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FROM THE DIRECTOR

The animal protection movement has
often been called a sleeping giant with
the implication that, if only it could
get itself organized and its message to
the public in an effective and dramatic
way, it could move mountains. However,
this makes the questionable assumption
that there is one, united movement as
opposed to a number of competing groups
with different agendas. Nevertheless,
there have been occasions when these
various groups have coalesced around a
particular issue. In recent years,
there has been some unification of the
movement as a result of the writings of
such thinkers and authors as the
Australian philosopher, Peter Singer;
and the North Carolina philosopher, Tom
Regan, who have given the movement a
basic philosophy and a slogan - namely,
animal rights.

For the most part, the animal pro-
tection movement has been able to call
on a small, but passionate and committed
contingent of supporters who are capable
of flooding legislative offices with
mail and making the lives of public
employees miserable for a week or two.
For example, there are stories that the
Pentagon received more mail on its pro-
posed use of debarked beagles in nerve
gas experiments in the 1960's than when
Truman fired MacArthur. While a flood
of mail does get the attention of elect-
ed officials, it seldom produces any
tangible result, if it is not at the
same time supported by behind-the-scenes
political clout (i.e., from an influent-
ial lobbyist or large donor). Relative-
ly few national legislative efforts sup-
ported by the animal protection movement
during the 60's and 70's became law and
only those that had both grass roots

support and the backing of political
figures in the corridors of power were
successful (e.g. Humane Slaughter Act,
1958, and Laboratory Animal Welfare Act,
1966). ‘

The political climate has changed in
the 80's, however. There are signs that
the sleeping giant is waking up and, in
Washington, Congressional attention to
animal welfare dissues has 1increased
significantly. It used to be that when
visiting a congressional office on an
animal welfare issue, one would be di-
rected to a temporary intern. Now, how-
ever, these topics are usually assigned
to a permanent and relatively senior
legislative aide.

Another measure of the growing
political power of the animal protection
movement — or rather a reason why its
political impact has increased - is the
growth in membership and income among
the various organizations. Two organi-
zations in particular exemplify this -
the Humane Society of the United States
(representing a traditional animal wel-
fare group) and People for the Ethical
Treatment of Animals (PETA - represent-
ing an activist animal rights organiza-
tion). ©PETA is, in fact, a true pheno-
menon. In 1980, PETA was no more than a
small group of twenty or so activists in
Washington. By 1986, the organization
reportedly has 50,000 members (and over
100,000 supporters) and an annual income
over $1 million. PETA's change in
fortunes started with the 1981 case in
which evidence gathered by PETA members
led to the seizure of seventeen labora-
tory primates by Maryland police and and
the charging of Dr. Edward Taub under
the state cruelty-to-animal statutes.
Even the NIH was moved to take action.



Dr. Taub was eventually acquitted by the
Maryland Appeals Court on technical
grounds but Ingrid Newkirk and Alex
Pacheco, PETA's leaders, skillfully used
this and subsequent cases to build up
PETA's influence and finances.

As might be expected, the Humane
Society of the United States (HSUS) has
employed a 1less spectacular approach
during its growth drive but has been no
less effective in taking advantage of
growing public interest in animal
issues. The table below illustrates how
the HSUS has gone from a relatively
small group in 1978, dependent to a
large measure on income from bequests,
to a group that by the end of 1986
rivals many of the larger environmental
organizations in terms of membership and
income. In 1978, 60% of HSUS income
came from legacies, with only 127 from
memberships. By 1986, only 20% of the
organization's income came from legacies
with 36% from membership dues.

It is not clear what social factors
are supporting the growth shown above.
Environmental organizations benefitted
from the "Watt-effect', when the Reagan
administration misread public sentiment
on the environment and many people were
stimulated to join environmental groups
because of concerns about Watt's pro-
grams and intentions at the U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior. However, mno
similar change in policy can be logical-
ly linked to animal welfare, since the
topic has traditionally been a low
priority item. It is more likely that
the cognitive revolution in psychology
(that has demonstrated that animals are
a lot "smarter” than we might have sus-
pected), the proliferation of TV
specials on wild animals, and an over-
flow of concern for exploited minorities
have all contributed to raised public
concern about animal welfare.

While the animal protection movement
has benefitted, its increased political
power and prestige has also brought pro-
blems. In Boston, PETA is engaged in a
bitter and no-holds-barred fight for
control of the New England Activivi-
secticn Society (NEAVS). After success—
fully ousting a local judge and his sup-
porters from the NEAVS Board of

Directors, PETA is now even embroiled in
a court battle with some of the new
board members. The stakes are high -
NEAVS has over $7 million in assets =
which goes some way to explain the
acrimoniousness of the fight. Farther
afield, in New York and Sacramento,
leaders of Friends of Animals and the
Animal Protection Institute, respective-
ly, have been pushed out after faction
fights within the organizations.

Factionalism is nothing new to the
animal protection movement which has a
long history of wundermining its own
cause by vicious infighting. As men-—
tioned earlier, it can be argued that
there are several versions of the "move-
ment", each more '"correct" than the
next. But now, the financial stakes and
potential political impact are greater
than they have been for a century.
Thus, while some parts of the movement
continue the traditional internecine
warfare, others have attempted to
develop cooperative coalitions to
address specific dissues such as the
Draize eye irritancy test using rabbits
or the use of pound and shelter animals.
These coalitions may not have been an
unqualified success (although the Draize
coalition campaign has been very effec-—
tive and has led to a number of major
initiatives) but cooperative efforts
have generally produced more successes
than failures and the trend to work
together continues.

In the late seventies, I was visited
by a young employee of the Congressional
Committee on the Future. He explained
that he was responsible for identifying
issues that would be hot topics on the
legislative agenda in the decade start-
ing in 1980 and that he thought animal
welfare would be one such issue. I did
not keep a record of his name which sad-
dens me since I would like to contact
him now and congratulate him on his pre-
science. Maybe he knows what the 1990's
hold in store for us!



Table: 1Income, Expenses and Membership Figures for the Humane Society of the
United States; 1978-1986. (All figures in 1000's)

YEAR 1978 1980 1982 1984 1986
Membership Dues ($) 318 | 478 722 1325 3370
General Contributions ($) 486 819 - 2314 2941
Bequests ($) 1605 799 - 1258 1861
Other ($) 298 420 - 648 1182
Total ($) 2707 2621 6154 5575 9354
Expenditure ($) 2092 2931 3832 5001 7787
Members (approximate) 35 55 75 145 365
Constituents (approximate) - 125 175 - 650

Andrew N. Rowan
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BOOK RELEASES:
particularly prolifie,
of these three publications.
are others in the pipeline,
us know.

The Inside Scoop
Jack Levin and Arnie Arluke
Plenum Press $17.95

America's favorite pastime.
Ti.e authors investigate this diversion
in thoughtful and probing ways. How
damaging are the sensational stories
that make up the gossip? While witty
and insightful, the authors compare
gossip to what we call news. They
explore how the two differ and which is
more damaging.

Gossip 1is

The Animal Estate. The English and

Other Creatures in the Victorian Age.’
Harriet Ritvo
Harvard University Press

This book is due to be released 1in
October and deals with how animals
figured into English 1life in the 19th
century. It explores how the animals
served as metaphors for human pyscho-
logical needs and sociopolitical aspira-

tions. The individual chapters deal
with pets, natural history, stockbreed-
ing, rabies control, the humane move-

ment, zoos and big game hunting.

Don't Blame the TIndians. Native

Americans and the Mechanized Destruction

of Fish and Wildlife.
Ted Williams
GSJ Press $14.45

This book is written from the perspec—
tive of one who really knows about fish
and wildlife management. The American
public is allowing native Americans to
wipe out fish and wildlife. People are
not thinking, according to the author;
rather, they are ruled by their notions
of what native Americans once were but
today's fish and wildlife populations

cannot withstand the hunting and fishing
pressures of all the people who claim to
be Indians.

FALL SEMINAR SCHEDULE

SEPT. 18, 1987

"The Pit Bull Terrier Revisited. How to

Break the Vicious Cycle."

Details for this - by-invitation-only
seminar will be released separately.

NOV. 4, 1587

"Pet Keeping Culture in Nineteenth
Century Paris"
by Kathleen J. Kete, Department of

History, Harvard University.

This seminar will be held in Room 829 of
the Sackler Building at 145 Harrison
Avenue in Boston. Brown bag 1lunch
welcome. Noon — 2:00 pm.

NOV 25, 1987

"Legal Issues Seminar"
by Jerrold Tannenbaum, J.D.,
Tufts University School of
Veterinary Medicine.

This seminar will be held in Room 829 of

the Sackler Building at 145 Harrison
Avenue in Boston. 9:00 am - 11:00 am.

DEC. 11, 1987

"The Wildlife Issues on Sandy Neck
Beach, Concerning the Piping Plovers,
Diamondback Terrapins and Common Crows"
by June Chamberlain Auger,

Peter Auger and Eric Strauss

Each speaker is a candidate for a Ph.D.
degree in Biology from Tufts University.
The seminar will be held in Grafton in
the Administration Building from 1:00
pm=3:00 pm. Brown bag lunch welcome.

NEW ENGLAND SCIENCE CENTER EXHIBIT

The Massachusetts Veterinary Medical
Association is celebrating its centen-
nial in 1987. To recognize the event
the Association has put together a
museum exhibit with the theme, "A
Century of Caring'. The Tufts Center



for Animals was asked to produce a com-
plementary unit depicting the history of
veterinary medicine. The Dean of the
Veterinary School, Dr. Franklin Loew,
and the Center's Director, Dr. Andrew

Rowan, were the guiding forces behind
the Center's exhibit. It is on display
at the New England Science Center

(formerly the Worcester Science Center)
until early October. The display will
then be a part of the Eastern States
Exhibition in Springfield and then go on
to be displayed at the Museum of Science
in Boston. This is a dandy little
exhibit - one that you would not want to
miss.

The Center for Animals would
acknowledge the 100th birthday
Massachusetts Veterinary Medical Associ-
ation and offer congratulations to them
for their first-rate museum exhibit.

like to
of the

SEMINAR REVIEWS

Animal Communications: "What Is It for
Dolphins, Chimpanzees and Birds?"™
Dr. William Beeman, Brown University

Dr. Beeman is a renowned scholar in
the areas of anthropological linguis-
tics; sociolinguistics; the interrela-

tionship of language, culture and social
systems; and the use of language in its
cultural setting. He began by approach-
ing the topic of animal communication by
raising several key questions —— namely,
what is relevant for the species to com-
municate, is interspecies communication
possible, and if so, what is its Rosetta
Stone? Beeman mentioned fourteen
features of human language outlined by
Charles Hockett of Cornell. Many of the
features are also common to animal com-
munication but three have been judged to
be unique to human language. These are
quality of patterning, productivity and
displacement. While the nuances of
these terms would probably only be fully
understood by a scholar of linguistics,
Beeman tried to explain them in terms
the group would understand. Displace-
ment, for example, is the capacity to
talk about things that are not present
or that are imaginary. Beeman argued
that chimpanzees do seem to meet these

members.

additional three criteria and Alex, an
African Grey Parrot who has been taught
a 30-word vocabulary also seems to come
close. For example, he combines words
in a meaningful way and uses '"no" in a
productive sense. Dolphins are also
likely to meet these criteria. However,
Beeman argued that it was unfortunate
that so much attention was being paid to
the question of whether animals have
language. He felt that it would be much
more interesting to teach them to com—
municate with us to find our what they
might say and what they perceived to be
important! .

Beeman's seminar generated much dis-
cussion in the audience and provided the
attendees with fascinating concepts to

ponder.

"Wolves in Captivity"
Dr. Erich Klinghammer, Purdue University

Dr. Klinghammer is the director of
the Wolf Park in Indiana where he has
spent years studying wolf behavior. His
presentation was an overview of the be-
havior of wolves in captivity and a dis-
cussion of fact and myth concerning
wolves.

Wolves tend to be most active at
dawn and dusk. In the wild they are shy
and elusive predators that are afraid of
man. In the Wolf Park pack they inter-
act with humans almost as fellow pack
The wolves are constantly
testing each other to raise their status
in the pack with the alpha male being
the dominant animal. When the alpha
male is deposed, it wusually means his
death. In Klinghammer's observations,
the challenge to the alpha male usually
comes from one of the more subordinate

animals rather than the beta male who
becomes, one might say, thoroughly brow-
beaten. Klinghammer felt that wolf
howling behavior served to call the

wolves together and thus confirm the
pack's social identity as well as help-
ing to stake out the territory. Wolves
also seem to be choosy about their food.
In the Wolf Park, at any rate, they
would eat beef and deer but tended to
turn their noses up at pork.

During question time, Klinghammer



was asked about the wvalidity of his ob-
servations in the relatively artifical
environment of Wolf Park. He argued
that this imposed limitations on the
generalizability of the data but he
argued that biologists who study wolves
in the wild have been able to identify
more behavior patterns as a result of
the data that has come out of Wolf Park.

"The Contribution of John Hunter to the
London Veterinary College™
Mr. John Blaisdell, University of
Washington

Blaisdell outlined the role of John
Hunter in the development of the London
Veterinary College , and the veterin-
arian's rise to professional status
beginning with the surgeon-farriers who
were the folk practitioners in the 17th
century. The agricultural societies
were recognized as a major force associ-
ated with promoting the advancement of
veterinary medicine. (It should be
noted that this was also the case in
Massachusetts in the 19th century.
Massachusetts Society for Promoting
Agriculture took the first initiatives
to recognize and advance the role of
veterinarians in the Commonwealth.)
Blaisdell went on to cover the breadth
of Hunter's interests that included
avian physiology, tissue transplants,
the function of air sacs in poultry, the
interrelationship of dogs and wolves and
jackals, and a broad-ranging interest in
the comparative physiology of animals.

According to Blaisdell, when John
Hunter died in 1793, the London Veterin-
ary College lost one of its stronger
proponents, but his influence continued
to be felt after Hhis, death because
several of his proteges continued to
promote his ideas on veterinary
education.

"Stockhandling in New Zealand"
Dr. Robert J. Holmes, Massey University

Dr. Holmes comes from Massey Univer-
sity in Palmerstone North, New Zealand,
a country where sheep are vital to the
economy. For example, there are ap-
proximately 70,000,000 sheep in New

‘ready supply of consumers.

Zealand and an experienced shearer can
clip 400 - 500 sheep/day. While this is
good training for rugby, there are not
many active shearers beyond the age of
30 because of the strain on their lower
backs! In an informal talk, Dr. Holmes
commented on his research con safe handl-
ing practices for sheep (leading to a
publication for the Accident Compensa-
tion Corporation entitled '"Sheep and
Cattle Handling Skills: A Manual for New
Zealand Conditions"). He also described
his work on dog control and attitudes to
sterilization of dogs (not particularly
positive). In response to questions, he
talked about the trade in antler velvet
and about animal research issues in New
Zealand institutions.

"HISTORICAL TID-BIT"

The United States Bureau of Animal
Industry (USBAI) was organized as a part
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA), itself established in 1862. As
early as 1869, the Commissioner of Agri-
culture, Horace Capron, called for set-
ting up a Division of Veterinary Surgery
in connection with the USDA. Dr. Daniel
Salmon joined the USDA in 1881 and was
summoned to set up such a division, his
efforts resulting in the USBAI.

What circumstances produced the BAI?
What were the events of the day causing
the federal government to direct a por-—
tion of its resources there? 1In the
United States the rush westward was on.
The great expanses of land in the south-—
west were a superb area for raising
cattle. And as history has recorded,
the cowboy was king. In addition there

- were great social changes taking place

in Europe after the Napoleonic Wars
which resulted in huge numbers of people
emigrating from Western Europe to the
USA. Some 7.4 million people arrived in
America Dbetween 1820-1860. America
offered great opportunities for settle-
ment because land was available (if the
native Americans were displaced), and it
was cheap. During the two decades fol-
lowing the Civil War another 8 million
people arrived in America which, by now,
had a growing livestock economy and a
In addition



American exports to England and other
western European countries increasingly
included livestock. The animal industry
depended on healthy livestock, but the
animals were not always healthy. Heavy
losses from wvarious diseases were
reported and trade barriers were being
raised in Europe against the American
animal export trade. Therefore, there
was a pressing need for the establish-
ment of a veterinary component in the
Department of Agriculture that had the
funds and authority to prevent and con-
trol communicable animal diseases, to
stop foreign plagues from being brought
into America, to be an information
clearing house for the stock grower, and
to ensure free trade for American live
stock into the markets of other
countries.

This was also the time when the
European research laboratories of
Pasteur, Koch, and others were uncover-
ing what was called the ''germ theory of
disease: infectious agents'.

Specifically, there were several
diseases that were of major concern.
Many have argued that contagious pleuro-
pneumonia was THE disease that brought
the USBAI into existence. For example,
this disease was introduced into Massa-
chusetts in 1859 by infected cattle im-
ported from Holland. The disease spread
quickly to herds in adjacent farms and
towns in the Commonwealth. However,
Massachusetts was fortunate to have Dr.
E.F. Thayer as head of the Cattle Com-
mission at this time. By a wvigourous
quarantine and slaughter program, he was
able to eradicate pleuropneumonia local-
ly by 1865. The rest of the nation was
neither so fortunate or nor so committ-
ed. Word spread to Europe about the
prevalence of the disease in American
cattle, and that resulted in an English
embargo on the importation of American
cattle in 1879. Later that same year,
the Privy Council ordered that all
American cattle arriving at English
ports had to be slaughtered where they
landed. This order had major economic
implications for the American cattle
trade. The price dropped by $10.00 per
head on the English market. At that
time America was shipping 100,000 cattle

which would translate into a loss of one
million dollars annually. Dt. DCoP.
Lyman of Massachusetts was sent to
investigate what was actually happening
in England. It seems that during his
two-year investigation, the pulmonary
lesions in imported cattle were found
not to be attributable to contagious
pleuropneumonia. It has been suggested
that English veterinarians were making
diagnoses which they knew to be incor-
rect. Clearly, such action created a
major disadvantage for the 1livestock
growers of America, but an economic boon
to British cattlemen. Reliable diagnos-—
tic laboratories were needed to evaluate
scientifically these non-tariff trade
barriers.

At the same time, reports circulated
in Europe that pork from America was in-
fested with trichinae, and this resulted
in American pork being excluded from key
European markets. It seems as though
the findings were also exagerated in an-—
other effort to keep American livestock
out of the European marketplace. These
were serious economic threats that need-
ed an authoritative and well-funded re-—
sponse.

There were other diseases that com—
manded national attention and caused
great losses. In the 1860s, there was
concern across the country about the
number of cattle that fell prey to what
became known as Texas fever. In 1359,
hog cholera broke out in Ohio and spread
rapidly. By 1867, fatalities from hog
cholera ranged from 15%-60% in the in-
fected counties and caused an estimated
economic loss of $15,000,000. By the
1870s, swine export was a major com-—
ponent of the livestock industry, and it
was clear that control of hog cholera
was vital.

There was also an economic and
political need for reliable information
regarding the prevalence and severity of
animal diseases in the United States.
The nation was growing, and the popula-
tion was increasing rapidly. The health
of the public needed to be safeguarded
which meant that consumers had to be
provided with disease—free eggs, and
milk. In 1884, Congress established the
USBAT with Dr. Daniel E. Salmon as its



Chief. He held that post from 1884
through 1905 and left an enormous mark
on the Bureau's development, not to men—

tion his name as the food pathogen,
Salmonella.



