.
After decades of being eaten by small
creatures, then in turn by fish of increas
ing size, these toxic time bombs are
beginning to reach lethal levels of con
centration in whales and dolphins.

Given these concerns, the idea of
accepting the intentional slaughter of
whales is outrageous, but the concept is
gaining momentum. The premise behind
this scheme is the fantasy that we can
take everything we know about whales:
abundance, recruitment rate (number of
babies added each year), mortality rate,
environmental threats, number of whales
being accidentally or deliberately killed;
feed all of these numbers into an algo
rithm, and out will pop a number of
whales that can be “harvested” each year
without collapsing the populations.

The problems of this approach are
myriad. First is the difficulty of counting
whales. Whale populations are estimated
from ships that cruise on a certain pat
tern, count all of the whales seen, and
extrapolate based on a formula which

guesses how many whales are unseen.
Primarily, because of the difficulty in
seeing and correctly identifying species
of these usually hidden ocean creatures,
this method has always failed. Highlight
ing this inherent uncertainty, the Scien
tific Committee at this year’s IWC meet
ing found that the long-held number of
minke whales in the Southern Oceans is
far less than the 760,000 estimated by
the Japanese. Even though this number
has been used for years to justify the
Japanese killing of over four hundred
of these whales a year, the Committee
found that the actual number may be as
low as a third of that estimate.

The second most obvious problem is
the fact that whalers have historically lied
about the numbers and species of whales
they kill. And not just a little. During
the sixties and seventies, the Japanese,
working with the Russian whalers, under
reported their catch of sperm and blue
whales by tens of thousands. The pres
ence of observers, highly dependent on
the goodwill of the ship’s crew and cap
tain, has never been a barrier to cheating.

Besides the slide back into allowing
commercial whaling, the pivotal issue at
this year’s meeting, was the proposal by
Australia, New Zealand and other Pacific
nations to establish a South Pacific
Ocean Sanctuary that would ban any
killing of whales in a wide area, forever.
Major initiatives within the IWC require
a 3/4 majority of the 35 member coun
tries. Supposedly, each country has one
vote. But the defeat of this popular pro-
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posal (with fourteen votes for, eleven against
and four abstaining) demonstrated that Japan
has finally bought off enough countries
to stymie pro-whale initiatives in the
IWC. Those voting against the sanctuary
included Antigua!Barbuda, Dorninica, Gre
nada, St. Kitts/Nevis, St. Lucia, St. Vincent!
Grenadines, and a new Japanese recruit—
Guinea. This makes seven poor and small
countries that vote with Japan in trade for
economic assistance (see article at right).

One surprise at this meeting was the
willingness of some powerful organizations
to push for the adoption of the RMS and
the subsequent return to commercial whaling.
World Wildflfe Fund was one of the groups
working behind the scenes to legitimize the
outlaws and bring whaling “under control.”
The damage wrought by splitting the pro-
whale camp can be seen in this quote from
the July 5 Christian Science Monitor:

“Even some environmental groups have
begun quietly saying that they would accept
a resumption of commercial whaling under
strict conditions. “We’re never going to be
promoting it,” says Cassandra Phillips, a
whale expert with the British-based World
Wildlife Fund, “but we can see a situation
where it might be allowable.”

To counter this conciliation by some
organizations, and to breathe life back into

Continued on followingpage

Bribery Kills Whale Sanctuary

The fact that Japan buys the votes of small poor countries has
long been a secret within the International Whaling Commission

(IWC) and the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Spe
cies (CITES). This year the practice garnered unusual public scrutiny
at the Australia meeting of the IWC when Dominica’s fisheries
minister, Atherton Martin, suddenly resigned his post in protest.
Dominica has voted in lockstep with Japan for years, along with
five other Caribbean countries that receive financial assistance from
Japan. But this year Dominica’s government changed, and its cabinet
voted to abstain from voting on the South Pacific Whale Sanctuary
proposed by Australia and New Zealand. According to Mona-George
Dill of the Dominica Conservation Association, a Japanese delega
tion came to the little Caribbean island and told the government
that an abstention would be considered a “hostile act.” Dominica’s
Prime Minister, Roosevelt Douglas, reversed the board cabinet’s
decision and directed his delegation to vote against the sanctuary.
Atherton Martin decried “international extortion” and said that Japan
is “undermining the viability of these economies in order to pursue
her agenda internationally.”

Mr. Martin’s statement and resignation received extensive cover
age in Australia because the Caribbean votes were pivotal in blocking
the formation of a South Pacific Sanctuary. The sanctuary was sup
ported by an overwhelming number of countries in the region.

The rules of both CITES and the IWC call for one country/one
vote. But Japan now comes with at least eight, giving them a block
ing minority of any major pro-whale initiative within the IWC. This
year the pro-Japanese Caribbean bloc of six countries was boosted
by the addition of Guinea (a small African country that has never had
a whaling tradition.) But in every vote taken, Guinea sided with the
Japanese. Zimbabwe and Morocco were present as observers and are
expected to join the body on Japan’s behalf next year. Both received
foreign aid from Japan starting in 1 998.

Endangered
sperm whales
of Moby Dick
fame were a
favorite of
whalers for
decades but
have been left
in peace since
1987. Despite
strong condem
nation by the
IWC, the U5 and
Britain, Japan
set sail on July
29 to kill ten
in the North
Pacific as part
of its “research”
whaling.
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steadfast opposition to the expansion of whaling, AWl drafted
an opening statement that doubled as a sign-on letter. Over
two dozen major international organizations endorsed the fol
lowing text:

Recognizing the massive global support for the complete
protection ofthe world’s whales, the undersigned groups attend
ing the s2d meeting of the International Whaling Commission
(IWC) wish to reaffirm our total opposition to the resumption of
commercial whaling.

We therefore support:
—The adoption of the Global Whale Sanctuary as proposed by Aus
tralia in 1998, permanently banning all directed takes ofwhales
up to the high-water mark ofall seas, with the exception of truly
subsistence aboriginal whaling necessatyfor human survival.
—The urgent internationalprotection ofsmall cetaceans.
—The recognition ofwhale watching, non-invasive research and
educational programs as the optimum utilization ofwhales.
—The evolution of the IWC into a conservation body that under
takes an audit ofall environmental and anthropogenic threats to
cetaceans, including: the status ofhabitat andfood sources, a
detailed monitoring of the effects ofglobal warming, ozone deple
tion, and toxic contamination, and a review of the effects ofsound
pollution in the seas.

We oppose:
—The development or adoption ofany regime that lfts the current
moratorium on commercial whaling. We specifically reject the
concept that it is possible to conservatively and reliably count wild
species ofwhales accurately enough to allow a directed take. Any
regime based on such a method isfatallyflawed.

A plan allowing the intentional killing of whales assumes
a certainty as to how many whales there are, the nature and
severity of all threats facing whales, and honesty on the part
of the whalers reporting their kills. None of these elements
exists. All that is really certain is that the threats are greater
than ever before and increasing; and the countries pushing
for an acceptance of commercial whaling are the same ones
with a long history of falsif’ing catch records. The greed and
managerial incompetence that pushed the great whales to near
extinction are still alive and well within the IWC.

The moment cries out for taking stock of the damage we
are doing to wild species of whales through toxics, dramatic
climate and food regime changes, and the proliferation of
loud sounds in the oceans. This is not the time to unleash
the harpoons. $

—Ben White

The New York Times wrote an editorial, August 15, 2000,
“A Reprehensible Whale Hunt,” which stated, “Though
minke whales are relatively plentiful, sperm and
Bryde’s whales were nearly wiped out in the 1980s,
before they came under the protection of the morato
rium. Japan’s actions pose a threat to their survival.”

ACTION
1. Refuse to buyJapanese products as long as the Japanese
business community undermines the conservation work of
treaty bodies such as the IWC and the Convention on
International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES).

2. Convey your outrage over Japan’s outlaw whaling and its
reckless behavior as the leading international destroyer of
wildlife and wild places. Tell the Japanese Foreign Minister
Yohel Kono that Japan’s vote-buying strategy, in which tens
of millions of dollars of fisheries aid was given to poor
nations in return for their pro-whaling votes, is an outra
geous subversion of international democracy and is reminis
cent of Soviet control of puppet states around the world.

Letters should be addressed:
Foreign Minister Yohei Kono
Embassy of Japan
2520 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20008

3. Urge US Secretary of State Madeleine Aibright to do
everything possible to block japan’s scheme to gain a
Security Council seat. Japan is pressuring the international
community to award it a permanent seat on the United
Nations Security Council. But Japan’s flagrant violations
of conservation treaties—and outrageous vote-buying prac
tices—make it an outlaw nation unworthy of such a respon
sible position.

Letters should be addressed:
The Honorable Madeleine K. Aibright
The Secretary of State
The Department of State
2201 C Street, NW
Washington, DC 20520

4. Demand full accountability from any group you support.
Some groups, such as World Wildlife Fund, advertise them
selves as wildlife protectors but are encouraging rapid
adoption of the Revised Management Scheme (RMS). This
will lead to renewed commercial whaling.

Brazen Japan Plans Further Whale Slaughter

J apan has ignited a firestorm of criticism by launching a new round of “scientific” whaling, this time targeting ten endangered

sperm and fifty Brydes (pronounced “Brutus”) whales in the North Pacific. Japan has ignored the International Whaling

Commission’s condemnation of any expansion of its “research” whaling that now kills over 400 minke whales yearly in the

Southern Ocean Sanctuary; on July 29, four whaling ships embarked on a deadly mission and have already killed Brydes, sperm

and minke whales, working towards their gruesome goal of 160 dead whales this year. Taking advantage of a loophole in the

IWC, Japan need only call its whaling “scientific” to be legal technically, even though the whale meat is sold for food. But

the ruse fools few. Sanae Shida, a Greenpeace spokeswoman in Tokyo, said, “If you need to research African elephants, that

doesn’t mean you kill and eat them.”
Protests have been lodged at the highest levels of government by Britain, the United States and New Zealand. US Secretary

of State Madeleine Albright met with Japanese Foreign Minister Yohei Kono and asked him to either call back the ships or face

economic sanctions. Japan responded belligerently, saying it has a right to kill the whales and that any sanctions would be in

violation of the World Trade Organization (WTO). 4
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AWl Joins Federal Lawsuits to Protect Manatees
Deaths Set Record Pace in 2000

In January of this yeat A WIjoined a coalition of 18 environmental and

animal welfare groups led by Save the Manatee Club (SMC), in filing two

federal lawsuits, one against the US Army Corps ofEngineers (Corps) and

US Fish and Wildlfe Service (USFWS) and the other against the Florida Fish

& Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), both aimed atprotecting the

endangered Florida manatee and its shrinking habitat.
The deaths of Florida’s West Indian manatees, whose closest relative is the

elephant, have continued to increase despite being listed for federal protection under
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, and
state protection under the Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act of 1978.

The lawsuits are a result of USFWS’s and FWC’s continued unwillingness to protect the manatee, a species that was on
the original Endangered Species list in 1966. Both lawsuits ask that state and federal agencies implement and enforce existing

environmental laws to stop manatee deaths and bring them back to healthy population levels. Key to the suit against the Corps
is its repeated issuance of permits for development in manatee habitat without analyzing the cumulative effects of the permits
on the species or its habitat.

With ever-increasing human encroachment into its fragile habitat, the manatee’s mortality rates are increasing at an alarming

rate. As of July 24, 2000, FWC’s Florida Marine Research Institute listed preliminary year 2000 numbers as high as 189. Official
numbers from the FWC show a mortality rate of 100 during the first quarter of 2000, well ahead of the 80 during the same

period in 1999. So far this year the FWC has been able to determine that 61 manatee deaths have been caused by watercraft. This

number is only six short of a record setting number in 1999 with 5 months left in 2000. Only an estimated 2,400 of these gentle,
slow moving herbivores exist today and at these death rates, the Florida
manatee cannot survive.

Simple steps such as speed limit enforcement and boat propeller guards
would not only help reduce manatee deaths and injuries, but such efforts
would also reduce human injuries. In the past, the Florida state legislature
has attempted to pass legislation requiring propeller guards on new boats.
Unless federal and state agencies act now, the dramatic boating population
explosion in Florida will destroy the manatee whose fossil record in Florida
dates back to at least 45 million years ago.

AWl’s companion organization, the Society for Animal Protective
Legislation, has been working with the coalition’s legislative team to
secure an additional $500,000 from the US Congress for manatee protec
tion. These additional funds, which have been approved by the House
of Representatives, would double the USFWS budget to deploy more on-
water law enforcement officers. ‘

Mana tee calf receiving nourishment from mother. * it’!ever & Glitzenstein is handling the suit against the USFWS and the Corps while
Earthjustice Legal Defense Fund is handling the suit against the FWC.

Drop Caviar from the Menu

F ish and Wildlife Service officers at Baltimore-Washington International Airport in Maryland became suspicious when
they saw labels on tins of Russian caviar begin to peel off. That suspicion led to the largest criminal penalty for

wildlife smuggling for one of America’s biggest caviar importers—US Caviar and Caviar Ltd. The company has agreed
to a plea bargain in which it will pay a remarkable $1 0.4 million fine. The company’s president, secretary, and main
trading partner will also do a combined 77 months in prison according to Baltimore’s newspaper, The Sun.

The company participated in an elaborate scheme involving the fraudulent labeling of thousands of pounds of
caviar from the Caspian Sea. The caviar was imported into the United States via the United Arab Emirates, complete
with fake Russian health certificates and false invoices. An account in The New York Times notes that “In 1 998 alone,
the operation funneled more than 1 8 tons of sturgeon caviar from the Caspian.”

Caviar is the eggs of fish species known as sturgeon. The Fish and Wildlife Service notes that sturgeons of
the Caspian Sea are thought to yield “the highest quality caviar” and comprise “more than 90% of the world caviar
trade.” All sturgeon species are listed under the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild
Fauna and Flora (CITES). Therefore, all caviar imports into the United States requires valid export permits from the
country of origin.
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All boaters and manufacturers
should install propeller guards
which would help reduce manatee
deaths and ghastly injuries, like
the one pictured above.



C unsmoke
France has found itself under the gun (if you’ll pardon
the expression) to bring its hunting laws in line with
the Directives of the European Union. The Directives’
primary concern is the protection of European fauna.
The initial EU laws were passed in 1975, and the 1.6
million strong hunting lobby in France has been violently
protesting and stalling ever since. Only the threat of
possible EU fines has coerced the Jospin government
to move. In France, a compromise bill curtailing open
seasons passed by a vote of 275 to 252 with 36 absten
tions. There is serious doubt that it will satisfy the EU.
Dominique Voynet, the French Environmental Minister
and the nemesis of French hunters, has described it as
“the nearest possible to an armistice.”

The CPNT (the nation’s hunting, fishing and shoot
ing party) pledged to disrupt the voting with a demonstra
tion involving 577 hounds. Only 20 hounds showed up.
Apparently, the remainder of the packs were blocked in
the legendary traffic of Paris. Zut Alors! ‘2

Green singing finch, one of the species
of birds smuggled by Flikkema Aviaries.

Flikkema Aviaries was previously fined $8,500 a year ago
for four charges related to worldwide illegal bird trafficking.
Included in this illegal activity was the importation into Canada
of two highly endangered Illiger Macaws. Michael Flikkema
has reportedly been fined as far back as 1982 for offenses
related to bird smuggling.

The current charges resulted from a 17-month collaborative
investigation between Environment Canada and the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service, during which the Flikkemas
illegally imported and exported thousands of threatened and
endangered birds such as tropical finches, parakeets, and
mynas. According to Environment Canada, they faced a total of
483 charges under Canada’s Wild Animal and Plant Protection
and Regulation of International and Interprovincial Trade Act.

Gary Colgan, Chief of Wildlife Enforcement for the Cana
dian Wildlife Service, said, “Smuggling wild birds is a highly
profitable, criminal enterprise that jeopardizes the world’s most
vulnerable animals... A high percentage of these birds die when
captured from the wild, making the situation even more tragic.”

Matriarch Johanne Flikkema faces charges similar to her
husband and son in Canada, but first must serve out a six-month
sentence handed down in Buffalo, New York on June 1, 2000
for illegally importing over 200 African finches into the US
through Canada. She was also fined $7,500. Mrs. Flikkema’s
imprisonment is the first under the federal Wild Bird Conserva
tion Act of 1992. The Societyfor Animal Protective Legislation,
AWl’s companion organization, played a leading role in this
important law’s enactment. *

—John Gleiber

One of France’s greatest draftsmen and painters, Honord
Daumier, made a series of satirical sketches of both hunters
and lawyers. Here, a Jubilant huntsman, enthusiastically
brandishing his gun, tells a local peasant: “What luck! I’ve
killed a tree sparrow! I won’t go home empty handed!” His tiny
victim, melodious song stifled, lies dead at the hunter’s danc
ing feet. The French hunting lobby’s response to the European
Union’s Directive to curb hunting of migratory birds like this
songster illustrates the same irrational mindset.

A Family Affair
Bird Smugglers Busted and Sentenced

Father Mike, mother Johanne, and son Harold: the Flikkemafamily of
Flikkema Aviaries in Ontario, Canada have all been investigated, arrested,
and now sentenced, for their collective roles in an international wild bird
smuggling scheme. In July 2000, the father-son duo wasfined $75,000 by
the Ontario Court ofJustice and Mike Flikkema was also sentenced to three
months in jail.

S AWl Quarterly



CongressionalAction on
Animal Legislation

Beforeour federallegislatorsescapedfrom
Washingtonfor theirAugustrecess,significant

actionwastakenon threeanimalprotectionbills:
the GreatApe ConservationAct, the BearProtection
Act andthe SharkFinning ProhibitionAct.

On July 25th, the Houseof Representatives
votedunanimouslyto passthe GreatApe Conserva
tion Act (H.R. 4320).Thebill, introducedby Congressman
GeorgeMiller (D, CA), establishesa GreatApe Conservation
Fundof five million dollarsto supportconservationprograms
for gorillas,orangutans,bonobos,chimpanzees,andgibbons.
Habitatdestructionby unscrupulouslogging companyprofi
teersandthe tradein bushmeatincreasinglythreatenendan
geredspecies.

CongressmanMiller calledthe depletionof greatapepop
ulations“an ecologicalandmoral tragedy.”He saidthe bill
“would be onesignificantstepin the effort to avoid the perma
nentlossof greatapesandthe environmentin which they live.”
Senateactionon the bill is expectedin September.

The Senatehasbegunmoving anothervital bill, the Bear
ProtectionAct (S.1109).SenatorMitch McConnell (R, KY)
authoredthe legislation,which bansthe import, export,and
interstatecommercein bearviscerasuchasthe gallbladder
andbile. On July 26th, the bill wasapprovedby the Senate
Committeeon EnvironmentandPublicWorks andnow awaits
considerationby the frill Senate.

The Chairmanof the Committee,Bob Smith (R, NH), and
twelve otherCommitteeMembersarecosponsorsof the bill.

LaceyAct Turns 100
The first Americanwildlife conserva
tion law celebratesa century in force
this year. The LaceyAct, authoredby
a RepublicanCongressmanfrom Iowa
namedJohn FletcherLacey, prohibits
the interstateand internationaltrade in
illegally takenwildlife.

In 1 999 alone, the United
StatesFish and Wildlife Servicewas
involved in 1,476 LaceyAct cases.
Someof thesecasesincluded illegal
importation of reptile-skin boots, inter
statetrafficking of Jaguarand ocelot
mounts,and illegal hunting of deer,

ushr elk, and antelope.
According to the Iowa Natural HeritageFoundation,

Lacey’s daughter“rememberedher fatheras always having
had a great love for the outdoorsand that it painedhim to
seethe increasingdegreeof wantondestructionof forests
and wildlife in the late 1 800s.” This year, the Iowa General
Assemblypasseda resolutionhonoring Lacey. It says in
part: “no personbetterrepresentsthe model of a citizen
conservationistthanJohn FletcherLacey, and no act better
representsthe progressmadein conservationof the envi
ronmentin the last centurythan the LaceyAct.” ‘&

This brown
bearmother
andcub were
photographed
by AWl’s
Executive
Director
CathyLiss
on a recent
trip to
Alaska.

At the bill’s mark-up,ChairmanSmith refUtedargumentsthat
thebill shouldbe weakenedto dealonly with the import and
exportof bearparts,not interstatecommerce.Smithsaidthat
any amendmentto removethe domesticprovisionwould “gut”
thebill. He notedthathundredsof bearsarepoachedfor their
gallbladdersacrossAmericaandthat the currentinconsistency
in statelaws facilitateslaunderingandillegal saleof bearparts.

The BearProtectionAct, which hasa total of 67 Senate
cosponsors—morethanany otherpendinganimalprotection
bill—now awaitsa voteby the full Senate.A companionbill
(H.R. 2166) introducedin the Houseof Representativesby
JohnPorter(R, IL) languishesin threeHouseCommitteesand
hasyet to seeanypositivemovement.

Lastly, by an overwhelmingvote of 390—1, the Houseof
Representativespassedthe SharkFinningProhibitionAct on
June6, 2000,a bill to prohibit the viciously inhumanepractice
of slicing off a shark’sfins while the conscioussharkstruggles
in pain. Thebill now awaitsactionin the Senate.

Helping leadthe internationalcampaignto banthis hor
rific practice,campaignerSusieWattsnotesthatwhenfisher
mencatchsharkswhile fishing for otherbountysuchastunaor
swordfish,“they keepthe fins andthrow awaythe restof the
body, reservingspacein the hold for the morevaluablefish.”
Wattscontinues:“thesesharksare frequently ‘finned’ while
still alive andarethenthrownbackinto the waterto be eaten
by otherfish, starve,or bleedto death.”

The tradein sharkfins existsprimarily to supplythe high
Asian demandfor expensivesharkfin soupswherea single
bowl in Hong Kong or Taiwancould fetchUS $100.The fins
areultimatelyprocessedandsold dried, frozen,or canned.
Accordingto the conservationorganizationWildAid, “Experts
agreethat an estimateof 100 million sharksandshark-likefish
caughtaroundthe world annuallyis not unreasonable.”*

Sunken
remains
of a
dismem
bered
shark.
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