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To help our readers
»uderstand this contro-
sersial topic, this issue of
he Latham Letter presents
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-onvictions about the U.S.
attle industry and its
mpact on society.
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Martin Deutsch of Springfield, New Jersey won "Best in Show" in the American
Humane Associalion’s Caplure the Love photo conlest

n all the ongoing public

de wund the global
envir " isis, a curi-
ous silence surron the

sue of cattle, one o: he most
destructive enviroror  an
o its of the modc n era.
¢ grazini © a  ma !
causc of the sp..  ngr sser
tification process that 1s re-
sponsible for the destruction
of much of the earth’s re-
maining tropical rain forests.
Cattle raising is indirectly
responsible for the rapid
depletion of fresh water on
the planet, with some reser-
voirs and aquifers now at their
lowest levels since the end of
the last lce Age. Cattle are a
chief source of organic pollu-

tion; cow dung is poisoning
the fres water i ., rivers,
o ams ot the world,
T 5 o cattle

2x -ting, unprecedented
pressure on - . "7 ying
capacity of natural ecosys-
tems, edging entire species
of wil e to the brink of ex-
tinction. Caftle are a growing
source of global warming,
and their increasing numbers
now threaten the very che-
mical nature of the biosphere.
Most Americans and Europe-
ans arc simply unaware of
the devastation wrought by
the world’s cattle. Now num-
bering over a million, these
ancient ungulates roam the
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have just returned from

an interdisciplinary Pet
Overpopulation Workshop at
the University of Minnesota.
I'veryone with a national in-
terest was represented, from
the American Humane Asso-
ciation, the Humane Society
of the United States, American
Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals, American
Kennel Club, Cat Fanciers, to
the American Veterinary
Medical Association and
American Animal Hospital
Association. The meeting was
alsu loaded with academic
rescarchers, epidemiologists,
population scientists, and oth-
ers who care about too many
animals being killed every
year.

Two Decades of Inertia

The main impact on me
was the amazing fact the
problem had not changed
after 20 years of these kind of
meetings. Granted, strays
have decreased in cities with
strict leash Jaws.

EFUTHANASIAS. continued on page 7
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he degree of humane resistance to a change of habits is

remarkable. [n fact, it is sometimes extremely difficult
to distinguish it from apathy, plain stubbarnness or oc-
casionally, an esoteric death wish. This is especially so, when
that resistance is martialed against ones personal welfare
and /or other vital, life-supporting elements. Consider if you
will, the determined resistance regularly demonstrated by
those of us who continue to smoke, use alcohol and other
drugs, overeat and under-exercise. Are we not like those with
ears who will not hear and those with eyes who will not see?
We allow our obdurate obstinacy to prevail in the presence
of continued, frequently documented, and always un-
favorable moral, physical, social, economic and ecological

RESISTANCE, continued on page 10
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'ote: The Food Facts Coalition charges that Jeremy Rifkin displays a total disregard for scieyice

and a lack of understanding of how American agriculture operates. A large number of science and medical
professionals have refuted Rifkin’s claims and criticized his book for its factual ervors and insupportable

conclusions.

Here they refute various allegations in Beyond Beef. Further infornation is available from the Food

Facls Coalition at 202-371-0200.
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS:

Q: Would putting anend to
cattle-raising eliminate the
problem of world hunger?

A: No. The problem of world
hunger is complex and multi-
faceted. While it is tempting
to look for a quick and easy
answer—as Mr. Rifkin does
in wrongly blaming the
cow—real problems require
real solutions. Mr. Rifkin at-
tempts to draw a correlation
between the grain cattle con-
sume, and the lack of grain
to feed the hungry. For most
of the last three decades,
however, the U.S. has had
surplus grain production.
Yet that increase has failed
to alleviate world hunger.
Avoidance of meat will do
nothing to direct grain to the
hungry. In fact, grain will
not be grown unless there is
a market for it. The problem
of the hungry is not meat-eat-
ing in the U.S.: it is buying

power. The real solutions to
world hunger, most experts
agree, are relief programs
and economic development
in poor countries, which pro-
vide people the ability to
produce or purchase and dis-
tribute more food.
According to Dr. Harry
Mussman, DVM, Ph.D,
Deputy Assistant Secretary,
USDA, quoting from “The
World Food Situation and
Prospects, 1985” in 1990,
“When some eat so well
and others are malnourished,
there is much appeal to the
argument that meat con-
sumption should be reduced
to free grain for hungry
people. This is, however,
neither an efficient nor an
effective way to accomplish
the objective of feeding the
world’s truly hungry. The
majority of the world’s
hungry need rice or wheat.
These are a small fraction of

the grain consumed by
ruminant livestock. Also,
grain is only a small fraction
of the total feed consumed
by ruminant livestock. They
eat mostly roughage, which
would not be available as
human food unless converted
to livestock products.”

Q: What do experts say
about the safety of the
American food supply?

A: There is no question that
Awmericans can and should
have confidence in the safety
of their food supply. In order
to ensure the safety of food,
the Environmental Protection
Agency, the Food and Drug
Administration and the
United States Department
of Agriculture work together
to issue and enforce a myriad
of strict guidelines. Based on

RESPONSE. continued on page 4
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irreversible, ..ac i
hamburger the clea
ing of six s« 1a > yards of
jungle for |

Th-  =ationofa vastcattle
complex . Conl
has enriched the nves or a rew
wealthy landowners and their
political allies, pauperized
much of the rural peasantry,
and spawned widespread
social unrest and political
upheaval. More than half
the rural families in Central
America-—35 million people
—are now landless or own too
little to support themselves,
while the landed aristocracy
and transnational corpora-
tions continue to gobble up
every available acre, using
much of it for pastureland.

This destructive pattern of
forest clearing, land concen-
tration, and displacement of
peasant populations is being
repeated throughout Latin
America. In Mexico, 37 mil-
lion acres of forests have been
destroyed since 1987 to pro-
vide additional grazing land
for caltle. Mexican ecologist
Gabrie] Quadri summed up
the feelings of many of his
countrymen when he warned,
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month. Without flora to an-
chor the soil, absorb the water,
and recycle the nutrients, the
land has become increasingly
vulnerable to wind and water
erosion. And the cattle destroy
the land in still another way:
their powerful hoofs compact
the soil with the pressure of
24 pounds per square inch.
The soil compaction reduces
the air space between par-
ticles, reducing the amount
of water that can be absorbed.
The soil is less able to hold
water from the spring melting
of snow and is more prone to
erosion from flash floods.
More than 60 percent of the
world’s rangeland has been
damaged by overgrazing
during, the past half century.
The United Nations esti-
mates that 29 percent of the
earth’s landmass now suffers
“slight, moderate, or severe

desertification.” Some 850
million people live on land
threatened by desertificatjon.
More than 230 million people
live on land so severely
desertified that they are
unable to sustain their exist-
ence and face the prospect
of increasing malnutrition
and starvation.

In the United States, cattle
are destroying much of the

est. Between two and three
nillion cattle are currently
grazing on hundreds of mil-
Jions of acres of public Jand
in 11 western states. While
western beef cattle make up
only a small percentage of
the beef production in the
Lnited States, they cause
significant environmental
destruction. According (o a
1991 report prepared by the
United Nations, more than
450 million acres on the
western range are suffering
a 25 to 50 percent reduction
in yield, in part becausc of
the overgrazing of cattle.

Philip Fradkin, writing in
Audubon magazine, summed
up the dimensions of this cri-
sis—a crisis that has, until
now, remained among the
country’s best kept environ-
mental secrets: “The impact of
countless hooves and mouths
over the years has done more
to alter the type of vegetation
and land forms of the West
than all the water projects,
strip mines, power plants,
freeways, and sub-division
developments combined.”

Warming the Planet
with Beef

The grain-fed-cattle com-
plex is now a significant
factor in the emission of
three of the gases that cause
the greenhouse effect—
methane, carbon dioxide
and nitrous oxide-—and is
likely to play an cven larger
role in global warming in
the coming decadcs.

GLOBAL CRISIS, continued nex! page
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GLOBAL CBISIS, continued

The burming of fos: 1
accounted for ne. wo-
thirds of the 8.5 billion to.
carbon dioxide adde ‘he
atmosphere in 1987.T
third came from the increased
burning of the forests and
grasslands. Plants take in and
store carbon dioxide in the
process of photosynthesis.
When they die or are burned,
they release the stored-up
carbon—often accumulated
over hundreds of years—back
into the atmosphere. When
the trees are cleared and
burned to make room for the
cattle pastures, they emit
a massive volume of carbon
dioxide inlo the atmosphere.

Still, the burmung of forests
for pastureland is only part
of the story. Commercial cat-
tle ranching contributes to
global warming in other
ways. Qur highly mechan-
ized agricultural sector also
uses a sizable amount of
fossil fuel. With 70 percent
of all U.S. grain production
now devoted (o livestock
feed, much of it for cattle,
the cnergy burned by farm
machincry and transport
vehicles just to produce and
ship the feed represents a
significant addition to carbon
dioxide emissions.

Tt now takes the equivalent
of a gallon of gasoline to
produce a pound of grain-
fedt “" ‘he United States.
To sustain the yearly beef
requirements of an average
family of fou u: the
use of more than 260 gallons
of fossil fuel. Moreover, to
produce feed crops for
grain-fed cattle requires the
usc of petrochemical fer-
tilizers and other sources now
accounts for 6 percent of the
global warming cffect.

Finally, cattle themselves
emit methane, a potent green-
house gas. Although methane
is also emitted from peat bogs,
rice paddies, and landfills, the
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Jeremny Rifkina 1s President of the
Greernthouse Crisis Foundation,
Washington DC, and author

of Beyond Bexf.
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the most recent annu:
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James Bense , (1 Acting
Commission > FDA,
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Americans can continue
to have faith in the satety of
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" av do cattlemen cuve for

herds?

A catt.e .o livelihood
epends on the health and

wholesome beef for America’s
tables. In producing cattle,
they have always had the
well-being of animals upper-
most in their minds.”

Q: What docs the beef
industry mean to the
American econormy?

Beef cattle production is
‘he largest income-providing
segment of the L.S. agricul-
turc industry and the largest
job provider.

The US Department of
Agricnlture reports thal
almost ¥ million people—
about half of ail those work-
ing in production agricul-
“ure  are divectlv involved
1 .he LS. beef industry.
Most of them work on small
to pid-sized farms and ranch-
es. logether, thevy generate
some $40 billion in annual
sales. Each cattle sales dollar

e T o 0 “countless hooves
w N , . Yo rs, has done more
> 2 °¢  lon and land forms
Tt Ty ~al e water projects, strip
K Poan . ewdays, and
ARV b u” combined.”

ductivity of - attle.
~ »ing attle
ey so nd imal

husban ry practices and hu-

mane .re  ent. Generations
" xperience, ‘esearch and
ve £ nerica’s

me | ts & what

y oo \g o the

¢: ¢, n trition, heal 1 and
e T "for

whi . ey es ons e
TouSt we Lurs, ani-
s entist  ennsylvania

St e says, “Cattle-
LA fevoted to

. roviding ece cal, safe,

also generates an additional
$3 to $6 in busimcess activity,
and businesses related to
cattle and beef production
employ hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans. In many
rural arcas, there would be
little or no economic activity
or tax base without cattle.

Q: What would Jeremy
Rifkin’s campaign do for

family farmers?

A: The Beyond Beef Cam-
paign will ultimately hurt the
very producers it claims to



defend—family farmers.
According to USDA, more
than 99.8 percent of all small
and mid-size single-family
cattie producers
own and manage
about 93.5 per-
cent of all beef
cows, hardly
“agribusiness
corporations and
beef industry gi-
ants” by any defi-
nition. Reducing
beef production
will largely im-
pact those small

and mid - size

family-owned i

operations.
Increasing feed

grain prices or re-

ducing the num-

ber of feedlots will

rcduce demand

for calves and lower calf
prices, again impacting the
very producers the campaign
claims to defend. In fact, in-
creasing feed grain prices
would irmepact pork and poul-
try producers more than beef
because of cattle’s unique
ability to utilize forage and
roughage that people can’t
cat—a fact totally ignored
in the entire Beyond Beet
Campaign.

Q: Is cattle production
efficient in its use of
resources?

A: Cattle do more than just
efficiently use resources—
they also create opportunity
tor productive resource
vse where such opportunity
would not normally exist.
Two-thirds of the world’s
agricultural land is in the form
of pastures, of which at least
85 percent is not swirable
for cultivation, according to
Dr. LM. Schake of the Univer-
sity of Connecticut. Mo=:
grazing land is simply oo
cool, too wet, tov steep, or too
rough to grow crops. Without
ruminant, four-stomached

animals such as cattle, there
would be no way to harvest
food from these hundreds of
millions of acres not useful

for growing crops.

As for water use, it takes
only 200 gallons of water
per pound of beef for drink-
ing, feed crop irrigation and
other purposes. By contrast,
it takes 1,500 gallons of water
to process a barrel of beer.
A typical birch tree evaporates
around 70 gallons a day. And
the average houschold uses
more than 107,000 gallons
per year. In all those uses,
however, it is important to
note that water is neither
created nor destroyed, but
rather continually recycled
by nature.

As for energy
U.S. agricultural production
accounts for only 2.5 percent
of total fossil fuel energy
used in the U.S. Beef pro-
duction accounts for less than
0.5 percent of energy used.
The fossil fuel energy used
to produce 70 pounds of
beck, the average annual
per vapita consumption,
is conivalent to 12 to 25
gallopes of gasoline per year.

use,

Q: How does cattle pro-
duction affect wildlife pop-

7

ulations in this country?

A: Eighty-percent or more
of the wildlife in the United

o .

States (exclusive of Alaska)
depends on private land for
food, water and shelter.
Private cattle grazing lands
provide valuable range-
land, crops, water, wetlands,
riparian (stream and river-
bank) habitat, and other
food sources for big game
and non-game species.

states is public land, fertile
private lands often serve as
oases, making thousands of
acres of adjacent

arid federal lands

viable for wildlife,

For example, ru-

minant (four-stom-

i ach animals like

3 cattle) wildlife pop-
- ulations on public

‘ lands have sky-
rocketed  since

1960: Elk are

up 782 percent,
moose, 476 per-
cent, and bighorn
sheep 435 percent.

Q: How does
cattle grazing
affect the land?

A: Like mowing

your lawn or pru-
ning, controlled grazing
encourages renewed plant
growth and deters fires.
In addition, the hooves of
livestock (and those of the
big game that comes to share
the same salt and water)
break up and aerale the sojl.
Grazing animals also scatter
seeds, further promoting

According 1o the U.S. Department
of Agriculture, "Soil productivity,
as well as water and air quality,

is better maintained under the permanent

vegelative cover of well managed

grazing lands than virtually any

other land-use system.”
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RESPONSE. continued

As the American Heart
Association states, “Good lean
meat is hard to . as 1
excellent source 0 pro
vitamins, and ine ., in-
cluding iron.” ¢ fat con
tent in beef, ¢ ttle tc ay:
unquestio Wy leann when
they go to staughter, and retail

cuts are v { more
cle y.” eancuts o oeef,
¢ mmed ofey  aalfat, «
aswell as sk chicken an
fish injJow-fa  2sc sigr

to lower b od chole

levels,” saic Ly 2 Scott, as-
sistant profes rartment
of medicine a o “ol-
lege of Med.. . John

Brunzell, of the Jniversity of
Washingtor * hool of Medi-
cine and a member of the
American Heart Association
Nutrition Committee, has
said, “T" 2 beef induslry i
be cor mended for wl

he | 1 (supplying leane
more .osely trimmed 1 ef),
and I would liketogivet!  1-
dustry a grade of A in that
particular category.”

Q: Why does Beyond Beef
actually do an injustice to
the problems it claims to care
about?

A: Jeremy Rifkin’s book
addresse wide range of
complex issues. The
problem, however, is that
Mr. Rifkin  jets the cow as
the sou “all i
Feeding the world’st  gry,
helping the family farmer,
or ending sexual discrimina-
tion are all noble goals that
many in society would cheer.
Bul real problems require
real solutions. Whether argu-
ing to solve the problem of
world hunger, or what Mr.
Rifkin calls, ‘diminished
human consciousness,” it is
simply noi productive to
assert that cattle are the rool
of all evil. R

EUTHANASIAS. continued from page 1
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owners (x nudti-pets) = 1.

Then we started looking at
the factors npacting on each
element of the formula, and
looked at any assumptions we
were making that could not
be measured. In fact, none of
the elements had ever been
actually measured with any
statistical accuracy. So we
looked at clear definitions.
The definition of responsible
pet owner was one such
challenge. We have never
researched” the “profile” of a
respons wner, or for
that matter, ¢ responsible
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AUTHANASIAS. continue.

lems of urban America.
Caring people have been ad-
dressing the pet
overpopulation
“assumption”

een from their own
llipn ~ Perspective(does
this sound like

'year the blind men

, y and the el-
B ephant?). Do we
2 have too many

) pets or too few
responsible own-

- ers; do we see too

many births or not enough
na tural deaths; orisita popu-
lation dynamics factor that is
not easily defined?

With the guidance of
Drs. Glickman and Patronek,
pathobiology researchers
from Purdue University, we
attempted to develop a model
of the population dynamics as
they appear today, with the
basic assumption that this
dynamic population (animal
or human) constantly seeks a
form of equilibrium (supply
and demand):

POPULATION

HON-PET OWKERS

Former Pet Oswners

Adopt ' f-in

L
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EUTHANASIAS, conlimied

This model is noteworthy
because of the relationships
{arrows), we don’t know the
values (impact) of the various
elements. [f there was good
research, we would know
the intensities of demand
within a population (perhaps
a county). When one pop-
ulation is defined, then the
second population could be
surveyed and compared,
with the variances being
validaled for “causc and ef-
fect” relationships. If we
look at current efforts, such
as licensure, where does that
impact this model? Is tax-
ation a method of conirolling
pet reproduction, or is it the

registration need for return-
ing lost pets? With this model,
anyone can see these issues
become very small contri-
butors to success or failure of
any community problem.

If we look at the dynamics
with the “pet-owning” seg-
ment of the tatal population,
additional relationships be-
come very evident.

Even with these two mod-
els, we don’t know the values
or intensities which influ-
cnce the equilibrium. If we
compare Europe with the
United States, the stray animal
problems are different. Why
would this be? Why are breed
types, ears and tails included,
different between the two

Pet
age o
breed i
spacies
behavior

W\

BOND
\\\

Human

social
aconomic
time
investment
family
values

PET OWNERS

NON-PET OWRE

Former Pet Owners

raung

HUMAN DYNAMICS
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populations? Why are ani-
mals more acceptable in pub-
lic places in Europe? Which
values are different: the
animal’s reproductive urges,
the community mores, the
animal owners themselves,
or .2 How could a similar
set of values be ecanom-
ically introduced into an
American population? Would
the values cause the same
results? How would we mea-
sure the changes?

For 20 years, we have
picked at this problem from
the edge but never addressed
the total causative parameters.
Only an interdisciplinary
effort can ever hope to address
the cause and effect which
requires millions of anjmals
to be killed annnally at shel-
ters and veterinary facilities
across the nation.

The Alternatives

Remember I am the man-
agement diagnostician, not a
researcher. 1 look at what
could be done today, with
very little expense, to start
getting a handle on the prob-
lem. There are about 3500
shelters in the United States
{no one knows for sure how
many). There are about 11,000
companion animal exclusive
veterinary practices (no one
knows for sure). If the po-
wers in both movements
(e.g., ASPCA, AHA, HSUS,
AVMA, AAHA etc) got
together and developed a
single “values survey” for pet
owners, a statistically valid
samplc could be obtained
from a portion of the existing
facililies with existing staff
resources. This could be com-
pared lo cxisting Delta Society
research for htiman-animal
bond relationships.

Arc there behavior man-
agement courses that could
be offerced within a commu-
nity, shelter or veterinary
practice which would stem
the impulse euthanasia? Most

people do perceive behavior
problems in their pets, and
responsible pet owners either
accept the animal’s ways or
try to get professional assis-
tance in the resolution of the
behavior problem, Irrespon-
sible pet owners ignore the
animal’s ways or dispose of
the animal (relcase, (u
cuthanasia, etc.). The cur. o
research shows about 83% of
the behavior problems are
manageable without putling
the owner through prolon-
ged obedience training,

A more expensive alter-
native is the “total county
profile.” There are methods to
statistically survey a popula-
tion by telephone (but you
miss the non-phone house-
holds, a statistically important
population in some areas of
the country). New Zealand
has developed a protocol for
surveying stray animal popu-
lations which could likely
be adapted to the United
States. Non-pel owners must
be profiled to delermine if
there is a factor that could be
used to increase the number of
available households (we are
aware that housing restric-
tions are artificially limiting
the pet-owning population
potentials).
~ If we don’t address this
dynamic situation from an
interdisciplinary viewpoint,
if we don’t “release our rurf”
and share, 1 don’t see any
great opportunity for reso-
lution of this situation. No
one cah do it alone, we have
proven that in the past two
decades. If we don’t change,
we will continue to kill too
many animals every year.

This last alternative does
not make me happy.

For further inforimation contact
Dr. Catanzaro af Catanzaro &
Associates, Inc., Herilage
Square, 18301 W. Colfax, R-1,
Golden, CO 830401-4845.
Telephone 303-277-3800,

Fax 303-277-9888.



Successful Pet Adoptions and Ve

Aline H Kiad, Ph D
Robert M Kidd M A
Carol C George, Ph D

fter using Dr. George’s
1989 Pet Expectations
Inventory and a 6-month
call-back interview, we
analyzed the responses of
343 adults who were in the
process of adopting new
pets trom a humane society.
We concluded that some
humane society pet adop-
tions were unsuccessful
because the adopters lacked
adequate information about
normal animal behaviors
which should be expected in
a newly acquired pet,
and they did not know about
good ways to train in desired
behaviors, did not antici-
pate the amount of time
needed for good caretaking,
nor realize the amount of
money required for good
pet maintenance. We also
concluded that other humane
saciety pet adoptions were
unsuccessful because adopt-
ers who later rejected their
pets actually had expec-
ted, however unreasonably,
the newly adopted pet to
teach their children to be
responsible, loving and
emotionally sensitive!
Because veterinarians
usually do anticipate and
answer questions pet ow-
ners raise, discuss training
methods, and work with
owners to overcome current
problems and difficulties,
we hypothesized that, by
using the same techniques as
we used withhumane society
adopters, we would find
that veterinary clients would

Why do adoplers who fake their pels lo private veterinarians (rather than lo
fumane soclely clinics) have a higher rate of satistaction with their pets?

reject a significantly lower
percentage of their newly
adopted pets.

Accordingly, we asked
veterinary hospital staff
persons to request clients
who had recently acquired
new pets to complete the
two-part Pet Expectations
Inventory. The first part
asked the adults to rate their
expectations (from a 7-high
o a 1-low) that their new
pet would play such roles
as being a: Companion, Con-
fidante, Playmate, Source
of Emotional Support, Living
Being to Touch and Cud-
dle, Source of Laughter, or

Socializer for themselves.
The total score indicated the
full strength of their expec-
tations for their new pet.
Similarly, the second part
asked the parents to rate
their expectations for their
children that their new pet
would play, such roles as
being a Companion, or
Playmate, or would Keep
children busy, would Teach
children Love and Emotional
Sensitivity, would be a
Source of Emotional Sup-
port, or would be a Pro-
vider of Physical Comfort.
Again, the total score
indicated the intensity of

their expectations
of the new pet
for their children.
Six months
after the 82 vel-
erinary clients
completed the
Inventory, the
researchers tele-
phoned them and
asked whether
they still had the
new pet and i f
not, why not?
Seven owners
| (9% ) could not be
reached because
they had moved
and had changed
telephone num-
bers. The final
veterinary client
f group consisted
of 75 adults, 18

(24%) men and

57 (76%) women.

Five (28%) of the

, men, and 26
(46%) of the
women  were

parents. Overall, the vet-
erinary clients had more
pets per family than did
humane society adopters
(veterinary clients averaged
2.33 pets each, and humane
society adopters averaged
1.13 pets each), suggesting
that many of the veterinary
clients had had more experi-
ence with pets than did
humane society adopters.
Only 4 dogs and 1 cat
were rejected by five (7%)—
one mother, three females,
and one male—of these 75
veterinary client owners, a
rejection rate significantly
lower than the humane
soclety rejecter rate

ADOPTIONS, continued on next page
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ADOPTIONS. continued

(Z-6.50,p<.01). Although
veterinary clients rejecters
werc younger and had lower
overall expectations for roles
pets would play in their
lives than vcterinary client
relainers, there were no other
significant differences.
Overall, veterinary client

children’s lives than did the
humane society retainers.
The follow-up call-backs
elicited difterences in prob-
lems leading to pet rejection
between the humane society
and the veterinary client
rejecters: one dog “remained
vicious and failed obedience
training;” one dog was
rejected by the wife who

It became clear that:
(a) plainer, more intelligible information
about pet care and training,

(b) guidance toward more realistic
expectations about normal pet behaviors,
as well as caretaking and
maintenance expenses, and
(c) adopters” willingness to work out all such
ownership problems wherever possible,
could significantly reduce the number
of pets rejected or euthanized.

retainers were very shmilar
tc humane society adopters
on most of the Inventory
scales. Their total expectation
scores, and expectation scores
for specific roles for pets
in their own life did not dif-
fer significantly from the
humane society retainers’
scores.

Veterinary client retainers’
expectations scores on the
pet’s role in the lives of their
children were significantly
lower than humane society
retainers’ scores on the Teach
children Love and Emotional
Sensitivity scale (ty¢4=2.33,
p<.05) and on the Teach
children Responsibility scale
(164=5.40,p<.01). Obvious-
ly, the veterinary client re-
tainers had significantly
fewer unreasonable expecta-
tions for pets’ yoles in their

10 Thelatmslelt fo G2

could not control it despite
obedience training; two dogs
would not accommodate to
pets already in the home;
the cat consistently ran away.
Interestingly, the rejected
pets had been in the home on
an average of six months
and the owners had made
serious efforts to resolve the
problems. Most humane
society adopters had rejected
the pet within two months,
several had rejected within
two or three days.

Although the intergroup
results seem to support the
hypotheses, other differences
may have influenced the
veterinary client group
resolts. Veterinary clients
were older (4473=3.70,p<.01),
were able to afford private
veterinarian care, and werc
suburban tather than urban

residents. Further, they had
owned their new pets from
two days to a year, while
the humane society adopters
were in the process of ac-
quiring a pet for the first
time. And though the specific
information was not asked
for, the veterinary clients
probably had achieved
higher educational levels
than the humane society
adopters.

In any case it became
clear that: (a) plainer, more
intelligible information about
petcare and training, (b) guid-
ance toward more realistic
expectations about normal
pel behaviors, as well as
caretaking and maintenance
expenses, and (c) adopters’
willingness to work out
all such ownership prob-
lems wherever possible, could
significantly reduce the
number of pets rejected or
euthanized.
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FOOTNOTES

1. The authors wish to thank
Laura Becker DVM,
James Beebee DVM,
M.R. Clark DVM,
Gerald Dzendzel DVM,
John Gallagher DVM,
James Harris DVM, and
William Kidd DVM for
helping to provide subjects.

2. This research was sup-
ported by a grant-in-aid
from the Sandoz Pharma-
ccuticals Corporation. ‘F

Aline H. Kidd,
Professor of Psychology
at Mills College has
been appointed as a
Visiting Professor in the
Department of Epidemi-
ology and Preventa-
tive Medicine at the
School of Veterinary
Medicine, University of
California, Davis.

RESISTANC Y
rationale. In light of the
pervasiveness of such sclf
destructive resistance, its
both inleresting and para-
doxical, to note the abvious,
personal pride of those, who
do observe, abstain or par-
ticipate in one or another of
those beneficial activities
and the disdain with which
they hold those of us who
don't.

In concert with its con-
cern for the welfarc of all
life, the foundation has regu-
larly, by means of book re-
views and scholarly articles,
publicized information con-
cerned with the deleterious
impact and universal con-
nection of rain forest de-
struction, the necessity for
heart disease and other
health precautions, the close
relationship between child
and animal abuse, the ill
considered expenditure of
the world's precious natural
resources as well as the im-
portant mutual benefits
resulting from an under-
standing of and respect for
the interrclationship and
interdependence of all life,
human and non-human.

In keeping with The Latham
Letter’s policy to present
both sides of debatable
subjects, the reader will
find featured elsewhere in
this issue, a book report as
well as important, sincerely
expresscd and thought
provocative pro and con
positions concerning the
consumption of meat.  f&



Terry . Anderson

fforts by the National

Park Service and envi-
ronmental groups to re-
introduce wolves to Yellow-
stone park and to encourage
patural repopulation of
wolves in the West have
aroused the ire of ranchers.
Wolves, which kill sheep
and other livestock, are
not popular on Western

rangeland.
But a Montana environ-
mentalist named Hank

Fischer thinks that ranchers
might actually provide ha-
bitat tor wolvces, if the incen-
tives are right.

Under Mr. Fischer’s direc-
tion, Defenders of Wildlife,
an environmental group, has
established a wolf reward
program. Defenders wil) pay
a private landowner $5,000
if the landowner can show
that a litter of wolf pups has
been successtully reared on
his property. The U.S. Fish
angd Wildlife Service will
verify thec location of den
siles and the presence of
wolves.

Defenders of Wildlife has
not always taken such an
innovative approach. In
1991, it simply sued the
federal government in an
effort to speed up wolf re-
introduction into Yellow-
stone Park.

But Mr. Fischer’s wolf
reward program demon-
strates a willingness to take
responsibility for the im-
pact of wolves, and it should
be applauded. Already, un-
der a program developed Dy
Dr. Fischer, Defenders of
Wildlife pays Western ranch-
ers for any losses of live-
stock due to wolf w
tion. Defenders has rai |
$100,000 for its compensation
fund; since 1987, $12,000

&

has been paid to 10 different
ranchers.

No one knows whether
the new program will be
accepted. But by combining
this compensation pro-
gram with rewards for pro-
tection, Defenders of Wild-
life is trying to turn wolves
from a liability into an asset.
The programs, says Mr.
Fischer, “shift the economic
responsibility of wolf re-
covery away from the indi-
vidual livestock producer
and toward thosc people
wha seek wolf restoration.”

Mr. Fischer calls the pro-
gram “a foray for Defenders
of Wildlife into free-market
environmentalism.” In other
words, Defenders of Wild-
life is willing to take res-
ponsibility for its actions by

“Defenders of
Wildlife is trying
ro turn wolves from
a liability into
an asset.”

paying those who supply
what it wante  volf habitat.
This free market approach
contrasts sharply with the
federal government’s man-
ageynent of wildlife.

Consider, for example,
how the National Park Scr-
vice treats bison and elk. In
essence, its officials deny
responsibility for the elk
and bison in Ycllowstone
National PPar ~ -cven while
< “.n the rizht to
nmanage e,

Elk and Dbison migrate
out of Yellows e Park in
the winier, | v because

g

A Monlana environmenialist named Hark Fiscier thinks that ranchers migiil aciiially
provide habital for wolves, if ho incentives are nght. Under Mr. Fischer's direction,
Defenders of Wildle. an environmental group, has established a reward program for

five wolves

the park herds exceed park
catrying capacity. Qutside
the park, they pose a threat to
livestock because some carry
brucellosis, a bacterial di-
sease that causes cattle to
abort their fetuses.

In the winter of 1989, after
the famous Yellowstone fires
destroyed winter grazing
habitat, elk and bison wan-
dered out of Yellowstone in
search of food. The Park
Service did nothing. Officials
of the state of Montana,
convinced that the brucel-
losis-infected bison would
endanger Montana live-
stock, turned to hunters to
shoot the bison. The hunts
sparked such a public ouicry
(since bison are casy taryels)
that the state ha'ted them.
Omnly then did Nationa! Pa
Service officials take action
luring the v " ¢k
Yellowsic .o, »r shooimy,
Shem 77 Che - Kept cating
Monta

The treatrment of wild-
life habital ymder the ©'ns n-
;’,Cl‘(‘d SPL'Ci("H Act ak 15—
trates the governmepi’s n-
willingness L TSy
sibility for prote ing wild
animals. The act requires

mio

e Ry

that owners of habitat known
to harbor endangered species
follow strict, sometimes
draconian, regulations—rules
that can make their own use
of the land or develop-
ment nearly impossible,
The government puts the
burden on protection on the
landowners.

While a few landowners
welcome endangered species,
those whose livelihoods are
endangered by protecting
spotted owls, silverspot but-
terflies, or California gnat-
catchers may not. Consider a
private forest owner who
t~1~he b« spotted owls liv-

: 1ted for harvest.
T  owner has every incc -
ave ol his trees ine -
Ches Waiting unul U ¢ owls

iy .o

o wovered con dosiroy
i Srontie valae of his as-
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MEDICAL AND SCIENTIFIC i

The effort to resct >«

a mysterious pl. _ 1e ¢ ;5 becon

obsessic  for or - ou

U r oA :4,_1( ’

-

Mike Clary

MARATHON, Fla. — The
patient arrived in a panel
truck, a {, bewilder-
ed and using her flippers to
whack the sides of the plas-
tic swimming pool that held
her. She looked terrible. At
least 25 bulbous ftumors
stuck up around her eyes,
mouth and the leathery skin
around her shell.

“Actually,” said Richie
Morett, flipping the 60 pound
green sea lurtle over on her
back, “this one is pretty
healthy. T think she might
be in the 15% we can save.”

Moretti, 48 is a former
Volkswagen mechanic who
moved to the Florida Keys
nine years ago after buying
a motel next door to a top-
less lounge. Moretti still
runs the Hidden Harbor Mo-
tel, but the lounge, called
Fanny’s, has been converted
into what is believed to t
the world’s only vetrr
clinic devoted exclusively
to Irealing engendered sca
turtles plagued by a mys-
terious and debilitating
discase.

The disease, called
fibropapilloma causes gro-
tesque tumor masses that
are not malignant but us-
ually prove fatal when they
grow over the animal’s eyes
and mouth and hinder
feeding. “They literally
starve to death,” Moretti said.

Up to 60% of some green
turtle populations found in
the Florida Keys and areas
of the Caribbean are believed

12 The Latham Letter, Fall ‘82
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only velennary clinic vevoled
exchisively io lrealing endiangered
Se3 lurtles plagued by a riysterions
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’ areas are believedt {7 by
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| hinder fecoing.

‘ WO\ st s eleved 1o be the world's

to be aftected, according to
Elhott facobson, a professor
of zoological medicine at
the University of Florida
who is working with Moretti
and his partner, Tina Brown.

years it has “increased in
prevalence and distribution,
and we don’t know why”,
Jacobson said. His studies
found that papilloma is
related to the herpes virus.

“Brown and Moretti have been
effective in calling attention to a
little-noticed plague”

Turtles in Hawaii have also
been affected, and the disease
1s beginning to show up the
warm waters of Central
America and Australia.

The disease was reported
in 1938, but in the last few

“It is a devastating,
life-threatening problem
which could knock out
whole populations,” he
added. “We're seeing it
primarily in juveniles, and
when they become breeding

adults at 15 to 20 years
old, they could pass it on
through the egg.”

For Moretti and
Brown, who moved to
Middle Keys from Or-
lando seven years ago,
the turtles have become
a costly obsession. "Our
plan was to compete in
fishing tournaments and
lnkeit easy,” Moretti said.

Instead, the hwo have
poured the proceeds
from the 21-unit motel
and a couple of video
rental stores into the
nonprofit turtle project.
Moretti figures hc has
spent about 523,000 to
buy the former lounge,
remodel it and install
operating tables, lights,
a sterilizer and an anes-
thesia machine.

The clinic officially
opened in June, but
Moretti and Brown say
they have treated more
than 350 diseased or
damaged animals since
1985, when a fisherman

brought the first injured turtle
to them.

Of the dozens with
papitloma, most have died, so
underwcight when found that
no amount of tube fed
Gatorade and Nutri-Cal could
save them.

The one arnving in the
panel truck could be an excep-
tion. Brown tumed on the gar-
den hose near the manna and
scraped from the animal’s
shell masses of yellow eggs
laid by marine leeches.
Moretti rcadied a shot of
antibiotic. Days later, when
the turtle is accustomed to
her new surroundings in
a salt-water swimming pool,
a veterinarian will come by
to surgically remove the



tumors.

This turtle faces at least
six months of rehabilitation,
Brown said.

Fibropapilloma isnt all
sea turtles have to contend
with. Collisions with boats
and propellers are also
frequent.

Moretti and Brown have
learned to use fiberglass
to make repairs to cracked
shells and how to sew up
flesh wounds vulnerable to
infection.

“This is a global
disease, a forcaster
of other problems
1 the marine
environment.”

This turtle also had a
deep gash on one flipper
and cracks and a dash of
blue paint on its shell,
evidence of a run-in with
a boat hull.

Brown and Moretti have
been lauded for their work
by the National Marine Fish-
eries Service, and they
were mentioned in a recent
issue of National Geographic
magazine.

Their work with the turtles
has led them to environ-
mental activism; they have
gone to sea to protest the
military’s use of the Atlantic
as a practice bombing range
and have sued the Com-
merce Department to halt
the harvesting of sea grass-
prime turtle habitat-in the
Sargasso Sea. Some sea-
weed is used as protein in
animal food.

Jacobson, the marine bio-
logist, said that while bat-
tling long odds in trying to

save individual turtles,
Brown and Moretti have
been effective in calling
attention to a little-noticed
plague.

“Government agencies
have avoided these kinds of
problems, and so it's left to
the private sector to provide
humane care of these ani-
mals,” he said. “This is a
global disease, a forecaster
of other problems in the
marine environment. Peo-
ple concerned with the
quality of life should be con-
cerned about what’s hap-
pening with green turtles.”

For Brown, a former
hairdresser, working with
troubled turtles now seems
inevitable. ”“Living here
in the Keys, it is impossible
to ignore nature,

wo people were fighting over 2 piece of land. To
T resolve their differences, they agreed to put the
case before a rabbi. The rabbi listened but could not
come to a decision because both seemed right. Finally
the rabbi said, “Since 1 cannot decide to whom this land
belongs, Jet us ask the land.” He put his ear to the land
and after a moment he straightened up. “My friends,
the Jand says that it belongs to neither of you - but that

you belong tod, ... The Talmud

Sioux prayer

A Sioux Prayer for the Earth
Grandfather Great Spirit

Fill us with the Light.

Give us the strength to understand,
and the eyes to see.

Teach us to walk the soft Earth

as brothers and sisters of all that lives.

and turtles are a
partofit,” she said.
“Nobody else was
doing anything so
we did.”

Moretti recalls
winning the first |
two deep-sea fish-
ing tournaments
the couple entered
in 1984. “That was
satisfying but light-
wejghl compared
to fixing sick ani-
mals and return-

~ 1 Animal Bond News

- ¥
L 2
) 2
Myrna Chandler Goldslein .
The dentst doesn't seem so bad ' ',
with a dog 1n your 1ap LY.

s 4
L TN
young patients. “They sit on

ing them to the
wild,” he said.

“] like being
needed and these
animals need us.
i€ I could think of
any way to enjoy
life more, I'd doit.”

Reprinted conrlesy of
Mike Clary and with
penmission of the Los
Angeles Times. Mike
Clary 1s a free-lance
writer and Florida
corvesporident for the

Los Angefes Times. #

Each morning Dr. Neale
Eckstein, a pedjatric dentist
in Sudbury, Massachusetts,
leaves for work accompanied
by his four-legged dental assis-
tants: Nikki, a Toy Poodle, and
Niblets, Silky and Callie, his
three Maltese. The dogs have
become an integral—indeed,
sometimes essential—part of
the state-of-the-art dental prac-
tice Ecketein shares with his
partne  Jr. vorman Goldberg.

Accorc 12 0 ckstein, the
dogs provide an instant means
of communication with his

the children’s laps and are di-
rectly involved with them,”
he said. “Sometimes we have
children who are really scared
of being at the dentist’s. They
come in, see the dogs and begin to
relax. Then they want to come
back to see the dogs.”

On those rare occasions when
Dr. Eckstein is unable to bring
the dogs to the office, he is very
careful to schedule an appoint-
ment for a child for whom the
dogs are “absolulely essential.”
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From the welfare point
of view, systems of organic
farming are superior to
conventional intensive
agriculture and provide
more appropriate conditions
to satisfy the physiological
and ethological needs of
animals. Philip Lymbery
of Compassion in World
Farming comments, “the
organic ethic differs from that
of the animal welfarist in that
it sees improved animal
health and welfare in re-
lation to the needs of a better
agricultural system rather
than as an aim in itself.
llowever, the standards it
sets are very high and we
welcome the approach.”

In order to satisfy these
standards, prices {or organic
produce are high and lor
this reason it supplies only a
very small proportion of the
food needs of most indus-
trialized countries. In the
near future, the European
Community is to consider
giving financial support to
orgzm'ic farmers, as part of
widcspread reforms of its
agricultural pohicy. This
would be a major boost to
the industry, enabling pro-
ducers to reduce the price of
organic goods and there-
by increase the organic share
of the market.

Organic philosophy pre-
sents a viable alternative
to intensive farming which,
if promoted more heavily
among customers, retailers
and legislators, could pro-
vide a decent life for all
farm animals. However, at
present due to the restricted
size of the movement, its
impact on most agricultural
animals is small.

For information on organic
farming contact: JFOAM,
Oekozentrum Imsbach, D-6693
Tholey-Tholey, Germany.

Reprinted courtesy of Aninals litter-
sational, Sunimer 1992, q

\Walden Belfo

Y very .ime | a eat a
har  arg © you are
having a . olidonship with
thousands of people you
never met. Not just people
at the supermarket or fast
food restaurant but pos-
sibly World Bank officials
in Washington DC, and
peasants from Central and
South America. And many
of these people are hungry.

The fact is that there is
enough food in the world
for everyone. But tragically,
much of the world’s food
and land resources are tied
up in producing beef and
other hvestock—food for the
well-off — while millions
of children and adults suffer
from malnutrition and star-
vation.

The mathematics are
simple. For every pound of
feed-lot beef on our plates,
an American cow eats nine
pounds of grain and soy
feed. In the 1980's, the world
grain supply alone was
enough to provide every
human an the planet with
3,600 calories a day—more
than enough to meet
everyone’s average nutri-
tional requirements. As
Frances Moore Lappe, author
of Diet for a Small Planet,
explains, “Our food system
takes abundant grain, while
hungry people can't afford,
and shrinks it into meat,
which better-off people
will pay for.” Cattle and
other livestock eat 70 per-
cent of the grain produced in
the United States.

We may think that U.S.
grain exports feed the hungry
around the world. But in
reality, three-fourths of the
corn, barley, sorghum, and
oats imported by poor coun-
tries goes to feed animals.

How can it be true that

pec le arc hung y- ¢ven

sta.ving—v 1ile abur-
e 2 o
T YIS oo smrvc

of T otcows ol

seople do.
all ¢ 'p s on how meat 13
pro uccw. Livestock, such
as chickens and pigs, raised
o1 hen scraps and other
w2, C upplement a
poc ai i diet by con-
ver ng inec ble materials
ym at 2 eggs. Live-
stock -aised by small far-

m who ate pasture
w food crops can im-
prove soil fertil v while
raising = lo¢  or ad-
v o cons ption
or rke wome. Para-

coxic Uy, h woeve o -

'n ta rarse

ywo - extensive foing
or lanc th = i1sed to be ac-
cessible to peasants and
small farmers to produce
subsistence and market
crops can create hunger
while it creates food.

In Central America, staple
crop production has been
replaced by extensive cat-
tle ranching, which now
occupies two-thirds of the
arable land. The World Bank
encouraged the switch-over
by dumping cattle credit
into the region, with an eye
toward expanding U.S. fast-
food and frozen-dinner
markets. The resulting ex-
pansion of cattle ranching
has deprived peasants of
access to the land they de-
pend on for growing food.
And because of ranching’s
limited ability to create jobs
(cattle ranching creates thir-
teen times fewer jobs per
acre than coffee production),
rural hunger has soared.
Concentrating on Central
America’s  “comparative
advantage” in cattle exports
has not created the kind of
economic growth that can
end hunger. Poor people,
deprived of land on which
to grow food and without
adequate income to buy
imported food, are not

the ones who benefit
from beef exports.

In parts of Mexico and
South America, beef pro-
duction is linked o increas-
ing poverty in a different
way—the switch-over from
growing food crops to feed
crops. In Brazil, half of the
basic grains produced are
sold as livestock feed, while
the majority of the rural
poor suffer from malnutri-
tion. The shift irom black
beans, a basic food crop, ta
sovbeans feeds the beef ap-
petites of the Brazilian eclites
and foreign importers of
Brazilian livestock feed, not
Brazil’s hungry masses. A
study by David Barkin of the
Autonomous Metropolitan
University in Mexico City
found that in Brazil, Colom-
bia, Egypt, Mexico, Peru, the
Philippines, South Africa,
Thailand and Venezuela,
production of meat for the
rich has crowded out basic
food production for the poor.

What does all this have
to do with our hamburgers?
The American fast-food diet
and the meat-eating habits
of the wealthy around the
world support a world food
system that diverts food re-
sources from the hungry.
But we do not have to un-
knowingly go along for the
ride. Choosing to cat a dict
lower on the food chain is a
way of rejecting our posi-
tion at the top of what envi-
ronmental activist Jeremy
Rifkin calls the “protein
ladder.” A diet higher in
whole grains and legumes
and lower in beef and other
meat is not just healthier
for ourselves, but also contni-
butes to changing the world
system that feeds some people
and leaves others hungry.

That is why we at Food
First are joining the Bevond
Beef campaign to encourage
Americans to eat less beef and
other meat.

Waldew Bello is Execidive Director,
Food Fivst/The Institule for Food
and Development Policy, Sau
Francisco, Califorinia. &T’:
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Herbert F Manig

Among America’s great-
est public treasures are
the 191 million acres of
national forests and grass-
lands. These public lands are
held in great appreciation
by the American ranchers.
Out of their concern for the
cnvironument, ranchers today
also employ improved
methods to better manage
public lands for a full range
of values, beyond grazing.

Traditional uses of these
public lands, such as for
livestock grazing, must
balance with the environ-
ment, as well as America’s
other values, including out-
door recreation, wildlife and
the desire for open space
by an increasingly urban
society.

“Grass is like
money in the bank
to a rancher and
he has to make sure
he leaves enough
behind as a future
investment."

Not only are ranchers
who use public lands bal-
ancing these interests, but
studies show they are pay-
ing fairly for their use of
these lands. The actual costs
of public-lands grazing are
equal to or higher than rent
paid for grazing on similar
private land. The current fee
is tied to livestock prices and
the marketplace.

Increases, as proposed by
some, would only make
public land grazing uncco-
nontical, and would not only

16 Thelaam Lefier Fall 92

Should the government fease grazing rights lo public lana? According lo the American Farm Bureau, . parially v
managed grazing, the Bureau of L and Managemen! and the Sociely for Range Managsment both report "pubdtic rauy - s
belter condition than at any lime in this century ™

jeopardize numerous family
ranchers, but also the com-
munities that depend on their
financial support. A Mon-
tana study showed that if
25,000 cows were removed
from public land in one
county, the annual loss
would be $16 million in
commerce. This is in a state
where cattle mean as much
to th economy as wheat
does it 77 anges
do in Florida.

Stcep grazing fec hikes
proposed by some groups
could sound the death
knell for traditional ranching
in the American West.
For more than a hundred
years, cattle and sheep have
grazed the vast Western
rangeland.

In 1919, our public lands
were used to graze 2,135,527
cattle and 7,935,174
sheep. As recently as 1989
however, those numbers
dropped dramatically to
1,423,465 cattle and 972,135
sheep.

Today, proper stocking
rates are determined through
a tange analysis which
measures the type and
amount of forage available.

Grass is like money in the
bank to a rancher and he
has to make sure he leaves
enough behind as a future
investment.

On the range today, there’s
also a new attitude on the
part of those who make their
living there. Ranchers today
have multiple goals. They
respect the landscape for its
ability to support not only
their cattle, but also native
wildlife and the recreation-
al needs of others.

$28,000 per family. Such
family ranchers have a long-
term relationship with our
public lands and are ever-
conscious of caring for the
future of the range. Ranchers
know it’s a privilege to use
public lands. They use these
lands with next year in
mind. The public as well as
their cattle herds benefit
from that stewardship.
Cattle thrive on grass, but
for their part, grasses also
need to be grazed. According

“The BLM and the respected
Society for Range Management

both report ‘public rangelands are in

better condition than at any time

in this century.”

According to the Bureau
of Land Management
(BLLM), there are more than
31,000 grazing permits issued
on our public lands. Nearly
27,000 of these permit holders
are family ranching opera-
tions that earn less than

to experts, the grasses and
forages eaten by livestock
evolved for that purpose.

In addition, grazing
removes some of the fine
fuels that gencrate fire haz-
ards on the range. Animals
coming in at the right time



and grazing the right amount
tends to knock the seed into
the grass, while their hooves
act as cultivators. Grazing
at the right time in the right
amount improves the health
of the range ecosystem.

Due partially to carefully-
managed grazing, the BLM
and the respected Society
tor Range Management both
report “public rangelands
arc in better condition than at
any time in this century.”

Because there was no
quantitiable monitoring of
our rangelands prior to this
century, public range-
lanc y very well be in
their best condition ever.
We can only rely on several
historical slatements of their
past condition.

In 1827 the Jeremiah Smith
exploration party were for-
ced to cat the 'ses or starve
in the same region that today
is famous for its wildlife.
In 1841, pioneering priest
Fr. Pierre DeSmit described
the Great Plains this day,
“Our beats of burden are
compelled to fast...for scarce-
ly a mouthful of grass can be
found.” Twenty years later
mountain man Jim Bridger
wrote, “Forage scarce
animals becoming much
emaciated.”

Wildlife have benefited
from proper range man-
agement. The im  ved
condition ¢ r 5
increased | 1 0.
wildlife. Accoce ag w tne
Department of tl - Interior,
since 1960, wildlite numbers
have increased by: 782 per-
cent for elk; 476 percent for
moose; 435 percent for
bighorn sheep; and 112
percent for antelope.

Livestock grazing on the

national forests and grass-
lands hasalor 't = n,
but that's not w y  she Id
continue. It wil. continue
because grazing can be a
cost-effective, environ
tally sound tool to cor
plement othei i
values. Livestock gri ang
can be carried out in nar-
mony with the 1 by one
of the strongest al es of
our public lands e
Western rancher.

Herbert . Manig 1s Director,
Natural & Envirornnental
Resources Division, American
Farm Buveau Federation,
Park Ridge, Hlintois and
Washington, DC.

WOLVES, continued from page 11

trade. Defenders of Wildlife,
the demander of wolves, is
willing to pay ranchers for
their supply.

Such an approach could be
adopted to protect other spe-
cies, including the spotted
owl. A reward program that
paid timber owners $5,000 per
pair of nesting spotted owls
could motivate landowners to
raise spotted owls as well as
timber. The invisible hand of
free n}_ai‘kpf environmenty lism
ofters an erfective alte 1ative
to the heavv hand f com-
mand-and control.

Mr. Anderson is g senior ns-
sociale of the Political Economy
Research Center in Bozonan,
Montaun; mud co-author with
Donald Leal of “Free Markel
Encironmentalism” (Pacific
Research nstitute and Wesletvio
Press, 1991).

Reprmted cou” 7¢ e 1.
Anderson amd witi pe ussion of
the Wall Street fournil @ 19997
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t onc produce al-
most twice as much methane
as cattle.

Feed a cow, starve
a human?

Yet another problem with
beef, Rifkin asserts, is that
because some people eat it,
a billion humans are starv-
ing. At issue is the fact thal
more than half the grain
harvested in the United States
is fed to livestock. Rifkin
maintains that if we were to
reduce our cattle production,
we would use our agricul-
tural resources to grow

> fod or st sing

n " No « Hubt

¥ 3 WOL :
ng  forego some o
w  eef if they knew

¢ ai  hat the grain
woula 20" dsave

oC .. uliesi ations
m starvation. B Ritkin

g e N dilem-
v hat ac srov ac on of
LG world

ves no guarantee hat it
W e d 1gel’

somewhere else.
Ev 1 at our current levels
of be uction, some 200

million tons of surplus grain
are already available in the
industrial world. In fact, in
the United States alone, 60
nillion acres of cropland
have been withdrawn from
grain production in order to
preventagricultural surpluses
from depressing prices. The
unfortunate reality is that
in many areas of the world,
hunger is as much a product
of politics, civil wars, en-
trenched wealth, inefficient
distribution networks, and
corruption as it is of inad-
equate food supplies and
production capabilities.

None of this is to say
that stamping out world
hunger shouldn’t include
efforts to produce and dis-
tribute our food more effi-
ciently and with greater at-
tention to its effect on the
environment as Rifkin re-
minds us. But long-range,
realislic solutions are neces-
sary rather than answers
based on zealous arguments
that seem grounded in facts
but are in reality optnjons
with, at best, shaky (ounda-
tions.

Reprinted courtesy of Tufts
University, Diet & Nutrition
Letter, 53 Park Place, 8th Fl.,
New York, N.Y. 10007,

fuie 1992
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actually not Rifkin’s biggest

ripe. It’s that beef produc-

mn is “one of the most

¢ ructive environmental

‘nreats of the modern era.”

icu’ rly chilling is his

fesc *. n of the ecological

rwin wiat clearing rain forests

for grazing land has caused in
Central and South America.

Each of us bears some
measure of responsibility,
Rifkin scolds his readers,
because the production of a
single quarter-pound ham-
burger from a steer raised
in Central or South America
involves the eradication of
about 165 pounds of living
matter that come from 20 to
30 different plant species,
perhaps 100 insect species,
and dozens of bird, mammal,
and reptile species.

Certainly, the destruction
of irreplaceable natural
resources for whatever rea-
son is deplorable, and the
U.S. bears a share of the re-
sponsijbility for deforesting
nations with fewer natural
and economic resources than
our own. But contrary to the
impression Rifkin creates,
some experts believe thal
the worst of the plunder is
over and that the American
taste for beef has litlle im-
pact today on what happens
in the tropical rain foresis
Less than one percent of
the beef Americans eat is
imported from Central and
South America, according
to the United States Depart-
mentof Agriculture, and even
that small amount is steadily
declining.

As for the impact of cattle
production on global waym-
ing, steer do exhale methane
gas, which rises to the abmo-
sphere where it traps heat
escaping the earth, and thus
helpto create the “greenhouse
effect.” But cattle are not the
only culprit. Coal mining,
0il and gas drilling, the

TUFT'S, continued on page 17
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management, outdoor rec-
reation, water alloc tion
and quality, offshorc il
ling, timberlands, anc fish
eries. Finally, they tackl
the tougher problems
pollution, hazardous waste,
acid rain, and global
warming. What emerges
is their thoughtful sugges-
ted solution for possible
resource management which
would be both economically
sound and environmentally
sensitive.

. pliers of
1 ficial
i_n 1 J( ﬂ LAC

by Charles D. Hunter

The Environment:
What can you do about if?

Editor's Note: Long before
scientist chemically formulated
toxic garden pesticides and
combined them with ozone-
destroying fluorocarbon
dispensers, nature’s “good
bugs” accomplished the needed
control. They're still available
and ready to help those
concerned about our deteriorat-
ing environment.

New free dircctory of
suppliers of "Good Bugs"
for gardens and farms.

Anyone looking for “good
bugs” for their garden or farm
is invited to send for a few
new booklet available from
the Department of Pesticide
Regulation.

“You can find out where
to buy everything from
ladybugs to lacewings to
mosquito fish and para-
sitic nematodes,” said DPR
Director James W. Wells.
“There are controls for many
insects, Including aphids,
mites and beetles, as well
as controls for weeds like
Scotch broom, Russian this-
tle, and puncturevine.”

The ?1-
which gc = >y theyr  rieldy
title of “Suppli f1
ficia] Organisms .n -
A7 Jinelu ' 3¢
plie .of w0 .. 126
ferent orgarusn  1s " to
biologi~ pests
o1 [ and ar
and in backyard gaidens.
The listing is an updated

version ¢ the 1989 edition,
Wel We try to revise
it every couple of years.
E: , the number «

suppliers and the numbe ot
! ‘icial organisms in-
creases. Biological control is
a very exciting field — there’s
a lot of interest in alterna-
tives to pesticides, and a lot
of work is going on in this

"

area.

The booklet includes the
names, addresses and phone
numbers of sources of bene-
ficial organisms through-
out the United  tes nd
Canada, along wi eir
product line, whether they
sell wholesale or retail, and
whether they have a catalog
or brochure available. Also
noted is whether they supply
free information and con-

sulting.

“Ourk ok b« “the e
any infor iation on w0w ©
use beneficial ¢ s,”

said Wells. “If we did, it
would have to be the size of
an encyclopedia. You can
sometimes get information

ik @ o er,
'ou ca: lways call
y o “alifornia
serative 3Ixtension office

yc rcow yfo help”
1ded sing

I " srganism to

ig oeslo cually takes a
nor 1owledge than

using aj sticide.
“Wit >mical pesticide,
yo - read the labe] to
~ . w much to use,
when to apply it, how to get
3t res Its. And you can
1all, he results fair-

ly quickly.”

”“With natural enemies,
it's a little different,” Wells
continued. “Although the
results are more gradual,
they are often more long-
lasring, since you are estab-
lishine~ = evetam of matural
checks anc balances. But

> s L ortant

> now the rest you are

ealing with, and the best
way to approac.

“That's wt  armers call

1 integrated est manage-
nt (IPM) specialists, who
now how to diagnose
iblems and recommend
solutions. Home garden-
«rs can take advantage of
' endous expertise at
e UC Coc rerative Ex-
tensio.., c. ..sl. one of the
suppliers in the booklet for
advice. Many of them have
literature available on the
beneficial organisms and
how to apply them,” said
Wells.

The booklet is indexed
to help match suppliers
with the specific natural
enemies they sell. There is
also an index of beneficial
organisms, with scientific
name and target pest. Not
listed are bivlogical controls
that are single-celled organ-
isms (microbial pesticides,
such as Bacillus thurin-
giensis), which are con-
sidered pesticides under
state and federal law and

la =

are widely available.

Although several natural
enemies for various white-
flies are listed, there is no
commercially available ~
good bug” to fight ash
whitefly. A state-sponsored
biological control program
aimed at ash whitefly wil)
continue this year, with
releases of a parasitic
wasp that is proving very
effective in locations where
it has been released in the
past.

Free, single copies of
the booklet are available
from the Department of
Pesticide Regulation, En-
vironmental Monitoring
and Pest Management
Branch, Attn: Beneficial
Organisms Booklet, 1220
N. Street, P.O. Box 942871,
Sacramento CA 94271-0001.
To order by phone, call
(916) 654-1141.

_ - ZEF:
" he ise and Fall of
___ (Cattle Culture

by Jeremy Rifkin

There are currently 1.28
billion cattle populating
the earth. They take up near-
ly 24 percent of the Jand
mass of the planet and
consume enough grain to
feed hundreds of millions
of people. Their combined
weight exceeds that of
the human population on
Earth.

Beginning with this
startling and unsettling set
of facts, Jeremy Rifkin in-
terweaves anthropology,
history, sociology, eco-
nomics, and ecology in a bri-
liant and devastating exari-
nation and indictment of the
cattle culture that has come
to shape and warp our world.

BOOK REVIEWS, conlinued on next page
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The fascinating story
he tells goes back to the
beginning of civilization,
when the belief in the
mystical power of cattle and
magical properties of beef
first was born. He charts the
age-old conflict between
those who raised cattle and
those who farmed the land—
a conflict that drastically
affected the course of
Western history and culture.
Rifkin cuts through the
myth of the cowboy to
illuminate the international
intrigue, political give-
aways, and shecr avarice
that transformed the great
Amcrican frontier into a
huge cattle breeding ground.
Then, taking us from the
sprawling Chicago stock-
vards to the automated
factory feedlots of the lowa
plains, he presents the most
disturbing indictment of
the beef industry since
Upton Sinclair shocked the
American public with The
Jungle eight-five years
ago. Finally, hc gives a
superb overview of the
triumph of the beef mysti-
que in America and the
world—a triumph marked
by the golden arches of
McDonald’s in cities as
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distant from each
oth New
York, . kyo, and
Moscow.

ove all,
Beyond E .
up the cos' >f all
this. It e] cts a
worl¢ 11 which
th po s
ples of tt lanet
have been starved
to support the
beef addiction of
i handful of
wealthy nations.

Europe, the

nited States, and
Japan, thisadd -
iction has resul-
ted in millions
of deaths from heart attacks,
cancer, and strokes — the
diseases of affluence. The
book also describes the grim
ecological effects of the
cattle culture: rain forests
burned, fertile plains turned
into desert, and climate
threatened by global
warmlng.

Beyond Beef may well
take away your appetite
for beef, but it will stir
your hunger for change —

technologies, including
genetic engineering. His
books include Biosphere
Politics, Entropy, Time
Wards, and Algeny. Presi-
dent of the Greenhouse
Crisis Foundation and the
Foundation on Economic
Trends, he lives in Washing-
ton, D.C. Price: $21.00
Order through vyour
local bookstore, or call:
1-800-526-0275

Editor’s Note: I accordance
with the Latham Letter's policy
of presenting both sides of
debatable issues, we reprint here
additional reviews of Beyond
Beef.

“Be 3eef is mostly
baloney.. ¢ manifesto,
laced with nuddled ‘Green’
political dogma, js tinged
with an authoritarian hue.
Capitalism, free markets
and, really, people them-
selves can’t be trusted to
make the right decisions ...
Rifkin, who isn’t a scientist
or economist, approaches
his subject from a moral
perspective.  We Jearn
quickly what is good and

“This persuasive and

passionate boo..

whe

" for the 1990's

C

o1

a. arl °raeca e.’

before it is too late. This
persuasive and passionate
book is for the 1990’s what
Silent Spring was for an
earlier decade — an urgent
warning to  everyone
who cares about the fate
of the earth.

Jeremy Rifkin is an author,
activist, and philosopher
who is best known for his
environmental work and
his critique of modern

what is evil, at least from
Rifkin’s point of view.
Perhaps it is too much to
expect rigorous accuracy
in what, after all, is as
crusade... Some advice:
Forgo any urge to buy
this book. Take the $21 and
make a down payment on
a good steak dinner.”

Chicago Tribune Book Review,
George Gunset, March 22, 1992.

“Beyond Beef 1s a polemic
designed to shock and
outrage ... Suffice it to say
that in Rifkin’s view, that
Big Mac jsn’t just two all-
beef patties, special sauce,
lettuce, cheese, pickles,
onions on a sesame-seed
bun—it’s the white-male-
American-Judeo-Christian-
Patriarchal-Eurocentric
evil that makes Western
Civilization such a threat to
all Right-Thinking People.”

Rocky Mountam News
Book Revieio,
John Talton, February 25, 1952.

“Given the passion he
seems to have for his
subject, it’s curious that
Rifkin didn’t bestir himself
to conduct one or two in
terviews ... But there is no
sign Rifkin did any pri-
mary research. Instead,
his technique seems to have
been to teed the words
“beef” and “cattle” into a
computer, go through all
the data, and compile all
the icky stuff into this book.
As a result, it reads like a
long term paper with an
attitude.”

Chicage Sun-Times Book Review,
Delia O’Hara, March 25, 1992,

“Beyond Beef ‘s thesis,
in short, is that the cattle
industry is the root of all
evil in the world ... Scarce-
ly discernible in this
morass of assertions is any
scientific evidence beyond
the anecdotal ... Beyond
Beef is even more dishonest
in its assessment of Agri-
culture Department bect
inspection practices ... Worse
is his mendacious exploi-
tation of AIDS and cancer
hysteria ... In thc final
chapters of Beyond Beef,
Mr. Rifkin’s semi-coherent
rambling degenerates into a
manijacal harangue.”

Detrott News Commentary
Matthew Hoffman, March 26, 1992
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Here is a special book that you will want to read
over and over again. This collection of inspiring and
comforting articles underscores the deep bonds that
unite all living things, and shows us how we all can
find hope and greater meaning as we learn to work in
harmony with the earth.

of nversal K » that is explored in
me centers on the bonds between us and

imi - “hi e pages of this book you will learn
} 5: a 7t 00], not as students, but as
t.. . vists. Yo will discover how infants,
h " 7,anc e sick can benefit from the presence

ofari Js Y . il also gain new insights in handling
grief afte 0ss ... a loved one. And, you will find
criical  w inforr ation for healing the bond with the
live © Yveon. This book is a must for everyone.
= e oryourself, and for someone you love.

8

TO ORDER: Plcase include payment with all orders  ithercheckorc ™ e Institutions can pe hilled for 3 or more books
if ordered on official purchase or # orders should inc de ship ing $2.50 > rst book and $.50 for each additional book.
(California residents add 8.25% s ) Thank you.

SHIP TO: PLEASE PRINT NT METHOD:
NAME ... Enclosed Check or M.O. pavable to R&E Publishers
VICA MasterCard Card Expmes:
ADDRESS — Card No ——
CITY __ _ Signature:
STATE / zII’ _ I’hone. ( )
$22.95 / Cloth Bound
YOUR ORDER: ISBN 0-88247-91%-0 LC 1-50981  Order #: 91880
E PUBLISHERS
Please send me copies of Universal Kins X "~ Saratoga, CA 95070

The Bond Befwee

" “ving Things.

(408) 866-6303 » Fax (408) 866-0825
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