
























































































































































































































































































































































































Ringling Brothers on Trial: ASPCA, et al v. Feld Entertainment, Inc.

Background:
After 9 long years, closing arguments were heard in a lawsuit brought by four animal protection groups,
including Born Free USA, American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals; Animal Welfare
Institute; and the Fund for Animals as well as an ex-Ringling Brothers employee against Ringling Bros.
on charges of mistreatment of its Asian elephants. The lawsuit alleges that the use of the bullhook and
the constant chaining of elephants wounds, harasses, and harms the elephants which amount to a take
under the Endangered Species Act. The judge is not expected to render a decision until the summer.
(Please note that we are uncertain to the exact date.)

As a result of the lengthy litigation process, we have amassed a wealth of evidence to support our
charges that Ringling mistreats the Asian elephants.

Bullhooks
Evidence presented at trial revealed that Ringling elephants are routinely hit with bullhooks.

• Kenneth Feld, CEO of Feld Entertainment, the parent company that owns Ringling Brothers,
admitted under oath that all of his handlers strike the elephants with bullhooks.

• Feld went on to testify that to him, “touch,” “tap,” “strike,” and “hit” all mean the same thing when a
bullhook is being used.

• Former Ringling employees (Tom Rider, Archele Hundley, Margaret Tom, Robert Tom, and Frank
Hagan) all testified that while working for Ringling they saw handlers routinely abuse elephants
with bullhooks every day. Each of these employees quit because of the mistreatment they
witnessed.

• Internal written documents from Ringling Bros. Circus discuss the mistreatment of its elephants in
regards to the bullhook -

o Ringling’s animal behaviorist reported “an elephant dripping blood all over the arena floor
during the show from being hooked.”

o Ringling veterinary assistant reported that “[a]fter this morning’s baths, at least 4 of the
elephants came in with multiple abrasions and lacerations from the hooks.” “The
lacerations were very visible… (a handler) applied wonder dust just before the show.”
Wonder dust is used to stop the bleeding of a wound and it is charcoal in color which
covers up the spot from public view.

o Another report saw Troy Metzler, one of Ringling’s elephant trainers, “hitting Angelica (an
elephant) 3 to five times in the stocks before unloading her and then using an electric
prod…after unloading” the elephants.

Chaining
Chains severely restrict elephants’ movements, so they cannot lie down, walk, or socialize with other
elephants. Evidence presented during the trial showed that Ringling keeps its elephants chained most of
their lives.

• When the elephants travel by train in boxcars from location to location, they are chained for an
average of more than 26 hours at a time, and sometimes for as much as 60–100 hours.

• At the arenas, the elephants are chained for at least 8-9 hours and typically for larger amounts of
time depending on how many performances there are each day.

• Dr. Philip Ensley, a retired exotic animal veterinarian and expert witness for the plaintiffs,
reviewed thousands of pages of Ringling medical records and found:

o All the adult elephants are suffering from foot-related problems -- lameness, nail cracks,
and toe abscesses -- and many have arthritis, as a result of being restrained by chains
and standing on hard surfaces for most of their lives.

o 14 of Ringling’s 16 baby elephants suffer from similar foot and joint problems, again as a
result of being restrained by chains on hard surfaces.

For more information please contact Born Free USA @ 916-447-3085, ext. 214 or at legislation@bornfreeusa.org







WILD ANIMAL CIRCUS BANS AROUND THE WORLD

The following is a list from Animal Defenders International of 31 countries that ban wild animal

circuses nationwide, and 10 additional countries with local bans on wild animal circuses

(including major cities and capital cities), all due to the cruelty, inhumanity, and animal

suffering inherent and institutionalized in animal circuses. See

http://www.stopcircussuffering.com/circus-bans/

Circus bans
An expanding list of worldwide circus bans

EUROPE
Austria: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses.
Belgium: Nationwide ban on the use of most wild animals in circuses (Parrots and
camel are classed as domestic)
Bosnia and Herzegovina: Nationwide ban on all animals in circuses
Bulgaria: Nationwide ban on certain wild animal species in circuses, variety shows and
other entertainment facilities
Croatia: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses
Czech Republic: Nationwide ban on the use of certain species in circuses
Cyprus: Nationwide ban on all animals in circuses
Denmark: Nationwide ban on the use of certain species in circuses
Estonia: Nationwide ban on the use of wild-born animals in circuses
Finland: Nationwide ban on the use of certain species in circuses
Greece: Nationwide ban on all animals in circuses
Hungary: Nationwide ban on the use of wild caught animals in circuses, the purchase
and training of elephants and primates for circus performances and the purchase,
training and use of CITES (Appendix 1) listed species in circuses
Ireland: Local bans on the use of animals in circuses in Drogheda, Fingal, Galway City,
Kildare, Monaghan, Moyle, South Dublin and Waterford
Malta: Nationwide ban on all animals for performances, exhibitions, shows or training
for the circus
The Netherlands: Nationwide ban on the use and transport of animals in circuses, with
exemptions for certain, mostly domestic, species
Norway Local ban on wild or exotic animal shows in Tromsø municipality
Poland: Nationwide ban on the use of wild-born animals in circuses
Portugal: Nationwide ban restricting the use of great apes in circuses and the
acquisition and breeding of CITES listed species
Slovenia: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses
Spain: Local bans on the use of wild animals in circuses in several towns including
Barcelona
Sweden: Nationwide ban on the use of certain species in circuses
UK: Over 200 local authorities have bans on animal circuses (more than two thirds of



these ban all performing animals, the remainder ban just wild animals). A Government
commitment to ban the use of wild animals in circuses – this is yet to be enacted

NORTH AMERICA
USA: 50 partial or full bans on circus animals in municipalities in the US, in 22 states
[Update: the current number is now 63 partial or full bans on circus animals in
municipalities in the US in 22 states, including California, Ohio, Rhode Island, Los
Angeles, San Francisco, Miami Beach, Minneapolis, Jersey City, Richmond, Austin,
etc.]
Canada: Local bans on the use of animals in circuses in 28 municipal jurisdictions

CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA
Argentina: Local bans on the use of wild animals in circuses in over 20 cities including
a ban in the city of Buenos Aires
Bolivia: Nationwide ban on the use of wild and domestic animals in circuses
Brazil: Local bans on the use of wild and domestic animals in circuses in the districts of
Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, Pernambuco, Paraiba, Rio Grande do Sul, Espiritu Santo,
Mato Grosso do Sul, Alagoas and a number of bans in cities within another four
Brazilian states
Chile: Local bans on the use of wild and domestic animals in circuses in the city of
Santiago
Colombia: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses; Local ban on the use
of animals in circuses in the capital, Bogota
Costa Rica: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses.
Ecuador: Nationwide ban on the use of native wild animals; restrictions on the use of
exotic animals; ban on the import of both native and exotic wild animals with circuses
El Salvador: Nationwide ban on the “Income, use or abuse of wildlife species in all
kinds of entertainment”
Mexico:Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses
Panama:Nationwide ban prohibiting “entry of wild animals for use in static and travelling
circuses and similar shows”
Paraguay: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses.
Peru: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses as well as a local ban on all
animals in Magdalena del Mar

OCEANIA
Australia: Local bans on the use of animals in circuses in several towns including
Hobsons Bay, Surf Coast Shire, Parramata and Lismore

ASIA
India: Nationwide ban on the use of certain species in circuses
Israel: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses
Singapore: Nationwide ban on the use of wild animals in circuses
Taiwan: Nationwide prohibition on the import or export of protected wildlife for circuses

STOP CIRCUS SUFFERING | © Animal Defenders International |



ELEPHANT TRAINING VIDEO: CARSON & BARNES CIRCUS TRAINER TIM FRISCO

Elephant trainer Tim Frisco and his two brothers Joe Jr. and Terry learned their trade from their

father, Ringling trainer Joe Sr. Their work represents the ethos of circus elephant training and

care. An undercover investigator captured a training session by Tim Frisco, instructing an

apprentice elephant trainer. You can watch the video here:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D8BFP0WWeLE

Below is a description and transcript of the video of this horrific training session, with

endangered Asian elephants. Similar scenes have been observed and documented by

investigators in a number of circuses. This sort of “training” is the industry standard, and the

only way to compel intelligent, sensitive, and social animals like elephants to perform unnatural

and painful “tricks,” by intimidation and breaking their spirits. The presence of the bullhook in

circus performances, reminds the elephant of the pain inflicted by the bullhook and electric

prods in “training” sessions such as these, and serves as a threat and intimidation to compel

the elephant to perform. After the release of this video, trainer Tim Frisco received a nominal

fine – and kept his job.

You can see other inhumane circus videos at
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WjpxREf7nHw Tim Frisco causes baby elephant to
scream.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tHwXkP-RhcU Young elephant hooked by Tim Frisco
during performance.
http://www.peta.org/features/circus-video-undercover-abuse/ “Seven videos the circus
doesn’t want you to see.”
Google "PETA Circus Elephant Training Video" for more videos, including how baby elephants
are abused and broken, etc.
Google “Tyke the elephant rampage” for videos of that tragedy, resulting in the elephant’s
death.
There are, tragically, many more to be seen.

Please scroll down for written description and transcript of the horrific Tim Frisco training
video, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D8BFP0WWeLE



ELEPHANT TRAINING VIDEO -- DESCRIPTION
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D8BFP0WWeLE

(courtesy of PETA)

Tim Frisco, the Carson & Barnes Circus animal care director, instructs a would-be elephant

trainer how to use the bullhook, “Tear that foot off! Sink it in the foot! Tear it off! Make ‘em

scream!”

Frisco screams at an elephant, “Becky! Becky!! You mother fucker!”

Frisco attacks Becky. Becky recoils and screams four times.

Frisco aggressively hooks elephants while elephants are walking in a circle.

Frisco explains training methods, “Don’t touch ‘em. Hurt ‘em. Hurt ‘em. Don’t touch ‘em.

Make ‘em scream. If you’re scared to hurt ‘em, don’t come in the barn. When I say rip his

head off, rip his fucking foot off…it’s very important that you do it. When he starts squirming

too fucking much, both fucking hands—BOOM!—right under that chin!” Frisco swings the bull

hook like a baseball bat to illustrate.

Frisco continues, “When he fucks around too much…you fucking sink that hook and give it

everything you got.” Frisco demonstrates by twisting the hook back and forth.

Frisco instructs the trainer, “Sink that hook into ‘em…when you hear that screaming then you

know you got their attention. Right here in the barn. You can’t do it on the road. I’m not

gonna touch her in front of a thousand people. She’s gonna fucking do what I want and that’s

just fucking the way it is. Make ‘em holler, let ‘em run from ya’.”

Referring to the elephants, Frisco says, “I am the boss, I will kick your fucking ass.”

Frisco jabs elephants in the hind end with the electric prod to make them move faster during

practice. A trainer forcefully whacks an elephant on the leg. Frisco again jabs elephants in the

hind end with the electric prod.

Trainer warns elephant, “I’ll kick the shit out of you little prick.”

Frisco hollers while making the elephants practice their routines, “I’m alive! I’m not a dead

man!”

Frisco attacks elephant Becky. Becky screams.

Frisco scolds trainers for not working the elephants hard enough, “Why do they have to go

through that because you mother fuckers don’t want to listen?”



Frisco aggressively hooks an elephant and continues scolding the trainers, “If you’ve got a

pussy ass fucking attitude, that’s just what they got!”

Frisco grabs his crotch and says, “You guys standing back there…bitch blowed me yesterday

and I smoked a fucking joint.”

About the Trainer

Tim Frisco, the Carson & Barnes Circus’ animal care director and long-time elephant trainer,

was caught on tape by a PETA investigator yelling at, cursing, viciously attacking, and using an

electric prod to shock endangered Asian elephants.

Tim Frisco and his two brothers, Joe Jr. and Terry, learned the trade from their father and

former Ringling elephant trainer, Joe Frisco Sr.

Frisco’s elephant training methods, which are standard practice in the circus industry, likely

contributed to the death of a 27-year-old Asian elephant named Janet. While performing with

the Great American Circus in Palm Bay, Florida, on February 1, 1992, Janet ran amok with five

children on her back. She injured 12 people, threw a police officer to the ground, knocked over

bleachers, and attacked several vehicles before being shot and killed by police in a hail of

gunfire. Time Frisco was Janet’s trainer.



 
 

 

 
Local Bans and Restrictions on Performing Animals in the US – October 2016 

•    There are 63 partial or full bans on circus animals in municipalities in the US, in 27 states. 

•    Partial bans or restrictions apply to specific species, uses of animals, tools and weapons or possession. 

•     At the last count ADI    estimated    (conservatively) around 300 exotic/wild    animals    with    US circuses.     

•    There are    currently    around 18 non-‐animal    circuses    (human-‐only    performances).         
     

City/County Ordinance     Species Covered Type of Prohibition, Restriction or Use of Animals 

AR, Eureka Springs Wild, exotic Traveling exhibition and performances 

AR,  Sherwood     Wild, exotic     Restriction on possession   

California State Elephants Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

CA,  Corona     Wild, exotic     Display   

CA,  Encinitas     Wild, exotic     Entertainment, amusement         

CA,  Huntington    Beach     Wild, exotic     Performance   

CA,  Irvine     Wild, exotic     Entertainment, amusement   

CA, Los Angeles Elephants Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

CA, Marin County Wild, undomesticated Keeping  

CA, Oakland Elephants Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

CA,  Pasadena     Wild, exotic     Display   

CA,  Rohnert    Park     Wild, exotic     Display   

CA, San Francisco Wild, exotic Performance 

CA,  Santa    Ana     Wild, exotic     Display   

CA, West Hollywood Wild, exotic Display 

CO,  Boulder     Exotic   Display   

CT,  Stamford     All   All   

FL, Clearwater Wild Restriction on keeping 

FL, Hallandale Beach All Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

FL,  Hollywood     Exotic, vertebrates   Restriction on display for entertainment or amusement     

FL,  Margate     All   Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

FL, Miami Beach All Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

FL,  Pompano    Beach     All   Restriction on display for entertainment or amusement     

FL,  Tallahassee     All   Use of pain causing substances and devices for performance 

FL, Weston Wild Keeping, confinement, display 

GA,  Fulton    County     Elephants   Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

HI, Maui county Cetaceans Exhibition 

ID, Blaine County Wildlife Exhibition, display 

ID, Ketchum Wild, exotic Traveling animal act 

IL, Collinsville     All   Train to participate in unnatural behavior   

IN, Fort    Wayne     All   Use of pain causing substances and devices for performance 

IN, St John All Use of pain causing substances and devices for performance 

KS, Douglas County Dangerous, exotic Restriction on keeping in certain areas 

MA,  Braintree     Non-‐domesticated     Entertainment   

MA, Cambridge Wild, exotic Traveling show or circus 

MA, Pittsfield Non-domesticated Entertainment, amusement 

MA, Plymouth Wild, exotic Exhibition, show 

MA, Provincetown Exotic Entertainment 

MA,  Quincy     Non-‐domesticated     Entertainment   

MA,  Revere     Non-‐domesticated     Entertainment, amusement     

MA,  Somerville     Non-‐domesticated     Display   

MA,  Weymouth     Non-‐domesticated     Display, entertainment     

 



 

  

 

 

 

MN, Minneapolis Elephant Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

MO,  Richmond     Wild, exotic     Display   

MT, Missoula Wild, exotic Display, performance 

NJ, Bergen County Wild, exotic Circus, traveling show 

NJ, Jersey City Exotic Performance  

NY, Greenburg Wild, exotic Display 

NY, Plattsburg All Performance 

NY, Southampton Wild, exotic Display 

NC, Asheville Wild Restriction on keeping 

NC,  Orange    County     Wild, exotic     Display   

Ohio State All Use of electric prods 

OR, Clatsop County All  Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

Rhode Island State Elephants Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

SC,  Aiken    County     All   Use of pain causing substances and devices for performance 

SC,  Chester     Dangerous   Display, exhibition     

TX, Austin Elephant Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

TX,  Simonton     Wild   Restriction on keeping 

VT,  Burlington     Non-‐domesticated     Display   

VA, Richmond Elephant Restriction on use of bullhooks and similar devices 

WA,  Port    Townsend     Wild, exotic     Display   

WA,  Redmond         Wild, exotic     Display   

WI,  Green    Bay     Wild, exotic     Traveling shows,   circuses         

WI, Dane County Elephants Restriction for amusement and entertainment 

WI, Madison Cougars, bears Display 

     
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Samuel S. Coe, Esq. 
254 South Main Street, Suite 500 
New City, NY 10956 
email: sam@samcoelaw.com 
phone: (845) 393-4263 

October 20, 2016 

Testimony Presented to the New York City Council, Health Committee 

Re: Int. 1233-2016: Prohibiting the display of wild or exotic animals for public entertainment or amusement 

Dear Members of the Health Committee, New York City Council: 

My name is Sam Coe. I am a former prosecutor at the Manhattan DA's Office where I spearheaded the 
Office's animal cruelty prosecution efforts, as well as investigating and prosecuting countless other criminal cases. 

I am in favor of Introduction 1233-2016 sponsored by Council Members Rosie Mendez and Corey D. 
Johnson - Prohibiting the display of wild or exotic animals for public entertainment or amusement. 

During my time prosecuting animal cruelty cases here in Manhattan, what was most shocking was not overt 
acts of abuse, such as striking a misbehaving pet, but rather the pervasive and intense suffering and cruelty caused by 
the improper care, confinement and housing of animals. 

One dog owner, for example, had allowed her pet's health and hygiene to deteriorate to an extreme point at 
which the dog's coat and skin were infested with maggots. The dog was in such pain and discomfort that it stopped 
eating for some time, and when the dog was finally seized and treated, and the doctors attempted to provide food and 
nutrition, the shock and strain on the dog's digestive system was too great and she passed away a few days later. It's all
too easy for simple neglect to have serious consequences. 

Most pet owners have strong incentives to prevent their pet's health from reaching this kind of low, both self-
interested and altruistic. However, these kinds of considerations immediately fall away in contexts where the animal is
merely an economic tool for the owner. This is exactly the situation for wild and exotic animals used for entertainment
or public amusement. It is obvious to everyone that the owner of a tiger who uses that animal for a public performance
is not engaging in this business for the benefit of the tiger. He is driven by an economic incentive – to spend as little 
on the well-being of the tiger as is necessary to attract the maximum number of paying customers. This inevitably 
leads to the kinds of negligence and suffering I have already described, to say nothing of the psychological and 
emotional condition of the wild animals being unnecessarily held in captivity. 

In situations like this, regulation is often tasked with counter-balancing these undesirable economic 
incentives. While there are city agencies assigned to enforce rules and regulations previously promulgated by the City 
Council to address problems associated with the use of animals in commercial enterprise, there was never any 
indication during the course of any of my investigations as a prosecutor here in Manhattan that any defendants or 
suspects had ever been evaluated or even approached by regulators.

While these animals, whether the neglected domesticated dog or the captive wild tiger, may not have the 
capacity to fully understand the unfortunate conditions they find themselves in, what they all no doubt share with 
everyone in this room is the capacity to suffer. We cannot ignore it, and we cannot pass the buck to regulatory 
agencies. It is up to us to take responsibility for preventing the suffering that would take place in our city. I 
respectfully urge you to give Introduction 1233-2016 all due attention and consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Samuel Coe 



A FCF Accredited Facility, As seen on National Geographic, The Today Show, Rachael Ray, Steve Harvey, PBS & Conan O’Brien 
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To Whom It May Concern, 

 

 This letter is in regards to Int. No. 1233. As a fully licensed and inspected not-for-profit wildlife center 

we oppose this ban and the hidden agenda behind it. Hawk Creek Wildlife Center has dedicated the last 29 

years to helping wildlife through our rehabilitation, education and conservation propagation programs. We 

have presented our programs throughout New York including at the Bronx Zoo, World Science Festival, In-

trepid Museum, American Museum of Natural History and numerous programs with the Urban Park Rangers. 

We fully support legislation that improves animal welfare ,  we do not support legislation that is meant to fur-

ther the animal rights movement which seeks to remove ALL animals from human care, this includes your 

dog, cat, horse, fish, service animal etc.  We would like to address the following points of concern with the 

proposed ban: 

 There are already regulations in place to monitor the use of wildlife/exotic animals in NYC. Anyone wish-

ing to bring animals to the city must apply for a permit to do so, making this ban unnecessary. Through 

these permits DOH can already monitor what species are being brought in, how they are being transported, 

how long they are in transport, and what measures are being taken to ensure the wellbeing of the animals 

and the safety of the public. Instead of a ban, enforce these permits and the regulations attached to them. 

  There are already regulations in place by New York State Department of Conservation, USDA, and in 

many cases US Fish and Wildlife Service. USDA makes unannounced inspections of exhibitors both at 

their facility and while they are on the road, hence why itineraries must be submitted to USDA.    

 This proposed ban has arbitrarily granted special privilege to two private, non-governmental organizations. 

Neither of these organizations are uniquely qualified to present offsite education programs. 

  - AZA primarily exhibits non-indigenous animals in static exhibits. Many organizations choose not to 

 become members of AZA due to it being expensive (would rather focus on our mission), it is exclusive, 

 it places unnecessary restrictions on organizations and it is the minority. It is controlled by a small 

 handful of minds instead of global intelligence. While AZA facilities do some great work, they are not 

 the determining factor on if an organization is reputable or qualified. ZAA is another accreditation that 

 shows high standards are being met.  



 - GFAS is a small and relatively new (incorporated in 2007) organization that focuses on rescuing ani mals, 

 a wonderful mission. However, this organization was founded by members of Born Free USA and HSUS—

 organizations that are known for pushing the animals rights agenda, not animal welfare. This organization 

 does not allow animals (with some limited exceptions for certain species such as horses) to be utilized for 

 education meaning there is no reason for them to be granted an exclusion from this ban. What qualifications 

 does this organization have to grant them immunity when it does not allow animals to leave enclosures 

 unless medically necessary?  

 -Again, as AZA and GFAS are NOT government agencies, why are they being granted immunity from 

 a ban? GFAS does not allow offsite education programs and only permits extremely limited onsite tours. 

 Few AZA facilities have extensive offsite education options, some do, but many do not.  

 In today’s society, it is more important than EVER to connect people with wildlife and nature in any way possi-

ble, especially in NYC. As schools struggle financially, field trips are one of the first things to get cut. It is of-

ten much more feasible to bring a wildlife presentation to a classroom than to bus around a classroom of stu-

dents. When it comes to transport in NYC, it is safer to bring trained animal ambassadors to a classroom than it 

is to move students!  

 This ban would cause many people, especially underprivileged children, to lose any opportunity to learn about 

wildlife. This means that as adults they will not know or understand how they effect wildlife every day, and 

why would they want to conserve something they don’t know about? 

 Looking at the proposed regulations in the ban, the travel regulations are not clear and should include USDA 

regulations. These restrictions are not preventing abuse.  

 This ban would practically eliminate the use of animals on shows taped in NYC. Utilizing animals on popular 

shows is an amazing opportunity to reach and inspire people that normally would not think twice about wildlife 

or their impact on the environment. 

 An additional concern with this is the economical impact it will have on the city as the Film Industry, which has 

vets and trainers on set constantly and is highly regulated, would not be able to film any animal segments in the 

city.  

 

 We propose that instead of a ban on the use of animals, which would be detrimental to the people of NYC 

and wildlife worldwide, that the existing permitting process be utilized to manage animal exhibitors and that the 

existing regulations be enforced. This will allow the people of New York City to still have the opportunity to learn 

about wildlife and be inspired to conserve our planet through meeting trained, vetted wildlife up-close.  We wish 

we could have made it to the hearing and put more into this testimony, however we were given less than one week 

notice regarding this ban. Thank you for your time and for considering our above points of concern in opposition of 

this ban.  

Soar with the Eagles, 

Tanya C. Lowe 

Director of Wildlife Education 

Hawk Creek Wildlife Center Inc.  







10/20/2016

To New York City Council Health Committee Members,

My name is William P. Rives VMD and I am the Director and Chief Veterinary Officer for Six Flags

Great Adventure and Safari Park in Jackson New Jersey. On a number of occasions over the last ten

years we have brought animals into the city to help increase public awareness about the plight and

frankly dire situations animals are facing in the wild. Major media network shows happen to be located

in your great city. They have tremendous global reach and provide a platform to educate millions of

people about the impacts habitat destruction, human encroachment and disease have upon wild

animals. It would be irresponsible for us as stewards of the earth’s natural resources to not maintain

healthy populations of animals in captivity. It is an essential component to conservation as we do not

live in a perfect world. The USDA is the only regulatory and enforcement agency responsible for

ensuring the proper care of wild animals in accordance with the Animal Welfare Act. The agency and its

inspectors do a tremendous job to that end and their commitment and expertise should not be

dismissed by any individual or private organization.

My concern is the proposed Law Int. No. 1233. This Law does not recognize facilities that are

permitted and regulated by the United States Department of Agriculture. In essence this Law dismisses

the USDA altogether and the Animal Welfare Act. This is truly concerning especially when exceptions

are given to facilities that belong to selected private organizations that require a payment in exchange

for membership. While USDA permitted facilities are subject to unannounced yearly inspections and the

results of said inspections are public information, animal sanctuaries are not subject to governmental

oversight as they are not purportedly participating in interstate commerce. Hence they are not

regulated, permitted or inspected by the USDA. The council in effect wants to provide exceptions for

organizations that require payment for affiliation, are self-policing and above all not transparent to the

public. Fortunately with respect to the AZA and other zoological organizations they cannot operate

without an USDA issued permit. However just because a facility does not belong to certain

organizations does not determine the quality and expertise of their facility or staff. This is the

responsibility of the USDA. I urge the members of the council to remove the exceptions of the private

organizations such as AZA and global federation of animal sanctuaries and replace them with regulated

USDA permitted facilities. This will be consistent, transparent, impartial and of course without the cloud

of special interest groups.

Sincerely,

William P. Rives VMD
















































































