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Our female Swift Fox, 
Chiquita, enjoying the 

afternoon sunshine.  
Our swift foxes 

participate in the 
SSP breeding program, 

and we are hoping to 
see signs of Chiquita 

carrying kits this spring.

Chiquita
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CERTIFIED BY THE

It’s good news if  an endangered species has recovered enough that it 
could be removed from the federal government’s protected list — but 
actually being removed may be a different story. The critical questions to 
ask are what threatened them in the first place, and whether that threat 
will start wiping the species out all over again.
The Trump administration announced recently that it would remove 
gray wolves from the most protected status. While humans have 
threatened other animals by encroaching on their habitats, or in some 
cases overhunting for food, Americans killed off most of  the native 
wolves out of  hate. In the early 20th century, Americans hated wolves 
so much they began a government-funded killing campaign, which 
included not just shooting but also poisoning and germ warfare. People 
purposely infected wolves with a disease called mange, which causes 
the animals to lose their fur and with it, their protection from the frigid 
winter nights in the American West.
Nobody knows how many wolves lived in the continental U.S. before all 
this. By the time they were named an endangered species in 1975, they 
were down to 1,000. Now they are up to 5,000, including a population 
that was reintroduced to Yellowstone National Park in the 1990s. They 
are doing well, but it was not an easy comeback.
In reporting on the wolf  situation back in 2012, I learned that mange 
still affected the Yellowstone wolves, and some were infected with canine 
distemper as well. Last week I got back in touch with one of  the experts 
I’d interviewed for that story — Penn State University biologist Peter 
Hudson, who studies ecology and infectious disease.
He said that the Yellowstone wolves are healthier now, less affected by 
mange or canine distemper. Their numbers are down from a peak a few 

years ago, he said, because they have less food. When the wolves were 
brought back to the area, there had been an exploding population of  
elk, so the food was superabundant and the wolves reproduced fast.
But the elk changed their behavior, he said, fanning out and moving to 
other areas. So wolf  populations shrunk, and that means Yellowstone is 
not, as some ranchers had feared, a source of  wolves that would emerge 
from the park and eat nearby livestock.
Ecologists hoped that wolf  reintroduction would restore failing 
biodiversity in Yellowstone. By the early 1990s, the elk populations were 
eating so many willow and aspen saplings that these trees were thinning 
out, and there were fewer birds and other animals that depended on 
the trees. Some theorized that fewer trees also meant less material for 
beavers to build dams, which literally reshaped the landscape. Soon after 
the wolves arrived, people observed a rebound of  biodiversity.
Hudson said the process by which wolf  re-introduction would 
rebalance the ecology is called a trophic cascade. They haven’t yet 
proven scientifically that it’s happening, he said. That’s ongoing work. 
Understanding the consequences of  wolf  reintroduction is important, 
he said, because Yellowstone is an early example of  a worldwide trend 
toward “rewilding” — bringing back native species, especially top 
predators — long after original populations had been killed off.
But whether to continue to protect wolves doesn’t depend on their 
ability to do us any good by, say, making Yellowstone a more interesting 
place. They are unique, sentient creatures that have a value in and 
of  themselves. In assessing how much protection they still need, what 
matters is whether the human hatred has softened enough that they can 
hang on.

5,000 Gray Wolves Are Better Than None
The Trump administration has decided that they are no longer endangered. 

Does that decision endanger the species?
By Faye Flam - Bloomberg Opinion - www.bloomberg.com

Hello,
Thought you guys might be 
interested in my recent tattoo of 
Keara. I saw her a few years back 
and used one of the photos of her 
as a template. Your wildlife center 
is a wonderful place that I support, 
donate to, and talk of often. So I just 
wanted to share.

P.S. Wolves are and have always 
been my favorite animal, pretty 
much one of my favorite things in 
the world really. I’ve always been 
fascinated with them. My first dog 
was a Siberian husky that looks a 
lot like a wolf. Not quite the same of 
course but as close as I could get. 
Shortly before my husband and I got 
married, I discovered CWWC. We 
made it part of our “honeymoon” 
to go and it was, by far, one of the 
greatest experiences of my life. I 
got to learn more about them, howl 
with the pack, and bond with two 
gorgeous wolves. It really was a 

email

dream come true for me and I’m grateful for the experience. I have always wanted a wolf tattoo 
but having it be Keara, the wolf that gave me that experience, is just so special to me. I want 
to thank CWWC for that experience and providing me the perfect photo to use for the tattoo. 
Every time someone asks about my tattoo I get to tell them about the time I got kissed by a 
wolf.  – Nicole Krogmeier

FOX FUN! 
Fox 

Enrichment

Its breeding season for our Peafowl, and the peacocks are showing off their tail feathers.



No Room for the Wolf  in Idaho - Their Native State
State of  Idaho Funds Controversial Wolf  Bounty Program

By Amanda Peacher • March 28, 2019

If  you kill a wolf  in Idaho, your effort might be worth $1,000. 
A nonprofit in North Idaho covers costs for hunters and trappers 
who successfully harvest wolves. The group, called the Foundation for 
Wildlife Management pays up to $1,000 per wolf  harvest.
The group has been around since 2012, and although some 
conservationists dislike it, there’s nothing illegal about the program. 
But what is new is the state of  Idaho helping to fund the program. The 

Plant-based meat just went mainstream. As of  April 1, Burger 
King is selling a new kind of  Whopper that it claims is identical in taste 
to its traditional beef  patty, with just one difference: It contains zero 
beef..
The new beefless burger is a partnership with the startup company 
Impossible Foods, which will supply patties made with heme, a protein 
cultivated from soybean roots that mimics the texture of  meat — 
convincingly, by the sounds of  it.
“People on my team who know the Whopper inside and out, they try 
it and they struggle to differentiate which one is which,” Fernando 
Machado, Burger King’s chief  marketing officer, told the New York 
Times.
This is a huge deal for those who want to see meat alternatives replace 
actual meat because of  concerns over animal cruelty or climate change. 
If  this scales up, it could help save hundreds of  thousands of  animals 

from suffering on factory farms, and it could fight global warming by 
reducing the number of  methane-producing cattle. It could also combat 
other problems like antibiotic resistance.
Burger King is giving the Impossible Burger a trial run in 59 restaurants 
in the St. Louis area, and if  that goes well, the fast-food chain will make 
the product available in all its 7,200 branches across the US, according 
to Machado. That could signal the start of  a noticeable drop in meat 
consumption nationwide if  other chains follow Burger King’s lead. 
Which they are reasonably likely to do.
White Castle has already begun selling a slider version of  the patty 
produced by Impossible Foods. And in January, Carl’s Jr. restaurants 
started offering a veggie burger made by another plant-based meat 
company, Beyond Meat.
It may seem counterintuitive for meat-focused chains to get in on 
the alternative meat movement (which is part of  why Burger King’s 

Burger King’s new Whopper is 0% beef. That’s a big deal
The fast-food chain follows in the footsteps of  White Castle and Carl’s Jr. in offering a meatless burger

By Sigal Samuel  Apr 1, 2019, 2:40pm EDT

Idaho Fish and Game Commission granted the Foundation for Wildlife 
Management $23,065 this year to help fund the payments for wolves 
harvested in target elk recovery areas.
In many ways, Idaho has set the stage for state management of  wolves 
in the West. Wolves were removed from the Endangered Species List 
in Idaho in 2008 and the state opened a hunting season on them the 
following year. 
Now, as the federal government weighs whether to delist the species 
nationwide, wolf  management may soon fall completely to states. If  that 
happens states like Colorado and Utah may soon be managing these top 
predators, and making their own rules around hunting and trapping. If  
more states take over wolf  management within their own borders, how 
many will follow Idaho’s lead?
Justin Webb, executive director of  the Foundation for Wildlife 
Management, says the program helps reduce wolf  populations in places 
where the IDFG wants to boost elk numbers — like the Lolo area in 
Northern Idaho. In 2018 the IDFG killed 10 wolves in the Lolo area to 
reduce elk predation. 
Webb says hunters and trappers can kill wolves more cheaply than the 
government, and his organization is trying to help the Idaho Fish and 
Game. “Because it’s their job to manage our wildlife, and right now 
they’re not doing so successfully,” says Webb. “In my opinion we shouldn’t 
have to exist.” 
As a general rule, hunters play a key role in wildlife management by 
the state. “Our preferred and primary source for management is our 
hunters and trappers,” says Derick Attebury, chair of  the Fish and Game 
Commission. That’s true whether the state is looking to boost pheasant 
populations, reduce mountain lion numbers, or remove wolves from the 
landscape. 
But the fact that the agency is funding a group that specifically 
incentivizes wolf  hunting and trapping is drawing ire from some 
conservationists. 
“We think it’s pretty abhorrent,” says Andrea Santarsiere, senior attorney 
with the Center for Biological Diversity. “It’s not a public purpose. It’s not 
what the state should be doing with its money.”

Trapper Rusty Kramer, left, stands with a wolf he harvested North of 
Anderson Reservoir in October, 2018.

Attebury points out that IDFG revenue comes from hunting and fishing 
licenses, so technically it’s sportsmen, not taxpayers, who are paying for 
the program. The Foundation for Wildlife Management was one of  11 
organizations to receive grant funding, and according to state records, 
the median amount granted last year was $5,000, The funded projects 
are diverse, with dollars going toward everything from covered shooting 
platforms for a local gun club to a habitat restoration project led by 
Trout Unlimited. Attebury says that, like legal wolf  harvest, all of  the 
projects fit with IDFG’s wildlife management objectives.
Suzanne Stone with Defenders of  Wildlife isn’t buying it. 
“It’s really troubling that the state of  Idaho is doing this,” says Stone. 
She believes this decision is a sign of  something much bigger: that the 
state is treating wolves differently than other predators. For example, 
she says there’s no bounty program for mountain lions, and hunters and 
trappers can take far more wolves than cougars. This year, IDFG also 
expanded hunting and trapping opportunities for wolves. 
“One person if  they’re a hunter and trapper can kill up to 20 wolves in a 
year,” says Stone. “The limit for mountain lions is two.” 
Stone says this goes against what the state of  Idaho promised when the 
species were removed from the Endangered Species List in Idaho back 
in 2008, which was to manage wolves like bears and mountain lions.
“That was their specific promise to the federal government when wolves 
were delisted. And they are doing everything but that,” Stone says. 
That discord is also echoed in state data comparing mountain lions and 
wolf  predations. 
“Mountain lions are actually the number one predator of  elk in the state 
of  Idaho, not wolves,” says Jim Hadyn with Idaho Fish and Game. He’s 
the state biologist in charge of  managing predators. “If  you were going 
to spend a dollar to improve elk survival, it would be more suitable to do 
it on mountain lions.” 
Stone believes the state’s management of  wolves is rooted in public 
animosity for the species, and that drives political decisions about 
hunting seasons and other management decisions. “It’s based on 
superstition, fear, hatred of  the species,” she says.
But hunters and trappers like Justin Webb say that’s far from the truth.
“They are the smartest, most cunning, beautiful, most amazing animal 
I’ve ever encountered,” says Webb.  
But he says there are far too many of  them on the landscape, and the 
reimbursement program is a way to help hunters and trappers have a 
role in keeping wolf  numbers down. 
Trapping in particular is expensive and time consuming. A trapper 

might set 70 traps that cost $100 each in a given area. They’re required 
to check traps every three days, all winter long, which requires a lot of  
gas and time. 
For Rusty Kramer, who spends all winter hunting and trapping, it’s 
worth it. 
“It’s kind of  like Christmas every day. You go check 70 traps, and it 
could be nothing all day long, or it could be five skunks, or you could 
have ten coyotes. Or you could have a wolf,” says Kramer, who is a 
board member for Idaho Foundation for Wildlife Management and 
president of  the Idaho Trappers Association. 
A couple of  years ago, he did get a wolf. “I yelled over the hill to my 
dad, and I says, ‘oh, got a wolf  over here!’ and he thought I was messing 
with him. It was like a salt and pepper, two-year-old female,” says 
Kramer.
Justin Webb says he’s personally harvested 18 wolves, mostly through 
trapping. “For that I’ve invested 208 hours and over $1600 in fuel for 
every wolf  that I’ve caught,” Webb says. 
To participate in the Idaho Foundation for Wildlife Management 
program, hunters and trappers pay a membership fee and then if  they 
get a wolf, submit receipts. They can get reimbursed for gas, traps, 
bait and firearms. In addition to the IDFG dollars, Webb’s group is 
funded by annual fundraisers, memberships and the Rocky Mountain 
Elk Foundation. The organization has support from some political 
heavyweights in the state. Idaho Governor Brad Little attended a past 
banquet, according to the group’s website. 
Idaho is not the only state to allow bounties. Utah pays coyote hunters 
and there’s a coyote bounty contest in Wyoming every year. Wildlife 
bounties are illegal in Montana, but its legislature is currently debating a 
bill that would specifically legalize reimbursements for wolf  trappers. 
The federal government is weighing whether to remove the gray wolf  
from the Endangered Species List nationwide. If  that happens, their 
management will happen at a state level, and places like Colorado and 
Utah may soon be grappling with questions around the hunting ethics 
and management of  these top predators. 
“I think it’s a species that’s very resilient, and one that’s going to remain 
with us,” says Hayden. “And I think the main thing that we’re going to 
have to do from a standpoint of  perspective is adapt to having wolves.”

Copyright 2019 Boise State Public Radio - This story was produced by the Mountain West 
News Bureau, a collaboration between Wyoming Public Media, Boise State Public Radio 
in Idaho,  KUER in Salt Lake City and KRCC and KUNC in Colorado.

announcement struck some as a prank). But it’s just 
good business sense. Consumers are increasingly seeking 
out meat alternatives, and if  a chain can provide 
alternatives that are both delicious and cheap — the 
Impossible Whopper will cost $1 more than a regular 
burger — it stands to turn a big profit.
Burger King is not alone in trying to corner the protein 
market this way. Some of  the country’s biggest meat 
companies are investing in meat alternatives, as my 

colleague Kelsey Piper has written: “The meat industry has to some extent ceased to 
regard them as a competitor and started considering them a possible future for meat. … 
As Tyson’s then-CEO Tom Hayes told Fortune last summer, ‘If  you can’t beat ’em, join 
’em, right?’”
For a startup like Impossible Foods, the benefit of  partnering with Burger King 
is obvious: The chain can sell Impossible’s plant-based product at scale and help 
normalize the practice of  going meatless.
But by working with such a chain, Impossible Foods may also be courting controversy.
Because Burger King is by no means going to stop producing beef  burgers, some might 
argue that teaming up with it wrongly gives it the sheen of  moral legitimacy. This is the 
argument some made when Tyson teamed up with Beyond Meat.
And lest anyone be confused by the “0% beef ” label affixed to the new Impossible 
Whopper, it’s important to note: This meal isn’t vegan. That’s because Burger King 
douses it in the same mayo it uses on its regular Whoppers.
The unlikely alliance of  Burger King and Impossible Foods, like the alliance of  Tyson 
and Beyond Meat, is a strategic choice to prioritize scaling up, even if  it means making 
some compromises along the way. The implicit wager is that this gambit will ultimately 
prove worthwhile because it’ll help alternative meat take off way faster than it could’ve 
done without a boost from big players.
With the Impossible Whopper now on offer, we’ll see whether that bet pays off.



ENVIRONMENTAL NEWS Make Everyday Earth Day!

Microplastic pollution spans the world, 
according to new studies showing contamination 
in the UK’s lake and rivers, in groundwater in the 
US and along the Yangtze river in China and the 
coast of Spain.
Humans are known to consume the tiny plastic 
particles via food and water, but the possible 
health effects on people and ecosystems have 
yet to be determined. One study, in Singapore, 
has found that microplastics can harbour harmful 
microbes.
The new analysis in the UK found microplastic 
pollution in all 10 lakes, rivers and reservoirs 
sampled. More than 1,000 small pieces of plastic 
per litre were found in the River Tame, near 
Manchester, which was revealed last year as the 
most contaminated place yet tested worldwide. 
Even in relatively remote places such as the Falls 
of Dochart and Loch Lomond in Scotland, two or 
three pieces per litre were found.
“It was startling. I wasn’t expecting to find 
as much as we did,” said Christian Dunn at 
Bangor University, Wales, who led the work. 
“It is quite depressing they were there in some 
of our country’s most iconic locations. I’m sure 
Wordsworth would not be happy to discover his 
beloved Ullswater in the Lake District was polluted with plastic.”
“Microplastics are being found absolutely everywhere [but] we do 
not know the dangers they could be posing. It’s no use looking back 
in 20 years time and saying: ‘If only we’d realized just how bad it 
was.’ We need to be monitoring our waters now and we need to 
think, as a country and a world, how we can be reducing our reliance 
on plastic.”
The River Thames in London was found to have about 80 microplastic 
particles per litre, as was the River Cegin in North Wales. The 
Blackwater River in Essex had 15. Ullswater has 30 and the Llyn Cefni 
reservoir on Anglesey 40.
Microplastics have been shown to harm marine life when mistaken 

for food and were found inside every marine 
mammal studied in a recent UK survey. They were 
revealed in 2017 to be in tap water around the 
world and in October to be consumed by people 
in Europe, Japan and Russia.
“Microplastic has been found in our rivers, our 
highest mountains and our deepest oceans,” said 
Julian Kirby, a plastics campaigner at Friends of the 
Earth who helped collect water samples for the 
new UK study. He urged MPs to back legislation 
“to drastically reduce the flow of plastic pollution 
that’s blighting our environment”.
Research by the National University of Singapore 
found more than 400 types of bacteria on 
275 pieces of microplastic collected from 
local beaches. They included bugs that cause 
gastroenteritis and wound infections in humans, 
as well as those linked to the bleaching of coral 
reefs.
Defined as smaller than 5mm in size, microplastics 
have also been found underground in limestone 
aquifers in Illinois, US, at a level of 15 particles per 
litre. This type of groundwater source provides 
about a quarter of the world’s drinking water.
Other recent studies have found microplastics 
in bottom-living creatures and sediments taken 

from the North Sea and the Barents Sea. High concentrations were 
also foundin the middle and lower reaches of the Yangtze River and 
along the Mediterranean coast of Spain.
Microplastics are shed by synthetic clothing, vehicle tires and the 
spillage of plastic pellets used by manufacturers. The physical 
breakdown of plastic litter also creates them. Rain washes them into 
rivers and the sea, but they can also be blown by the wind and end 
up in fields when treated sewage waste is used as fertilizer.
Kirsten Thompson from the University of Exeter, who is working with 
Greenpeace on a survey of microplastics in the UK’s major rivers, 
said: “We hope our research will help uncover exactly where this 
plastic is coming from and what impact it may be having.”

Conservation Group Blasts 
Trump’s Move to Prematurely 
Strip Wolves of  Endangered 
Species Status
Erik Molvar, Western Watersheds Project

DENVER, Colo. — David Bernhardt today 
announced the Department of  Interior’s plans 
to delist wolves from the Endangered Species 
Act throughout the lower 48 states. The move 
comes despite the species being a long way from 
full recovery across much of  their range. Wolf  
populations are struggling to achieve population 
viability minimums in Oregon, California, 
Washington, and remain extirpated or nearly so in 
Nevada, Utah, and Colorado.
“From the Grand Canyon to the Colorado Rockies 
to the rainforests of  the Pacific Northwest, there 
are vast areas of  public land that offer habitat 
ideally suited to wolves, and yet the howl of  
the wolf  is absent from these parts of  its native 
range,” said Erik Molvar, Executive Director of  
Western Watersheds Project. “To strip away federal 
protections now is to ensure that the howl will 
remain forever missing.”
The move to delist wolves has long been a priority 
of  the livestock industry, which sees the native 
predators as a threat to their profitability on vast 
public lands in western states. Rather than monitor 
the livestock herds and use non-lethal methods to 
protect against threats, the industry relies on the 
destruction of  native predators through subsidized 
wildlife killing programs that target wolves, coyotes, 
bears and mountain lions. The absence of  these 
predators affects the distribution of  native prey 
species, which has cascading adverse effects on 
ecosystem health.
“The livestock industry has long been bent on 
killing as many wolves as they can and creating 
a domesticated landscape safe for their docile 
and dim-witted animals,” said Molvar. “The 
absence of  wolves across much of  the West is in 
part responsible for wildlife diseases like chronic 
wasting disease and ecological imbalances we see 
today. We’re destroying the natural balance so that 
ranchers don’t have to keep an eye on their cows 
when they graze on public lands.”

Greenpeace staff sample seawater for microplastics. Photograph Above: Will Rose/Greenpeace

theguardian.com

Microplastic pollution revealed 
‘absolutely everywhere’ by new research

Contamination found across UK lakes and rivers, in US 
groundwater, along the Yangtze river and Spanish coast, and 

harbouring dangerous bacteria in Singapore

Research by the 
National University 
of Singapore found 

more than 

400 types of 
bacteria on 

275 pieces of 
microplastic 

collected from 
local beaches. 
They included 

bugs that cause 
gastroenteritis and 

wound infections 
in humans.



TCRAS
Teller County Regional Animal Shelter

tcrascolorado.com · 719.686.7707

SLVAWS
San Luis Valley Animal Welfare Society

slvaws.org · 719.587.woof (9663)Adoptioncorner
SLVAWS 

ADOPTION FAIR 
Every Saturday 10am-4pm 

at the Petco in Colorado Springs 
5020 N. Nevada 

< Dallie
Are you looking for an older, very mellow, 
affectionate baby who gets along with other 
dogs? If so, then Dallie is the dog for you.  
She is a 7 year old blue heeler who had 4 
litters of puppies while with the previous owner. 
Spayed, microchipped, about 55 pounds.  
She gets along with other dogs.  She lost her 
girlish figure after the last litter of puppies. 
She’s just a love!!!

Sadie is a dream dog.  She loves children.  
Very mellow and loves attention. About 2 years 
old, spayed, microchipped about 55 pounds.  
We have had her a year. Although she came in 
with another female dog, she doesn’t appear to 
be good with other dogs and would be best as 
an only dog.

Princess Mereda
AGE: 1 y 8 m

Female/Spayed Golden/Black 
Czechoslovakian Wolfdog/Mix

You can’t help but look into her beautiful eyes. 
This amazing lady is looking for a SPECIAL 

home, hopefully a home where her and her 
best friend Lightning can be together. If you are 
interested in Princess Mereda please come by 
to speak to one of TCRAS’s Animal Care staff.

Baby JoJo
AGE: 1 y 11 m
Female/Spayed Orange Domestic Medium Hair/Mix

Hi. My name is Baby JoJo. Can you believe I am 
looking for a home? I know you are looking for a 
great addition to your home. I promise I will fulfill all 
your dreams. I have not been in a home with other 
pets, so beware I am a Princess. So what are you 
waiting for? Let’s start our new adventure.




