Humans without Resources

The Endangered Species Act:

Buoyed by their success in passing the Clean Water Act in 1972, Congress passed the Endangered Species Act (ESA) in 1973. The actual text of the Findings, Purpose, and Policy sections of the act are reprinted in the accompanying sidebar. Note that the first listed purpose of the ESA is to conserve ecosystems, not preserve endangered species. Saving endangered species has been a ruse from the very beginning.

Section 3 (see http://endangered.fws.gov/esa.html for the full text of the ESA) provides a definition of endangered species: “The term ‘endangered species’ means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range other than a species of the Class Insecta determined by the Secretary to constitute a pest whose protection under the provisions of this Act would present an overwhelming and overriding risk to man.” 

Unfortunately, the ESA does not define species. Species is a word and concept that comes from taxonomy
 which is the science of classification. Taxonomy arranges plants and animals into natural, related groups based on some factor common to each, such as structure, embryology, or biochemistry. The basic taxa now in use are, in descending order from most inclusive:


kingdom - Animalia



phylum - Craniata




class - Osteichthyes





order - Salmoniformes






family - Salmonidae






genus - Oncorhynchus









species - 
tshawytscha – chinook


gorbuscha – pink


kisutch – coho


keta – chum


nerka – sockeye


mykiss – steelhead


clarkii – cutthroat

The species is the only taxonomic category that exists in nature. All higher categories (e.g., genus, family, and order) are purely arbitrary. Taxonomists create them.
 The complete definition of species
 is given in the endnotes. For our purposes we will use definition 4 “a naturally existing population of similar organisms that usually interbreed only among themselves, and are given a unique, latinized binomial name to distinguish them from all other creatures.”
Because it is impossible to claim that O. tshawytscha, O. gorbuscha, O. kisutch, O. keta, O. nerka, O. mykiss, or O. clarkii are endangered or even threatened, those who wish to control their ecosystems must resort to subterfuge. They have bastardized the language of genetics (the specifics of which the average person knows little) to gain control of much of the West. The language varies from group to group but the basic argument revolves around “evolutionary significant units.” They would have us believe that the fish from each stream, actually even fish in the same stream that return to spawn at different times, are so genetically different that each must be saved no matter what the cost to present and future generations. They also would have us believe that hatchery raised salmon are not only a different species but are actually harmful to the “wild” salmon because they compete for resources and somehow destroy their “genetic diversity.” Thus we end up with salmon “managers” clubbing perfectly good fish when they return to spawn.

James E. Lannan, Emeritus Professor of Fisheries at Oregon State University published the following quick overview on this topic. 

 “The modern science of genetics originated when Gregor Mendel discovered that hereditary characteristics are determined by elementary units transmitted between generations in a uniform predictable fashion. Each such unit, which can be called a genetic unit, or gene, is a substance that must satisfy at least two essential requirements: (1) that it is inherited between generations in such fashion that each descendant has a physical copy of this material, and (2) that it provide information to its carriers in respect to structure, function, and other biological attributes.

“All members of a species are endowed with the same set of genes.

“The term allele refers to different forms of a gene. Some genes occur in two or more forms. Familiar examples of human genes that have more than one form are the genes for eye color and ABO blood type. Brown and blue eyes are alleles of a gene that determines eye color. Similarly, blood types A, B, and 0 are alleles of a single gene.

“At the level of individual fish, two animals are genetically different if one individual possess an allele or alleles that the other does not. Therefore, the statement, ‘hatchery fish are genetically different from wild fish,’ is true if and only if there is an allele or alleles that occurs only in hatchery-bred fish, and a complimentary allele or alleles that occur only in ‘wild’, naturally spawned fish. No such alleles are known to exist, and probably do not exist in nature. As a class, hatchery fish are not genetically different from ‘wild’ fish.

“Hatchery-bred fish are descended from naturally spawning ‘wild’ fish and possess all the genes found in ‘wild’ fish. There is no known genetic mechanism that would result in the creation of an allele found only in artificially propagated fish. Further, there is no known mechanism that would preclude the hatchery allele, if one existed, from being introduced into naturally spawning populations when fish of hatchery origin spawn naturally.

“Genetic management of naturally spawning populations is not possible, but artificially propagated populations are amenable to genetic management. The frequencies of inherited traits in hatchery populations can be adjusted to suit management goals and objectives. Establishing and maintaining hatchery populations with a prescribed pattern of life history variation similar or identical to the naturally spawning populations with which they may interbreed is an attainable management goal that could ameliorate concerns about detrimental interactions.” 

Dr. Lannan’s master’s degree is in genetics, by the way.

So the Endangered Species Act as applied to salmon really should be called the Endangered Alleles Act. If applied to humans, I would be in a very well protected group. I don’t have an allele for brown eyes, which are very common. I don’t have an allele for blue or even green eyes, which are also pretty common. I have that unusual allele for two different colored eyes and therefore must be protected at all cost, due to my genetic diversity. I might produce a child that will find a cure for cancer or be the next Einstein or maybe even save us from the habitat evangelists that are destroying May Valley. Of course, I must only mate with a female with the same allele. Since I have never met, let alone attracted, a female with two different colored eyes, it is a good thing humans are not held to salmon standards or I would have been clubbed to death as soon as I mingled with single-eye-color females. 

Seriously, it is pretty ludicrous thinking when applied to humans, isn’t it? And yet the “salmon experts” foist it off as gospel. While no one wants to see salmon runs go away needlessly, it is hardly the end of life as we know it and certainly not the end of any species. Perhaps helping salmon to adapt to life with humans through smarter hatchery and rearing management would be better use of all those taxpayer-funded habitat evangelists that call themselves ecologists.

But the sad truth is that the habitat evangelists have convinced the bright folks at the Environmental Protection Agency that Pacific salmon are soon to be extinct. That brings the full force of the Federal government to bear on anyone who dares stand in the way. The Feds threaten the States and the States threaten the Counties and the Counties threaten the Cities and they all decide that they will come up with a plan to save themselves. The EPA gives them a convenient out. If they have a plan in place, then no one can sue them for harming the salmon. Guess who the fall guys are? Since the rural counties and the rural areas of urban counties don’t have many votes, the plan is to make us mitigate for the salmon destroyed by the urban areas. It is proof that, when pressed, the politicians and bureaucrats are smart enough to save themselves. Unfortunately, those of us in the rural areas who have always been superior stewards of our lands are forced to mold our land to some mythical “good habitat” as defined by the habitat evangelists.

In a study titled “Progeny to Parent Ratios for Columbia Basin Stream Type Chinook Salmon” Dr. William McNeil discovered that expanding populations of salmon are linked to fair and poor habitat. Dr. McNeil studied data for the last 20 years for 23 streams that feed the Columbia River. He found that the average return rate for streams with “poor” habitat (as defined by PATH
) more than doubled that of “good” streams. “Fair” habitat streams more than tripled the output of “good” streams.
 He concluded that pristine streams are starving the fish. See Volume 1, Issue 4 of this publication for a detailed discussion of the problem with clean water. Dr. McNeil is a former Oregon State University fisheries professor and a program manager for the National Marine Fisheries Service.

The Paired River study on Vancouver Island showed identical results. The Keogh River was heavily rehabilitated and fully protected using all the latest techniques of environmental river management. The Waukwaas River was left entirely unprotected. Almost immediately, the project determined that artificial feeding of fry was required in the Keogh. The “poor habitat” of the Waukwaas River almost doubled the production of the Keogh River, even with artificial feeding.

Now you know how State Department of Fish and Wildlife biologist Larry Fisher can stand on Julianne Bruce’s flooded septic system and declare it “Prime Coho Habitat!” Back when it was “bad” habitat we had lots of fish. Now that it is “prime” habitat we don’t have any. But it is our fault! Right.

Isn’t it wonderful that a federal law entitled the “Endangered Species Act” whose first stated purpose is to conserve habitat is being used to degrade the habitat of the very species it purports to save! Are the habitat evangelists just ignorant or are they so intent on having their way with our land that they just don’t care? 

Tracy Warner, citing figures provided by Ike Sugg of the Competitive Enterprise Institute, recently summarized the accomplishments of the Endangered Species Act: 

“Since the law was enacted, 1,037 plants and animals have been listed for protection, and many more have been considered. Of those, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has removed only 27 from the list. Seven of those species removed are extinct. Nine were removed because corrected ‘data errors’ showed that they were so numerous they were not threatened and should not have been listed in the first place.

“Eleven species are healthy enough for the ‘recovered category’, but at least four came about with the discovery of significant populations unknown at the time of the listing. Another, the American alligator, is a hardy species that many scientists agree was never endangered.

“Three other ‘recovered’ species are kangaroos, which are numerous and have no habitat in U.S. jurisdiction. Two others, the brown pelican and the peregrine falcon, were endangered primarily because of the effects of the pesticide DDT, which was banned the year before the Species Act was passed. The last ‘recovered’ species, the California gray whale, was saved by international bans on hunting and the protection of breeding waters by the Mexican government.”

Not one species has been brought back from the brink of extinction by the Endangered Species Act in over twenty-five years of operation. Despite lofty

rhetoric, in practice the Act is merely a tool for promoting the habitat evangelist’s agenda without regard for the magnitude of costs incurred. Once again we have the full force of government at all levels unnecessarily preventing human’s use of necessary resources.

Sidebar

SEC. 2.

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds and declares that-

(1) various species of fish, wildlife, and plants in the United States have been rendered extinct as a consequence of economic growth and development untempered by adequate concern and conservation;

(2) other species of fish, wildlife, and plants have been so depleted in numbers that they are in danger of or threatened with extinction;

(3) these species of fish, wildlife, and plants are of aesthetic, ecological, educational, historical, recreational, and scientific value to the Nation and its people;

(4) the United States has pledged itself as a sovereign state in the international community to conserve to the extent practicable the various species of fish or wildlife and plants facing extinction, pursuant to-

(A) migratory bird treaties with Canada and Mexico;

(B) the Migratory and Endangered Bird Treaty with Japan;

(C) the Convention on Nature Protection and Wildlife Preservation in the Western Hemisphere;

(D) the International Convention for the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries;

(E) the International Convention for the High Seas Fisheries of the North Pacific Ocean;

(F) the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora; and

(G) other international agreements; and

(5) encouraging the States and other interested parties, through Federal financial assistance and a system of incentives, to develop and maintain conservation programs which meet national and international standards is a key to meeting the Nation's international commitments and to better safeguarding, for the benefit of all citizens, the Nation's heritage in fish, wildlife, and plants.

(b) PURPOSES.-The purposes of this Act are to provide a means whereby the ecosystems upon which endangered species and threatened species depend may be conserved, to provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species and threatened species, and to take such steps as may be appropriate to achieve the purposes of the treaties and conventions set forth in

subsection (a) of this section.

(c) POLICY.-

(1) It Is further declared to be the policy of Congress that all Federal departments and agencies shall seek to conserve endangered species and threatened species and shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of the purposes of this Act.

(2) It is further declared to be the policy of Congress that Federal agencies shall cooperate with State and local agencies to resolve water resource issues in concert with conservation of

endangered species.

� tax-on-o-my (taks an me) n. , pl. -mies [[Fr taxonomie < Gr taxis (see TAXIS) + nomos , law (see -NOMY)]] 1 the science of classification; laws and principles covering the classifying of objects 2 Biol. a system of arranging animals and plants into natural, related groups based on some factor common to each, as structure, embryology, or biochemistry: the basic taxa now in use are, in descending order from most inclusive, kingdom , phylum (in botany, division ), class , order , family , genus , and species --taxo-nomic (- namik) adj. --taxo-nomi-cal-ly adv. --tax-ono-mist n. 
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� spe-cies (-ez; -sez) n. , pl. -cies [[L, a seeing, appearance, shape, kind, or quality < base of specere, to see: see SPY]] 1 a distinct kind; sort; variety; class [a species of bravery] 2 [Obs.] outward form, appearance, or mental image 3 obs. var. of SPECIE 4 Biol. a naturally existing population of similar organisms that usually interbreed only among themselves, and are given a unique, latinized binomial name to distinguish them from all other creatures: see GENUS (sense 2) 5 Logic a class of individuals or objects having certain distinguishing attributes in common, given a common name, and comprised with other similar classes in a more comprehensive grouping called a GENUS: cf. DIFFERENTIA 6 Physics a) a specific kind of atomic nucleus b) NUCLIDE 
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