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Public Comments Processing     Copenhagen, 2 November 2015 

Attn: Docket No. FWS-HQ-IA-2015-0149 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Headquarters 

MS:BPHC, 5275 Leesburg Pike 

Falls Church, VA 22041-3803 

 

Re: ESA PRT-69024B / Yerkes National Primate Research Center 

 

                                                                                              

 

 

 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

 

 

 

The European Association of Zoos and Aquaria (EAZA) Chimpanzee EEP (European Endangered 

Species Program)  has been made aware of the Yerkes National Primate Research Center’s 

(YNPRC) plan to donate a breeding group of chimpanzees, not assigned to subspecies, to Wingham 

Wildlife Park (WWP) in the UK. 

 

The EEP does not support the proposed transfer. 

 

Before the mid 1990es the European chimpanzee population was not managed as a program. As a 

result, there was no overview of how subspecies founders had been mixed at the institutional level 

and the consequent extent of subspecies hybridization. In 1995 it was decided to pursue efforts to 

manage the population at the subspecies level, emphasizing the necessity of definitive, scientific 

testing as alleged geographic origin and/or port of embarkation is not sufficient information when 

assigning subspecies.   

 

Thanks to a thorough analysis of the extant population, it was possible to initiate a breeding 

program for the western subspecies (Pan troglodytes verus) in 2002. Due to the development of 

more complex and precise testing methods, recently it has also been possible to identify a smaller 

group of central chimpanzees (P. t. troglodytes) for which a breeding effort has now been started.   

 

The testing also revealed an extensive level of subspecies hybridization in the population and as a 

consequence all other chimpanzees in the EEP are now on a breeding moratorium to avoid further 

hybridization unless there are urgent welfare issues involved, which pull in another direction. To 

avoid the latter the population is managed in mixed taxon groups with a core of breeding 

individuals mixed with non-breeding individuals.  
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Lately the EEP has started a collaboration with the Association of Zoos and Aquariums (AZA) 

Species Survival Plan (SSP) for chimpanzees to test the SSP population (hopefully eventually also 

looking at the larger North American chimpanzee population) and the EEP also collaborates with 

other regions (Japan, Austral-Asia and Latin America) in this regard. The proposed transfer of 

“generic” chimpanzees from YNPRC to WWP and plans to breed with this group is of course in 

direct contrast to the efforts outlined above.  

 

Despite the fact, that WWP are neither a member of EAZA nor the British and Irish Association of 

Zoos and Aquariums (BIAZA), the EEP on earlier occasions discussed the possibility of a 

chimpanzee facility in WWP. WWP asked for and received advice in this regard. Despite concerns, 

especially about WWPs lack of experience with the species, the EEP decided to look into the 

possibilities of placing a bachelor group at WWP in collaboration with the AAP Foundation in The 

Netherlands. By then WWP appeared to be on another track and did not respond to further 

correspondence. The EEP has not been contacted by WWP or YNPRC regarding the proposed 

transfer.  

 

Under the right circumstances there would be plenty of chimpanzees in Europe for such a transfer, 

and the EEP is prepared to enter into new discussions with WWP in this regard. As there is already 

a serious issue with surplus of “generic” chimpanzees in Europe, it does not make sense to import 

more to the region, nor to initiate a new breeding group. There are still many chimpanzees in 

Europe that need outplacement and not enough good places to place them. 

 

The EEP therefore sincerely hopes that both YNPRC and WWP will reconsider this transfer. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

             

Frands Carlsen and Tom de Jongh 

EEP Coordinators Pan troglodytes 
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
 
In Re: Application by Yerkes National Primate Research Center to export  ) 
 eight chimpanzees to Wingham Wildlife Park in Kent, England  )  
 PRT - 69024B         ) 
 Docket No. FWS-HG-IA-0149      ) 
 

 
DECLARATION OF THEODORA CAPALDO 

 
 1. I am President and Executive Director of the New England Anti-Vivisection 
Society (NEAVS), Boston, MA, and am submitting this declaration in support of comments by 
NEAVS and others opposing the above referenced permit application BY Yerkes National 
Primate Research Center (“Yerkes”) to export eight chimpanzees to the Wingham Wildlife Park 
(“Wingham”) in England. 
 
 2. At the end of June, 2015 I had NEAVS business in the UK and included in that 
itinerary a day-long visit to Wingham Wildlife Park. My purpose was to see firsthand the 
facility, animal care standards, and the planned new chimpanzee building for a proposed transfer 
of chimpanzees from Yerkes, and to speak with staff about the transfer. 
 
 3. Michelle Thew, CEO of Cruelty Free International, UK, and I made the 
approximate 3 ½ to 4 hour drive from London to Kent, where Wingham is located. It is located 
in a rural area of some distance from both the major city of London and Kent proper. We arrived 
just after lunch, paid our admission fees and visited the various exhibits. We left sometime 
around 4 or 4:30 PM. 
 
 4. I was immediately struck by the general disrepair of the facility –  e.g. sections 
with visible trash such as wire, broken structures, structures left empty and in need of significant  
repair, as well as structures in use by animals with inadequate repair, etc., and observed other 
conditions that caused me concern, such as: 
  

the placement of rat traps in unsecured locations within animal enclosures where 
non-target species could get to them;  

 
monkey enclosures in which half to a third of the ropes were unusable for climbing as 
they were unattached at one end or both, (while most of the rope was heavy, there was 
also three instances of thinner cords of a frayed blue nylon hanging vertically, presenting 
a great danger to young animals in the enclosures who have been known in play to 
strangle themselves with rope which easily bends on itself and is unsecured at both end;  

 
the ease with which some animals (e.g. penguins and parrots) could be accessed by 
visitors via topless enclosures and the close proximity of the railing surrounding the 
enclosures from which the visitors can view and reach the animals;  
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the general lack of enrichment for the animals, including some enclosures being entirely 
barren (without even grass and instead just worn down dirt) except for an empty water 
bowl;  

 
 the minimal safety precautions even with large species such as pumas and cheetahs;  
 
 the rust and sharp edges of some of the enclosures; 
 

 the apparent lack of water within close proximity to the enclosures as I witnessed staff 
carrying blue buckets full of water from what appeared to be the operations and kitchen 
building some distance form most of the enclosures; and 

 
even the disrepair of the children’s outside playground including chipped paint on 
animal-like structures for them o to “ride.” 

 
 5. I also saw a lone young gibbon sitting in the corner on the ground of her 
enclosure surrounded by grass that was as tall as or taller than the gibbon in her sitting position, 
clutching a stuffed animal.  
 
 6. It was a typically hot day in England and I noted several animals panting and 
without access to shade and with empty water bowls – in fact, the majority of the enclosures I 
visited had over turned water bowls.  
 
 7. Some enclosures provided shade via trees and or extended roofs, others only 
provided   incidental shade from what was cast by a small shed like building in their enclosure.  
 
 8. The pool for the penguins held dirty water with film and droppings which had 
piled up along the edges, and the penguins remained in a small cave-like structure at the pool’s 
edge behind a short wall --none entered the water during my observations of them.  
 
 9. The lynx was inside and panting heavily, even given the small enclosure she/he 
had. She had a sign noting she was injured – a sign that another colleague, Abbie Parker from 
Cruelty Free International, U.K., had noted was there in April 2015. I saw that the lynx had an 
unhealed wound on the top of her paw and a banded dark scar less than an inch from it that ran 
the circumference of her leg. 
 
 10.  I was also struck at how few animals were outside that day, again especially 
given the small, box-like inside enclosures they had access to. 
 
 11. In sharp contrast to all of this I saw a brand new entrance and exit building with 
an abundant supply of typical zoo souvenirs to purchase, and next to it and behind, the beginning 
foundation of a building which I learned was intended to house the chimpanzees that would be 
imported from Yerkes. 
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 12. I read the exhibited posters regarding the chimpanzee transfer and was struck by 
its message to the public that there was no room for the chimpanzees within the U.S., and hence 
that Wingham was “rescuing” the Yerkes’ chimps.  I have firsthand knowledge of several 
accredited sanctuaries willing to take the Yerkes chimpanzees.  
 
 13. I spoke to one of the Zoo care-givers who proudly informed me that everyone was 
“excited the chimpanzees were coming and hoping they would have babies soon.”  
 
 14. It was obvious that the Zoo had an intensive breeding program underway, as 
many of the enclosures had young animals, including a very large number of young lemurs.  
 
 15. After visiting and photographing what in my opinion is a Zoo that under US 
standards would be considered substandard in its hygiene, safety, and animal care, and in 
particular with regard to its lack of environmental enhancement, Wingham is a far cry from my 
experience with US Global Federal of Sanctuary accredited facilities’ standards.   
 
 16. I asked in the entry and gift shop if I could speak to the “head animal care giver” 
as I had some questions about the pending transfer from the U.S., and was directed to a man, 
whose name I believe is Marcus, who stated that Wingham hoped to get the chimps by early to 
late fall, but that there were some construction “slowdowns.”  
 
 17. When asked specifically if Wingham planned to have baby chimps, he responded: 
“Yes we do. They will arrive on birth control and then as soon as we are ready we will take them 
off as we hope they will breed.” 
 
  
 Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 
and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

                                              
      __________________________________ 
      Theodora Capaldo 
 
 
Date: 10/27/2015 
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Wingham	  Wildlife	  Park	  Animal	  Welfare	  
Rusham	  Road	  
Wingham,	  Kent,	  CT3	  1JL	  
	  
Dear	  Markus	  Wilder	  and	  WWP	  Board	  of	  Trustees,	  
	  
Recently	  some	  concerning	  news	  regarding	  the	  Yerkes	  chimpanzees	  and	  their	  transport	  to	  
Wingham	  Wildlife	  Park	  (WWP)	  has	  been	  brought	  to	  our	  attention.	  I	  will	  outline	  our	  areas	  of	  
concern	  below:	  
	  

1. WWP	   is	   an	   unaccredited	   facility	   and	   not	   part	   of	   the	   species	   survival	   plan	   for	  
chimpanzees.	  We	  were	   unaware	   of	   this	   until	   recently	   and	   now	   have	   some	  major	  
concern	  about	  the	  long-‐term	  regulation	  and	  care	  of	  the	  Yerkes	  chimpanzees	  if	  they	  
are	  transferred	  to	  your	  facility.	  	  

	  
2. Upon	   closer	   investigation	   of	   WWP,	   we	   have	   also	   learned	   that	   you	   allow	   human-‐

animal	   contact	   interactions	   with	   some	   of	   your	   exotic	   species.	   While	   WWP	   has	  
established	   a	   new	   animal	  welfare	   charity,	  we	   do	   not	   think	   these	   types	   of	   human-‐
animal	   interactions	  are	   in	  the	  best	   interest	  of	  the	  animals	  and	  can	  potentially	  hurt	  
the	   conservation	   of	   species.	   Allowing	   these	   types	   of	   interactions	   can	   send	   very	  
mixed	  signals	  to	  the	  general	  public	  about	  species-‐typical	  behaviors	  and	  we	  would	  be	  
worried	   that	   WWP	   might	   have	   similar	   plans	   for	   the	   chimpanzees	   that	   could	  
ultimately	  impede	  on	  their	  welfare	  and	  species	  conservation.	  	  

	  
3. We	  have	  also	  just	  learned	  that	  WWP	  has	  not	  already	  secured	  the	  necessary	  permits	  

for	  the	  exportation	  of	  the	  Yerkes	  chimpanzees.	  We	  were	  under	  the	  impression	  that	  
all	  permits	  had	  already	  been	  obtained	  and	  that	  all	  necessary	  steps	  had	  been	  legally	  
taken.	  Most	  disturbingly,	  we	  have	  recently	  learned	  that	  we	  are	  listed	  on	  the	  Yerkes-‐
WWP	  joint	  permit	  application	  to	  the	  US	  Fish	  and	  Wildlife	  Services	  as	  one	  of	  the	  in-‐
situ	   chimpanzee	   conservation	   organizations	   to	   satisfy	   the	   ‘enhancement	  
requirement’	  for	  the	  Final	  Chimpanzee	  Rule.	  In	  this	  case,	  we	  are	  unknowingly	  being	  
used	  as	  leverage	  to	  help	  you	  obtain	  your	  permit	  and	  are	  completely	  uncomfortable	  
with	  this	  relationship	  and	  thereby	  cannot	  endorse	  this	  letter	  written	  by	  Joyce	  Cohen	  
from	  Emory	  on	  page	  187-‐188	  of	  the	  application.	  We	  see	  that	  this	  letter	  listing	  us	  as	  
your	  ‘chimpanzee	  conservation	  donation’	  was	  written	  and	  dated	  only	  six	  days	  after	  
you	   first	   established	   with	   us,	   and	   only	   two	   days	   after	   we	   expressed	   interest	   in	  
exploring	   collaboration.	   The	   use	   of	   us	   in	   this	   context	  without	   our	   knowledge	   is	   a	  
complete	   overstepping	   of	   boundaries,	   demonstrates	   a	  misuse	   of	   our	   organization,	  
and	  promotes	  a	  high	  level	  of	  mistrust.	  
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4. We	  are	  now	  aware	  that	  there	  are	  sanctuaries	  in	  the	  USA	  that	  have	  agreed	  to	  give	  the	  

Yerkes	   chimpanzees	   a	   permanent	   home	   and	   provide	   for	   their	   full	   care.	   Given	   the	  
difficulties	   and	  dangers	  associated	  with	   transporting	   chimpanzees,	   especially	  over	  
long	  distances,	  minimizing	   transport	  distance	   is	   extremely	   important	   in	  managing	  
and	   caring	   for	   the	   chimpanzees’	   health,	   stress,	   and	   overall	   well-‐being.	   This	   alone	  
provides	   a	   good	   argument	   for	   the	   chimpanzees	   to	   stay	  within	   the	  USA	   and	   find	   a	  
new	   home	   at	   a	   volunteering	   sanctuary.	   If	   WWP	   is	   truly	   concerned	   with	   animal	  
welfare,	  on	  this	  point,	  I	  think	  we	  can	  then	  agree.	  	  

	  
5. Yerkes	  may	  be	  more	  interested	  in	  transferring	  their	  chimpanzees	  to	  WWP	  because	  

they	   would	   be	   relieved	   of	   any	   financial	   obligation	   to	   their	   long-‐term	   care.	  
Sanctuaries	   taking	   on	   the	   responsibility	   of	   the	   chimpanzees	   would	   likely	   and	  
justifiably	   ask	   for	   a	   financial	   contribution	   from	   Yerkes	   for	   the	   chimpanzees’	  
retirement.	  Avoiding	  caregiver	  financial	  responsibilities	  is	  not	  a	  good	  argument	  for	  
transferring	  the	  chimpanzees	  overseas,	  and	   it	   is	  only	   fair	   that	  Yerkes	   invest	   in	   the	  
retirement	  of	  the	  chimpanzees	  they	  have	  used	  in	  their	  research	  for	  decades.	  	  	  

	  
6. We	  have	   learned	   that	  many	   chimpanzee	  welfare	  organizations	   in	   the	  USA	  are	  not	  

supporting	  the	  transfer	  of	  the	  Yerkes	  chimpanzees	  to	  WWP.	  This	  includes,	  but	  is	  not	  
limited	   to	   the	   Chimpanzee	   Species	   Survival	   Plan,	   AZA/EAZA,	   New	   England	   Anti-‐
Vivisection	   Society,	   Release	   and	   Restitution	   for	   Chimpanzees,	   and	   Jane	   Goodall	  
Institute	  USA.	  We	  highly	  value	  the	  evaluations	  and	  opinions	  of	  these	  organizations,	  
knowing	   that	   they	   always	   have	   chimpanzees’	   best	   interest	   in	   mind.	   We	   are	   also	  
funded	   and	   advised	   by	   several	   branches	   of	   the	   world-‐renowned	   Jane	   Goodall	  
Institute	  and	  we	  unquestionably	  support	  their	  stance	  on	  this	  situation.	  	  

	  
Having	   just	   learned	   the	   above	   information,	   unfortunately	   we	   are	   no	   longer	   comfortable	  
moving	   forward	   in	   partnership	   with	   WWP/WWPAW	   as	   a	   partial	   funder	   of	   the	   Kibale	  
Chimpanzee	  Project’s	  snare	  removal	  program	  or	  displaying	  any	  of	  our	  media	  (photographs,	  
videos,	   logos,	   etc.)	   on	  WWP	  property.	   Please	   do	   not	   use	   any	   of	   the	  media,	   including	   our	  
mini-‐documentary	   as	   shared	   by	   Jane	   Goodall	   Institute	   in	   Netherlands,	   which	   we	   have	  
already	   shared	   with	   you	   at	   your	   facility,	   on	   your	   website,	   or	   any	   of	   your	   social	   media	  
platforms.	   If	   you	   have	   already	   posted	   information,	   please	   remove	   it	   immediately	   upon	  
receipt	  of	  this	  letter.	  We	  do	  not	  feel	  that	  continuing	  our	  relationship	  with	  WWP	  would	  be	  in	  
the	  best	  interest	  of	  our	  organization	  or	  wild	  chimpanzee	  conservation.	  Since	  no	  money	  or	  
services	   have	   been	   exchanged	   at	   this	   point,	   this	   letter	   should	   suffice	   as	   reasonable	  
notification	  of	  the	  termination	  of	  our	  potential	  partnership	  and	  collaboration.	  
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We	  have	  also	  copied	  US	  Fish	  and	  Wildlife	  Services	  on	  this	  correspondence	  to	  notify	  them	  of	  
our	  concerns	  and	  to	  make	  it	  clear	  that	  we	  were	  unaware	  that	  WWP	  and	  Yerkes	  were	  using	  	  
	  
us	   as	   leverage	   for	   obtaining	   a	   chimpanzee	   exportation	   and	   transfer	   permit.	  We	  want	   to	  
make	  it	  clear	  that	  given	  all	  of	  the	  information	  we	  have	  gathered	  we	  are	  now	  advocating	  for	  
the	   Yerkes	   chimpanzees	   to	   stay	   in	   the	   USA	   and	   be	   transferred	   to	   a	   volunteering	  
chimpanzee	   sanctuary	   when	   the	   necessary	   arrangements	   can	   be	   made.	   We	   think	   this	  
would	  be	  best	  not	   just	   for	   the	   eight	   chimpanzees	  proposed	   for	   exportation	   to	  WWP,	  but	  
also	  for	  the	  treatment,	  welfare,	  and	  conservation	  of	  chimpanzees	  in	  general.	  	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  respecting	  our	  decision.	  Moving	  forward,	  we	  hope	  you	  will	  seek	  certification	  
with	   the	  EAZA	  and	   reconsider	   your	   chimpanzee	   exportation	  permit	   application	   and	   take	  
into	  account	  that	  a	  sanctuary	  within	  the	  USA	  would	  actually	  be	  a	  better	  placement	  for	  the	  
Yerkes’	  chimpanzees’	  welfare.	  
	  
Sincerely,	  
	  
	  
	  
	  
Jessica	  A.	  Hartel,	  Ph.D.	  
Director,	  Kibale	  Snare	  Removal	  Program,	  Kibale	  Chimpanzee	  Project	  
Postdoc,	  Centre	  for	  Biocultural	  History,	  Aarhus	  University,	  Denmark	  
	  

	  
Richard	  Wrangham,	  Ph.D.	  
Moore	  Professor	  of	  Human	  Evolutionary	  Biology,	  Harvard	  University	  
Co-‐Director,	  Kibale	  Chimpanzee	  Project	  
	  

	  
Emily	  Otali,	  Ph.D.	  
Field	  Manager,	  Kibale	  Chimpanzee	  Project	  
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

 

In Re: Application for Export Permit By Yerkes National Primate Research Center, Emory 
University, To Export Captive Chimpanzees, and Appendix II Species, to The Wingham 
Wildlife Park in England 

 
 

DECLARATION OF THEODORA CAPALDO, Ed.D. 

 

1. I am a Massachusetts licensed psychologist with more than 30 years of experience 

treating patients with a variety of psychological disorders, including Post Traumatic 

Stress Disorders (PTSD), Anxiety Disorders, and Depression as well as the challenges of 

severe physical illnesses. As such, I am experienced in understanding the detrimental 

effects of stress on one’s physical and psychological well-being. Included in my 

professional affiliations is membership in the American Psychological Association. 

Among other publications, I have co-authored several papers on various psychological 

components of humane care of chimpanzees in laboratories, including the first paper to 

be published regarding PTSD in chimpanzees. The clinical case studies were published in 

the Journal of Trauma and Dissociation, Building an Inner Sanctuary: Complex PTSD in 

Chimpanzees and in Developmental Psychology, Developmental Context Effects on 

Bicultural Post-Trauma Self Repair In Chimpanzees—both esteemed journals within the 

field of psychiatry and psychology. Further, I co-authored a Policy Paper, The Bioethics 

of Great Ape Wellbeing: Psychiatric Injury and Duty of Care for the Animals in Society 

Institute. I have served for the past 18 years as President and Executive Director of the 

New England Anti-Vivisection Society, (NEAVS) a 120-year-old animal protection 

organization dedicated exclusively to helping animals in labs. Under my tenure, the 
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Board of Directors is committed to taking a science-based approach to our arguments in 

support of our ethical and humane concerns. We believe we are at a point in protecting 

animals in labs where scientific progress in the development and validation of 

alternatives, as well as the growing lack of necessity and scientific understanding of the 

limitations of the animal model make our work on behalf of animals in labs progressive 

and promising. I offer this by way of explanation for why we have focused on ending the 

use of chimpanzees in research and retiring them to sanctuaries, since around 2004. A 

copy of my curriculum vitae is attached. 

2. My experience since the launch of our focused chimpanzee campaign, Project R&R: 

Release and Restitution for Chimpanzees in U.S. Laboratories, includes hundreds of 

hours with sanctuary founders, staff and chimpanzee residents at both the Fauna 

Foundation, Quebec, CA and Save the Chimps, Fort Pierce, FL.  I have had close 

collegial relationships with most of the founding members of the North American 

Primate Sanctuary Alliance, committed to standards of excellence in captive primate 

care. They include: Gloria Grow, April Truitt, and Patti Ragan. In addition, I was 

mentored by the late Dr. Carole Noon, founder of Save the Chimps, to date the largest 

chimpanzee sanctuary in the world.  We had weekly calls and I had multiple yearly visits 

to Save the Chimps as well as the Coulston Foundation -- a former biomedical research 

and holding facility from which Dr. Noon rescued some 166 chimpanzees and many 

monkeys. We worked closely together during her start of the Fort Pierce sanctuary (with 

NEAVS being a major funder at the time) and throughout the transfer of the Coulston 

chimpanzees from Alamogordo New Mexico to Fort Pierce, FL. I was on sanctuary 

grounds for two of the transfer arrivals.  
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3. Further, NEAVS rescued two young chimpanzees, Arthur and Phoenix, from a roadside 

zoo in Greenville NH, in cooperation with inspectors from the United States Department 

of Agriculture (“USDA”), and successfully transferred both to the Save the Chimps 

sanctuary. Along with their rescue, NEAVS also rescued and placed some 100 other 

animals each requiring specific transport needs to sanctuaries throughout the U.S., 

including baby tigers, a camel, cavies, cougars, a De Brazza monkey and others. All of 

the transportation services were organized and paid for by NEAVS.  

4. I have had significant exposure to the effects, responsibility, and demands associated with 

the transfer of animals to meet relevant regulations and secure or minimize risks to their 

physical and psychological well-being. Further, I have consulted with the Fauna 

Sanctuary for more than ten years regarding their chimpanzee residents, specifically with 

regard to their persistent psycho-social and behavioral symptoms resulting from their 

years of laboratory confinement and trauma. Along with Board certified human and 

animal pathologists and a co-author, I published a report on the autopsy results from 

chimpanzees who had died in laboratories or spent significant portions of their lives 

there. 

5. It is my opinion that the air and transcontinental transfer of chimpanzees, particularly 

when U.S. options are available for their lifetime and ethical care, is unacceptable.  

6. Physical well-being during the transfer is of particular concern. Chimpanzees generally 

must be anesthetized to enter the transport cage.  Each chimpanzee reacts differently to 

anesthesia and the drugs involved – all of which present risks to the animal’s health, 

and even life.  For example, even under the optimal conditions of chartered flight – 

where the chimpanzees were accompanied by a key lifelong caregiver from the 
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originating facility, as well as a veterinarian with nearly two decades of experience 

with hundreds of chimpanzees retired or rescued from research, one of the 

chimpanzees vomited for most of the journey and had to be suctioned and monitored 

constantly for the full six hours of the flight by the veterinarian.  Another chimpanzee 

nearly died during the pre-transfer medical procedure.   

7. The enormous toll a trans- Atlantic commercial live cargo transport will take from Atlanta 

GA to London, UK would take no less than approximately 24 hours -- including an 

approximate 8.5 hour flight, one hour drive upon departure and four hour drive upon 

arrival, with multiple hours between those activities.  This combined air and ground 

travel will add further stressors on the chimpanzees between departure and final 

destiny. 

8. Based on all of the above, in my professional opinion this transfer should not be permitted. The 

shipment of these chimpanzees to England will undoubtedly carry more risk of 

injury and damage to their health and well-being than if the chimpanzees were 

transferred to a sanctuary of high standing within the U.S. and preferably close 

proximity to Emory. Ground transport of eight chimpanzees could be carried out 

with the highest level of care for them. The Yerkes attending vet, as well as known 

caregivers, could and should accompany the animals and be in close proximity to 

them. Frequent stops to check on their well-being could be made. A veterinarian 

could and should be in transport with the chimps to closely monitor any signs of 

concerns and risks, and once boarded on to the ground transport vehicle, the 

chimpanzees would not have to be subjected to any other transfers until arrival at 

their sanctuary destination.  With such ground transportation, the health and well-
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being of the chimpanzees could be much more closely monitored than if the 

chimps are sent by commercial transport.  Closer and essential monitoring of 

factors such as temperature, access to nourishment or water (depending on the 

length of the trip), could take place, and, the chimps could more adequately be 

provided the comforting presence of humans with whom they are familiar and 

bonded, versus unknown and threatening airline personnel. Commercial cargo air 

transportation will afford the chimpanzees none of these comparable protections. 

9. This summer upon learning of the intended transfer, I visited the chimpanzees 

proposed destination, the Wingham Wildlife Park, Kent, UK. Prior to that, NEAVS 

asked animal protection colleagues (including a primatologist) from a UK-based 

animal protection organization to visit, photograph, and assess Wingham. After my 

visit, reports from others, and a thorough review of information about Wingham from 

its website, blog, and Face Book, and research into its financial obligations and 

income, I am of the strong opinion that a transfer to such an unaccredited facility in the 

UK would further strip the chimpanzees from Yerkes National Primate Center of the 

protections and U.S. oversight which they deserve. Wingham is comparable to what we 

refer to as a “roadside zoo” in the U.S., despite its project for a new and modern 

designed chimpanzee enclosure.  It subscribes to general policies that include “pay to 

play,” renting animals to entertainment, large breeding programs, non-SSP status, and 

what in the U.S., if not under EU standards, would be considered substandard 

enclosures, sanitation, and enrichment.   

10.   Only by denying the export permit to the UK can the Fish and Wildlife Service 

(FWS) secure the best possible protection for U.S. chimpanzees and the proper 
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oversight that a USDA licensed, Global Federation of Animal Sanctuaries 

accredited, and NAPSA member or eligible US sanctuary, could and would 

provide. Only through denying Yerkes permits for transport to anywhere other 

than an AZA approved zoo in the U.S. or qualified U.S. sanctuary would the FWS 

be showing true due diligence in ensuring that these chimpanzees receive the full 

protections meant to be afforded endangered species under the ESA. 

11.  Attached, and hereby incorporated by reference, is a summary of key concerns about 

air transport, including referenced studies, which further support the inherent dangers 

of air transporting chimpanzees and need to deny their exportation. 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1746, I declare that the foregoing is true and correct based on 

my professional opinion and experience. 

              
      Theodora Capaldo, Ed.D. 

 
__9/13/15_______________________________ 
Date 

 



 

 

Air Transportation Hazards 

The information below applies to chimpanzees in any transport situation, and since air travel to 
the UK would be lengthy, the impacts detailed below would be exacerbated. 

 

Knock Downs:  

Chimpanzees typically need to be “knocked down,” or put under anesthesia, for overseas travel 
as well as other forms of transport. Knock downs always put chimpanzees at high risk, and often 
entail extremely stressful circumstances, as it is difficult to successfully dart or inject the 
chimpanzee. While some present their arms for injections, more typically injections are 
vehemently resisted. 

Confinement:  

When transported by air, non-human primates (NHPs) are typically moved into transport cages, 
usually smaller than required cage sizes for captive chimpanzees living quarters. Transport cages 
allow minimal opportunity to stand fully erect or move freely.  Further, in large part because of 
the expense involved in transporting such a large animal, the chimpanzees are typically sent as 
live cargo.  

Duration of Transit:  

In addition to the actual travel time involved from departure to destination, which in the case of 
travel from the U.S. to Europe would on average be at least 8-10 hours, the flights may include, 
depending on departure airport, multiple airport connections, the need to be unloaded on the 
tarmac, delays/layovers and weather related flight difficulties. Further, air travel requires moving 
the chimpanzees into trucks or other ground transport at either end of their flights, adding further 
to the stress of handling and change.  All of these factors take a tremendous toll on the physical 
and psychological well-being of chimpanzees. 

Reactions:  

As with humans, physical reactions to the inherent stressors of air travel, can occur: specifically 
fear and agitation, and temperatures and air pressure fluctuations, that can result in inner ear 
problems, bloat (build up and expansion of gas in the gastro-intestinal tract) and in extreme 
cases, psychological reaction/shock.  

Inadequate Care and Handling:  

Flying live animals in cargo also entails contact with strangers and untrained people, inspectors,  
cage loaders, etc., and risks increase during air transport when multiple legs of a flight become 
necessary, subjecting  a chimpanzee to greater likelihood of contagion or injury with improper 
handling. In non-privately chartered transport, veterinarians and caregivers with whom the 
chimpanzees are familiar may be unable to keep close and persistent vigilance over their care 
and condition, as would be required in the event of illness (life threatening vomiting from air or 
motion sickness or administered sedations with its accompanying possibility of an anesthetized 
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chimpanzee aspirating on his or her own vomit during flight, injury from dropping temperatures, 
etc.). 

Technical Hazards:  

Cargo and charter flights carry an increased risk from technical hazards associated with altitude 
and flying in general. For example, inadequate ventilation, improper temperature control or 
fluctuations (too hot or too cold), excessive and frightening noise, potential altitude drops, or 
other weather related turbulences. 

Illness: 

Regardless of the credentials of origin and destination labs, it is impossible to protect animals 
from infection when transporting them internationally by commercial or charter airlines over 
long distances, and doing so may result in serious illness or even death upon arrival.  

Ref. Chimpanzee Travels: The Journey of the OSU Primates. Satya (June/July 2007) 

http://www.satyamag.com/jun07/osu.html 

Psychological Effects: 

The heightened levels of stress incurred by airline travel weaken the immune system and may 
render the NHP critically ill upon arrival, regardless of a previously clean bill of health.  Studies 
have concluded that significant psychological impacts, measured by changes in behavioral 
patterns and social hierarchy occur. Oftentimes such effects remain long-term.   

Inadequate Standards for Transportation 

Even when minimal airline and other transport standards are met, NHPs are highly susceptible to 
aforementioned risks. These risks increase with monetary incentives to cut costs. 

Specific Incidents: 

 In October 2013, a shipment of 840 cynomolgus monkeys from Cambodia to Texas 
resulted in the deaths of 25 monkeys shortly before or during transport. 

(Nile, A. “Complaint filed over deaths of Everett lab’s monkeys.” August 26, 2014. Herald Net. 

http://www.heraldnet.com/article/20140826/NEWS01/140829167) 

 Incidents reported in documents for the U.S. Center for Disease Control obtained by 
Cruelty Free International following a request under the Freedom of Information Act 
graphically illustrate the trauma experienced by the animals during their transportation on 
airlines: 

o ‘On uncrating, he was found in moribund condition. Part of the wooden crate had 
been chewed away and no food was present in the crate. Technicians attempted to 
administer IV fluids, but the monkey died while treatment was being 
started.’ (The NHP was imported from China) 
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o ‘One animal died during transport from Vietnam. This animal was removed in 
Paris at the airport; the cause of death was reportedly bloat… [build up of gas in 
the gastro-intestinal tract]’  

o ‘One animal was dead on arrival.’ (The animal was imported from Mauritius) 
 

 FROM THIRDAMENDMENT.COM (“AIRLINE ANIMAL INCIDENT REPORTS”, 
http://www.thirdamendment.com/AnimalReports.pdf):  

o AWA docket no. 90-0028 – This proceeding consolidated fifteen complaints 
against Delta, according to a complaint dated April 23, 1990. 
 On September 7, 1987, a primate was accepted for transportation at 

Raleigh/Durham without proper documentation regarding food and water 
requirements or enclosure labeling. 

 On April 29, 1987, two primates were transported from Albuquerque to 
Dallas/Ft. Worth in an inadequate enclosure. 

o AWA docket no. 363 – This proceeding consolidated six complaints against 
Emory, according to a complaint dated October 18, 1985. 
 On November 19, 1984, a primate was transported in an inadequate 

enclosure and without proper documentation regarding food and water 
requirements and enclosure labeling. 

 On December 3, 1984, the safety and comfort of two primates was not 
ensured during transport. 

 On February 7, 1985, a primate was injured during transport. 
 On February 7, 1985, two primates died of hypothermia and the safety and 

comfort of six others was not ensured during transport. 
 
 

According to the Department of Transportation’s website, such reports by airlines are voluntary only – accordingly 

these examples understate the problems inherent in transporting chimpanzees by air. 

Transportation risks in general: 

 “Most studies suggest that animal responses to transportation stress include activation of the 
brain, changes in behavior, neuroendocrine and peripheral endocrine responses, and activation of 
homeostatic mechanisms.” (National Research Council (US) Committee on Guidelines for the Humane 
Transportation of Laboratory Animals. Washington (DC): National Academies Press (US); 2006) 

 

 “Captive animals generally live in a uniform, familiar environment.  During transport, almost 
every aspect of their environment changes. The transportation enclosure, motion, human 
handling, temperature, light, and perhaps social group mates, odors, sounds, floor surface, food 
and water availability, vibrations, unusual gravitational forces (such as during acceleration, 
braking, or turning of vehicles), and other factors all change from moment to moment. That 
change in multiple sensory experiences will be perceived as stressful, even under the best of 
conditions, for two major psychological reasons: the transportation experience is not part of the 
normal routine, and the animal has no control of the situation.” (National Research Council (US) 
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Committee on Guidelines for the Humane Transportation of Laboratory Animals. Washington (DC): National 

Academies Press (US); 2006). 

 

“Even mild manipulations such as moving an animal from one room to another in the same 
animal facility have been shown to increase corti-costerone levels and result in transient but 
marked changes in endocrine, serological, and hematological measures.” (Gartner K, Buttner D, 
Dohler K, Friedel R, Lindena J, Trautschold I. Stress response of rats to handling and experimental 

procedures. Laboratory Animals. 1980;14(3):267–74.) 

In May of 2015, Harvard University New England Primate Research Center shipped a group of 
cotton-top tamarins to the Oregon Zoo. Six of these monkeys died two days after arrival in 
Oregon. Although no conclusion was made as to a definitive cause of death, a post-mortem 
pathology exam revealed evidence of systemic shock and stress-related changes in muscle and 
adrenal gland tissues. (Johnson, C. “US probes Harvard primate facility: Answers sought in 2014 zoo deaths.” 
Boston Globe, April 10, 2015.  http://www.bostonglobe.com/metro/2015/04/10/harvard‐primate‐center‐under‐
investigation‐for‐deaths‐shipped‐monkeys/gSbwyj1vmedS14PwUij4gJ/story.html) 

 A study involving 43 cynomolgus macaques found that the animals showed clear signs of stress 
(in the form of stereotypies and increased urinary cortisol levels) after 24 hours of transport via 
truck, even when moved in pairs rather than singly. (Fernstrom, AL ; Sutian, W ; Royo, F ; Westlund, K ; 
Nilsson, T ; Carlsson, He ; Paramastri, Y ; Pamungkas, J ; Sajuthi, D ; Schapiro, SJ ; Hau, J. “Stress in cynomolgus 
monkeys (Macaca fascicularis) subjected to long‐distance transport and simulated transport housing 
conditions.” Stress‐The International Journal On The Biology Of Stress, 2008, Vol.11(6), pp.467‐476.) 
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

 

In Re: Application for Export Permit By Yerkes National Primate Research Center, Emory 
University, To Export Captive Chimpanzees, and Appendix II Species, to The Wingham 
Wildlife Park in England 

 

 

DECLARATION O F  MARY LEE JENSVOLD 

 

I, Mary Lee Jensvold, hereby declare as follows: 
 

1. I am the former  Director of the Chimpanzee and Human Communications 

Institute (CHCI) at Central Washington University, a behavioral research center dedicated 

to studying chimpanzee communications and America Sign Language in chimpanzees. Further, I am a 

an officer on the board of Friends of Washoe, a US based non-profit organization located in 

Ellensburg, Washington whose mission is dedicated to establishing peace between the human 

species and all the other members of creation. Friends of Washoe's immediate responsibility is to 

care for the chimpanzee Washoe's family; Tatu and Loulis. Friends of Washoe believes that we 

should expand our circle of compassion to all apes.  Beyond the circle of Washoe's family, Friends 

of Washoe strives to improve captive conditions for our fellow apes and to provide them sanctuary 

from exploitation and abuse, to protect free-living chimpanzees from extinction, to educate the 

general public about the dire plight of chimpanzees and our responsibility to help them, and to work 

toward the day when our fellow apes will take their rightful place in our society's laws.  Friends of 

Washoe owns the chimpanzees that were living at the CHCI building, Tatu and Loulis.   

2. Currently I serve as Primate Communication Scientist at Fauna Sanctuary in 

Quebec, Canada, the only chimpanzee sanctuary Canada and the first to rescue HIV infected 

chimpanzees form the US Laboratory for Experimental Medicine and Surgery in Primates 
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(LEMSIP), formerly at the New York University. When LEMSIP closed, approximately 120 

chimpanzees were sent to sanctuary. Those remaining were sent into further biomedical research. 

Fauna is also home to two chimpanzee rescues from the Quebec zoo when it closed. One other 

chimpanzee also rescued from a zoo also resides at Fauna. I was part of the decision-making to 

move two CHCI chimpanzees, named Tatu and Loulis to Fauna --  when, because of the deaths of 

their other family group members, they were the only two remaining chimpanzees at CHCI, and the 

University was unwilling to commit the funds to renovate the CHCI building to allow introduction 

of more chimpanzees. I and Friends of Washoe Board Members researched our several options at 

the time and decided FAUNA was our sanctuary of choice because of its exiting residents, space 

availability, and philosophy of care that closely paralleled that which CHCI had, and Tatu and 

Loulis had known all their lives. FAUNA is also a Global Federal of Sanctuaries accredited and a 

member of the North American Primate Sanctuary Alliance and holds all relevant Canadian permits 

and license to operate as a sanctuary.  

3. Of further relevance is the fact that Friends of Washoe has retained its ethical and 

financial responsibility to Tatu and Loulis which is in large part the reason for my transfer to 

Canada to remain a part of their daily lives.  Friends of Washoe on behalf of Tatu and Loulis are 

providing Fauna Sanctuary with lifetime care funding, in either direct, or in kind services to the 

existing sanctuary and its residents.  In 14 months of now working at FAUNA, which followed an 

ongoing relationship with its Founder and Director Gloria Grow for nearly 20 years previous to 

my move, I have found FAUNAS’ physical and psychosocial care as well as the ethics and 

philosophy toward respecting each individual chimpanzee to not only have met but exceeded our 

expectations and assessment when we chose them as our placement.   
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4. I have served in other capacities to testify on behalf of chimpanzees, presented 

at professional conferences, and taught a significant number of both graduate and 

undergraduate students as well as those interested in a career in chimpanzee caregiving. I am a 

Senior Lecturer, formerly a tenured Associate Professor in Central Washington University’s 

Primate Behavior M.S. & B.S programs.  I have submitted an affidavit in the Nonhuman 

Rights Project.  I routinely send submissions to the federal government concerning the 

treatment of captive nonhuman primates, offer expert testimony in cases concerning captive 

chimpanzee needs and mistreatment, review NIH grants, and have a total of 29 years of hands 

on face-to- face working with chimpanzees in captivity. I have seen chimpanzees in laboratories 

and worked in zoo settings.  My main areas of expertise lie in the areas of their behavioral needs 

as well as chimpanzee to chimpanzee, and chimpanzee to human and vice versa communications.   

I am also a well-known speaker on the subject of chimpanzee care and management, and have 

presented at both National and international conferences including American Society of 

Primatologists, North American Primate Sanctuary Association, Detroit Zoological Society, 

Universities Federation of Animal Welfare, International Congress of Zookeepers, American 

Association of Zookeepers, Humane University: Incorporating Animal Issues and Humane 

Education in Academic Institutions, Centre for Philosophy of Science of the University of Lisbon.  

International Colloquium, and Washington Association of Foreign Language Teachers.  I was a 

Distinguished Lecturer for Sigma Xi. 

1. I am a member o f  S i g m a  X i  a n d  P h i  K a p p a  P h i .  I am a board 

member for Friends of Washoe, Fauna Foundation, and the Animal Welfare Institute. 
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2. Friends of Washoe’s unanimous decision to move Tatu and Louis was based on 

serious consideration of several factors. First we were aware of the move outside of the US, 

but felt while chimpanzees still held a threatened status that the move would not interfere with 

the one day hoped for protections afforded them with an up-listed status. This has now 

happened and goes into effect on Sept 14, 2015. Second, the transfer was happening within 

continental North America and to a sanctuary that is a member of the respected alliance for 

chimpanzee care, NAPSA. All other NAPSA members are US sanctuaries. Fauna again offered 

us the unique experience of Gloria Grow’s own training with CHCI, as well as her 

continuation of all of the principles of chimpanzee care which CHCI and Friends of Washoe 

espouse. As such, there was no doubt that FAUNA, even though it was in Canada, was our 

sanctuary of choice. We easily obtained all needed permits and proceeded to execute our 

decision. 

3. By August 2013 all necessary preparations were made, including our decision 

to avoid the extreme stress associated with commercial live cargo transport, and instead, at the 

cost of about $46,000, to charter a jet for the transport of the chimps. We did so for the obvious 

safety reason to the chimps’ wellbeing and most importantly so that myself and a chimpanzee 

vet, Dr. Jocelyn Bezner with experience caring for over 200 chimpanzees and assisting with 

on-the-ground transportation of some 166 chimpanzees, could accompany Tatu and Loulis to 

provide added safety to their journey.  

4. The concerns as to the transport of chimps include but are not limited to: (1) the 

time the entire activity takes – e.g., transporting chimps from Atlanta to Kent UK  would 

involve approximately 24 hours, including an approximate 8.5 hour flight, a 4 hour drive, and 
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then multiple hours between those activities;  (2) in typical zoo transfers, commercial companies 

require the chimpanzees to be inspected on the tarmac which creates additional stress and fear on 

the part of the chimpanzees, and they are unaccompanied during the travel; and (3) the toll the entire 

process takes on the physical and psychological well-being of the chimps..   

5. Physical well-being during the transfer is of particular concern. Chimpanzees 

generally must be anesthetized to enter the transport cage.  Each chimpanzee reacts differently to 

anesthesia and the drugs involved.  For example, in my experience one of the chimpanzees vomited 

for most of the journey and had to be suctioned and monitored constantly for about 6 hours by the 

vet.  Another chimpanzee nearly died during the pre-transfer medical procedure because of a short 

airway and difficulty breathing.  Neither of these reactions could be predicted.  Indeed, a transfer of 

chimpanzees from the University of Ohio to Primarily Primates in Texas in 2006 resulted in the 

death of two of the chimpanzees during the transfer process. 

6. I have examined information about Wingham Wildlife Park from its website, 

Face Book, blog, as well as information from visits, photographs, and financial research  

 by the New England Anti-Vivisection Society and others. I have reached the conclusion that, 

in my professional opinion, this is a poor placement for chimpanzees from a laboratory 

environment. I know full well the difficulties chimpanzees experience adjusting to a new 

environment under the best of circumstances in the case of Tatu and Loulis, who were 

accompanied by me and are now living with continual access to me as well as prime 

caregivers being sent from CHCI to Fauna for a year to transition them. The thought of 

chimpanzees from a research lab now being housed in a zoo-like enclosure and on exhibit 

defies all good practice and understanding of chimpanzee needs. The enormous toll a trans- 

Atlantic transport will take on these chimpanzees leads me to strongly voice my professional opinion that 
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this transfer should NOT be permitted.  

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1746, I declare that the foregoing is true and correct based on 

my professional opinion and experience. 

 

                                                                       

                                                                     _________________________________ 
      Mary Lee Jensvold 

9/12/15 
_________________________________ 
Date 
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1l'I8 ptOs~ rims oralmilsr dev1c8. mUM be large flf'KIUClh to povide 8 minimum atr dt'QUilbOft .~ Qr 0.16 ,!"'!<tI~ (1.'1:).
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.••••• ~us ~ were ob~ in tnnJit at time 01 inI!I~. Transport ~u.,.. are 1'101pt'Opefly ~ "";Ih
"tWe~ siOM··Otlm:lW$ ~ng "Uf/'. ThIM •••• ·must be 6" to both _tie tQf:t JInd •• ,•• stone ttde01 nnspod
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EXHIBIT J 

COMMENTS ON YERKES’ APPLICATION FOR A PERMIT TO EXPORT EIGHT 
ENDANGERED CHIMPANZEES TO THE WINGHAM WILDLIFE PARK 

BY NEW ENGLAND ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY ET AL. 

(NOVEMBER 2015) 
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COMMENTS ON YERKES’ APPLICATION FOR A PERMIT TO EXPORT EIGHT 
ENDANGERED CHIMPANZEES TO THE WINGHAM WILDLIFE PARK 

BY NEW ENGLAND ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY ET AL. 

(NOVEMBER 2015) 
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COMMENTS ON YERKES’ APPLICATION FOR A PERMIT TO EXPORT EIGHT 
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BY NEW ENGLAND ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY ET AL. 
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