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Summary:

On 8 March 2004, the Africa Biodiversity Collaborative Group (ABCG), Bushmeat Crisis Task Force (BCTF), and the Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS) held a meeting entitled,“HEALTH MATTERS: The Importance of the Interface between Wildlife, Domestic Animal and Human Health for Conservation Success in Africa”.  The meeting, hosted at Conservation International and chaired by James Deutsch of WCS, provided an opportunity to share information and discuss examples of initiatives by conservation non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and government agencies to address the connections at the wildlife health/domestic animal health/ human health interface. 

Meeting Objectives:

The objectives of the meeting were to:

· Explore the connections between the wildlife health/domestic animal health/ human health interface and conservation success;

· Learn about current field activities in Africa to address this connection, as well as to explore emergent disease issues;

· Find out about current research activities and priorities;

· Hear about responses by U.S. government agencies and NGOs to address these issues;

· Discuss how to engage key policy makers to take action to proactively address surveillance and other health issues as they relate to conservation, preventing human epidemics, agrobiosecurity, etc; and 

· Plan a special event for policy makers: “Bushmeat, Health and Beyond: Developing Integrated and Proactive Approaches to Preventing Disease Crises in an Ever-Smaller World” (suggested title).

Key Points from Presentations:

1.  The ‘One Health’ Paradigm: Connecting the Health of Wildlife, People and their Animals

Billy Karesh, DVM, Wildlife Conservation Society

http://wcs.org/media/general/Karesh2.pdf
www.fieldvet.org.

www.iucn-vsg.org 

Billy Karesh explained that WCS’s global Field Veterinary Program has three primary strategies:

1) Building local capacity to carry out local wildlife monitoring and response to needs (training and education).

2) Gathering critically needed information on disease distribution and prevalence (assess - monitor - protect).  For example, this methodology allowed for better assessment of disease transference risk between guanaco and sheep in Argentina.  Ranchers claimed that guanaco were the source of disease for sheep, so they killed guanacos. However, data demonstrated that sheep have much higher disease rates than guanaco and may pose a threat to guanaco, rather than vice versa. This strategy allowed WCS staff to work with ranchers to address the problem.

3) Recommending policy development and best practices.  A recent example is the current restrictions on importation of African rats in the wake of 2003’s monkeypox cases from prairie dog and giant pouched rat. In fact, monkeypox is a rodent virus but not rodent disease; to get to the bottom of the problem, Africans eating rodent bushmeat must be addressed.

Case study: Gorillas and human health in Gabon, Congo and Central African Republic

People and animals can frequently expose one another to diseases, including brucellosis, rabies, typhoid, salmonella and many other diseases.  Logging operations in Central Africa may be center points for potential disease exposure, particularly where hunting is widespread.  People are also huge sources of disease for wildlife, especially great apes [salmonella, viral diarrhea, polio, colds, flu, measles, tuberculosis (TB)].  In the wild, diseases can spread rapidly through a great ape population and cause great damage before any attempts at treatment may be possible.  Gorillas have antibodies to a number of diseases (which indicates exposure), but have no antibodies – and hence no immunity – for polio, measles, Ebola, dengue, etc. 

WCS is focusing strongly on capacity building to address wildlife disease and gorillas, and has developed technical manuals to guide data collection and monitoring of disease.  WCS now has unified methods for data collection across sites regarding Ebola exposure. The data were recently published in Science on 16 January 2004.  See: Leroy EM, Rouquet P, Formenty P, Souquiere S, Kilbourne A, Froment JM, Bermejo M, Smit S, Karesh W, Swanepoel R, Zaki SR, Rollin PE. 2004. “Multiple Ebola Virus Transmission Events and Rapid Decline of Central African Wildlife.” Science 303(5656):387-90.

Changing methods for treatment, prevention and education: 

Frequently, an outbreak of Ebola triggers a sudden influx of people in hazardous materials suits with disinfectant spray to rural villages in Central Africa.  Many local people will run away (and thus potentially spread the disease) rather than subject themselves to such treatment.  WCS recommends long-term relationships between local people and conservation projects, so that these groups can work together to share information about disease risks.  Recent results show an 80% decline in primate consumption following community awareness projects in some communities.  Women can particularly benefit, because they are the primary caretakers, particularly in times of disease. 

Awareness methods include song and dance groups to educate and raise awareness. “You get what you eat” is one of the primary messages of many community health programs.

When Pigs Do Fly: Global Transportation and Diseases
Wildlife markets bring together various species, creating situations where viruses can mix, recombine and shift to new species. SARS had an enormous impact, with its rapid global spread and linkage to wildlife trade in China. The current avian influenza outbreak is also making a big impact in Asia.  However, no wildlife component was included in the official teams brought in to address avian flu.

ONE HEALTH -It's all related and we have to work together 

A great deal of information is needed on health data from humans and wildlife and livestock, as well as networking between wildlife, human, and domestic animal health professionals. Financial, material and capacity building resources are required to address these issues. 

2. Moving Conservation AHEAD: Animal Health for the Environment And Development
Steve Osofsky, DVM, Senior Policy Advisor for Wildlife Health, WCS

http://wcs.org/media/general/x16.pdf
http://wcs.org/home/science/wildlifehealthscience/fvp/worldparkscongress/
Steve Osofsky explained that WCS’ AHEAD program stresses the importance of examining wildlife and domestic animal health within the context of human needs, agroindustrial interests, government perspectives, local and global economic forces, etc.  Short- and long-term monitoring is critical for addressing wildlife disease and for understanding intersections with other health issues and with conservation in general. 

Land use choices and health implications:

During a session at the 2003 World Parks Congress in Durban South Africa, Southern and Eastern African experts came together at the WCS-organized “Southern and East African Experts Panel on Designing Successful Conservation and Development Interventions at the Wildlife/Livestock Interface: Implications for Wildlife, Livestock, and Human Health”.
This is where the WCS AHEAD (Animal Health for the Environment And Development) initiative was launched. This was the premier forum for bringing together experts to tackle many of the interrelated health and conservation challenges facing East and Southern Africa. Steve introduced esteemed colleagues via video clips, starting with Dr. Richard Kock’s opening speech, which focused on the realities of poverty and lack of market access in Africa, and the need to catalyze effective change both in the policy arena, and on the ground.  Steve used the critically important Great Limpopo Transfrontier Conservation Area (or “Peace Park”) to illustrate a scenario wherein the political process is potentially at risk of moving faster than the scientific processes needed to safely recreate a wildlife-friendly land-use mosaic of that tri-national scale.  He emphasized the importance of knowing about wildlife, livestock and human health status in each part of the landscape being reconnected in order to successfully create a biological corridor without simultaneously leading to the spread of dangerous pathogens or disease vectors (like Tsetse flies).  The bovine TB prevalent in Kruger National Park, the sleeping sickness moving down from northern Zimbabwe (the Kruger has been free of this for nearly a century), the fact that rabies is a big problem in Mozambique but absent in wildlife in Kruger – are all factors which must be taken into account.  A clip of Dr. Anita Michel, world authority on TB epidemiology in the region, underscored the importance of a multidisciplinary approach, as she addressed the complicated health challenges facing a conservation area such as the Great Limpopo TFCA, and the importance of integration between policy and practice- especially when working in a part of the world where HIV/AIDS prevalence is so high.  Again, the “one health” message was clear.

Additional clips of other colleagues WCS had invited to the World Parks forum were presented, and further examples of landscapes such as the Caprivi in northern Namibia (conservancies) and the DRC-Rwanda-Uganda region- home to the world’s last mountain gorillas, were discussed- all places where integration between policy and practice is key to animal health, public health, and indeed to successful wildlife conservation. Steve re-capped that animal health issues are critical to land-use planning, and showed a clip of rural sociologist Mike Murphree telling an anecdote that aptly illustrated the interplay of rural livelihood needs, agricultural policy and land-use choices and decisions.  This again reinforced Steve’s earlier comments about the importance of a ‘rigorous diagnostic and therapeutic approach’ to addressing conservation problems.  Steve then showed a clip of Dr. Mike Kock, a wildlife veterinarian with decades of experience across Africa (Mike is now based in southern Africa for the WCS Field Veterinary Program) making the point that health needs to be viewed as a tool for wildlife conservation, as ill-health, poverty, the emergence of infectious diseases, and conservation are all interconnected.

Steve summed up by saying that the linkages between health and the environment must be made explicit to decision-makers around the world- including here at home.  “In short, I think we all have to look beyond the limits of our own professional training to solve real world problems. Few large-scale problems can be addressed without a collaborative, multidisciplinary approach.

-Good on-the-ground conservation programs function in tandem with sound policy development and implementation.

-Whether one likes it or not, wildlife conservation is primarily about people, about addressing human needs. Fortunately, the conservation of natural resources, whether they be forests or freshwater or broader biodiversity, is almost always in the best interest of local people over the long-term.  As conservationists, much of our job is helping to connect those dots in the short-term.

The children of today will soon be in the driver’s seat. It is obvious that if national and international policies can’t be steered off of their current trajectories, the world will be increasingly plagued by the short- and long-term impacts of ecosystem collapse driven by overpopulation, overconsumption, deforestation, biological impoverishment, and all of the rest of the threats we’ve been talking about…. All of these issues relate directly or indirectly to health- health in a global sense, health in a societal sense, and health as a basic human desire.”

3. Research, Policy, and Practice: Social and Structural Concerns for Improving Wildlife, Human and Ecosystem Health

Rebecca Hardin, Ph.D., Harvard University/ University of Michigan

Basic research in social sciences reveals numerous important factors regarding wildlife and human health, including obstacles and risks, histories, powerful ideologies, as well as realistic solutions for integrating and monitoring the health of wildlife, humans, ecosystems and economies.

Rebecca Hardin emphasized the importance of including the humanities as well as social science in our research and teaching about conservation. She illustrated this with a quote from Camus' The Plague, pointing out the narrative’s valuable linkages to human and animal diseases as they can affect peoples all over the globe. She noted the author’s having grown up as a poor Algerian under French colonialism, and how such experiences shape reactions by local people to today’s conservation and public health initiatives.   Humanities can be an excellent source of stories to support conservation efforts, raising awareness about the fact that, when it comes to emergent disease, we are ALL  “local people.”  

Vision statement: Integrated health research should include communication between academic and applied organizations, better protocols for protecting/treating wildlife and humans, more powerful mechanisms for monitoring state and corporate practices, and more responsive health systems.

History

The idea of "epidemiological transition" (meaning that certain diseases were no longer problematic such as polio, measles, etc.) came to the forefront in the 1960s and 1970s for developed countries, and caused some complacency about disease control and monitoring. Health interventions were then often conceived at national levels, under the rubric of international development, focused on behavioral frameworks (biological and scocioeconomic).  Unfortunately, there was inattention to role of larger processes at work, including global development, travel, etc.

Where are we today? 

· Recognition of the "single disease pool" aspects of disease transfer

· Acknowledgement of health structural causes/factors such as poverty

· Proliferation of responses to these challenges and growth and fragmentation in emerging field of research/policy

Bad News

Money and knowledge are power, and development is seen as tantamount to uncontrolled  economic growth. Corporate actors seek and have enormous power (this can also be positive, but we must sort out the opportunities and constraints).  Health is addressed on a crisis basis, often as a response to perceived threats to affluent world, typically through procedures derived from military ideology (containment and combat).  There is also an unfortunate climate of competition and suspicion, including a strong public suspicion of science, high competition among projects/practitioners (a symptom of a weak economy), and lower and lower public literacy on these complex issues.  In the academic “Ivory Tower,” there is high competition among scholars that makes collaboration difficult, little time for exploratory approaches to integrated health science, and few incentives for application of research (publish, publish, publish or perish). 

Good News: 

There are growing numbers of institutions with specific mandates to find, observe and address linkages between wildlife and human health.  The ABCG has been exploring the linkages between HIV/AIDS and natural resource management.  Impacts include loss of conservation capacity, increased resource use, changes in land use. See ABCG’s website for examples of coping strategies.   http://www.frameweb.org/ev.php?URL_ID=6786&URL_DO=DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTION=201&reload=1056639220
Other good news is the proliferation of cross-program initiatives, including the Bushmeat Crisis Task Force, WCS’s AHEAD program, FRAME/Tracker, Consortium for Conservation Medicine, and the World Health Organization’s (WHO) action against infection and program on communicable disease. However, it must be asked whether the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and others are moving fast and far enough on these issues? 

Other good news from academia includes groundbreaking applied and scholarly research by natural and social scientists alike. An example of the former: Andy Dobson (ecology/biology: brucellosis in Yellowstone, rinderpest in Africa, and worms in Scottish Grouse). An example of the latter: Paul Farmer (medicine/anthropology HIV/AIDS in Haiti, infections and inequality worldwide). There are also multiple broader teams/working groups that span professional school/basic research gaps such as International Society for Ecosystem Health (ISEH)/Harvard group combining anthropology/political science with virology and ecology. Examples of their work include paleoecology of ebola virus, work on tracking and trapping viruses in relation to urbanization; and identification of SIV lineages.  There is also a greater recognition of the relevance of colonial histories and trade histories and the origin of diseases (again, a link to the humanities).

Strategies- What Can the Conservation Community Choose?

Short or Medium Term Strategy:

Work within existing biosecurity frameworks? 

Advantages are that there is existing interest at high levels, existing resources for training/ surveillance, and highly privatized dynamism.

Disadvantages are the potential alienation of affected populations, some evidence that such processes can foster conflict, hence speed infectious disease spread (King, et al).

Long Term Strategy: 

Seek alternatives to militarization and security paradigms.

Advantages include engaging actors not already implicated but interested in social change.  However this could be more costly (re: infrastructure/equipment).

Disadvantages are that more transparency can mean more bureaucracy, and efforts may compete with territorialization rather than piggy backing.  Is this compatible with protected areas?

Regardless of strategies, we should map existing expertise:

Starting to Map Environmental Science:

National Center for Ecological Analysis and Synthesis – UC Santa Barbara

http://www.nceas.ucsb.edu/fmt/doc?/frames.html
Center for Environmental Research and Conservation – Columbia University

http://www.cerc.columbia.edu/index2.htm
The Center for Environmental Research and Conservation (CERC) is a consortium of world class scientific institutions: Columbia University, the American Museum of Natural History, The New York Botanical Garden, Wildlife Conservation Society, and Wildlife Trust 

Starting to Map Public Health/ Environmental Management:

Global Institute of Sustainable Forestry – Yale University 

http://research.yale.edu/gisf/index.html
Corporate Environmental Management Program –University of Michigan Business and Natural Resources Schools

Global Health Programs, University of Michigan School of Public Health (Mark Wilson); University of Wisconsin (Jonathan Patz)

Starting to Map Medical and Biological Modeling Resources:

Harvard Medical School Center for Health and the Global Environment (Eric Chivian, Paul Epstein)

Emory University (Peter Brown, and others)

Princeton University (Dobson and others…ecological and medical modeling

What else can we do next?

· Educate people in high risk areas, and in high investment capacity communities, about risk factors and conservation challenges

· Map expertise better, to build more research networks across institutions and expertise areas

· Secure viable protected areasand training programs for future natural history and ecological/ epidemiological research on viruses

· provide economic alternatives to people in high risk areas, who may otherwise engage in activities (such as commercial bushmeat hunting) associated with viral disease risk.

How:

Training programs at University and local expert levels; facilitation of education and exchange across contexts (South Asia, Latin America, Africa)

A mixed short term/long term strategy, intermediate interventions and expertise mapping—results: 

· Better information flow for responding to specific outbreaks/emergence events

· More constant engagement with structural causes/issues

· Capacity building for various levels of expertise—creation of a next generation of managers/monitors/medical personnel

Spin Control and Smart Moves 

· Being responsible about popular (mis) understandings of risk to avoid panic, etc. 

· Not blaming nor patronizing “local people.”  We are ALL “ local people”  when it comes to this. We must learn from one another, and quick! 

· Avoiding kill offs through accurate info/monitoring

· Selecting pathogens/regions for emphasis to key decision makers? What does our expertise map tell us about what should be our priorities for resources? 
Roundtable Discussion & Other Relevant Organizations:

Following the presentations, there was an informal roundtable discussion by NGOs and government agency participants to share information about their activities to address the connections between the wildlife health/domestic animal health/ human health interface. 
1. Consortium for Conservation Medicine (CCM) 

www.conservationmedicine.org
Nikkita Patel introduced CCM, a collaborative research organization including five partners: Tufts University, Harvard Medical School, USGS National Wildlife Health Center, Johns Hopkins University School of Public Health and the Wildlife Trust. CCM focuses on linkages between anthropogenic and environmental change, biodiversity conservation.  Pathogen pollution is also a primary project and the subject of a NSF grant.  Recently, CCM member Wildlife Trust Alliance issued a Declaration and press release calling for a re-assessment of practices in the wildlife trade for food and pets, citing the risks of disease and threats to endangered species’ populations.  CCM is also working on a collaborative effort in Latin America to examine wildlife trade there and any needs for Customs intervention. CCM members are also very active on West Nile Virus and Nipah Virus. 

2. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:  Office of Management Authority (OMA)

www.fws.gov
Bruce Weisgold reviewed OMA’s interest in wildlife and diseases, and stressed the role of law enforcement in controlling illegal imports into the U.S.  He cautioned that a great deal of wildlife comes into the U.S. that is not recorded.  Smuggling problems are an enormous challenge, with only 85 wildlife inspectors in the entire port system. 

3. U.S. Department of Agriculture: Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS)

www.aphis.usda.gov
Carl Castleton reviewed several different APHIS units that may be important to this issue, including Veterinary Services (including diagnostic labs which work to prevent the entrance of new disease), Plant Protection and Quarantine (although much of their responsibility has been transferred to the Department of Homeland Security) and International Services (looking at capacity building and preventative efforts). International Services is now expanding their activities in Africa, with a new office in Dakar, Senegal (Dr. Cheryl French) and potential diplomatic interventions on bushmeat.  Castleton stressed the importance of working together with other agencies, including the Department of Homeland Security. 

4. U.S. Department of State, Bureau of Oceans and International Environmental and Scientific Affairs (OES)

www.state.gov/g/oes/
Dana Roth explained that bushmeat is becoming an increasingly important issue for the Department of State, particularly as a key issue at the wildlife/public health interface. OES has worked with BCTF and continues to support the Congo Basin Forest Partnership (CBFP), which includes a bushmeat component. OES has also been involved with the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) Bushmeat Liaison Group, which is moving slowly. OES is also very interested in the progress of the Convention on International Trade of Endangered Species of Flora and Fauna (CITES) Bushmeat Working Group. A recent meeting was held at the International Health Affairs Office at the Department of State regarding health issues at the domestic animal/wildlife/public health interface. This meeting brought together many agencies and offices and several follow-ups are expected in the near future, including a larger roundtable on bushmeat. 

5. Wildlife Conservation Society, Federal Affairs Department

www.wcs.org
Kelly Aylward reviewed WCS’s efforts in communicating with the U.S. Congress regarding their veterinary and other scientific work.  Monkeypox clearly got the government’s attention towards this issue, leading to a Congressional hearing last summer. The Centers for Disease Control (CDC) responded quickly and well, but there were also huge gaps in terms of interagency efforts demonstrated.  It is clear that crises affecting human health elicit rapid action from policy makers. However, WCS would like to promote more pro-active steps.  

6. Congo Basin Forest Partnership (CBFP)

www.cbfp.org
Ambassador David Kaeuper presented an overview of CBFP, which is composed of 29 members, including U.S. NGOs, U.S. Government, European Governments, Japanese Government, Congo Basin Governments and others. The website was recently launched. Ambassador Kaeuper pledged to include the results of this meeting on the CBFP website. 

7. International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW)

www.ifaw.org
Kelvin Alie explained IFAW’s involvement in animal welfare and conservation as an advocacy-based organization with offices in 15 countries.  IFAW has become very focused on bushmeat and wildlife trade, particularly regarding the health aspects of bushmeat.  IFAW’s U.K. office is involved with UK/EU Bushmeat Campaign.  During a press conference last week in the U.K., it was announced that 80% of people in U.K. are concerned about bushmeat and health.  Due to past problems with foot and mouth disease, people have become more aware of and concerned about novel disease introductions. 

8. Africa Biodiversity Collaborative Group (ABCG) and World Wildlife Fund-US (WWF US)

www.abcg.org
http://www.frameweb.org/ev.php?URL_ID=6786&URL_DO=DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTION=201&reload=1056639220
www.wwfus.org
Judy Oglethorpe of WWF showed ABCG’s recent poster on the impacts of HIV/AIDS on conservation and natural resource management. The poster and a report from a workshop in Nairobi outline possible responses to these complex issues for the conservation sector.  Security and AIDS orphans are two enormous problems for future conservation efforts.

9. Intellibridge Corporation

www.intellibridge.com
Joseph Dudley reviewed a new pilot project for APHIS (similar to the ProMED bulletin system) that would seek out information on disease outbreaks indicators and warnings globally. This information would be bundled into an email digest of summaries and links to resources and could serve as an early warning system for disease outbreaks. In Fall 2003, the Bangkok Post ran an article that may have been an early indicator for avian influenza, but the Thai government may have suppressed this information, which could have prevented a great deal of the outbreak. 

10. E.U. Parliament Committee on Public Health and Environmental Policy

www.europarl.eu.int/comparl/envi/default_en.htm
Monica Brett explained that the E.U. Parliament Committee on Public Health and Environmental Policy is now working on a project examining the transmission and monitoring of diseases and how this relates to human consumption patterns.  Funding mechanisms will be available for NGOs and others involved in these issues.  The project also aims to facilitate transatlantic dialogue on this subject and is now planning a meeting for April 2004. 

11. American Zoo and Aquarium Association (AZA) 

www.aza.org  

Steve Olsen of AZA’s Government Affairs gave a brief overview of AZA’s involvement with legislative work and U.S. agencies, including support for the Multinational Species Conservation Funds.  AZA members and collaborators are now seeking to add animal health/wildlife disease aspect to these funds. 

Questions and Answers (Q&A) Regarding Presentations

Additional points raised during a brief Q&A section included questions about where the original reservoir for Ebola in tropical Africa is (which is still unknown) and whether it is important to examine diet as central factor in much of these issues. 

Next Steps

Heather E. Eves, Bushmeat Crisis Task Force (BCTF)

www.bushmeat.org
Heather Eves reviewed the importance of health issues regarding the bushmeat crisis. BCTF began in same month as the publication of the first study on the link between HIV/AIDS and bushmeat.  As noted by several speakers, public health impacts tend to elicit rapid response from government stakeholders and other key decision makers.  As BCTF was established to coordinate and collaborate information management on these issues, it is appropriate to move forward with a more formal process for linking conservationists, government agencies, health professionals, veterinarians and others regarding the linkages between bushmeat consumption and public health.  The CITES Bushmeat Working Group may also incorporate this issue into their upcoming resolution for the next Convention of Parties to CITES in Bangkok.  BCTF has worked with many separate government agencies that have contacted BCTF for information or resources.  In the past several years, we have seen a tremendous rise in information and awareness of bushmeat in U.S.  BCTF recently assisted with a document submitted to the Deputy Assistant Secretary of OES that included bushmeat recommendations.  BCTF has also worked with Senator Lamar Alexander's office regarding a Congressional bushmeat resolution.  Within the U.S. Government, there are many different jurisdictions that can link together to address the issue, and clearly, there is a great deal of interest from various sectors. 

At this time, BCTF would be pleased to work with OES in assisting with the upcoming intergovernmental roundtable on bushmeat and health.  In addition, the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars has offered to co-host an event targeted at key decision makers regarding bushmeat and disease (sometime after May).  This is an excellent opportunity to link together various stakeholders regarding this critical issue. 

Issues for consideration for an upcoming event on bushmeat and health included:

· At what level should such an event be focused?  Some recommended focusing on imports of bushmeat into the U.S., while others felt that this topic could be an initial draw to bring stakeholders together, while we could encourage deeper engagement with the issue and its underlying drivers. 

· Steve Osofsky (WCS) recommended encouraging stakeholders to shift from reactive to proactive strategies. U.S. strategic interests are the hook into this issue, with bushmeat as a threat to human health as well as to wildlife and livestock / agriculture in U.S. 

· James Deutsch (WCS) and Steve Osofsky (WCS) mentioned that the Africa Policy Advisory Panel (APAP) drafted policy recommendations to Secretary of State Colin Powell for an African Conservation Initiative that included bushmeat (including a strong link to wildlife health). The Panel, for which the U.S. Congress authorized monies in the 2003 omnibus spending bill, guides a review of U.S.-Africa policy. The Initiative recommends three priorities for enhanced U.S. leadership: 1) addressing the growing problem of illegal and unsustainable commercial exploitation of bushmeat, 2) conserving transboundary ecosystems, and 3) linking natural resource management to good governance and conflict prevention.  The process continues although Assistant Secretary Kansteiner, who is chairing the APAP, is no longer with the U.S. Department of State. 

· Cynthia Moses (Moses Films) stressed the importance of local level interventions and connecting U.S. activities to action on the ground in Africa. 

· Rebecca Hardin (Harvard U./McGill U./University of Michigan) noted that an event of this sort would link very well with BCTF’s Phase II that plans to focus on information management, engaging key decision makers, education and training, and public awareness. 

· Dana Roth expressed the State Department’s interest in wildlife trafficking and the linkages that it may have with illegal drug trafficking. It may be difficult to make discrete divisions with these issues.

· Kelly Aylward (WCS) pointed out that members of the U.S. Congress have not been very involved with this level of discussions and planning, and should be included in any future steps.

· Other participants urged including “mainstream” health organizations such as WHO, schools of public health and the Department of Homeland Security in future discussions.

Heather E. Eves wrapped up the meeting by inviting participants to continue to collaborate on these issues. The meeting organizers will keep everyone informed on progress towards a larger key decision maker-focused event and invited further participation in that. 
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	Jeffery.s.Austin@aphis.usda.gov

	USDA-APHIS
	Carl W. Castleton 
	Carl.w.Castleton@aphis.usda.gov

	
	
	

	US Fish & Wildlife Service-DIC
	Jeff Flocken
	Jeff_flocken@fws.gov

	US Fish & Wildlife Service
	Richard Ruggiero
	Richard_ruggiero@fws.gov

	US Fish & Wildlife Service-DMA
	Bruce Weissgold
	Bruce_weissgold@fws.gov

	US Fish & Wildlife Service-DMA
	Ann St. John
	Anne_stjoh@fws.gov

	Wetlands International
	Melanie Steinkamp
	mjsteinkamp@earthlink.net

	Wildlife Conservation Society
	James Deutsch
	jdeutsch@wcs.org

	Wildlife Conservation Society
	Kelly Aylward
	kaylward@wcs.org

	Wildlife Conservation Society
	Billy Karesh
	wkaresh@wcs.org

	Wildlife Conservation Society
	Steve Osofsky
	sosofsky@wcs.org

	Wildlife Conservation Society
	Sharon Guynup
	sguy@cybernet.net

	World Wildlife Fund
	Caroline Mitten
	Caroline.mitten@wwfus.org

	World Wildlife Fund
	Judy Oglethorpe
	Judy.Oglethorpe@wwfus.org

	World Wildlife Fund
	Allard Blom
	Allard.blom@wwfus.org


Contact Information:

For more information about the meeting, see: http://www.frameweb.org/ev.php?ID=6782_201&ID2=DO_TOPIC
and contact:

The Africa Biodiversity Collaborative Group (ABCG) comprises U.S.-based international conservation non-governmental organizations with field-based activities in Africa.  ABCG organizations include: African Wildlife Foundation, Conservation International, IUCN-The World Conservation Union, Wildlife Conservation Society, World Resources Institute, and World Wildlife Fund.  ABCG explores emerging conservation issues, shares lessons learned, and seeks opportunities for collaboration.  Recent issues explored by ABCG include: The Linkages between HIV/AIDS and Natural Resource Management; Compensation for Land Lost for Protected Areas; Global Climate Change: Biodiversity Impacts and Conservation Responses in Africa; Private Sector Issues in Marine Tourism in Africa, etc.  ABCG has been funded by The John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation, The Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund, and USAID.  See:  http://www.abcg.org
The Bushmeat Crisis Task Force (BCTF) is a consortium of conservation organizations and scientists dedicated to the conservation of wildlife populations threatened by commercial hunting of wildlife for sale as meat. The BCTF operates under the direction of an elected Steering Committee and is funded by Supporting and Contributing Members. Our primary goals are to: a) work with the general members of the BCTF to focus attention on the bushmeat crisis in Africa; b) establish an information database and mechanisms for information sharing regarding the bushmeat issue; c) facilitate engagement of African partners and stakeholders in addressing the bushmeat issue; and d) promote collaborative decision-making, fund-raising and actions among the members and associates of the BCTF.  

See: http://www.bushmeat.org
The Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS) saves wildlife and wild lands through careful science, international conservation, education, and the management of the world's largest system of urban wildlife parks. Together, these activities change individual attitudes toward nature and help people imagine wildlife and humans living in sustainable interaction on both a local and a global scale.  

See: http://www.wcs.org
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