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8:30-11:30AM          

8:40am Scott Smith Reconvenes meeting

8:45 Craig Hoover, TRAFFIC

· Ensure that wildlife trade is at sustainable levels

· TRAFFIC mission

· In accordance with domestic and international laws

· Volume of Imported live reptiles to US

· Consistently at over 2500000

· Dramatic increase throughout the 1990s

· 1970s, 80% was turtles and tortoises, now 40% green iguanas

· 1996, was 2% turtles and tortoises

· Total US Exports of Live Reptiles

· 5 times more than we import

· 8-10 million annually

· export of natives and re-export of non-natives

· 250,000 green iguanas annually

· primarily red-eared sliders, 90% of annual trade

· Turtle trade

· Primarily export trade

· Imports supply demand for pets

· Exports supply demands for pets and food

· Imports are primarily wild-caught

· Exports are primarily farm-produced hatchlings

· Main species imported

· Malayan box turtle

· Leopard tortoises

· Pancake tortoises

· Greek tortoises

· Russian tortoises (largest volume)

· Spurred tortoise, of Africa

· Export over 5 times what we import

· Recent prohibition on imports due to disease threat

· No more import of wild-caughts

· We are the sole world-wide supplier

· Main species exported

· 8-10 million live per year

· mostly red-eared sliders

· only sold for science and education domestically

· mostly going to Asia and Europe

· excluding red-eared sliders, only approx. 250,000 per year

· map turtles make up the majority, steadily increasing since early 1990s

· Potential conservation threat, as breeding stock for an increased demand will come from wild

· Map turtles and false map turtles now found

· Soft-shelled turtles now commonly traded

· Substantially wild-caught trade

· Only limited breeding

· Trade somewhat increased through the 1990s

· Alligator and Common Snappers

· Predominantly farm hatchlings

· Wild-caught for food and display

· Asian market is lucrative

· Sources of exported turtles

· Private farm, example given in Florida

· Chinese-run

· 8,000 adults in pond, all soft-shells

· Not a closed system (wild-caught breeders)

· Eggs kept in barns

· Competing with Chinese farms in China

· Trying to raise them to food size, difficult

· $.80 per pound for breeders live caught

· Corporate farm, example in Louisiana 95%

· Red-eared sliders

· Commercial operation

· Diggers, pickers, sorters, washers…

· Dipped to remove salmonella contamination

· 1 million turtles produced per year

· Hatchlings kept in cooled storage until price is right

· Closed system

· Trade in Turtle Parts

· Low level, inconsistent trade

· Some export of softshell turtle meat (1080 kg)

· Some export of common snapper meat, shells and skulls

· Single export of snapper skin

· Some export of eggs

· Import trade fairly low volume

· Mostly exotics

· Exports are high volume

· Predominantly closed-system farmed

· Predominantly red-eared sliders

· Not a concern to wild populations

· Market is declining

· This is the threat, that the market will shift to less-hearty species

· Trade for food is increasing

· Publications available

· US role in reptile trade

· Newsletter on Current topics

· List of world turtles, CITES focus

· Asian turtle trade and species, proceedings from meeting (CRF)

Q: Are inspections required on turtle meat sold in the US?

A: There is very little regulation.

Comment: Markets prefer wild-caught turtles, and can recognize them.  

A: More true with hard- than soft-shelled turtles.

Q: Executive order to curtail invasive species, will this affect this trade?

A: Only if the species pose a threat to US listed species.

Q: Has the increase in herpetoculture driven the increase in trade?

A: When bird trade shut-off, herp trade increased.  Even dealers shifted focus.  Many factors involved.

9:15 Ernest Mayer, USFWS Special Agent
Not a herpetologist, a law enforcement agent.

Wants to generate questions and thoughts from the group that might affect our later discussion.

Publications available, law enforcement reports.

· The Dark Side of the Reptile Trade (a small part, but his focus)

· Illegal Collecting

· USFWS only enforces on certain lands

· Not other countries

· Unlawful Trade

· In State, Interstate, and Internationally

· Their main focus of enforcement, mainly international

· Compile data, readily available

· Unlawful Introduction, Re-introduction

· Not a large focus, but important

· Farming, “reintroduction”, etc.

· Some case examples

· Export of hellbenders from Ozarks

· Commercial interest in wildlife is long-standing

· First covert operation in 1970s called Atlanta Wildlife Exchange

· Individuals interested in capitalizing on protected animals

· Became apparent that this was an international problem

· At same time, the revelation was being made worldwide that there was a growth in the reptile trade, and in inappropriate animals

· Both local and large scale operations

· One German organized operation:

· International reach

· Included smugglers, couriers, etc.

· Often illegally import and breed, and then “legally” sell hatchlings

· Laundering operations

· Challenge of regulating trade

· May increase value of animals and increase trade

· Become target species for collectors

· Laws must be carefully thought out

· Why do people get involved in the illegal trade?

· Profit, money to be made

· Some species sell for 10-15,000 dollars per adult

· Only cost is in the challenge of import

· Vanity (I have something you don’t)

· Obsession (largest, rarest… must have them)

· Misguided Idealism

· By smuggling and breeding, they’ll save the population

· Will be prosecuted despite intentions

· Larger occurrence than may be thought

· Situation

· Negative Impact to Natural Resource

· Diminished populations

· Poor Public Perception of the “herpetological community”

· Legislative Over-reation

· Overly restrictive laws

· May not address resource needs

· May be unenforceable

· Laws not based on scientific principals, not reaction to situation

· Why does this occur?

· Life-long individual interests

· Scientific and nature interest (hobbyist or scientist)

· Desire for individualism (not a dog or cat)

· Media influence (emulate the stars, Jurassic Park, rock stars)

· Home Environment

· Especially seen in Japan 

· Herps are easier to keep in apartments than other pets

· Pet trade influence

· Limitation of Bird trade

· Availability in Pet stores, exposure to wider audience

· Recommendations

· Uniform state and federal laws based on sound scientific research

· Must protect and enhance our resources

· Must be enforceable

· Uniformity nationwide

· Public understanding and acceptance

· Aid the legislature in enforcement

· Stringent Enforcement once law is passed

· Fair, firm, equitable judicial action

· Judicial system must stand behind the laws

· Peer pressure

· Get away from “don’t ask, don’t tell” mentality

· Inform others of concerns and dangers

· Industry self-regulation

· Vision for the Future

· Self-sustaining wild populations

· Genetic pool for future reintroduction

· Scientific institutions

· Private breeders

· Increased awareness of the resource and the problems they face

· Acceptance

· Of the resource

· Of the people who care about it

· Summary:  “The survival of many species of reptiles and amphibians will depend on uniform laws based on sound scientific principals which protect and enhance the habitat and diversity of wild populations; the active and impartial enforcement of those laws; and swift, fair judicial action…”

Q: Are there pitfalls in writing laws that aren’t enforceable?

A: Advisable to get an enforcement officer to offer input whenever involved in writing legislation.  Look for loopholes that traders could make use of.  Quotas are very difficult to enforce (only certain number allowed to be exported… no way of keeping track)

Q: What is a “vicious” animal?  Judgement call in enforcement may vary between individuals.  Common names, half-breeds may cloud this distinction.

A:  In agreement.

Q: Example of well-written legislation?

A: Thou shalt not laws.  It’s illegal to sell (species).  But this is the most restrictive law, and may not be the best for the resource.  (may increase the market).  Even better is “it’s unlawful to possess”.  Doesn’t matter the source, it becomes contraband.  Easy to enforce, easy for the courts to back up.  

Q:  What’s the conservation benefit?  What new threat is being posed?  This is not the largest threat to most of these species… legislation will not solve the entire problem, must also look at habitat loss, etc.

A: What are the most important species on which to focus legislation, thereby directing limited enforcement resources.

9:55 – Scott Smith speaking in lieu of Tim Hoen who was unable to attend

· Tim Hoen, biography:

· President of the MD Herp Association

· Only allows captive-raised animals at festivals

· Lots of education enforced

· Care and humane housing is featured

· Money from the show is used wisely

· Workshop for land managers on bog turtles

· Money to Costa Rica for habitat conservation

· No matter what we do, people will keep and breed animals

· Saying no isn’t going to work

· Opportunity to let people know how to do this wisely

· Don’t turn good people into outlaws, loosing potentially tremendous allies.

· List of positives and negatives of captive raising of herps

· Positives

· Many breeders/collectors are very knowledgeable about the animals

· Many have developed captive breeding techniques that we can use in management

· Help public develop empathy for these species (herp shows, if done right)

· Many know where the animals are located in the wild

· Potential source of animals extinct in the wild (future release)

· Supporting collections and breeding research at their own expense

· Gene pool repository for species not housed in zoos

· Put into practice techniques, technology, and information that stem from our research

· Repository for confiscated animals from illegal trade (enables the laws to be enforced)

· Rehabilitation of injured wild animals

· Negatives

· Impacting wild populations worldwide for the source of captive-bred animals

· Release can cause difficulties despite good intentions

· Disease concerns

· Genetics

· Reptile shows may increase demand for animals

· Increase may impact wild populations

· May encourage illegal trade in back-room deals

· Misguided idealism

· People are greedy

· Destruction of habitat during collections, repopulation not possible

· Justification of habitat destruction (gene pool in captivity)

· Decreased awareness (if being sold, populations must be ok)

· Introduced non-native species

· Animal welfare

· Mortality involved in capture

· Uninformed pet stores selling species

· Perceived or actual danger posed to humans by certain species

· Promotes the thought that herps are pets

· Ok to have them

· Ok to pick them up

· Legal trade can provide cover for illegal trade (difficult to discern differences)

· How do we want to deal with these issues?

· MD has decided on regulations (Scott Smith can cite)

· Annual police force training in herp Ids and regulations

· Pet trade regulations

· Is there a list of herp shows nationwide (Reptiles, Reptile and Amphibian)

· Handouts:

· Model State Herp Regulations from Sept. 99 NE PARC committee

· List of 19 things that need to be addressed

· Was sent to National PARC in March

· Some issues still need to be dealt with

· Add to list: make enforcement officers aware of windows of vulnerability for certain species (to focus efforts)

· Add this to our table of species characteristics

· Discuss model enforcement

· Annotated Outline for Model State Herptile Regulations (edited from Tom French’s December 20, 1999 draft)

· Q: how can you regulate the takings of non-native species? A: regulate the method of taking, establish legal authority

· Don’t overlook importance of uniformity of legislation

· Model regulations should explain the value and benefits of regulating native and non-native animals (common loophole danger)

· Should state regulations go beyond state’s resident species to include ESA listed species outside the state to allow enforcement of trade (would state government allow it?)

· Currently, must cross a state line to be in violation of the Endangered Species Law or Lacey Act

· Pet trade individuals know these laws in and out

· John Bethel’s annual guidebook (pros and cons)

· Provide avenues for cross-boundary cooperation

· There will always be illegal activity that will be unable to address

· Craig Hoover doesn’t advocate inclusion of CITES list in legislation

· Discussion on the inclusion of the word human (important)

· A2(b), discussion on term “bait” (danger in non-native introduction)

· A3(d), pit-tagging, a good idea but hard to implement

· move to delete this suggestion

· maintain for rare populations as an enforcement tool and scientific population data

· uniformity of equipment is important for enforcement… technology change can affect this issue

· move to “other considerations”? or “Scientific collecting”?

· move this to B3, as strongly encouraged?

· Specify for certain long-lived species?

· List pit-tagging only as an example… many other methods to establish a permanent record

· B1(a) add seasonal and size considerations to restrictions

· Are takings correlated with possessions?  Add word “possession” to 1a.

· B2 also add seasonal and size considerations

· A1 question as to why a permit is not needed for classroom/pet use, but not for food or bait?

· Disparity

· Education values important

· Add recommended guidelines for taking and keeping for pets

· Length of keeping

· Keeping with/without other animals nearby

· Procedure for review for release

· Difficulty for rehabbers

· Page 3, change last lettering from e & f to f & g

· Add B3(h) to encorporate permanent records concern from A3(d)

· “captive-bred” is the most definable term (vs. captive raised or captive born)

· B5 has the inherent difficulty of encouraging variation from state to state

· In B5 Identify unit of regulation as state, not range of animal

· B3(f) define:

· Numbers born in captivity

· Numbers died in captivity

· Longevity

· Disposition of offspring (where they went)

· Also put under possession and propogation

· B4 add an (f) that requires submission of data to state organizations as a condition of the permit (and enforce)

· Remove B5(b1) remove article cc.

· May be important to define “take” or “appropriate” methods of takings

· Definitions differ among organizations

· Committee to email a discussion on this topic

· These corrections will be added and emailed to all in attendance

· Allow a 2 week time limit for comments

· After comments, list will again be updated and submitted to National PARC
11:15 break for food
