New Jersey. All of them with the exception of the New Jersey
Branch are under the direct control of the Washington. D.C.
headquarters. All are doing aggressive and effective work in
carrying out a wide variety of animal welfare programs. It is pro
bable that other regional offices will be opened as the need
arises and funding is available.

Regional Directors meet
frequently to discuss common
problems. Pictured (l. to r.):
John Inman, Jr., (New England),
Ann Gonnerman (Midwest), Douglas
M. Scott (Rocky Mountain),
Sandra Rowland (Great Lakes),
Charlene Drennon (West Coast),
Donald K. Coburn (Southeast).

Anti-Cruelty Programs
Senator Richard L. Neuberger of Oregon, a HSUS Director, in
troduced the first humane trapping bill in July 1958 at our re
quest. The bill was cosponsored by Senators Estes Kefauver
and Hubert H. Humphrey and would have required the painless
capture or instant kill of animals trapped on federal lands and
federal waters. It would also have required the inspection of
traps every 24 hours. Unfortunately, despite all efforts, the bill
did not become law.

-HSUS

Anti-trapping continues to
be a major thrust of HSUS
programming.
In the summer of 1960 HSUS bylaws were amended to allow
local humane societies to affiliate with the national organization.
Minimum standards of operation which applicant societies had
. to meet were established. A thorough inspection was made of
all societies applying for affiliation and approximately 30 were
eventually accepted. The program required, however. that each
affiliate be inspected at least once a year and, in addition to the
many other activities in which the Society was engaged, it
became impossible to maintain the staff and funds necessary
for these frequent and often expensive trips.
It was decided therefore to discontinue the affiliation program
and substitute a new program in which local societies and
animal control agencies could be accredited by HSUS if they
met established standards. This program is now in effect and
has produced excellent results. Currently, 13 organizations have
been accredited by The HSUS with approximately 26 more in
various stages of the accreditation process. In all. more than 100
applications have been received since the program began.
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- Dick Randall

The great interest of The HSUS in achieving protection for lab
oratory animals had not lessened. Much opposition was com
ing from large universities and commercial research facilities. In
1959 Senator John Sherman cooper of Kentucky introduced the
first bill to protect laboratory animals, drafted by the Society for
Animal Protective Legislation. The Board of Directors of The
HSUS could not support it because enforcement would have
been through the Department of Health, Education and Welfare
and the Surgeon General's Office. Since most researchers and
research institutions were receiving grants from HEW through
the National Institutes of Health, the Society felt that enforcement
would be weak. at best.
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In an effort to gather as much information as possible about
the cruel uses of animals in laboratories, The HSUS placed
undercover staff investigators inside research facilities. They
were asked to take photos and keep a daily diary of the work of
the scientists. Conditions were found to be shocking and the in
vestigators· work was heavily publicized in the News and other
HSUS publications. In August 1959, HSUS started to prepare the
evidence and a complaint for action under the anti-cruelty laws
against certain laboratories. The complaint was filed by The
HSUS California Branch against White Memorial Hospital of the
College of Medical Evangelists and eight physicians. The
Branch also filed charges of cruelty against Leland Stanford
University.
The California Board of Health, charged by statute with enfor
cing anti-cruelty laws, claimed to have investigated HSUS
charges but refused to hold a public hearing, put witnesses
under oath, or to allow a stenographic record to be made of
what witnesses said. The California Branch appealed to the
State Supreme court and, in turn, was sued for libel by three
staff research workers of the College of Medical Evangelists. No
decision was handed down against The HSUS California
Branch and the publicity which the case attracted exposed
rampant abuses of animals in laboratories and won wide public
support for reform. Also The HSUS published a book entitled
Animals in a Research Laboratory which recounted the scenes
witnessed by Society investigators inside the research facilities.
The book was widely distributed.
The HSUS continued its fight for the protection of laboratory
animals by drafting a strong bill that was introduced in Con
gress by Representative Morgan Moulder. A number of other
laboratory bills were also introduced and, in September 1962,
public hearings were held before a subcommittee of the Inter
state and Foreign Commerce Committee. Fred Myers and others
from The HSUS testified in support of the Moulder bill and
related proposals. Unfortunately, none of the bills was reported
out of committee. Nevertheless, the effort to achieve the enact
ment of protective laboratory legislation continued with bills be
ing introduced by various Congressmen at the instigation of
HSUS and other animal welfare organizations. This helped to
keep the issue of laboratory animal protection before the public
which, in turn, fostered support for less stringent, yet desirable,
legislation that was to follow. Huge quantities of literature were
distributed and a statistical analysis of grants for biomedical ex
periments was financed by the Doris Duke Foundation, pub
lished by the Society, and widely distributed. The information in
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the analysis also was used in publications and Congressional
testimony.

Investigators Frank McMahon
and Dale Hylton inspect crated
animals destined for labora
tories at Pennsylvania dealer
in 1964.
- Paul Bauer

In early 1966 Chief Investigator Frank McMahon, who had join
ed The HSUS in 1961, organized a raid with officers of the
Maryland State Police on the facilities of Lester Brown, a dog
dealer in White Hall, Maryland. The raid was covered by report
ers and photographers from Life magazine. Conditions for the
animals there were incredibly bad and, on February 4, 1966, a
picture from this raid appeared on the front cover of Life with
the caption "Concentration Camp for Dogs." A flood of publicity
resulted and brought renewed interest in how animals were be
ing handled in the channels of supply to medical research
laboratories. At the same time, McMahon was monitoring dog
auctions in Pennsylvania where crated animals were brought in
car trunks and trucks and sold in large quantities without proof
of ownership. In April this issue came to a head when a stolen
dog wound up in a research laboratory and was subjected to
surgery and destroyed before its owner could recover it. The
result was that Congressman Joseph Resnick of New York intro
duced the so-called "dog stealing bill." Several other Congress
men introduced similar bills. Public hearings were held before
the House Agriculture Committee. A HSUS representative who
had posed as a dog dealer disclosed his shocking experiences.
Finally, a bill sponsored by congressman W.R. Poage and
Senator Warren Magnuson became the Laboratory Animal
Welfare Act of 1966. Although basically a law to prevent pet
thefts, the Act contained provisions for the licensing and inspec
tion of dog and cat suppliers to laboratories and for the proper
II

care and treatment of animals not undergoing the experimental
process in research projects. In 1970, provisions were added to
cover exotic species in zoos, circuses and other areas. And, in
1976, amendments were added to improve the transportation
standards of animals covered and to prohibit organized animal
fighting. The Animal Welfare Act was a big victory for the
humane movement and HSUS had played a major role in
achieving it.

Investigator Frank McMahon
receives one of the pens used
to sign The Animal Welfare
Act from President Lyndon
B. Johnson.

finement of food animals, the abuse of animals used in science
education, the needless and often cruel killing of wild horses,
greyhound coursing, and other such evils. At the same time,
the investigators have worked to upgrade standards of opera
tion in public pounds and private animal shelters, zoos, and
puppy mill operations where animals were often kept under the
worst conditions.

Phyllis Wright inspects
cruel conditions at
a pound.
- Fred Habit

- Chase Ltd., Photo

The Society, working with other groups and individuals, was
successful in rescuing hundreds of beagles that were being
kept in the sub-basement of the Agriculture Building in Wash
ington, o.c. for experimental puposes. In February 1962, work
ing with the Humane Society of Marin County, California (a
HSUS Affiliate at the time) , HSUS and local investigators un
covered a large dogfighting ring and identified a leading com
mercial promoter of the fights who was actually producing his
underground newspaper on a government printing press.
In July 1962 HSUS raiders chased an armed dogfight gang into
the Mississippi swamps. The dogfighters came from seven dif
ferent states and escaped by fleeing across a county line where
warrants obtained for their arrest were legally ineffective. The
governor of the state wasn ·t available and state police claimed
they had no authority to act. This, despite the fact The HSUS in
vestigators had been threatened with shotguns by some of the
dogfighters.
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