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It's up to the U.S. Senate, now that the House has decided it's too inconvenient and costly to save America's 
threatened and endangered wildlife and plants.  

After two centuries of species extermination and a mere three decades of species protection, the House last 
week threw up its arms and decided regressively that the most powerful and wealthiest nation in the world 
simply can't afford to save what's left of America's precious natural heritage.  

It passed the deceptively named "Threatened and Endanger Species Recovery Act" in one of the worst 
shows of shortsightedness and greed in congressional history. The act would require the government to 
divert vital animal and plant preservation funds to compensate private landowners for abiding by the law.  

The Senate now must hold firm in rejecting what has been billed as reform but actually is a wolf in sheep's 
clothing sponsored by a rancher-legislator, GOP Rep. Richard Pombo of California.  

His is a wholesale rewrite that is designed to break the back of the existing Endangered Species Act by 
funneling large sums to private property owners instead of to the still-starved federal and state programs 
aimed at saving American species at the edge of extinction.  

Shame on those who voted in favor of it, including Rep. Heather Wilson, an Albuquerque Republican, or, 
worse, those who co-sponsored it, including Rep. Steve Pearce, a Hobbs Republican.  

Using the height of hyperbole, Pearce said the existing Endangered Species Act "is killing us" - that is, he 
and his southeastern New Mexico energy-drilling and ranching constituents who he implies are perishing in 
droves.  

Please.  

Serving an energy industry that Americans know has been raking in record profits, Pearce's lame comments 
only give strong credence to critics, like Kirk Robinson of the Western Wildlife Conservancy. He asked 
last week whether all Americans are willing to see species go extinct "so that the greediest among us can 
extort payoffs from the rest of us for not destroying critical habitat."  

Likewise, Democratic Rep. Nick Rahall of West Virginia asked: "What's next? Paying citizens to wear seat 
belts?" He argues correctly that the House bill sets "a dangerous precedent that private citizens must be 
paid to comply with environmental law."  

Rep. Tom Udall, a Santa Fe Democrat, stood tall in voting against what he called "a sweeping change in 
current law." He said it was drafted behind closed doors by the House Republican leadership and rushed to 
a floor vote "on a rocket docket." Udall favors a thorough ESA review but not one designed to sneak 
"under the radar screen."  

What's really needed to make the species act truly effective is for Congress to adequately fund it - not gut it.  

So, the Senate - we hope led by a bipartisan effort of New Mexico Sens. Jeff Bingaman, a Silver City 
Democrat, and Pete Domenici, an Albuquerque Republican, who has had his issues with the act in the past, 
will reject the House approach. They should show wisdom and patience in requiring full and complete 
public hearings on any proposed changes to the nation's only ecological law.  

The Endangered Species Act, unlike the myriad federal environmental laws that are aimed primarily at 
protecting human health and welfare, is all that really keeps America's natural heritage from becoming 
impoverished beyond repair. Extinction is forever.  


