
Editorial

Endangered Species Act threatened

What’s going on in Washington and Harrisburg concerning endangered species is enough to raise a
silent scream in the wilderness — and deep concern from wildlife advocates.

Close to home, the Pennsylvania Game Commission’s board has decided now that the bald eagle
seems to be “thriving throughout the eastern United States” that it should be moved from an
“endangered” to a “threatened” species.

The commission says it’s following the lead of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, which is
considering taking the bald eagle completely off the federal Endangered and Threatened Species List.

In Washington last week, the U.S. House passed legislation intended to literally gut the Endangered
Species Act — the very law that led to the recovery of the bald eagle nationwide.

Liz Godfrey, program director for the Endangered Species Coalition, said the bill will “cut a large
hole in the safety net” for endangered and threatened species.

That safety net is what led to the eagles’ recovery in the Commonwealth — and the threat posed to
the national law by the House action should be a warning to the game commission not to be so hasty
in reclassifying the eagle from “endangered” to “threatened.”

Meanwhile in Pennsylvania, the commission added five new species to the state’s endangered list:
the dickcissel, sedge wren, yellow-bellied flycatcher, blackpoll warbler and black-crowned night
heron.

That’s good news for those critters. But the state’s action shifting the bald eagle from “endangered”
to “threatened” is premature and may work against the bird’s long-term survival chances by giving
enemies of the federal Endangered Species Act ammunition.

Changes proposed to the federal act would, among other things, eliminate certain “critical habitat,”
and mandate a government plan to save listed species within two years of a listing.

Then there are the hornets in the ointment: It would allow the secretary of the Interior to choose
which scientific information would be used to determine which species should be protected — and
drop restrictions on the use of pesticides that may harm listed animals.

The big sting: the overhaul of the act would require reimbursement for landowners for any
developments blocked because of endangered species restrictions.

Combined, such “changes” to the Endangered Species Act are more friendly to developers and
landowners than any animal involved.

The Senate should gut the changes — and strike a blow for those creatures the original act was
intended to protect.
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