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The frantic push to instantly overhaul the Endangered Species Act turned toxic yesterday when the U.S. 
House suddenly voted 229 to 193 to decimate the act. 

The rewrite of the act, pushed hard by Rep. Richard Pombo, R-Calif., endangers the very essence of this 
32-year-old law. 

Yet Pombo managed to win approval of his bill - which was just made public Sept. 19 - after only one 
meeting of the House Resources Committee followed by a floor vote a week later. 

The bill focuses on relief for landowners at protected species' expense: 

• It would forestall for at least five years any controls on pesticides, which contributed greatly to 
declines in the bald eagle and now plague the Pacific salmon. 

• No longer would threatened species be mandated for protection. 
• Developers would get priority. They could demand project reviews in 180 days without providing 

extensive details. If the Fish & Wildlife Service didn't respond in time, the developer could plow 
ahead. And if the site later was found to harbor a dwindling species, the government would have 
to buy the land to save it. 

• Taxpayers would lose, too, being forced to compensate any landowner who claims economic 
hardship by having to withhold action that might harm a listed species. 

In Arizona, 70 species are on the endangered list, and more are on a waiting list. The Pima County Board of 
Supervisors voted Aug. 15 to ask Congress to uphold the ESA. 

At stake are long-range conservation plans in Pima County, as well as in San Diego County, Calif.; Austin, 
Texas; and Clark County, Nev., Environmental Defense noted after yesterday's vote. 

A majority in the U.S. House clearly have failed to hear their constituents' concerns. 

The only hope now is in the Senate. The ESA has not undergone major changes since 1988, so the sudden 
urgency to garner a vote is worrisome, to say the least. 

The Senate now has an opportunity to show more judicious consideration, as it did in 1978, when the 
House overwhelmingly passed devastating amendments to the ESA. 

The Senate demanded focused scrutiny of the issues, and the ESA emerged mostly unscathed. 

The Senate again should reject the antics of the House and demand reasonable action on the Endangered 
Species Act. 


