FIGURE 24. Martha, the last known pas-
senger pigeon, 1912. Photograph by
Enno Meyer. At one point in the Jate
nineteenth century, the Cincinnati Zoo
boasted as many as twenty passenger
pigeons in its collections, some of which
successfully reproduced. But the birds
gradually died out, and after 1910, only
a single example of this once prodigious
species survived. From R. W. Shufeldt,
“Published Figures and Plates of the

Extinct Passenger Pigeon,” Scientific
Monthly 12, no. 5 (May 1921): 466.

Zoo, one of oldest continuously operating zoological parks in the United States.”
Sometime around the time of its opening in 1875, the institution acquired several
of the birds, although the exact numbers, dates, and sources are hopelessly con-
fused in the meager, conflicting records that survive. We do know that the 200
enjoyed modest success in raising the birds, and that by 1881, it boasted twenty
assenger pigeons on its grounds.” By 1907, however, the institution’s flock had
been reduced to three birds, two older males, and a single female, that had com¢
from Whitman. One of these males died in 1909, leaving an elderly pair of o
senger pigeons that z00 officials dubbed Martha and George Washingtom o
the nation’s original First Couple.* When G eorge died a year later, Marth'a was
now] uterly alone, the fast passenger pigeon known to be living anywher & t}:
Z:» i;::;::l;:;::jsg};:e?'bY‘fWEth-foot aviary with a sigl.1 reveil,:?cgstc}:l:;y'
As Christopher Coki;]o ehWEd . he.r foiel daye unde.r s pl;ature facing
extinction became g ¢e] ; .as argu.ed’ it was the first time that a cr

ebrity, albeit a minor one.
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FIGURE 25. John James
Audubon portrait of Carolina
parakeets, 1827—38. The
boisterously polychro-

matic Carolina parakeet once
ranged throughout Southeast
and Midwest wetlands before
falling victim to overhunting,
habitat destruction, and the
introduction of exotic species.
Although parrots generally
breed well in captivity, no
sustained effort to capture
and raise this particular spe-
cies took place before it fell
victim to extinction. From
John James Audubon, Birds
of America (1827-38).
Courtesy of the Darlington
Memorial Library, Univer-
sity of Pittsburgh.

where it was skinned, dissected, photographed, and preserved for posterity. The
famboyant ornithologist and anatomist R. W. Shufeldt, who was.gramed the
bonor of performing the autopsy on Martha, predicted grimly that 1t. w.ould not
be the last time he would be called upon to undertake such a disquieting tas?&:
“In due course, the day will come when practically all the world’s avifauna will
have become utterly extinct. Such a fate is coming to pass now, with far ,greater
apidity than most people realize.”* After a taxidermist mounted Martha’s l'>ody
nalifelike pose, Smithsonian officials placed her on display in the US National
Museum as a warning to the many visitors who flocked to the institutlo‘n: evena
once profusely abundant bird like the passenger pigeon could fall victim to the
l"ggernaut of modern civilization. '

. Four years later, the last known captive Carolina parakeet died at.the Cin-
q.nnati Zoo. Known to scientists as Cornuropsis carolinensts, the species was a
"l.Vaci()uS, stunningly beautiful bird with a bright green body and a head marked
w?[h brillian yellow, orange, and red hues.” The Carolina parakeet once rarfged
ey acros the southeastern and midwestern United States, where it thrived
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; s and cypress tree: "
.+ especially mature sycamores and cyp €€ Browing on
in wetland habitat, esp J the nineteenth century, extensive logging and

. - € hc
the conversion of swamps into ;’: rm};::n :'l:f
the parakeet; The szcc‘l:? Ziiod:troyi ng their valuable crops. The spread of [}]:
blamed voracious floc : have further hastened the parakeet’s decline by tak.
European honeylbee t"r’eeys the species preferred for nesting. By the end of the
ing over the h(-)]lo‘]vv olored bird was also in demand for the pet bird trade, 5
cenmry? e bng} “t) :nd as specimens for collectors. Avian diseases carried |y,
:Z:::: :?n'f:l:e:xz Z’nd other animals may have also played a role in bringing

: . During :
riverbanks and in swamps plantations played havoc with ¢},

ed persecution at the hands of f,

ecies. i » i
do‘,:n thels;) as 1831, Audubon noted that the Carolina parakeet “was rapidly
s ear )

diminishing in number.”* Forty years later, in a repc})lrt on a.n expediftio'n he had
recently made to Florida, J. A. Allen warned that the S-peC}l)eS was lallc;ng mul-
tiple threats: capture for the pet trade, wanton desn.'uctlon y so-called sports-
men, and persecution from farmers who ffearec.i the bird ?vould. consume valuable
crops. Already lost across much of its historic range, its ultimate ’fate seemed
clear: “extermination.”® By the end of the century, the parakeet’s range had
been reduced to the remote wetland regions of Florida and portions of South
Carolina, leading the Smithsonian ornithologist Charles Bendire to.echo Allen’s
grim prediction in 1895: “Civilization does not agree with these bu:ds, and...
nothing else than complete annihilation can be looked for. Like the Bison and the
Passenger Pigeon, their days are numbered.”% Yet, as had been the case for the
passenger pigeon, naturalists gathered little data about the life history and behav-
ior of the species before it was forced into oblivion. At the turn of the century,
natural history remained focused on collection and classification, and as a resnflt,
ornithologists who encountered the bird in the field generally seemed more in-
terested in possessing its skin and eggs than in trying to study its behavior and
biology. The more than eight hundred Carolina parakeet skins, skeletons, and
€ggs that gather dust in museum collections around the world today offer power-
ful testimony about the orientation of avian science at the time. While specimens

; ; : g ived in
are relatively abundant, we know precious little about how the bird survived
the wild.*

As it turns out, the Ca

if
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: oung birds.”” Among it f:
fully reared young ng the most famous (and to the modern reader.

,,oublintl) e.\:ampl‘t’s were-the birds that the Smithsonian ornithologist Robert
Ridgway kept at his home in the Brookland neighborhood of Washington, D.C
There is 10 question that Ridgway was aware of the precarious status 6t‘tllle s. e‘-.
cies when he collected approximately two dozen skins in southern F lorida dur?ng

(he winter of 1896. When three of the birds he and his party shot received only

mild wounds, from which they eventually recovered, Ridgway brought them
home.” A male and female from this group even produced at le;st one brood of
four eggs that hatched and grew to maturity. But then, one by one, Ridgway’s
parakeets perished. The female of the original pair died in 1902, after having laid
many, mostly infertile eggs; the male died in 1903. One of their offspring, which
Ridgway gave to the naturalist and Smithsonian colleague Paul Bartsch, appar-
ently lived until 1914.7
By this point, even Hornaday had given up on the species. As early as 1902,
he had received repeated offers from a Florida collector who had previously sold
live birds to the New York Zoological Society. He refused to consider purchasing
the Carolina parakeet because “the species is so nearly exterminated” and, in his
view, there was no hope that it could be induced to breed in captivity. “I think it
would not be right to encourage the capture of any of the few living specimens
that now remain,” Hornaday continued.” Nine years later, the society did accept
the donation of two superannuated birds from the Cincinnati Zoo (which at the
time had a flock numbering eight live Carolina parakeets), but both were dead
by the spring of 1913.7
By 1916, only two of the birds were known to remain in captivity—a male
and female, dubbed Incas and Lady Jane, both of which resided at the Cincin-
nati Zoo. Lady Jane died in 1917, and Incas in 1918.7 Their passing received
less notice than Martha’s had only a few years earlier in part because apparently
reliable sightings of the Carolina parakeet in Florida and South Carolina con-
tinued well into the 1920s and 1930s.™ These reports offered a faint ray of hope
that the species might still be rescued from the brink of extinction. In 1926, for
example, the Chicago ophthalmologist and ornithologist Casey A. Wood offered
an account of the work of the British aviculturalist Lord Tavistock, who had
P““ advocating a systematic scheme of captive breeding of rare parakeets fac-
l“g-e’(linction using a system of large portable cages and a rigorous disinfection
"egime to minimize the chance of disease in his flocks. The hope was, in Wood’s
¥ords, “to do for these vanishing species what has already been accomplished for
:il:a:f:“h :\merican Bison.” “Is not the Carolina Pa”"keet a.ﬁt s.ubject f.or 5“;}‘
b S::ltj .he asked, “if, perchance, a solitary breeding pair still survnve‘s t e
Pidity of our bird murderers?”” As it turns out, none of the surviving
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birds were captured, and by the late 1930s, the number of reports of -
in the wild greatly diminished.” No one knows ex.actly when and Where the la:
Carolina parakeet perished, but given ].10W ConSpICl.JOUS and mobjle the Specc
was, it is extremely unlikely that it continues to persist.

No one stepped forward to create a national organization, Jike the A
Bison Society, to rally to the defense of the endangered passenger pige
Carolina parakeet. While the Audubon movement provided regular y
the status of both species, they were only two of the dozens of birds t
ment sought to save. The declining status of passenger pigeon and the Carolip,
parakeet received wide publicity by the end of the nineteenth and the beginning
of the twentieth centuries, but the two species failed to capture the imaginatiop
like the bison, which was not only one of the largest mammals in the Uniteq
States but also viewed as central to America’s identity as a nation. This was the

Mericy,
on or the
pdates on
hat Move.

charismatic creature that had once blackened the Great Plains during its seasona]
migration, sustaining the lives of native peoples and greatly aiding the western
migration of Euroamericans. The bison’s continuing place in the nation’s history
and imagination would be commemorated in countless paintings, museum ex-
hibits, coins, currency, and stamps.” The well-organized campaign to rescue this
once conspicuous species came just as prominent Americans were beginning to |
worry about the future of a nation that seemed to be veering from its traditional |
values and ways of life, Industrialization and urbanization increasingly isolated
Americans from regular contact with natural world, contact that was thought to
be beneficial to body, mind, and spirit. Saving the bison represented a symbolic
step in reaffirming a past way of life that seemed to be slipping away.

In addition to nationalism and nostalgia, biology may have also played a role
in success of the campaign to save the bison. Like many ungulate species, e
bison proved relatively easy to breed in captivity. Numerous ranchers had e}:-
tablished successful,\gelj}sustaining bison herds prior to the establishment of the
American Bison Sodet}’: and indeed, these were the creatures that became o

’ .

nucleus of the group that was acquired by the New York Zoological Society an

e ; ile ther
ventually shipped hack Westto stock newly created bison preserves. i
Were scattered successe

N captivity, their needs

tS
. o . arakee
s with raising passenger pigeons and Carolina p fulfill

' : to
Proved more difficult for their human capiors
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America’s native birds and mammals. With its shrill tone, Our Van; y
v ’ - : s Qur Vanishin
(1913) Was VIntage Hornaday, clearly designed to motivate its read
> P e
# The four-hundred-page book was dedicate "

g Wildlife

- d €rs to ac-
don. to William Dutcher. its fi

o er, 1ts fore-

word came from Henry airfield Osborn, and the preface offered lavish :l “";

sh thanks

(o Madison Grant. 'I‘h.e 'book’s basic message was straightforward: a once pro-
fusely abundant population of North American wildlife was now lving i p.
The great auk, Labrador duck, Pallas’s cormorant, passenger pi ying in ‘ru.ms.
curlew, Carolina parakeet, and five species of macaw and g : P'%COH, g
. - - h parakeet “had been to-
rally exterminated in our ke times. ’ Twenty-three additional North American
pirds were “threatened with early extinction.”* Among the list of “Extinct and
Nearly Extinct SPCC’ICS of Mammals” were several North American species and
subspecies——lhe Arizona elk, the West Indian seal, the California elephant seal
and the California grizzly bear—along with several African, European, and Aus:
iralian mammals. And at least two additional game mammals, the pronghorn
antelope and the bighorn sheep, were clearly on their way out. Given this deplor-
able record of destruction, Hornaday argued, Americans needed to acknowledge
that “the wild things of this earth are not ours to do with as we please. They have
been given to us in rist, and we must account for them to the generations which
will come after us and audit our accounts.”®
Who or what was to blame for all this carnage? Hornaday presented a lengthy
list of groups he considered responsible for the increasingly desperate plight
of American wildlife. While praising “gentlemen sportsmen” as the “bone and
sinew of wild life preservation,” he strongly criticized all hunters who sought
declining native species, especially when “extinction is impending.”* He also
had little patience for so-called pot hunters, who pursued game to put meat on
the table when other food supplies were almost always available. All forms of
commercial hunting, whether for meat or feathers, he condemned out of hand.
As . A. Allen had done twenty-five years earlier, Hornaday singled out two
groups he considered especially destructive to wildlife. In terms that reflected
the xenophobic circles with which he associated, Hornaday strongly denounced
the slaughter of song birds by “Italians and other aliens from southern Europe,”
whom he referred to in biblical terms as a “pestilence that walketh at noonday.”™
Using equally sharp language, he castigated southern blacks for killing prodi-
glous numbers of song birds, woodpeckers, and doves for food.* While Hor-
naday acknowledged the role that domestic cats, telegraph and telephone wires,
predators, and diseases played in the decline of some forms of North American
wildlife, he remained curiously silent on the issue of habitat destruction.
Inthe second half of his book, Hornaday chronicled efforts to rescue
“n wildlife from the brink of extinction. Here he praised the work of the

Ameri-
federal
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stablished American bison in four national ranges, o,

s and five game preserves, protected the "Ol‘ther‘n fz-
rve wildlife in Alaska. At the same time, game Comf
s had been responsible for the passage of much
sound legislation on the state level. Beyond this, a .series o.f New York—bageg
national organizations—like the New York Zoological Society, the Boone 4, d
Crockett Club, the National Association of Audubon Societies, the Camp-Fire
Club of America, the American Game Protective and Propagation Association,
and the Wild Life Protective Association—had all done commendable work.
But these organizations needed additional funding to continue their campaigns,
while other cities needed to establish similar institutions to take up some of the

government, which hac.i e
ated fifty-eight bird refuge
seal. and taken steps to conse
missions and Audubon Societie

conservation burden.
Hornaday offered several additional recommendations and warnings to his

readers, including a lengthy list of new wildlife laws needed in each state as well
as a call for new federal legislation protecting migratory birds and outlawing
the sale of game. Beyond better laws, he strongly urged parents, educators, and
zoologists to teach young children about the value of wildlife and its conserva-
tion." Although America was now living through “the middle of the period of
Extermination,” he remained convinced that most vanishing species, both game
and nongame, could be saved, but only if they received “absolute protection
from harassment and slaughter.” “Recovery” would be “impossible,” however,
once a population had reached a critically low level where “the survivors” were
j‘too few to cope with circumstances.” The heath hen, passenger pigeon, whoop-
ng crane, sage grouse, trumpeter swan, wild turkey, upland plover, and perhaps
s s o agct at we can do ever will l.mng them back. i
wy il i ro?ntr.oversnal arncfle published fifteen years ear ltu,ralists
o apatheti[: B z:stno}?al ?amralm?' A.s a grOl.lp, he arg“ed}; n:CademiC
study of our continental fa . phlght Sl s upondt econtinen'
tal about the destruction ofm;]a e the»?; e Care. atists at the
Biological Survey, U.S, Forestt Zt fa'una. : Tr.ue, & hanedialior sclef;al History>
New York Zoological Socie Merlce, i Mflseum o Nat(jniversif)’ o
California, and 3 fey, other :Z,st US-C S Comparaflve.ZOO.IOg.}f"’ onservatio”
circles. Now it was time for s -lmt.lons had been active in wildli ? s sharé
cientists elsewhere to shoulder their fair

the burden, i e

he thought.o;:/a:ji (1"10" to offering a list of museums and scientific SOcleuesrican
ed s s 5 \ .

€rvice to wild life g Am %

universiti . .
hire at | P Columbia, Cornel| hicag? ol
at least one Naturalist who w. ould he causé

” Hornaday called for leadin
, Yale, and the University of ¢
devote themselves entirely t0!
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: “\Y/, 2 - 5 p . »
Jildlife conservation- We don’t want to hear about the ‘behavior’ of protozo-

ans,” he argue
- y
poor whites.

d, “while our best song birds are being exterminated by negroes

2 88 '

and
while many ©

o was also at least a kernel of truth in much of what Hornaday wrote.

f the claims in Our Vanishing Wildlife were prone to exaggera-

on, ther

life extinction O
. tried to show, naturalists played a critical role in the turn-of-the-century

nt of scientists for their failure to engage with the issue of wild-

ffers an illuminating case in point. As the previous two chapters

hav
wildl
they g2
emotiona
active Steps
Jeadership natur

movement would hav
total number of naturalists who became active in conservation circles remained

a small fraction of the biological community as a whole. Most naturalists seemed
tively indifferent to the plight of endangered species and more interested in
arding their prerogative to collect rare species than in rescuing them.
e naturalists who did actively participate in the movement did not nec-
Hornaday’s strict protectionist views. For example, Joseph Grin-
shed a leading program to study western fauna at Berkeley—a
program that Hornaday had singled out for praise—also openly worried about
the impact that restrictive wildlife laws were having on the practice of natural
history. In 1915, only two years after the publication of Our Vanishing Wild-
ife, he issued an editorial in Science with the provocative title of “Conserve
the Collector.”® There he lamented the considerable decrease in the number
of specimen collectors over the previous decade. An increased reliance on field
identification, rather than the more traditional practice of securing specimens in
hand, resulted in less precise and accurate data, thereby threatening “ornithology
asa science.” Moreover, as they forsook collecting, budding naturalists no longer
gained the critical knowledge obtained from the pursuit and preparation of speci-
mens in the field. Bird protection laws should include reasonable provisions for
scientific collecting, Grinnell urged. While officials charged with enforcing those
laws might rightly deny permits to collect “rare or disappearing species like the
ivory-billed woodpecker or the Carolina parakeet,” they should also more freely
issue permits to collect other species.

Even when they did act on behalf of endangered species, there were clear
limitations on what naturalists were willing to do or say. They devoted much
more attention to mammals and birds facing extinction, especially game species,

ife conservation movement. The firsthand knowledge of vanishing fauna
ined while pursuing their scientific studies, along with the aesthetic and
| attachment they developed with those species, pushed them to take
to stop the slaughter. Without the authoritative knowledge and
alists provided, the turn-of-the-century wildlife conservation
e soon faltered. Yet, for well into the twentieth century, the
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safegu
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nell, who establi
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ns, or insects. The focus of their concern tended »

rger, charismatic species that were not onl}y easlier to sc;udy but also attractey
a larger number of interested res‘fa“‘hers' % 1.ey o t?n ecto be ecO"Omicall),
important species. While naturalists et quick to point ‘he. finger of blame on
the commercial exploitation of species, they refused to %enously question ¢he
larger political and economic system that pr °m°ted_ continued %‘abltat destryc.

n naturalists also tended to center their conservation gaze almog,

tion. America _ ’
entirely on North American species. The nationalism that had informed Amer;.

can science since the early days of the republic still remained a potent force 3 the
beginning of the twentieth century. Hornaday’s Our Vanishing Wildlife, which
included brief discussions of the lost and vanishing species on other continents,
proved an exception to this otherwise general rule. Not until after World War |,
with the United States’ growing involvement with foreign affairs more gener-
ally, did a handful of American conservationists begin showing a more sustained
interest in the plight of wild animals from other lands.

than to reptiles, amphibia

la
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CHAPTER FIVE

GOING GLOBAL

THE AMERICAN COMMITTEE AND THE
FIRST INVENTORY OF EXTINCTION

Friends of wild life must act quickly, if we modern men are not to find
ourselves masters of @ world shorn of much of its beauty at the very
stage when, through the development of machinery, we are obtaining

increasing letsure to cultivate an interest in the things of the spirit.

HENRY CAREY, 1926

Unless vigorous steps are taken in the next few years, we fear that
the rapid development and opening up of the great continent [of Africa]
will result in the permanent loss of some of the most interesting

productions of nature to be found anywhere in the world.

JOHN C. PHILLIPS, 193§

COOLIDGE’S AFRICAN ADVENTURE

f‘TS he approached graduation at Harvard, Harold Jefferson Coolidge, Jr., expe-
fienced a burning desire to make a name for himself. His first opportunity came
when he signed on as an assistant zoologist for the Harvard African Expedition

Of 1926 and 1927. One objective of this yearlong medical and biological survey of
Liberia and the pe]

4Tare primate thay
A

Tes
€ast,

gian Congo was to secure a specimen of the mountain gorilla,
had first been described twenty-five years previously.

€companied by fifteen Batwa pygmies and outfitted in stereotypical safari
% Coolidge pursued the prized gorilla in the region surrounding Katana, in
¥ Congo, where he had heard recent rumors of sightings. In a popular ac-
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Coolidge proiected himself as an intrepid white b
e,

erable obstacles in the field: difficult terrain, high )

count of the adventur
“

a “large and utterly useless aprcs .

g ) al‘my ) Of

forced to surmount mnudm s
. L4 ‘Y -

rains, dens¢ :

e. drenching ) ; oreitially dangiie
2 secretive, cunning, and p y dangerous prey, 1y,

d down the area’s steep slopes had resulted in only tyyg
s intended target, but no specimen, not even sq much

titud

native helpers, and
months of slogging up an<
ith hi

fleeting encounters W

s a clear shot. _ . L
b aocn e day before he was scheduled to begin the journey to rejoin his Americy,
colleagues‘ the discovery of fresh gorilla tracks renewed Coolidge’s Bt
success. Soon he spotted several young gorillas frolicking high in the trees oy

the next slope. Coolidge and his men headed down the intervening ravine 4
to be greeted by a “fierce chest-drumming noise . .,

quietly as they could, only
undoubtedly a signal of danger from the male leader of the troop.” For the nex
thirty minutes, both sides maintained a “most oppressive” silence that remained
unb;oken until one of his men issued a half-smothered cough.* Following a new
round of chest drumming, the alarmed gorillas retreated, with Coolidge and his
entourage in keen pursuit. Approaching the bottom of the ravine, Coolidge was
startled by the sudden rush of a fleeing creature that seemed massive, about his
height and nearly three times his weight. He quickly fired in the direction of the
dark moving mass, which scampered across a stream and escaped into the bush.

A puddle of blood revealed that Coolidge’s bullet had found its mark, but
most of his men proved “too cold” and “too frightened” to continue the pursuit.
Only the pygmy chief persevered in tracking the wounded animal through the
dense jungle. When the two heard a “low, ominous growl” emitted from a thicket
[l?e)’ were about to enter, the final native tracker also fled, while Coolidge braced
h"."selffor apossible charge from the creature, now only fifteen feet away, before
Ifj:::;g :f;i:. C(?joolidge 's second bullet also reached its target, but once again .xhe
until spotting eth[: e Now. alone in the jungle, Coolidge resumed SearCh“l:i
oo fron% B h\;vou‘r;c:ed gor'nlla le.aning against a tree just twelve fefet 'dOVVﬂ t :
toward the fearso o vagh footing in the mud, he began slidin (.10.“

= me beast. Coolidge fired once more, this time from 2 sitting
posttion, fatally striking the gorilla i :

Coolidge was delighted 5 : : in the_ heart. o st
than he had ever dreamed H-ltf e sPe,c imen, which he boasted wa.s ‘ unte
ot gy Com. is father paid to have the large male gOl’l"?fl me i
hibit to thjs day. While gmpl?rary CONRRp CE), rhere XSRS :rious
status of the Vanishing mo;) - lfige ex_Pre.SSed no concern about the preche d
reveal more thap alittle s oo e Wity acomunt of the advenm‘r e,vi '
a"d‘ropomorphic e “Ympathy for his target, which he described in

5t “Thad 1o take off my hat to this old king Who h"

vid!y
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riGURE 26. Harold ]. Coolidge with gorilla specimen collected in Congo, 1927. Soon
after his return to the United States, Coolidge became a founder of the American
Committee for International Wild Life Protection. Two decades later he would also

play a central role in creating the Survival Service Commission of the International

Union for the Conservation of Nature. Courtesy of Miles Coolidge.

his troops so well, covered the rear of his retreat, and handled his medicine like
aman. . .. That night in some unknown valley of a remote Congo mountain
probably the gorillas held a meeting to mourn the loss of their great sovereign
and elect his successor.”?

The product of a prominent New England family, Coolidge had entered Har-
vard in 1923 with the hope of becoming a diplomat.* Gradually, however, he
gravitated toward natural history, and in the summer following his sophomore
year, he and Charles Day ventured to Alaska to collect brown bear specimens for
the U.S. Bureau of the Biological Survey. The next fall he discovered the MCZ’s
famous “eateria,” where museum staff and visitors regularly gathered to socialize
a’fd consume exotic game. Following his return from Africa, Coolidge graduated
With a bachelor’s of science degree and spent the next year studying zoology at
(EOrpus Christi College, Cambridge. At the suggestion of the Yale primatolo-
E:;l:;)ben Yerkes, he decided to specialize in the great apes. Alth?ugh he never
3Cadem? Ph.D,, 'which had already become a standard entry requirement f('>r an
o Zc career.m science, in 1928 Coolidge became an assistant mammalogist at

» @ position he was to occupy for the next two decades. There he com-
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FIGURE 27. John C, Phillips, 1928,
Trained as a scientist and physi-
cian, Phillips only briefly practiceq
medicine before devoting himself o
conservation, natural history, and
sport hunting. As founders and early
leaders of the American Committee,
he and Harold . Coolidge set the
organization’s agenda. Courtesy of
the Archives of the Ernst Mayr Li-
brary of the Museum of Comparative
Zoology, Harvard University.

pleted a major taxonomic revision of the genus Gorilla,
chimpanzee, led a major expedition to Asia, and began
course called “The Evolution of Animal Sociology.”

discovered the pygmy
regularly coteaching a

While studying in England, Coolidge attempted to contact the American con-
servationist T. Gilbert Pearson, who had ventured abroad to preside over the
first general meeting of the International Committee for Bird Protection. The
two failed to meet up, but Coolidge sent Pearson a letter in which he revealed an
ambitious idea. There ought to be, he wrote, “an International Committee forﬂ
the Protection of the Flora and Fauna of the World and for the Advancement of
Science. This committee to be made up of leading Scientists (such as directors
of large museums) and prominent men interested in Preservation (by Preser."a’
tion I mean also p rotection).™ The organization could act as an information
clearinghouse on international wildlife conservation issues, fund fieldwork ﬁff
naturalists studying endangered species, lobby for the creation of national E)arl.i
around the world, ang compile a blacklist of wildlife poachers. Pearson r;e
"Ponse to Coolidge’s idea has not survived, but soon after beginning work !

and
MCZ, he found Sympathetic ear i the person of the physician, sportsma™
naturalist, John ¢ Phillips,
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Nearly three decades older than Coolidge, Phillips was also from a family
with deep New England roots, but one whose financial prospects seemed a good

. 6 . LS o
1 more solid.” A modest, self-effacing man with a well-develo 5
deal M ped sense o

humOrq h

fishing, ata % .
vard's Lawrence Scientific School in 1899 and an M.D. from Harvard Medical

¢ became keenly interested in outdoor pursuits, especially hunting and
young age. Phillips earned a bachelor’s degree in science from Har-

school in 1904- But save for a couple of years at Boston City Hospital imme-
diately following graduation and a brief stint in a military field hospital during
world War I, Phillips never practiced medicine. Instead he traveled widely—to
Greenland, Mexico, the Middle East, the Far East, and Africa—to hunt and study
wildlife, especially game birds and mammals. In addition to amassing trophies
for his home, he donated numerous specimens to the MCZ, where he served as
1 research curator of birds. Between 1922 and 1926, he published his magnum
opus, @ copiously illustrated, four-volume Natural History of Ducks. Phillips was
also active in numerous state and national conservation organizations and a vice
president of the Boone and Crockett Club.

Early in 1930, Coolidge and Phillips successfully launched an organization
that bore a remarkable resemblance to the one Coolidge had outlined in his 1928
letter to Pearson: the American Committee for International Wild Life Protec-
tion.” This was a small, informal group whose membership was limited to rep-
resentatives from a handful of zoological societies, museums, and conservation
organizations, most of whom served as official advisors. Much of the work of
the American Committee was transacted through a small executive committee,
which met once or twice a year, with Phillips serving at its first president and
Coolidge as its secretary. Although the group was a spin-off from the Boone and
Crockett Club, its leaders were quick to point out that they were not primarily
an organization of sportsmen. Rather, they hoped to use the authority of science
to further their main objective: “to promote the preservation of rare species in
all parts of the world.”®

In actual practice, the American Committee proved more regionally focused
than this ambitious mission statement suggests. For its first several years, the
organization devoted most attention to African wildlife conservation. Every
member of its first executive committee had spent time in Africa hunting game
or collecting specimens—a distinction that was not always easy to make in actual
Practice—and five of the organization’s first seven publications dealt with that
continent. Toward the end of the 1930s, however, for reasons outlined in the next
chapter, the American Committee increasingly set its sights on Latin America.

The specter of extinction clearly haunted members of the American Commit-
‘€€. Yet, when it came to threatened species, they found themselves in a quan-
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and scienuf.m srud).eCieS ideally in their native habitats. These diﬂering NOtion,
examples of .:hose SPe intf; increasing conflict as vanishing wildlife pPopul
Ofprese:vauo;nza:oser to oblivion. In the mid-1930s, the American ¢
:eo if)(:);r;):f:d this basic tension by passing a f:ontroversial resolution callin
for scientific institutions—primarily natura,l History musefinig Sud ZOO]OgiCal
parks—to refrain from collecting rare species. They als’o beg.an'an ambitigy,
project to create an authoritative 1nve'nt0r)' of Fhe. world’s Vanishing SPecies—_
first of mammals and then of birds. Given the limited state of knowledge aboy;
threatened species at the time, the task turned out to be much more difficy]; than
originally anticipated, and over the next two decades, the effort to complete thig

netheless, the
not only rank
Iso became an

a[iOns
Mmjy.

catalog consumed much of the committee’s time and energy. No
resulting publications—which finally began appearing in A%
as one of the American Committee’s most enduring legacies but 4
important model for later official lists of endangered species.

CROSSING BOUNDARIES

regulation brought the disagreem
Secretary of state initiated talks
ishing fish stocks, talks that Jeq t

scientists (one American and one
late recommend

failed to break
in negotiating a
regulations desi
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ent to a head. As early as the 1890s, the U
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about how to address the problem O.f d_'mlot.
o the appointment of a special commission

ations, Four year
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s in the making, that initial report nonet
ock on the issue. In 1908, officials suce w up
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Jowever, the regulations floundered in Congress. Though clearly in
long-term interest, fishermen strongly opposed the regulations, while the
oir 0 - " o’ - .
the hemselves lacked the charisma needed to elicit sympathy from the public or
-h the - ;:
fish < Prominent conservationists.
|

the end, !

en il )
ev S fioits 10 reach an agreement to save the North Pacific fur seal proved more

ossful. This aesthetically appealing and economically valuable mammal
SULC: rn on American islands in the Bering Sea but spent most of its life in
- O(ional waters. In the 1880s, Canadians began pursuing fur seals on the
i?[el‘r::as an act that was within their legal rights but which also led to appall-
,hlg :‘ aste’ (as many as 80 percent of the seals shot were never recovered) and a
mge] death by starvation for young seals whose mothers were killed. Scientists
::ded to blame pelagic hunting for the precipitous turn-of-the-century decline
of the North Pacific fur seal. If something were not done soon, they warned, the
species might soon go the way of the passenger pigeon. Alarmed at this pros-
pect, conservation-minded naturalists—like David Starr Jordan, William T.
Hornaday, and Henry W. Elliot—rallied behind the cause of seal protection and
gained widespread public sympathy for the appealing but increasingly belea-
guered species. By 1911, Canadian and U.S. officials reached an agreement with
their counterparts in Japan and Russia to ban the pursuit of fur seals on the high
seas and to divide the profits from the more sustainable practice of harvesting
on land. In the words of environmental historian Kurkpatrick Dorsey, that land-
mark treaty “snatched the northern fur seal from the jaws of extinction,” and the
herd quickly rebounded."

The Migratory Bird Treaty sought to protect another form of wildlife that
regularly crossed international borders.”* As we saw in chapter 3, by the end
of the nineteenth century, Americans had grown increasingly concerned about
the decline of wild birds, many of which seemed to be teetering on the brink of
extinction. The Audubon movement succeeded in gaining limited protection for
*ome vanishing species, particularly nongame birds, through a series of state
laws, while sport hunters secured passage of state laws regulating the taking of
game birds, The problem was these laws lacked uniformity from one state to the

next,-and they were not always adequately enforced. Federal legislation seemed
alogical solution, but long-

sion ( Geery, Connecticur, 18
The Lacey Act, passed in i
en.zry into the arena of wild
f Pment of wildlife taken j
€2 of sta¢6 Ownership,

standing tradition and a recent Supreme Court deci-
96) held that wild game was the property of the state.
900, represented the federal government’s tentative
life regulation, but it merely outlawed the interstate
n violation of any state law, without challenging the

“Binning jn 1904, supporters of federal protection of wild birds introduced
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the first in a long series © ' bll.lb th‘[‘t ‘:’el" j l’rll‘l.[:‘:lillien Pearsorifff:zzj'mg W
tory waterfowl and wading birds. In 9‘ L d Congress g hea of
dw.National Association of Audubon Societies, urg‘e ongress to offer federy)
ion for a// migratory birds. The next year, Congress responded With g
pEOsection Ik €l ANCE s of the legislation continued ¢ . )
Migratory Bird Act, [hOUf-‘,:h L o re Tt Argue theyy
it represented a blatant violation of states’ rights. } a ‘e sur? the ney, lay
survived constitutional muster, Bpparem moved to have 3[5 MAJOr provisjgp,
introduced into a treaty with Great Britain ((m b.ehalf of Canada) and then, i
1918, successfully shepherded the enabling legislation through the Hoyse and the
Senate. The treaty, which declared a permanent closed season on most Nongame
migratory birds and authorized the fe.:deral govemmenf to set seasons on game
species, survived judicial review within two years after its passage.

Beyond treaties, the next stage in the development of a more internationy]
conse;'vation consciousness was the creation of institutions devoted to the issye.
In 1922, T. Gilbert Pearson set out for Europe to learn more about avian conger.
vation initiatives on the other side of the Atlantic and to explore the possibility
of international cooperation.” He met with the wealthy aviculturalist and orni-
thologist Jean Delacour, the president of the French League for the Protection
of Birds whose elegant five-hundred-acre estate was stocked with hundreds of
birds from around the world, and with the Dutch naturalist and conservationist
Peter G. Van Tienhoven, who would later establish the International Office for
the Protection of Nature."* After preliminary discussion with these and other
individuals, he invited Delacour, Van Tienhoven, and eight other colleagues to
London to discuss the idea of forming an international society devoted to bird
preservation. The group enthusiastically supported the idea and voted to found
the International Committee for Bird Protection (ICBP), with Pearson as its
chairman. Membership was to be composed of individuals nominated to rep-
resent various societies with an interest in bird protection. The members from
a given country were organized into national sections, with a chair serving asa
node of communication between the section and Pearson.

The stated goal of the ICBP was “co-ordinating and encouraging the preser-
vation of birds.”" That was to be accomplished through a variety of means. First
through correspondence, informal meetings (held in 1923 and 1925), a series of
mo.re formal congresses (the first of which was held in 1928), the PUblicado? ’
a-n irregular bulletin (first issued in 1927), and the exchange of other pub]‘fa'
ans, the society served as an information clearinghouse on the status of bird
P":fectmn within its member countries. In addition, Pearson used the JeRE 35}:‘
vehicle to promote the cause of bird protection in nations where it seemed lac

ing. Fore . . ercy
g xample, prior to his second trip to Europe in 1923, Pearson wrot¢ P
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Lowe, 2D ornithologist at the British Museum of Natural History and head of
the ICBP’s British section, to ask if he knew of any “worthwhile man or men in
jraly whom we might approach with the possible hope of getting a bird organi-
sation started there.” Pearson hoped that promoting conservation sentiment in
jraly would not only benefit the birds of that particularly nation, but would also
sen"e as a positive influence for the “tens of thousands of Italian workers” who
;mmigrated to America each year. According to Pearson, “Every blooming one
of them gets hold of a gun and they today as a class constitute the most tremen-
dous human force of destruction operating against our songbirds.”"* During his
trip, Pearson found four Italian organizations willing to nominate members to
the ICBP.

Although a loose-knit organization, the ICBP remained active on several
fronts. The organization’s Declaration of Principles, passed in 1923, emphasized
that wild birds were critical to maintaining the balance of nature, that they were
important as objects of scientific study, that they exerted a “great aesthetic influ-
ence on all right-minded people,” and that they served utilitarian functions as
sources of food, destroyers of unwanted rodents and injurious insects, and as
objects of pursuit in field sports. Despite these many benefits to the environ-
ment and humanity, in many countries bird populations were diminishing “at an
alarming rate,” and many “interesting and valuable species” had already been
“exterminated from the earth.”"” Consistent with these general principles, the
ICBP urged the passage of legislation protecting insect-eating birds, called for
elimination of the feather trade, promoted the creation of bird sanctuaries, and
called for the end of hunting during breeding season and while birds were rais-
ing their young. The organization also promoted international treaties to protect
migratory birds and minimize oil pollution of navigable waters."

During its first few decades, the ICBP faced numerous challenges that
greatly limited its effectiveness as an agent for international avian conservation.
One major problem was the geographical, cultural, and linguistic diversity of
its membership. By 1935, the organization boasted 203 members representing
130 societies and 26 countries." While it was true that the diverse membership of
the ICBP agreed on the need for greater protection of birds and the most active
members tended to be in Europe, members often differed on the specifics about
how to achieve that goal. The problem of diversity within the organization was
exacerbated by Pearson, who could communicate only in English, a severe dis-
“dvantage in such a polyglot organization. To make matters worse, Pearson ar-
fanged for publication of the first ICBP Bulletin only in English. The result was
‘ha.t, until the Second World War, the organization remained more important as
@ information clearinghouse than as a force for significant change.
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however, did not emerge until the early twenti'eth cenmr?'.
The specific episode that first raised American consciousness about the faye
of African big game was an expedition that Theodore Rf)osevelt mounted im.
mediately after leaving the White House in March 1909.* Determined both to
make a s-cientiﬁc contribution and to fend off potential criticism of his African
big game hunting, Roosevelt negotiated with Smithsonian officials to sponsor the
expedition. Private donations (largely from Andrew Carnegie) financed most of
the trip, while the ex-president covered the rest using a hefty advance he negoti-
ated for published accounts of the adventure. With his eighteen-year-old-son
Kermit in tow, Roosevelt arrived in Mombassa, Kenya, in April 1909. Also ac-
companying him were three Smithsonian-recommended field naturalists, two
white guides, and more than 260 African grooms, gun bearers, tent men, askari,
and porters.* It was reputed to be the largest hunting party ever to set out in
Kenya.” By the time the expedition ended, the two Roosevelts had bagged no less
than 17 lions, 11 elephants, 14 rhinos, 8 buffaloes, and numerous other species,
more than 512 mammals in a]] >
When the New York Times expressed concern about a report that Roosevelt
shot eighteen antelope and gazelles along with two wildebeests in a single day,

mu i i
>eum sponsorship for A frican safaris, *

nan?r:; sl:u:‘:t;r v::]o had advis'ed l.loosevelt in planning his trip—the taxidermi.sh
b brieﬂ;v N Xfrir, conservatlom.st, and inventor Car] Akeley—also met up with
nificent Musey d.ca, Through his PUblications, movies, and especially his n?ag-

T Akeley played 5 key role in bringing representatio™
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ricure 28. Kermit and Teddy Roosevelt with African hunting trophy,
1909. Roosevelt’s safari garnered specimens for the Smithsonian
Institution, publicity for the plight of African wildlife, and criticism of what
e considered to be overzealous hunting. Courtesy of the Smithsonian

Institution Archives, Record Unit 7179, image no. s142008-2356.

som

of the “dark continent” to America’s shores for decades after his death in 1926.%
He first gained notoriety in 1886, when as an employee of Ward’s Natural Sci-
ence Establishment, he helped mount P. T. Barnum’s famed elephant, Jumbo,
after alocomotive accidentally struck and killed the beast. After leaving Ward’s,
Akeley found employment as a taxidermist at the Milwaukee Museum, the Field
Museum of Chicago, and beginning in 1909, the American Museum of Natural
History in New York. While on his third collecting trip to Africa in 1910, a
charging elephant nearly killed him. During the lengthy period of recovery that
followed, he developed a dream that would soon become an obsession: the great
African Hall at the American Museum of Natural History. Anxious to capture
asense of the sublime grandeur of the African continent before the march of
civilization destroyed it, Akeley envisioned a massive exhibition that would serve
4 an enduring monument to the continent’s “fast vanishing wildlife.” “Two
hundred years from now,” he predicted grimly, “naturalists and scientists will
find in such museum exhibits as African Hall the only existent records of some
. tbe animals which today we are able to photograph and study in their forest
;:;;f:]nn?ent.”” The hall would consist of a large open space surrounded by

eticulously appointed dioramas featuring a variety of scenes of “primeval
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Africa.” The centerpiece of the exhib
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museum’s board 0 i
he specimens and funds needed to tran- : e .
0 hh ged to place several wildlife groupings o » NOt unti] en
Though he mana

fier his death did a scaled-down version of the Afri.can Hall (with twenty.
years after his de dioramas) ﬁnally open to the pubhc.
R t'han o dition to Africa in 1921—22, Akeley traveled tq the

During his fourth e).(pe Clon o to collect mountain gorilla specimens for ope
R Be*l'glan gd d in obtaining two large males, two females,
of his habitat groups.” He succeeded in : .

, ter. and the first motion pictures ever made of the s;‘)em‘es usmg'a camera
Zz ::nin i,nvention. In the process of observing tht? spe.mes .m the wnld., how-
ever, he not only developed an increasing sense of kinship with the gorilla by
also fear about its future. After returning to New York, Akeley wrote severa
articles emphasizing the sorry plight of the creature and went on a l'ecr‘ure tour
featuring movies from his expedition. He also drew up plans for a wildlife s?mc-
tuary in the area where he had hunted and presented them to ]ohn. C M?ma‘nm,
the paleontologist and conservation-minded head of the Carnegie Institution
of Washington, who in turn passed them on to the Belgian ambassador to the
United States.” Following prodding from Akeley, in 1925, King Albert I created
the eponymous Parc National Albert. The decree setting aside the area, [hi first
modern national park on the African continent, declared that it was time to “take
steps to preserve the remaining gorillas from extermination.””

To drum up funding for the African Hall while cultivating public supp?ﬂ
for conservation on the continent, Akeley convinced the pioneering wildl.xfe
filmmaking duo of Martin and Osa Johnson to become formally affiliated with
the American Museum of Natural History.* In 1923, Osborn and Akeley als0
persuaded museum officials both to sponsor the Johnsons’ extended trip t0 Af-
rica and to invest in a series of three films about the continent. The hope w2
that the profits from these motion pictures would provide a cash infusion fO'f
the African Hall fund. At the time, public museums generally avoided money~
making ventures of this sort, and for a variety of reasons, the ]ohnsor?s ma'n};
aged to finish only one commercially viable film during their five-year stint “2{(’
the museum, Nonetheless, Simbq, King of the Beasts: Saga of the African Veldr,

; - lin
released in 1928, was 3 financial (if not a critical) success, providing compelli"é
visual scenes of Africa to compleme

ts
- . . ccoun
nt the increasing number of written 2

of the continent.
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3y the mid-1920s, evcr‘l periodicals aimed at scientifically oriented naturalists
J increasing attention to the plight of African wildlife. In May 1026 fs‘s
e\'ample. theﬂf"’”f’/ ”.fi"”‘""”“’/"c‘{?’ included a stirring article entitléd e
d.‘e snimal Life of Africa—a Nefv Iw-iethod and a Last Chance,” authored by
o Philadelphia lavivyer. cons.ervat{omst, and nature writer Henry Carey.” Once
_ndant species, like the white rhinoceros of South Africa, the blauwbok ante-

Jopes a1 d the f]uagga, Carey la(rlnehnted, ‘were.now gone forever. Others, like the
okap, the white-tailed gnu,jm the white rhinos of the Upper Nile were poised
o the verge of ‘the abyss.” In support of his claim about the general decline
of African wildlife, Carey. quoted a pessimistic passage from Osborn, who had
ritten, “We paleontologlsts alone realize that in Africa the remnants of all the
royal families of the Age of Mammals are making their last stand, that their backs
ar-e up against the pitiless wall of what we call civilization. Human rights are
rumphing over animals rights, and it would be hard to determine which rights
are really superior or most worthy to survive.”*

Ultimately, Carey seemed most concerned about the aesthetic, philosophical,
and spiritual consequences of this mass extinction. The destruction of African
wildlife was not only threatening many species, he argued, but also “shrinking
our own intellectual and spiritual resources.” American conservationists had long
expressed cultural concerns about the loss of game species in the United States.
Carey extended those concerns to Africa, while boldly declaring that continent’s

v
de\.'()t(‘.‘
“Saving

wildlife to belong to the entire world: “Man is stripping a vast playground of the
beautiful creatures that gave it life. . . . We need a place in the world where we
can recapture ‘“The lost arts of wildcraft” in such surroundings, because ‘the self
dependent life of the wilderness nomad brings bodily habits and mental pro-
cesses back to normal, by exercise of muscles and lobes that otherwise might
atrophy from want of use.””%” To achieve this end, Carey called for the creation
of a permanent international game commission to be set up under the auspices
of the League of Nations.

By the second half of the 1920s, then, a long series of lecturers, publications,
films, and exhibits had begun exposing American audiences to the beauty, won-
der, and vulnerability of African wildlife. New Yorkers were thus well primed
When, in November 1929, C. W. Hobley, secretary of the Society for the Preser-
Yation of the Wild Fauna of the Empire (SPWFE), came to the United States to
;Efe;l fOr” funds.” Established in 1903 and known by the sobriquet “the penitent
istsca:::’ the SPWFE was an organization of British sport hu‘nters, na.turlzlltl.-

[;rita' g,overnmf:ntal officials concerned about th'e desperate p.llght of 1v.\n}l]d (; e
it In's COI?mal possessions in Africa and Asia.” The society p.ub is fe a

ical, lobbied for the establishment and enforcement of protective legisla-

in
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LAUNCHING THE AMERICAN COMMITTEE

In the midst of this flurry of activity, Coolidge and Phillips seized the Opportunity
to establish the American Committee for International Wild Life Protection. Af.
ter gaining support from Kermit Roosevelt, by then a prominent conservationist
and a member of the Boone and Crockett Club’s executive committee, and from
Madison Grant, the organization’s president, Coolidge introduced a motion that
he and Phillips had authored at the club’s business meeting early in 1930. That
motion highlighted the conservation work being done in Europe and proposed
that the Boone and Crockett Club establish a committee of its own to deal with
international wildlife affairs. Although initially created by and closely affiliated
with the Boone and Crockett Club, from the beginning the new group was sup-
posed to broadly represent “American sympathy and interest in international
wild life protection.”

During the first executive committee meeting in May 1930, the committee
voted to make its headquarters in Harvard’s Museum of

Comparative Zoology
and established a small advisory committee, which initial

ly consisted of nine in-
dividuals chosen to represent various museums and con
across the United States_+ |

of America’s best-
Thomas Barbour,
Cadwalader, dire
Grinnell, represe

servation organizations
ncluded on the first advisory committee were many
known naturalists, conservationists, and sportsmen, A
director of the Museum of Comparative Zoology; Charles M- B-
ctor of Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia; Joseph
nting the American Society of Mammalogists; Alexander Wet
more_’ "epresenting the Smithsonjan Institution; and Stanley Field, director 4
the Field Museum, ,

At this initia] Meeting,
of the new Organization,
of nationa] parks or rese
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the executive committee also hammered out the g(fals
declaring that i intended (1) to promote the Cre?nO"
rves and new game laws; (2) to gather and dissen:ma[;
N matters of international wildlife conservation : 4"
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promote sportsmanship among Americans hunting abroad while eliminat-
use of any special permits they may have been granted to collect protected
s The committee made it clear that it intended to complement and sup-
er than compete with the SPWFE and the International Office for the

(3)t°
ingab
animals:
Pon rath ) : "
protection of Nature in Brussels. Writing to Hobley at about the time of this first
formal meeting, Coolidge stressed that the new American Committee hoped to
work closely with its European counterparts, with whom they shared a deep
cense of responsibility for the future of threatened flora and fauna: “I realize as
vou do that Anglo Saxon people will have to bear a large portion of the burden,

”46

tqancial and otherwise in this great conservation work.”** The committee was

aﬁlso anxious to differentiate itself from the ICBP. While recruiting Wetmore to
serve on the advisory committee of the American Committee, Phillips argued
that “we will not conflict in any way with Pearson’s work on bird protection in
Europe, as we are more nearly concerned with extinction in the Colonial posses-
sions of England, France, Belgium, etc.”*

In its mission statement, the committee indicated it was “especially interested
in preserving much depleted forms of wild life, particularly . . . the larger game
mammals such as the Giant Sable in Angola, the White Rhinoceros, the Gorilla,
etc.”® The list of threatened species highlighted here is telling. During its first
several years, the American Committee engaged with efforts to protect many
vanishing forms of wildlife—ranging from the koala bear in Australia and the
wisent of Europe to great whales that traversed international waters and the
chinchilla in South America. But it primarily grappled with the threat facing Af-
rican big game mammals. And while the committee focused on the conservation
of game animals, it remained anxious to show that the dictates of sport hunting
did not set its agenda. As Phillips argued in a letter to Hobley, “primarily we are
not an organization of sportsman, not the least bit interested in the welfare of
the sportsman, and almost all our Advisory Board consists of representatives of
museums and zoological gardens. We are interested primarily in saving rare and
vanishing species for future generations, not for recreation especially.”*

One of the first issues the American Committee wrestled with was the de-
Struction of African wildlife undertaken as part of tsetse fly control campaigns.
The insect serves as carrier for a trypanosome that causes nagana in cattle and
?leep‘"g sickness in humans, both of which seemed to be on the rise following the
'mposition of European rule in Africa.”® Although scientists at the time argued
bout what role, if any, game played in the apparent increase of these dreaded
diseases durin ’h v o i?a)’ PP. IsinC 1 and South Africa

i p; s gt e e.arly th:ntieth century,'oﬂiaa sin eritra find ou c
5P°nding u‘: ic wildlife culling programs aimed at stemming t}ieir spread.'Re-
aplea from Hobley, in 1930 the newly created American Committee
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