
The Center for Biological Diversity 
doesn’t think so, but Brian Kennedy 
begs to differ. Also, this bald eagle 
looks like a jerk.

  According to Brian Kennedy, 
spokesman and former chairman of 
Iowa’s Republican Party, the new 
study by the Center for Biological 
Diversity measuring the success of 
the Endangered Species Act “has 
a whiff of a political endeavor and 
a hint of Enron-style accounting,” 
as quoted in the Washington Post. 
Controversy ensues in the volatile 
world of grunpolitik (I made that 
up. Green politics. Get it?).

  The ESA is a landmark act protect-
ing species teetering dangerously 
on the brink of extinction. The act, 
created in 1973, makes it illegal to 
harm, buy, sell, or trade listed spe-
cies, and harshly punishes offenders 
with fi nes of up to fi fty grand and as 
much as a year in the clink. Critics 
in congress say that the act has done 
little to help many of the 1,350 spe-
cies that have been listed, and call 
the act a waste of taxpayer money.

  The study completed by the Cen-
ter for Biological Diversity, which 
shows stability or improvement 

in 93% of the listed species in the 
Northeast region of the US, dis-
agrees. Tracking 53 species that 
have been considered endangered 
for six or more years, the study re-
vealed promising results for species 
from birds to whales.

  Some highlights include: bald ea-
gles, who were down to 417 measly 
pairs in 1963, and now boast 7,230 
pairs as of 2003; Atlantic piping 
plovers, listed in 1985 when only 
659 pairs existed, and are now up to 
1,423 pairs; the plant species dwarf 
cinqufoil, whose numbers went 
from 1,547 in 1983 to 4,575 in 1999; 
and the humpback whale, which in-
creased from 1,200 in 1966 to up-

wards of 6,000 in 1992. If you think 
those species have strange names, 
just wait for this next one…..

  The red-bellied cooter, a pond 
turtle species from southern Mas-
sachusetts, has gone from 300 in 
1985 to 3,000 currently. This num-
ber sounds like a vast improvement, 
but one mustn’t forget the costs to 
taxpayers for artifi cially increasing 
the percolating cooter population. 
To save the turtles from impending 
oblivion, between fi ve and fi fteen 
thousand dollars are annually de-
voted to the reptiles.

  Opponents say that the money be-
ing pumped into these doomed spe-
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cies is too much, that less than one 
percent of the listed species are re-
moved from the list after adequate 
population recovery, and that the act 
creates holes for opportunistic law-
suits.

  Though it is true that only ten spe-
cies listed since the creation of the 
act have recovered enough to be 
“un-endangered”, proponents argue 
that species recovery is a long, hard 
road. The CBD study shows that the 
average recovery plan from endan-
gered status should take around 42 
years. The report states “Declaring 
the Endangered Species Act a fail-
ure for not having recovered these 
species is akin to declaring a ten-
day antibiotic treatment a failure 
because it didn’t cure the infection 
on day three.”

  And so the debate continues, but 
this study has gained a lot of posi-
tive media attention and has really 
upped the ante for the defense.


