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From the President’s Desk....

Those of you on the PABIRDS e-mail list will recall the
furor in January over a proposal to poison thousands (or
more) of American Crows in Manheim Township, Lancas-
ter County. The plan involved the avicide (“bird poison™)
DRC-1339, which was stated to be fairly specific to crows,
an assertion that appears to be not true. The township
manager who developed the plan claimed to have exhausted
non-lethal means of disrupting and dispersing the offending
crow roost. The “nuisance” justifications included claims
of property damage, attacks on people, and fears of the
spread of West Nile Virus — along with the usual claims
(no doubt somewhat true) that the birds were befouling the
environment.

When news of this plan reached the public, the negative
reaction from environmentalists and birders was loud and
led to a phone campaign directed at the Manheim Town-
ship manager. The plan was shelved because a representa-
tive of the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
determined that DRC-1339 was not yet approved for use in
the state. Whether it was the outcry of opposition or simple
bureaucracy that stopped the plan I cannot say. Perhaps it
was some of both. In any case, I thank those PSO members
who took the time to oppose this plan.

When, as is likely, a similar plan is again proposed, I urge
PSO members to take a stand — make phone calls, write
letters, and send e-mails. Get the attention of officials
charged with dealing with these issues. Non-lethal means of
dispersal of nuisance birds must be tried and shown inef-
fective before we should consider spreading poisons into
the environment, and even then circumstances should be
extraordinary to justify such an action.

What else can birders do when such a situation arises? A
short, calmly-expressed letter to the editor of the local
newsletter might educate at least some persons and help
them see the folly of releasing poisons into the environment
and of the needlessness to massacre thousands of native
birds. These are not Norway rats.

I will agree, as some have pointed out, that we cannot be so
absolutely rigid as to say the use of poison is never justi-
fied. There are circumstances in which it could be a last-
resort option, for example in response to a clear-cut and
proven threat to human health and when it can be ascer-
tained by people with appropriate expertise that there is no
alternative.

DRC-1339 and other avicides have been or are likely to be
approved for use in Pennsylvania and thus looms the possi-
bility of future lethal proposals when crows gather in
Lancaster or elsewhere next winter. As I write this, indica-
tions are that the Pennsylvania Secretary of Agriculture is
in favor of the course of action proposed in Lancaster, or
of at least having that option legally available.

I doubt we can always count on Harrisburg officials or on
township managers to routinely do the right thing in such
matters. When they do not, birders must be prepared to
speak in defense of birds. That means we must be willing
to do more than simply watch, admire, count, and list birds.
We must sometimes dirty our hands with political activism.
We who appreciate them most must defend birds and
explain avian nature to a reasonably intelligent but badly
uninformed or misinformed society. Birders must serve as a
conscience to those who must make decisions, such as that
faced by the Manheim Township manager, under public
pressure and scrutiny.
















































