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Editor Sir : 

As a. ranch owner of a region in San Luis Obispo County where the 
California Condor i• often ob erved and is highly regarded ~s a rare nd 
ic;nificant form of wildlife, may I call the attantion of your reader 

to a subject of much importance in the welfare of this species . 

I sure most of these people are intereeted in the recent controversy 
over the man gement of the e birds which aro e when a zoo was granted 
permission to capture nd cage a pair for the purpose of propagatin condors 
as domestic curio ities . 

The California Department 2nd Commission of Fish and Gwe have 
aided and upported the zoo in thi effort. On the other h nd a tremendous 
amount of opposition has developed with various educators, scientists, 
conservationists and sportsmen joininr in protest. Ranchers livinv in 
the condor r nge have objected t~ly. 

After nearly five months of heated controver y, a fin-1 show-down 
on the matt er t ook pl ce. At a eeting of the Fish snd G~me Commission in 
Sn Francisco on .ay 21, the o~posin forces presented their respective 
argU!:lents and requests as to whether or not the permit to take condors 
should be cancelled . Requests for cancell tion \'lere presented by Mr . 
MacCau,hey and Mr. Sprunt of the Audubon Society. Mr • Philpott of Fresno, 
Pre aident of the Sportsmen ' s Council of Central California explained why 
his or,aniz tion was opposed to trappin, condors . Dr . Carl Koford, 
Zoolo[ist from the University of Ca.lifornia and the foremost authority 
on the condor eve scientific reasons why they should not be taken. Mr . 
Mc illan of Shandon presented the opposition of conservationists in that area. 

As the representative of a group of r nchers in San Luis Obispo 
County I presented their objections briefly as follows : Themot 
aignificant and important ttributes of the California Condor are its 
characteristic wildness and rareness . In its natural state it is an 
inte,ral and col:l.ponent part of the few areas of wilderness that are 
bein~ pre erved in Central California . For the reason that so much has 
been done by ao many people to preserve them, condors have become 
symbol of conservation. These attributes are of particular value only 
as lon11; as the condor remains a wild free bird , and would suffer ,reat 
impairment were this species to become a commonplace, domestic curiosity. 
Furthermore , the condor has come to be re,arded by the people who live 
within its ranie as a rare and sic;nificant creature not to be harmed 
or olested for any reason. Thi consideration allows the birds to 
move about in safety throughout a re,ion where a generation a,o they 
were killed at every opportunity. There is an abundance of evidence that 
under this prote ctive code the birds are increasing and extendin~ their 
ranre, and the present pro ram for their urvival is successful . This 
arbitrary ction by the authorities which allows outsiders to come into 
the condor country and violate the ethics and codes that protect these 
birds, i rank misuse of authority, which could well touch off an epidemic 
of similar activities and nullify thirty year of pro,rese in their conservation. 

Defendin~ the trapping project were two representative~ of the 
San Diego Zoo and Mr . Ben Gladinv of the Department of Fish and Game . 
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Despite our sincere and lo~ical appeals and them ~nitude of 
that which we represented I am very sad to report that our requests 1.»f/lt_ 
i,nored by the co ission and the zoo people are free aiain to 
continue their exploitation of the California Condor. Their permission 
continues indefinitely or until the condors are trapped . 

From my observation of this case I would say in all sincerity 
that the ba~ic problem is not what to do about condors, but instead 
is what to do about our wildlife administration? 




