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July 3, 2018 

 

The Honorable Henry Stern 

California State Senate    Position:  Oppose 

State Capitol Building 

Sacramento, CA 95814    Location:  Assembly Appropriations Committee 

 

Re:  SB 1487 (Stern) Iconic African Species Protection Act (As Amended July 2, 2018) 
 

Dear Senator Stern: 

 

The Safari Club International CA Coalition (SCI CA) opposes SB 1487, as amended April 2, 2018.  SCI CA is comprised 

of the California chapters of Safari Club International (SCI).  SCI, along with its sister organization, Safari Club 

International Foundation (SCI Foundation) are worldwide non-profit organizations with missions to protect the freedom to 

hunt and to promote wildlife conservation.  SCI and SCI Foundation recognize hunting as a valuable conservation and 

management tool.   

 

SCI currently has over 45,000 members and approximately 4,000 members in California.  SCI also has 30,000 California 

Affiliates, 950,000 U.S. Affiliates and over 7,000,000 International Affiliates.  SCI Foundation and SCI chapters spend 

millions annually for wildlife conservation, research and education.  

 

SB 1487 is lacking any scientific basis.  Without such support, the bill would prohibit the importation into and possession 

in California of several specified species, and parts thereof, of game animals lawfully taken by hunters in African countries.  

The apparent goal of the legislation is to discourage residents of California to hunt these species in Africa.   

 

The bill, if enacted, would be contrary to the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), and therefore invalid and preempted, 

at least with regard to its coverage of some species.  The ESA provides that: 

Any State law or regulation which applies with respect to the importation or exportation of, or interstate or 

foreign commerce in, endangered species or threatened species is void to the extent that it may effectively 

(1) permit what is prohibited by this chapter or by any regulation which implements this chapter, or (2) 

prohibit what is authorized pursuant to an exemption or permit provided for in this chapter or in any 

regulation which implements this chapter. 

16 U.S.C. § 1535(f) (emphasis added).  

  

Recently, the State of New Jersey enacted a law similar to SB 1487.  That law was challenged in federal court under the 

foregoing ESA provision.  After New Jersey realized its law was plainly in violation of the ESA, it entered into a consent 

decree with the plaintiffs.  New Jersey agreed that its law was illegal and preempted to the extent it applied to wildlife for 

which the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) granted import permits or authorizations.  Order and Judgment, 

Conservation Force v. Porrino, Case No. 16-4124 (D.N.J.), ECF 18 *August 29, 2016) (“the State recognizes the Act 

would be preempted and unenforceable against a person or entity for activities which are authorized by a permit or 

exemption provided for in the ESA or in any regulation which implements the ESA….”); see also Conservation Force v. 

Porrino, No. CV1604124FLWLHG, 2017 WL 1488129, at *1 (D.N.J. Apr. 25, 2017) (describing earlier ruling in case as 

“this Court's August 29, 2016 entry of a consent Order and Judgment finding elements of N.J.S.A. 23:2A-6.1 (the “Act”) to 

be preempted under the Endangered Species Act of 1973, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1531-1543).  California should not enact a law that 

is contrary to federal law and that will expose it to the expense of defending inevitable and unwinnable legal challenges.     

 

This bill ignores the tremendous conservation benefits of regulated and sustainable hunting in Africa (and around the 

world).  As recognized by the USFWS, the Convention on the International Trade of Endangered Species (CITES), the 

International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN), the range countries in Africa, and many organizations, hunting 



of African species supports conservation and anti-poaching efforts.  The revenue from hunts by U.S. citizens supports not 

only the range countries’ management efforts through fees and licenses but is shared with the local communities and 

residents who must co-exist with these animals.  When the animals are seen as valuable, the local community members 

support conservation and management efforts, to the benefit of the species.  In addition, guides and outfitters have the 

revenue—and incentive—to protect the animals against poachers.  Finally, the mere presence of hunters and their guides in 

the field provides law enforcement against poachers.    

 

African countries take very seriously the management and conservation of their native wildlife life.  They understand that if 

they do not properly manage their wildlife, they will lose an important and valuable natural resource.  They set quotas that 

are sustainable.  As explained above, the revenue from sport hunters helps these efforts.  Consequently, the bill would 

actually undermine efforts that are designed to and have proven effective at enhancing the conservation of the identified 

wildlife the bill purports to protect. 

 

SCI members and others harvest the species that would be banned by SB 1487 for their own personal use, not for 

commercial purposes.  Other California laws that address wildlife outside of California focus on regulating the sale of such 

wildlife.  Penal Code § 653o.  SB 1487 goes way beyond that to prohibit mere possession of the enumerated species. 

 

In addition, SCI members occasionally buy art, crafts and clothing items lawfully made from these species while in the 

country of their origin. These purchases support the inhabitants of local African communities, providing much needed 

revenue, often in impoverished areas.  Prohibiting possession of these articles—when made from non-endangered species—

in California, provides no conservation benefit and deprives local communities in Africa of needed income. 

 

For non-ESA listed species on the list, the State can point to no valid scientific reasons to ban their importation and 

possession.  For listed species, the USFWS has determined and will continue to determine, based on scientific research and 

on-the-ground data, when importation into the United States benefits the conservation of the species.  California, which 

lacks expertise to make these determinations, should not adopt legislation that second-guesses and/or contradicts the 

USFWS.   

 

The bill proposes the imposition of severe civil penalties for activities that involve the legal harvest of animals and are 

sanctioned or not prohibited by the USFWS.  It would result in the undue deprivation of the lawful pursuits by California 

citizens. 

 

For these reasons, SCI CA opposes the enactment of SB 1487.  

 

Should you have any questions, please contact our legislative advocate, Kathryn Lynch, at (916) 443-0202 or 

lynch@lynchlobby.com. 

 

Sincerely,

 

 

Lisa C. McNamee 

Co-Legislative Coordinator 

SCI CA Coalition     

 

 

 

Don Giottonini 

Co-Legislative Coordinator 

SCI CA Coalition 

cc: Ms. Catalina Hayes-Bautista, Deputy Legislative Secretary, Governor’s Office 

 Ms. Jennifer Galehouse, Counsel, Assembly Appropriations Committee 

 Mr. Calvin Rusch, Consultant, Assembly Republican Caucus 

 Assembly Appropriations Committee 

 Ms. Kathryn Lynch, Legislative Advocate 

 SCI CA Coalition 
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