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Good afternoon, Speaker Johnson, Chairman Espinal, the Committee on
Consumer Affairs, and Council Members. My name is Christine Kim and | am a
Senior Community Liaison at the Mayor’s Community Affairs Unit, and | work
primarily on animal welfare issues. I-amjoined on-the paneltoday by two other
colleagues from the Administration: Lindsay Greene, Senior Advisor to the Deputy
Mayor for Housing & Economic Development, and Casey Adams, Director of City
Legislative Affairs at the Department of Consumer Affairs. We are pleased to
represent Mayor Bill de Blasio’s administration here today. Ms. Greene and | will
be testifying today and Mr. Adams will be joining us for Q&A.

| am pleased to be here today to discuss animal welfare, which is a priority of this
Administration. Like the Council, we are committed to advancing animal
protection causes, and | want to specifically thank you, Speaker Johnson, for your
personal commitment to animal welfare issues over the last several years.

The Mayor has long supported progressive animal welfare legislation, signed
many bills into law to protect animals, and implemented bold and positive policies
for animals ranging from companion animals to wildlife.

Mayor de Blasio is also the first and only Mayor to have an animal welfare liaison
to be the direct link between City Hall and the animal welfare community. He has
been listening and responding to the concerns of animal advocates since day one.

For example, in collaboration with the City Council, the Mayor has invested an
unprecedented amount of funding into Animal Care Centers of NYC, which is our
open-admission, municipal animal shelter system. Just last year, the Mayor and



Speaker announced an additional $3M for Animal Care Centers’, bringing their
FY19 budget to a record $17.6M. As a result, Animal Care Centers is at a historic
94% placement rate, making it a national leader in the placement of dogs, cats,
and rabbits. ‘

In 2016, the Mayor announced a plan to bring full-service animal care centers to
each of our five boroughs for the first time—as well as a stand-alone adoption
center next to our Manhattan Shelter— further increasing our ability to adopt out
animals, prevent the surrender of animals, and provide critical animal services to
our communities. With the support of the City Council, we are now well

underway, having locked in‘sites for care centers in the Bronx'and Queens. This -~ =~~~ ===~

commitment to shelter animals has been cemented in the past year when we
sighed a 34-year contract to ensure the stability Animal Care Centers needs in
order to continue to deliver positive outcomes for our shelter animals for decades
to come. ' '

We have also worked with City Council to enact a number of pet shop laws which
ultimately reduce the number of surrendered and homeless animals in our
shelters. These laws include a mandate to spay and neuter dogs and cats sold in
pet shops, the banning of the sales of dogs and cats sourced from puppy and
kitten mills, and the banning of the sales of rabbits in pet shops. And, thanks to
the Council’s leadership, all new pet shops and 24 hours veterinary clinics are now
required to have fire sprinkier systems.

Recently, the Mayor announced that all New York City public schools will
partiéipate in Meatless Mondays, which will affect 1.1 million students. Not only
will our schools, as well as all 11 of our public hospitals, be serving vegetarian
meals on Mondays, but all city agencies will be required to phase out processed
meats and reduce their beef purchases by 50%, as directed by the Mayor’s Green
New Deal to combat climate change. ' '

In addition to his many accomplishments for animals used for food and
companion animals, the Mayor has shown extraordinary commitment to wildlife.



The brand new, state of the art animal shelter in the Bronx, to be completed by
2024, will not only be for companion animals, but will also feature a clinic and
education center for NYC’s only federally licensed wildlife rehabilitation center.

The Mayor is also demonstrating the feasibility and success of large-scale, non-
lethal wildlife management with the implementation of the City’s deer impact
management plan, which has already lead to a deer population reduction of
approximately 15%. This is a dramatic example of a humane and scientifically
cutting edge alternative to hunting and conventional, lethal methods of wildlife
management. And through the city’s WildlifeNYC campaign, we are promoting the
safe co-existence of wildlife and people, and managing other impacts of deer in -
our urban environment.

In 2017, the Mayor was pleased to support a bill that Speaker Johnson was a lead
co-sponsor of: to ban wild and exotic animals from circuses in the city. Wild
animals do not exist for our entertainment, nor do they exist to be made into
luxury apparel to be worn when there are modern and synthetic alternatives.
Fur's time has come and gone in terms of the fashion industry. A lot of the leading
figures in fashion agree and they have stopped using fur. It is inhumane.

While we believe there are possible changes that would improve the bill’s
implementation and effectiveness, the prohibition on the sale of fur aligns with
the Mayor’s perspective on animal welfare. As we understand it, there is no such
thing as humane production of fur. The Mayor supports Intro 1476 to make New
York City the first city on the East Coast and the largest city in the country to ban |
the sale of fur. We look forward to discussing and working with the Council on the
details of this bill. Now | turn to my colleague, Lindsay Greene, who will discuss
the Administration’s feedback on the proposed bill. Thank you.
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Introduction

Good morning, Speaker Johnson, Chairman Espinal, the Committee on Consumer
Affairs, and Council Members. 1 am Lindsay Greene, Senior Advisor to the Deputy
Mayor for Housing & Economic Development. | focus on policy that involves economic
development and business regulation, among other topics. Thank you for inviting me.
and my colleagues to testify on proposed legislation to ban the sale of fur apparel in
New York City. 4 .

As you know, Mayor de Blasio has always been a strong animal welfare advocate. As
you have already heard from Ms. Kim, under Mayor de Blasio’s leadership, the
Administration has deepened its commitment to support animal welfare in NYC. Having
highlighted those accomplishments and our ongoing partnerships with the Council, |
wanted to provide some specific feedback on the bill at hand.

Intro. 1476-A seeks to prohibit the sale of all fur apparel in NYC, with proposed
exemptions for used fur items or for items worn for religious custom.

The Administration supports the Speaker’s bill, as it is consistent with our history of
supporting animal welfare values. We want to specifically thank you, Speaker Johnson,
for your leadership on this issue and for your work addressing animal welfare issues
over the last several years.

With regards to this specific legislation, | want to quickly touch on anticipated
enforcement practices.

The Administration wants to ensure that the fur prohibition is clear, easy to understand,
and enforceable. This will increase the likelihood of compliance, which is a benefit to all
parties, including businesses and their customers, and the best outcome for the broad
animal welfare goals of the proposed legislation.
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We recognize the need for the carefully crafted exemptions for used fur apparel and the
need for religious sensitivity for fur apparel worn as part of a religious custom. In most
cases, only the owner of a piece of apparel will be in a position to know whether that
piece is used, is constructed from other used pieces, or is worn as a matter of religious
custom.

As currently drafted, the proposed legislation includes these exemption and we believe
this language could be clearer.

Therefore, we believe that this bill should place the burden of proving that a piece of fur
apparel qualifies for an exemption upon the person most likely to have the information
~ needed to make that determination: the person who chooses to sell it.

This approach will make the bill more enforceable and ensure that only fur apparel that
genuinely qualifies for an exemption will remain on the market.

We also recognize that this bill, while achieving progress from an animal welfare issues
perspective, would impact businesses and workers in this sector. One option we’'ve
heard proposed is to allow for a phase-in and adjustment period that will maximize
businesses’ ability to adapt to this significant new business environment. On the merits,
it would be a way to allow businesses the opportunity to transition to fur apparel that is
used or vintage or higher-end faux fur, as have many fashion houses. This proposal, as
well as others that we expect will come from such businesses that engage in the
legislative process regarding this proposal, all warrant consideration.

In conclusion, | would like to reiterate that Mayor de Blasio is a strong supporter of
animal welfare issues. | want to again-thank Speaker Johnson, for his leadership on this
issue and commitment to animal welfare during his tenure. The Mayor and his
Administration support Speaker Johnson’s bill and recognize that there are many details
to be refined in order to most effectively implement it. We look forward to working
with Council to do just that during the legislative process.

Thank you for your time. We are happy to take any questions you may have.
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Hello. Thank you Council member Espinal and the committee for allowing me to speak. My name is
Kathy Nizzari. I'm a board member of Voters for Animal Rights and the Manhattan Solid Waste
Advisory Board.

The barbarity of practices like skinning an animal alive while fully conscious should be reason enough
to ban the sale of fur. What impact does it have on the environment and human health?

Tincluded 2 pages of references for you so I won't go into great detail. The World Bank calls fur one of
the top five worst industries for toxic metal pollution. A fur coat takes twenty times more energy to
produce than a faux fur coat. Don't be misled. European countries have actually barned “fur is green”
advertising because it is false. Fur is heavily dependent on fossil fuels and electricity, is intensely
polluting to air and water, kills marine life. Fur traps capture endangered species and family pets. Fur
processors have been fined by the EPA and use at least 14 chemicals classified by the EPA, OSHA and
other agencies as human carcinogens, causing cancer, leukemia, hormonal imbalances and respiratory
problems as they are absorbed through the skin and nose and remain in the body for 20 years.
Forbidden levels have even be found in children's apparel and the American Journal of Industrial
Medicine associated fur processing with an increase in women's breast cancer. Fur puts human health at
risk, both for the worker and the. consumer. It has no place in our future or in New York City's Green
New Deal.

The GND is about to change everything. Its primary goal is to achieve net zero emissions by
eliminating fossil fuels and toxic pollution from our environment, manufacturing, agriculture, and other
industries, which will guarantee clean air and water. And it aims to protect endangered species.

By eliminating fossil fuels, no one is saying coal miners and oil workers should lose their jobs. Green
New Deal calls for training to transition these workers to green energy jobs. In the same way we would
like to see the people who work with fur transition to other textiles., How?

Manhattan Borough President Gale Brewer created the Garment Center Steering Committee followed
by Speaker Corey Johnson and the City Council recently approving a plan that will help garment
workers move into the future. The city and the Council of Fashion Designers of America are launching
a $14 million-dollar expansion of the Fashion Manufacturing Initiative, providing grants to support
existing employees with training to work with emerging technologies, and upgrade local
manufacturing. What better use than to transition fur workers to new textiles.

As well, I've spoken with the leadership at Parsons School of Fashion who are interested in discussing
a relationship where students can teach furriers about cutting edge textiles.

And, T've spoken with leaders in the faux fur industry whose designs sell at prices equivalent to fur,
They would also be willing to help furriers. Some of these designers have actually closed the loop by
creating a circular economy. They clean the plastic pollution out of the ocean, utilize it in
manufacturing, which can then be upcycled to other products. It's brilliant, it's clean, and it's the future.

Four California cities have already banned fur and the state introduced a bill. New Yorkers no longer
have extended winters due to climate change. Fur's days are numbered. The industry has an opportunity
to transition to a compassionate business model and forge ahead into the future, or go the way of
Blockbuster and switchboard operators.
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Thank you Chair Espinal and members of the committee for the opportunity to submit our position
on the proposed legislation that would ban the sale of fur apparel in New York City. Tapestry and
Capri Holdings are global houses of luxury and lifestyle brands, including Coach, kate spade new
york, Stuart Weitzman, Michael Kors, Jimmy Choo, and Versace. Each of our brands has
developed a meaningful presence in New York and many were originally founded here. Tapestry
established its global corporate headquarters in New York, and each of the Capri Holdings’ brands
has a meaningful corporate presence in New York City. Collectively, we employ thousands of
full and part time workers across the city. We are proud of our New York presence and are
energized by the opportunity to continue to grow here.

The legislation as proposed, without an exception for the use of shearling and hair-on
cowhide, is overly broad and would have a far-reaching negative impact on the city’s
economy and the fashion industry based here.

The legislation as currently drafted defines “fur” in such a way that captures shearling, or the skin
of a sheep with the fleece or wool still attached, and hair-on cowhide. The capture of these two
materials in the proposed ban will result in excess environmental waste and makes the ban
inconsistent with similar legislation that has been enacted or is proposed in other jurisdictions in
the U.S., including in New York state.

‘Both shearling and hair-on cowhide are by-products of the meat industry, meaning that the
animals being used are not harvested solely for their hides. These animals are not raised for the
primary purpose of being worn and it is estimated that approximately 95% of the value of a sheep
to a farmer is in its meat, not its hide. If brands such as ours are banned from selling products that
use shearling or hair-on cowhide, those hides would be wasted, resulting in that usable material
being sent to landfills, burned or otherwise destroyed. In fact, Speaker Johnson himself noted that
leather is excepted from the proposed ban as those hides are primarily harvested for food — the
same is the case for shearling and hair-on cowhide and, as such, ghearling and hair-on cowhide
should be excepted from any ban on fur.

Many of our brands have already adopted “no-fur” policies that reflect this more broadly-accepted
definition of fur in response to consumer demand and to advance sustainable business practices.



In its recently announced policy, Coach defined fur as “all types of real fur, including mink, coyote,
karakul (otherwise known as Swakara, Persian lamb or astrakhan), raccoon dog, fox, rabbit, and
all other species specially bred or caught for fur.” This definition — and the definition of “fur”
used in similar “fur free” policies adopted by other brands such as Michael Kors, Jimmy Choo and
Versace - specifically excludes shearling, hair-on cowhide and other animals not specifically killed
for their hide. In fact, Ralph Lauren adopted a similar policy and instead uses shearling as a
substitute for “fur” in its fur-like products, consistent with its longstanding “no-fur” policy.

Many brands that use animal-based materials in their products, including the brands of Tapestry
and Capri Holdings, have committed to upholding animal welfare standards throughout their
supply chain. Other fashion companies, such as PVH and Kering, have also adopted guiding
principles for animal-based materials, and many brands require raw material suppliers,
manufacturers and licensing partners to achieve high quality animal welfare standards that are
audited, set forth expectations for the ethical treatment of animals and/or source from countries
with robust animal welfare legislation regimes.

Like the Council, a number of state and local governments around the country have enacted or are
evaluating fur sale bans in their jurisdictions. Each of these pieces of legislation specifically
include exceptions, including those for shearling and hair-on cowhide, including those enacted in
San Francisco, Berkeley and Los Angeles, California, as well as, those proposed in California,
Hawaii and New York state. The only enacted ban in the U.S. that does not include such an
exception is in effect in a small locality and was the first piece of legislation of its kind; the thinking
on this position has uniformly evolved since its enactment in 2013. In fact, anti-“fur” groups that
support fur ban legislation have distinguished shearling and hair-on cowhide from “fur” in the
past.

Lastly, a ban on fur without reasonable exclusions in New York City would have a negative effect
on the creativity of the brands and fashion industry that are based here. Brands are driven by
design teams responsible for conceptualizing and directing the design of their products.
Eliminating their ability to do so freely by selecting the materials that they use will negatively
impact creativity, product development and, ultimately, consumer choice and business success.
The selection of component materials is an informed decision made by brand teams based on
analysis of market trends and customer expectations and is integral to the day-to-day operation of
business and should not be legislated.

The promotion of sustainable efforts and responsible business practices are values similarly held
by both the Council and each of Tapestry and Capri Holdings. It is our collective belief that the
legislation as proposed does not effectively further either of these values and, therefore, reasonable
exclusions should be made for shearling and hair-on cowhide.

Thank you.
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Good afternoon. 1 am Michelle Villagomez, New York City Legislative Senior
Director for the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA). I
would like to thank the Consumer Affairs Committee and Chairman Espinal for the

opportunity to share the ASPCA’s position on fur.

While the ASPCA is known widely for our long history of work with companion
animals, we believe that all animals should live free from abuse and suffering. Our official
policy and position statement - states that the ASPCA is opposed to the farming, ranching,
trapping, shooting or otherwise killing of fur-bearing animals for clothing and accessories.
For this reason we support the efforts of the bill sponsors, Speaker Johnson and
Councilmember Levine and are grateful for their leadership in rejecting the for-profit

suffering of vulnerable animals for fashion.

Consumers need to be empowered to make ethical and sustainable choices.
Many designers have been moving away from using fur in the last several years including;:
Burberry, Coach, Michael Kors, and others. Bans on the sale of fur have been instituted in
Austria, the United Kingdom, and the Netherlands as well as Los Angeles and San Francisco

here in the U.S.

We have an opportunity to prevent animals like raccoons, foxes, mink, and
chinchillas from suffering from cruel and inhumane treatment at fur farms here and

abroad. We applaud your close examination of this important policy question.

Thank you.
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My name is Jill Carnegie, and | am testifying today as a resident of Hell’s Kitchen and a local
business owner. Thank you to my council member, Speaker Corey Johnson, for championing
Int. 1476 to ban the sale and production of animal fur in NYC.

My company is NUMU Vegan, which is currently headquartered in Brooklyn. We have created
and produce non-dairy mozzarella cheese. I'm excited to report that we are fully funded and
have several incredible distribution partners lined up to take NUMU Vegan cheese nationwide
this Summer. What we have discovered is that the largest and smartest dairy companies are
incredibly eager to diversify into the vegan/dairy-free space. Why is this? Because dairy is on
the decline, and rapidly so. Animal-based milks and cheeses and yogurts are not sustainable,
environmentally or financially - which is why the US government issued a $1 billion bailout to the
dairy industry last year. We have found that the largest dairy producers and retailers see the
writing on the wali, and they are downright desperate to work with companies like mine so that
they may remain competitive and respond to changing consumer demand.

Why do | bring this up today? Because we can identify a similar trend happening in fashion.
With more and more top design houses committing to being fur-free, and with elite fashion
photographers refusing to shoot animal fur, it is glaringly obvious that the trend is moving rapidly
toward omitting animais from fur looks. Fortunately, more and more innovators are rising and
creating sustainable and beautiful alternative materials that speak to our higher values.

Ten years ago, if you had told me that a long-time dairy in Queens would convert to producing
100% plant-based milks, | would be skeptical. But Elmhurst dairy did that, and saw their sales
soar beyond their projections. Five years ago, if you had told me that the quintessential New
York slice of pizza could be ethically reinvented without compromising taste and texture, | would
have raised an eyebrow...and yet my company is doing just that today, and we are finding that
the demand is nothing short of impressive.

Removing animals from an industry doesn't have to cost jobs. It inspires innovation. There's a
reason that you don’t see iron masons on every corner in 2019, yet the decline in that trade
didn't result in net job loss; the jobs simply changed. The skilled workers dependant on the
animal fur trade have an opportunity here to translate their experience into more relevant
skill-sets that can stand up and remain competitive for the next 10, 20 years and beyond. The
demand is there, and with passage of legislation such as Int 1476, that demand will only grow.
- Thank you all for keeping New York City moving forward rather than holding us back; vote yes
on Int 1476.
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Speaker Johnson, Chairman Espinal, and Member of the Committee on Consumer
Affairs:

My name is Allie Feldman Taylor, Founder and President of Voters for Animal
Rights in Brooklyn. I’'m here as a resident of New York City, a voter, and in my
official capacity to represent our thousands of supporters in NYC. We are an all-
volunteer grassroots organization.

First and foremost, thank you to Speaker Johnson for sponsoring Intro 1476. This is
an important piece of animal rights legislation that would help end the senseless
suffering of millions of animals. We can’t thank you enough for your leadership on
this issue.

Today you will hear testimony from those who support and those who oppose. |
ask that you consider the motives behind every person who testifies today.

The dozens of experts and hundreds of advocates who are in this room in support
of banning the sale of fur are here for one simple reason: Animals do not have a
voice and suffer greatly at the hands of the very people who are here to oppose
this bill. Those who testify in opposition do it because they profit from the abuse
this bill seeks to end.



In front of you, we've prepared an informational packet for your consideration.
Inside you will find facts and evidence in support of this bill, including:

« Poll numbers showing 75% of NYC voters support this bill — the poll was
conducted by Mason Dixon and shows overwhelming support for the bill
across every borough, demographic and political party.

« A letter of support from over 50 not-for-profit groups that are part of our Fur
Free NYC Coalition, representing hundreds of thousands of our supporters in
NYC

« Aletter of support from over thirty veterinarians

« Alist of the major fashion icons that have done away with fur

» New developments on sustainable, cruelty free fashion

« And a list of fur industry lies refuted

And several other fact based documents showing one important thing: there is
overwhelming support for this bill.

The fur industry cannot win a civil debate on the merits, so they’'ve resort to using
their money to bully and spread misinformation to the general public and the City
Council—representing everything that is wrong in politics. They’'ve hired expensive
lobbyists and marketing firms to spin the truth, sent out thousands of mailers and
robocalls with misinformation attacking some of you on this committee, and have
bought ads that are riddled with lies to cause fear among New Yorkers. And
recently, they’ve gone so far to create fake twitter accounts, controlled by the fur
industry, pretending to be NYC residents and attacking SpeakerJohnson personally
which we’ve called on the fur industry to apologize for and they’ve refused. All
these tactics, we find absurd and will go take the high road as they take the low
road. |

We are at a pivotal juncture in our society: we can either take back our democracy
from unethical industries or allow those with money to undermine and destroy
what makes New York a beacon of light for good. We ask, humbly, to reject their
lies, abusive practices, and support a more compassionate world.

You just saw actual footage of animals being caged, killed, skinned alive, and
trapped in steal traps. This bill is about those animals who do not have a voice.

Fur is a relic of the past and has no place in a civilized society.

Thank you.



Please Support Intro 1476
Fur, A Product of Extreme Cruelty
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FACTSHEET

Worldwide, over 100 million animals are abused and killed for their fur every year. Whether raised on
fur farms in tiny wire cages or trapped from the wild with cruel steal traps, fur-bearing animals --
including foxes, coyotes, wolves, otters, dogs, cats, and raccoon dogs -- have unimaginable cruelty
inflicted upon them.

What are the major animal protection issues with fur production?

The production of fur relies upon cruel methods of trapping of wild animals and inhuman living
conditions for animals on fur farms, which drastically compromise the health and welfare of the animals
used.

Roughly 85% of animals raised for fur are from fur farms primarily in China and Russia. On fur farms, fur-
bearing animals are confined for their entire life in cramped wire cages, deprived of their abilities to
engage in natural behaviors. These animals are typically killed via medically and ethically objectionable
methods, such as gassing, neck-breaking, and anal/vaginal electrocution.

The remaining ten to fifteen million animals killed for fur are trapped in the wild for their pelts. Animals
caught in crippling leghold or noose-style traps undergo immense physical pain and suffering, which can
include asphyxiation, hemorrhage, ulcerative wounds, psychological distress and self-trauma. These
animals are often forced to spend days lingering without food or water. They are then killed by
strangulation, shooting, drowning, or bludgeoning. In addition, it remains a public health and
environmental issue that these archaic traps may injure and kill unintended targets, including threatened
and endangered species, pets or even children.

What is the public and consumer sentiment towards fur?

e 75% of New York voters support legislation to prohibit the sale of furin NYC

e Over 30 NY-based veterinarian professionals support a sales ban on fur.

e 50+ leading not-for-profit charities support a prohibition on the sale of fur in NYC.

e Due to outrage over the cruelties involved, in the past 18 months alone, Chanel, Jean Paul
Gaultier, Coach, Burberry, Gucci, Michael Kors, and more, have done away with fur.

e A 2016 study of over a thousand millennials conducted by Mic clearly shows that the majority of
young people, 70%, would not buy a new clothing item with fur on it.

Have laws banning the sale and/or production of fur been passed?
Yes! Here in the US, the cities of Los Angeles and San Francisco have recently banned the sale and
manufacturing of fur, while cities and countries across Europe and Asia are doing the same.

What is the impact to NYC fashion industry?

A minuscule percentage {0.5%) of New York City fashion jobs are fur related and easily transferable to
other textiles like faux fur and other synthetic materials.

FUR
FREE
NYC

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com 1



FACTSHEET: FUR: TOXIC & UNNATURAL

There’s nothing natural about the fur production process, which is polluting, energy intensive and can
wreak havoc on ecosystems. On factory fur farms, where more animals are crammed into a small area
than surrounding ecosystems have evolved to handle, toxic runoff containing high concentrations of
phosphorous and nitrogen {the most common form of water pollution in the United States} from animal
waste pollutes the sensitive surrounding environment. Petrochemical dyes, finishes, preservatives and
other volatile compounds are regularly used to beautify and prevent rot and infestation, harming the
environment and consumers in the process, and preventing fur from decomposing as nature intended.

Fur is a top polluter. According to the World Bank, fur dressing (the use of chemicals to prevent rotting)
is one of the world's five worst industries for toxic-metal pollution.

Reliant on fossil-fuels. The Pew Charitable Trusts and Johns Hopkins Bloemberg School of Public Health
note in a 2008 report that intensive animal farming operations like fur farms are “almost entirely
dependent on fossil fuels.”

Air pollution. In addition to air poilufcion arising from gases released in the animals’ manure, significant
air pollutants are released when disposing of animal carcasses by incineration, a fairly common method
of disposal. These air pollutants may include carbon monoxide {CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur dioxide
{SO2), hydrochloric acid (HCl), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), dioxins, particulates and heavy
metals. Furthermore, the European Commission considers air pollution to he one of the chief
environmental concerns of the tanning process, whereby toxic and odorous substances are typically
emitted during normal tannery operations.

Eutrophication. Fur factory farming accounts for 10% of ammonia emissions (which causes
eutrophication of aquatic environments due to runoff) in major fur producing countries such as Finland.
This is an underestimated environmental threat according to scientific journal Nature (Dec 2018)

Water pollution. A 2003 Michigan State University study in the Fur Rancher Blue Book of Fur Farming
states that “the U.S. mink industry adds almost 1,000 tons of phosphorus to the environment each year.”

Greenhouse gasses. The carbon footprint of the production chain of a single piece of mink (28kg CO2 -
eqv / pelt) or fox (83Kg CO2 - eqv / pelt} is at the same level as the carbon footprint resulting from one
to three days average consumption of a consumer.

Life Cycle Assessment (LCA). A LCA on mink fur and faux fur was conducted by Dutch research
organization CE Delft. They examined manufacturing, cold storage, cleaning and life of the garments
finding that faux fur is almost five times less harmful than mink. The overall conclusions of the LCA were:
compared with other textiles, fur has a higher impact on the environment per kg in 17 of the 18
environmental categories, including climate change, eutrophication and toxic emissions.

Petrochemicals. Fur processing is a big business in Asia where regulations are lax. The process involves

chemicals and dyes manufactured by the petrochemical industry. The ingredients used are volatile
components.

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com 2
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FACTSHEET: FUR: TOXIC & UNNATURAL (cont’d)

Hazardous to health. Formaldehyde, chromium VI (hexavalent chrome), alkylphenol ethoxylates, azo
dyes and chlorinated phenols all are widely used to preserve raw animal skins and turn them into
preserved pelts for use by the fashion industry.

Scientific analysis of six fur fashion items purchased from high-street stores in China has revealed
potentially dangerous concentrations of toxic chemicals, in one case 250 times above the levels
permitted by law.

An investigation in Italy in December, 2014 found carcinogenic foxins like hexavalent chrome and
formaldehyde present in fur clothing intended for babies and toddlers. The main processing chemicals
used for preserving pelts are formaldehyde (linked to leukemia} and chromium (linked to cancer). In
1991, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} fined six fur processing plants $2.2 million for the
pollution they caused, citing them for hazardous waste violations and stating that “the solvents used in
these operations may cause respiratory problems, and are listed as possible carcinogens.”

Toxic tanning. Common methods for dressing fur skins involve formaldehyde and chromium —
chemicals that are listed as carcinogens and are otherwise toxic to humans. Other chemicals that may
be used or emitted in the dressing and dyeing processes and that appear on one or more US government
lists of toxic chemicals include aluminum, ammonia, chiorine, chlorobenzene, copper, ethylene glycol,
lead, methanol, naphthalene, sulfuric acid, toluene and zinc.

Invasive species. The fur industry has introduced invasive and non-native species (like nutria) that have
destroyed coastal wetlands, and now they pat themselves on the back for killing feral nutria in the name
of “guilt-free fur” and “saving the wetlands” that they destroyed in the first place.

History of extinctions. Historically, the fur industry is responsible for the extinction and near extinction
of many animals including the sea mink, toolache wallaby, Eurasian beaver, American bison, koala bear,
and northern fur seal. The capture of "non-target" animals including endangered species is still a
problem in the trapping industry.

Underregulated. Currently, at the Port Authority in NYC, fashion items from major brands containing

endangered and threatened species are still regularly confiscated, as the investigative journalists at
NBC's news 4 |-Team discovered.

FUR
FREE
NYC

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com 3



Leading not-for-profit animal protection organizations
support a prohibition on the sale of fur in New York City
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Poll shows majority of New York City voters support
banning fur sales

NEW YORK CITY — An overwhelming majority of residents support banning the sale of fur apparel in
the city, a new poll released Friday shows.

The citywide survey, conducted by Mason-Dixon, found that 74% of Democrats, 71% of Republicans
and 79% of independents support the sales prohibition.

The poll, released by a coalition of over 50 public-interest organizations, found that 75 percent of New
York City voters support a bill (Intro 1476} introduced by Speaker Corey Johnson prohibiting the sales
of fur apparel.

Worldwide, over 100 million animals are abused and killed for their fur every year. Whether raised on
fur-farms in tiny wire cages or trapped from the‘wild with cruel leg-hold traps, fur-bearing animals --
including foxes, coyotes, wolves, otters, dogs, cats, and raccoon dogs -- have unimaginable cruelty
inflicted upon them. Designers, retailers, and cities around the world are joining together in banning
the sale of fur and shutting down fur farms due to the cruelties involved. In the past 18 months,
Chanel, Phillip Lim, Jean Paul Gaultier, Coach, Burberry, Gucci, Michael Kors, and more, have all banned
fur. Here in the US, the cities of Los Angeles and San Francisco have recently banned the sale and
manufacturing of fur, while cities and countries across Europe and Asia are seeking to do the same.

These poll numbers confirm the public overwhelmingly supports laws that protect animals.

“These polling results demonstrate that New Yorkers of all political persuasions oppose animal cruelty
and overwhelmingly support a prohibition on the sale of fur apparel which, comes from tortured
animals on fur farms and the wild,” said Allie Feldman Taylor, President of Voters for Animal Rights
{VFAR). “It is common sense that ending the egregious practice of selling apparel made from abused
animais is the right thing to do and 75% of NYC voters agree.”

“The fur industry tortures and kills millions of fur-bearing animals each year. The tide is turning against
this cruel industry: major fashion brands have committed to going fur-free; countries around the world
have banned fur farms; and cities like San Francisco, West Hollywood, and Los Angeles have prohibited
fur sales. Fur is a dying industry, and New York City is poised to become the largest city in the U.S. to
ban the sale of fur! No doubt this will have a rippling effect across the entire country,” said Chris
DeRose, Founder and President of Last Chance for Animals.

"As a fashion capital the entire globe looks to when deciding what to add to their closets, New York
City has a responsibility to make it clear that animal brutality is never in style," said Lady Freethinker
President Nina Jackel. "This long-overdue ban on fur sales will show the world that NYC remains a
forward-thinking leader that other cities should aspire to emulate."

FUR
FREE
NYC

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com



Veterinary Professional Support for New York City’s Intro
1476 to Prohibit the Sale of Fur

hs\Vma

HUMANE SOCIETY
VETERINARY MEDICAL
ASSOCIATION

On behalf of our 9000 members nationwide, the Humane Society Veterinary Medical Association, a
national association of veterinary professionals focused on animal health and welfare, joins the following
veterinarians in supporting passage of Intro 1476. This legislation would prohibit the sale of fur within
New York City.

The production of fur relies upon inhumane methods of trapping and husbandry, which drastically
compromise the health and welfare of the animals used. Millions of rabbits, mink, foxes and other wild
animals are confined lifelong in cramped cages on factory fur farms, deprived of their abilities to engage
in natural behaviors. These animals are typically killed via medically and ethically objectionable methods,
such as gassing or electrocution.

Additionally, animals may be trapped in the wild for their pelts. Animals caught in crippling leghold or
noose-style traps undergo immense physical compromise and suffering, which can include asphyxiation,
hemorrhage, ulcerative wounds, psychological distress and self-trauma. These animals are often forced
to spend days lingering without food or water. In addition, it remains a public health and environmental
concern that these archaic traps may injure and kill unintended targets, including threatened species,
pets or even children.

Consumer choices have for many years been trending away from fur products. We hope the New York
City Council will take a firm lead on this issue. We strongly support Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in
New York.

Eileen Jefferson, DVM, New York State Representative, Humane Society Veterinary Medical Association

Joined by the following New York veterinary professionals:

Dr. Jake Jaffe Dr. Cindy Bressler Jeanine Lunz, LVT

Dr. Rhonda Windham Richard Fried, VMD Katja Lang, DVM

Dr. Michelle Werner Nuala McDermott, DVM Kian Madden, DVM
Dr. Yvonne Szacki Marc Siebert, VMD Dr. Pratikshya Patil
Dr. Sara Witherell Carolyn Quagliata, DVM Dr. Andy Kaplan

Dr. Morika Ogawa Allyson Berent, DVM, DACVIM  Dr. Justin Lamb

Dr. Jill Elliot, DVM Jennifer Chu, DVM Dr. Marcela Salas
Kathy Nizzari, PetTech Dr. Robin Brennen Dr. Laurel Frydenborg
Daniel Tufaro, DVM Dr. Meredith Wilson Vladlen Anurov, DVM, PC
Valentina Anurova, DVM, PC Dr. Geraldine Kilkelly Catriona Love, DVM
Patrice A. Whittington, DVM, MPH Alexandra Jaramillo, LVT Terry Li, MBA,
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What Fashion Insiders Say

“Fur? I'm out of that. | don’t want to kill animals to make fashion. It doesn’t feel right.”
- Donatella Versace

“Do you think using furs today is still modern? 1 don't
think it's still modern and that's the reason why we
decided not to do that...It's a little bit outdated.
Creativity can jump in many different directions
instead of using furs."

- Gucci chief executive and president Marco Bizzarri

"We are extremely concerned by animal suffering
and ... we've made the decision to stop the use of all
fur in any future collections"

- Nicolas Dreyfus, The Kooples Executive Director

“Sustainability is a core component of our
curriculum. We are teaching the future leaders of
the fashion industry that they can have a positive

impact on the environment by not using animal
products, and still create beautiful designs.”
- Burak Cakmak, Dean of Fashion at Parsons

"Going fur-free... aligns with our company ethos and
is something we wholeheartedly believe in. Yes, we
are alienating ourselves from a few brands who use
fur exclusively, But in the same breath it goes against
our company morals and ethics, and in championing
this vision, sacrifices have to be made for the greater
good.”
- Tara Davies and Esther Kinnear-Derungs, founders
of Linden Staub Model Agency

"At Chanel, we are continually reviewing our supply
chains to ensure they meet our expectations of
integrity and traceability. In this context, it is our
experience that it is becoming increasingly difficult
to source exotic skins which match our ethical
standards... [It's] an opportunity to create a new
generation of high-end products."
- Chanel Spokeswoman.

Gautlier announced his decision on live on French
television where he claimed that the way animals are
killed for their fur was “absolutely deplorable”.

“Technological progress made over the years allows
us to have valid alternatives at our disposition that
render the use of cruel practices unnecessary as
regards animals.”

- Giorgio Armani

“We understood from our employee popuiation
and from our consumers that it was important to
them that we take a stand on this [fur] issue. We're
doing it because we believe it's the right thing to
do.”

- Coach chief executive Joshua Schulman.

“Our fur free commitment announced today was
inspired by a thorough and rigorous educational
process... regarding the protection of animal rights.
With a range of initiatives, partnerships and
innovations, our goal is to act as an industry-wide
catalyst for change.”

- Matteo James Moroni, head of sustainability for
Yoox Net-a-Porter

“Burlington Stores will not knowingly procure or sell
items containing real animal fur beginning in the
Fall of 2017.”

- Burlington’s official policy statement

“The decision to progressively ban the use of animal
fur from the collections is a project that confirms
the brand’s growing interest in the environment

with special attention to animals, a sensitive theme
for Furla. Moreover, this decision responds to an

increasing demand of ethical products from a
consumer, who is increasingly aware and attentive
to these issues.”
-Alberto Camerlengo, CEQ of the Furla Group

“Due to technological advances in fabrications, we
now have the ability to create a luxe aesthetic using
non-animal fur.”

- Michael Kors



Coalition Statement Of Support For Intro 1476, A Bill To
Ban The Sale Of Fur Apparel In New York City

We, the undersigned group of not-for-profit charities, with significant membership in New York City,
respectfully urge support for Intro 1476, introduced by Speaker Corey Johnson. This legislation would
prohibit the sale of fur apparel in New York City.

Worldwide, over 100 million animals are abused and killed for their fur every year. Whether raised on
fur-farms or trapped from the wild, fur-bearing animals including foxes, coyotes, wolves, bobcats,
beavers, otters, dogs, cats, and raccoon dogs, have unimaginable cruelty inflicted upon them by the fur
industry.

As consumers become more aware of how animals are violently abused and killed for their fur, they
are seeking to buy clothing, shoes, and accessories that are as ethically produced as they are functional
and stylish. That is why designers, fashion houses, and cities around the world are joining together in
banning the sale of fur and shutting down fur farms. {n the past 18 months, Chanel, Jean Paul Gaultier,
Coach, Burberry, Gucci, Michael Kors, and more, have all banned fur. And the cities of Los Angeles and
San Francisco have recently banned the sale and/or manufacturing of fur.

Speaker Corey Johnson has introduced a common-sense bill that would end the unnecessary suffering
of animals abused by the fur industry. We applaud the City’s commitment in recent years to protecting
sharks from the shark fin industry, puppies from puppy mills, and wild animals from circuses. We
strongly support New York City joining the dozens of designers, fashion houses, and cities in prohibiting

the sale of fur apparel.
Sincerely,

Voters For Animal Rights

The Humane Society of New York

The Humane Society of the United States
Black VegFest

Barn Sanctuary

Last Chance For Animals

Grassroots Artists Movement (G.A.ME)
Encompass

Animal Connection

Vegans of New York

NYU SALDF

Afro Vegan Society

Project Coyote

In Defense of Animals

Factory Farming Awareness Coalition
Animal Defenders of Westchester

Humane Society Veterinary Medical Association
Animal Legal Defense Fund

Four Paws International

World Animal Protection

Born Free USA

International Anti-Fur Coalition

Total Liberation New York

Lady Free Thinker

People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals
Anti Fur Society

United Federation of Teachers Humane Education
Committee

The Animals' Battalion

Animal Cruelty Exposure Fund

Reaching Out For Animal Rights

Citizens Committee For Animal Rights

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com
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Caring Activists Against Fur

Animal Cruelty Exposure Fund
Direct Action Everywhere

Chilis on Wheels

Fur Free Society

Responsible Eating and Living
Animal Hope In Legislation

Animal Welfare Institute

Animal Defenders International
Animal Haven

Animal Protection and Rescue League
Fur Free Minneapolis

Benevolent And Enlightened Beauty

The Land and Sea Institute
Save Haven Sanctuary
Tamerlaine Sanctuary

Global Strays

All About Rabbits Rescue
Fashion Revolution

Jewish Veg

NYC Hip Hop Is Green

Friends of Animals

Their Turn

NYC Vegan Vegetarian Meetup
Mayor’s Alliance For NYC's Animals
The Save Movement
Collectively Free

V For Veganism

Catskill Animal Sanctuary

Keep Me Warm Doghouses, Inc

FUR
FREE
NYC

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com



Fur Industry Lies Refuted

1. FURIS SUSTAINABLE
FALSE ADVERTISING
The fur industry is guilty of faise advertising and has been punished for it, yet they continue to
greenwash with terms like “natural” and “sustainable” that paint a pretty picture of a very ugly
industry.

e The French Board of Advertising Ethics (Jury de déontologie publicitaire, or JDP} has ruled that a
current ad campaign by the International Fur Federation {IFF) is misleading and in violation of
standards of advertising ethics. Read the full story here. This ad is still running in Magazines
here in the USA.

e A fur ad claiming that it's "Eco-Friendly to wear fur" was ruled misleading by the Advertising
Standards Authority in 2012, Read about it here.

¢ [|n 1992, Dutch group Bont voor Dieren lodged a complaint with the Dutch ASA against fur
advertisements that described fur as ‘ecological’ (they also claimed that the welfare of animals
on fur factory farms was ‘excellent’). The independent ASA said that fur could no longer be
called ‘ecological’ describing the use of the word in this context as both ‘misleading’ and
‘improper’ (it also concluded that the claims over ‘excellent’ welfare were misleading). The
judgement concluded that the Dutch Fur Institute’s attempt to take advantage of the public’s
increasing concern for the environment was ‘intolerable’.

FUR: TOXIC & UNNATURAL

There’s nothing natural about the fur production process, which is polluting, energy intensive and can
wreak havoc on ecosystems. On factory fur farms, where more animals are crammed into a small area
than surrounding ecosystems have evolved to handle, toxic runoff containing high concentrations of
phosphorous and nitrogen (the most common form of water pollution in the United States ) from
animal waste pollutes the sensitive surrounding environment. Petrochemical dyes, finishes,
preservatives and other volatile compounds are regularly used to beautify and prevent rot and
infestation, harming the environment and consumers in the process, and preventing fur from
decomposing as hature intended.

2. THE FUR INDUSTRY IS HUMANE & WELL-REGULATED.
DISINFORMATION
The fur industry is literally an industrial killing machine reliant upon a public kept ignorant about how
animals are trapped or bred, confined, killed and processed. Every piece of fur requires the capture or
confinement and killing of an animal at a scale of over 100,000,000 per year, globally. Every piece of
media they create is PR spin designed to make us think of anything else but animals struggling to
survive while being gassed, electrocuted, crushed, choked, poisoned or bludgeoned. Ultimately
animals disappear into garments that reveal almost nothing about the honest story of where they
came from. The fur industry is so ashamed of their own production processes that they’d never use the
images of animals in confinement, languishing in tiny cages or show animals struggling to survive the
killing process in their marketing or advertising. New Yorkers know that the ugliness of the process is
hidden behind the beautiful fantasies they peddle.

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com
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HUMANE FUR IS AN OXYMORON

False “humane” clgims. Dutch Advertising Standards Authority forced the fur brand Airforce to remove
false “animal-friendly” claims from their labels. The company was selling jackets with raccoon dog fur
trims labelled as ‘ethical’ and ‘responsible’. These claims of “animal-friendly fur” were shut down by
the ASA.

Gaslighting. In a desperate attempt to slow the international wave of major luxury brands banning fur
and anti-fur legislation, the fur industry sent out a press release claiming that fur investigations are
“staged snuff films,” and paid for by animal advocacy groups, especially a video from Swiss Animal
Protection/EAST International that shows a fully-skinned raccoon dog on a dead-pile lifting up their
head and blinking into the camera. .

Documentation on farms and in the wild. Countless investigations from organizations all over the world
reveal that cruelty is just business-as-usual in fur production. Things most people would find
abhorrent, like anal/genital electrocution or standing on a trapped animal to crush their neck or lungs,
are considered “standard industry practices”. Please review some of the many investigations and
decide for yourself if the way fur is made is “humane”.

Unnatural confinement. The term “natural” is inaccurate when used to describe the origins of the
majority of the world’s fur. The International Fur Trade Federation states that “wild fur represents
about 15% of the world’s trade in fur,” leaving the great majority—85% by its own estimate—of the
world’s fur to come from fur-bearing animals raised unnaturally on “fur farms”. The confinement
operations typically consist of rows of barren cages in which wild animals spend their entire lives
deprived of their natural habitat. Their freedom of movement is severely restricted, preventing the
expression of many natural behaviors such as digging, for foxes, or swimming, for mink. As a result of
such stresses, animals caged for fur frequently exhibit “stereotypic behavior”—abnormal and often
repetitive pacing, circling or other movements, which can be an indicator of poor welfare.

Unnatural sizes. A study conducted in 2012 found, that the average weight of the farmed blue foxes in
Finland was 42.7 |bs. In the wild these animals weigh from 6.6 to 11 kg.

llegal cruelty. In Canada in 2014 a Quebec fur farmer was charged with animal cruelty following an
investigation by the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals {S.P.C.A.). Fox and mink at the fur
farm were seized by animal welfare organizations and some were in such poor condition that they had
to be euthanized. Similarly, the Norwegian Broadcasting (NRK) reported on a farmer in Rogaland
County, who was fined NOK 30,000 after several of his caged minks were found with such large open
sores that they had to be put to death at the scene. A Last Chance for Animals' undercover
investigation into Millbank Fur Farm in Ontario, Canada has led to 14 counts of Animal Cruelty by the
Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (OSPCA).

MISLABELED & MISLED

Lawsuit. In a lawsuit brought by HSUS in 2009, several major retailers including Saks, Macy's, and
Bloomingdales broke with others in the industry to endorse the Truth in Fur Labeling Act, which then
passed in Congress in 2010.

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com
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Violations., The HSUS later highlighted violations from December 2011 through December 2015 by
retailers Amazon, A-List/Kitson, Barneys, Belk, Bluefly, Century 21 Department Stores,
Eminent/Revolve, Gilt, Kohl’s, La Garconne, Mia Belle Baby, Neiman Marcus, Nordstrom, Ross, Ruelala,
Searle and Stein Mart. These retailers were selling fur-trimmed jackets described as “faux,” “raccoon,”
“coyote,” or not labeled at all, which turned out to be raccoon dog, domestic dog, or wolf. Of 38
jackets subjected to mass spectrometry tests, every single garment was either unlabeled, contained a
label that misidentified the animal, or was falsely advertised—some as “faux.” Three of the jackets
advertised as fake fur— two of which had no label — were found to contain fur from domestic dogs.
Retailers and brands continue to be caught mislabeling, like the 2019 news story exposing Boohoo and
Zacharia Jewellers for selling animal fur items labeled as faux.

Unregulated. People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals has also shown how more than half of the
fur sold in the united states is imported from China - a country that has virtually no regulations to
protect fur animals, and that those furs sometimes come from domestic dogs and cats, are
intentionally or unintentionally mislabeled as faux or as other animal species.

3. PROTECTING ANIMALS LIMITS CONSUMER CHOICE.
FEAR MONGERING
At the turn of the 20th century, you could purchase fur garments made from domesticated dogs or
cats. Clearly, there was a cultural evolution that was eventually enforced by The Dog and Cat
Protection Act (2000). In other words, a limit was placed on “consumer choice”, but for good reason.
By the fur industry’s own logic, a limit on any product at all, no matter the consequences or contexts
would be a hinderance to “consumer choice”. But is a free-market free of laws? If it weren’t for existing
legislation like the Lacey Act, the Marine Mammal Protection Act, the Fur Seal Act and the Endangered
Species Act, the fur industry would still be using cats, dogs, endangered and threatened species, and
intentionally mislabeling fur to fool concerned consumers, like the fur industry did to the 8 million
Koalas it killed and shipped to New York, London and Canada between 1888 and 1927 (they never
recovered, with only about 40,000 left in the wild). A fur ban is no different than any other animal
protection law. That's why framing it as a limit on “consumer choice” is a misnomer. On the other
hand, what is actually a limit on consumer choice is the fur industry fighting against a wave of
emerging innovations, transparency and progress. The fur industry actively works against innovation in
order to maintain relevance. That's why a Fur-Free NYC is not about giving something up — instead it's
about creating opportunities for better design while investing in the emerging systems we want to see
flourish.

Mercenary. The fur industry will sink to any low to maintain profits & relevance. They have hired “Dr.
Evil” Richard Berman, notorious for fighting health, welfare, workers’ rights and safety regulations, to
lie and confuse the public about fur. Read the dossier on Berman to get a fee! for his tactics, take a look
at who else he’s worked for, and then ask yourself why the fur industry chose him to represent them.

Bait. The fur industry’s manipulative tactics don’t stop there. They bribe fashion students and
designers to create an illusion of relevance, as the New York Times exposed in the article, Fashion
Feel’s Fur's Warm Embrace. That is why fashion universities like Parsons School of Design have severed
decades-long relationships with them. Instead, young and emerging designers want to create fashion
that uses the most cutting edge, sustainable and ethical materials available.

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com
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4, YOU MUST CHOOSE BETWEEN FAUX FUR & ANIMAL FUR.
FALSE CHOICE
The alternative to fur is not necessarily faux fur. It’s no fur. Because fur is not a necessity, being anti-fur
is simply that — it doesn’t require something to replace it. But even if faux were a mandatory
alternative, the concern for plastic in faux fur is a feigned concern only because there is an attempt to
replace a lucrative status-symbol like fur.

Faux concerns. We must question why there isn’t equal outrage over the synthetics used to tan and
finish hides and leathers (syntans, mineral oil, PVC, polyurethane, polystyrene), line coats and make
brand labels (nylon, polyester), make athletic and yoga apparel (spandex), running shoes, toothbrush
bristles, carpets, garbage bags, mattresses, furniture, etc...

The fur industry’s claim that faux fur is “terrible for the environment” because of microplastics
released during laundering does not actually apply to faux, because most people don’t wash outerwear
often and keep coats for many years. Their problem is with fast fashion that is washed frequently and
disposed of quickly.

Even so, three recent studies have shown that the fur industry’s major complaint about impacts of
microfiber plastic poliution may be far lower than we think:

e University of Plymouth Study: found microfibres from natural textiles ( cotton & linen,
regenerated viscose & lyoceli) were found in greater abundance than synthetic microfibres in
the deep seas of southern Europe.

e Leeds University Study: found that the amount of textile microfibers released during home
laundering could be up to 90% less than has been anticipated.

e A Nottingham Institution Study: suggests that natural textile fibers “dominate” freshwater &
atmospheric fiber pollution, contrary to the popular narrative of polyester and other man-made
fibers posing the greatest environmental threat.

Refined. Synthetics are always improving (whereas there are only so many ways to confine and kill
animals by the millions). New technologies like BIOGREEN can actually transform synthetics into usable
fuel.
e Scientists from the Hong Kong Research Institute of Textiles and Apparel (HKRITA) found a way
to repeatedly recycle polyester. (read more here)
e Companies like Primaloft can now design synthetics that are recycled, infinitely recyclable and
can even biodegrade in aguatic and soil environments in about 1 year.
e The fields of Biodepclymerization & biocatalysis research is gaining momentum with much
interest in how certain worms, bacteria and fungus metabolize plastics.

FUTURE FURS

We have only just scratched the surface of what is likely going to be the next industrial revolution.
Biofabrication, cellular agriculture, biosynthetics and bioplastics are set to completely transform the
way we make everything. These visionary innovations are enabling us to eventually have nearly infinite
design possibilities. New York City can be a center for this innovation, allowing fast-track access to
designers, students and media. Here are just some of the companies who are carving out this space:

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com
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FUROID is working on lab-grown fur, pelts, and wool.

Bolt Threads already makes lab-grown Mycrosilk.

Modern Meadow is mastering the art of their lab-grown leather, Zoa.

Provenance, Geltor, Amsilk, Spiber, and Vitro Labs are all working on similar lab-grown protein

fiber technology.

Primaloft Bio’s hi-tech, sustainable synthetics and bioplastics can be used for faux fur.

s Ecopel faux-fur is made from recycled materials, and soon, bioplastics.

e Econyl turns recycled ocean plastic pollution from fishing nets into nylon, and they are testing
faux fur with this circular-economy material.

¢ Nanollose makes sustainable rayon fibers from industrial organic waste.

¢ Lebenskleidung makes organic cotton faux fur and shearling.

Orange Fiber is made from the waste of citrus peels in [taly.

DevoHome - makes hemp Fur.

e (illia is an MIT project mastering 3D-Printed fur.
e Algiknit is crafting fiber made algae.
e 10xBeta has created polyurethane fiber made from recycled C02.
¢ Bloom makes performance polymers from algae biomass.
5. VIRTUOUS MILLENNIALS WANT FUR.
CUT OF TOUCH

The fur industry has spent a lot of money trying to win over {and bribe) younger people. With efforts
like their “Fur Now” and “Fur Is Green” campaigns, they use edgier aesthetics, bright colors, and a
false sense of purpose tied to wearing fur. But most young people see right through their PR and know
that fur is a symbol that represents obsolete values. Today, the marketed mythology of fur can not
withstand the reality of fur production. Fur now represents indifference to animals, ignorance about
how things are made and a medieval perception of status. In other words, fur means you hate animals.

Searching. A recent study of 80 million shoppers over 12 month shows a 66% increase in searches for
sustainable fashion with “Vegan fashion” specifically responsible for over 9.3 million social impressions
on Lyst. It’s clear why the fur industry is so desperate to confuse people about whether it is “green”,
they are trying to cash in on consumers’ genuine concerns for animals and the environment.

Data. A 2016 study of over a thousand millennials conducted by Mic clearly shows that the majority of
young people won't buy or wear fur. Only 19% said they were comfortable wearing fur. Meanwhile
70% of respondents said they would not buy a new clothing item with fur on it.

Broken record. Since the late 1990s, the fur industry has consistently sent out press releases almost
every single year saying that “fur is back!”. But if it was never gone, what is it coming back from? In
the January 1998 issue of fur industry trade magazine Fur Age, Editor Lisa Marcinek penned a feature
article and Q&A entitled Media War in which she outlines a strategy to indoctrinate journalists: “... [The
Fur Information Council of America] found that, by going after editors and promoting the news that fur
is back in fashion, they found a receptive audience and reaped about 700 television, newspaper,
magazine or radio stories positive for the trade... FICA participated in preparing most of the material
printed or aired, supplying statistics, quotes and fashion photography.” What becomes disturbingly
clear is that for the last two decades, a majority of the articles written about fur being “back” were

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com
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simply industry-pitched stories containing spoon-fed lingo and statistics, as opposed to any form of
organic journalism.

Sheared. The sheer number of top brands and retailers from Net-A-Porter to Phillip Lim, moving away
from fur in the last few years is evidence enough that young people, their most important customer-
base, do not want animal fur.

6. IF WE HAVE A FUR-FREE NYC, THERE WILL BE JOB LOSS.
DISTORTION
Exaggerated problem. New York City, the fashion capital of the world, is home to 180,000 fashion
industry workers, accounting for 6% of the city’s workforce and generating $10.9 billion in total wages.
(source) Fur jobs represent just 0.5% of these jobs.

Skills are universal. Fur is simply a material input. Superior inputs can be used without a loss of design
and manufacturing jobs. Therefore, the skills, from designing to patterning, cutting, and sewing that
furriers have are still very valuable and can be applied across NYC's growing sustainable design and
manufacturing sector. There are NYC funds, initiatives & accelerators designed to help the fashion
industry thrive in NYC.

History. There are many industries and jobs that have historical significance that our society has moved
away from for ethical, environmental or economic reasons. This is how societies evolve, and the
writing is on the wall — the end of the fur industry is inevitable for much of Europe and the United
States. It is a relic that does not align with cutting-edge, sustainable material innovation, or the current
science on animals and the environment. Prolonging and falsely propping it up while feigning concerns
for jobs or the environment is bad for everyone.

New jobs. A fur-free NYC creates space and opportunity for innovation and sustainable design to
thrive. New York City could be a leader in riding the wave of material innovation, creating fashion jobs
and businesses.

Bans are global. Reputable companies are banning fur at an all-time high, as is international legislation
banning the farming manufacturing of fur. If the fur-manufacturing centers of Europe can withstand
bans, so can NYC.

7. FUR IS A LEGACY TOO IMPORTANT TO LOSE.
CONTEXT
The pursuit of fur-free fashion is nothing new. Advertisements from London in the late 1800’s and early
1900s make it clear that there was a market for alternatives to fur on environmental and ethical
grounds - and even a “Humane Dress League”. There is no reason that the legacy of ethical-fashion is
any less valid than that of fur-farming.

FUR
FREE
NYC

For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com
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Fashion is thriving without fur: Let's protect animals
by supporting New York City’s proposed ban.

May 14, 2019 | By TIM GUNN

Throughout my career — as chair of fashion design at Parsons, creative director at Liz Claiborne,
and host of “Project Runway” — | have advocated against fur,

The fashion business has a troubling history with animals, but it is quickly evolving. Believe it or
not, furriers used to slice up chimpanzees, gorillas, monkeys, leopards, baby seals and tigers for
their fur. Most of that was declared illegal by the federal government in the 1970s.

Now, it's time to safeguard all the other animals from such gratuitous violence by supporting
New York City Council Speaker Corey Johnsen's bill to ban fur sales in New York City, as
lawmakers have already done in Los Angeles and San Francisco.

There isn't much to be happy about in politics today, but this trend toward kindness should give
everyone hope. At Parsons, the fur trade enjoyed years of unchallenged promotion in which it
enticed budding designers to work with fur by offering them free fur, trips to Scandinavia and
sponsorship deals. | introduced a program in which PETA was given equal time to screen videos
showing what happens to animals on fur farms around the world before their pelts end up in
New York showrooms. Foxes, rabbits, chinchiilas and even dogs and cats are anally
electrocuted, gassed, bludgeoned and often skinned alive.

Student interest in the fur program dried up as quickly as enthusiasm for sustainable design
increased. Consumer demand for fur has plummeted. According to the treasurer of Greater Fur
New York, just 14 fur factories remained in the garment district in 2018 - down from 450 in
1977. This year, there are even fewer.

Fashion has evolved. Designers are finding it increasingly easy to be creative without being
destructive. Hundreds of fabrics have been developed that are more eco-friendly and animal-
friendly. When my “Project Runway” cohort Michael Kors banished fur from his collections, he
said, “We now have the ability to create a luxe aesthetic using non-animal fur.” Donatella
Versace declared, “Fur? | am out of that. | don't want to kill animals to make fashion. It doesn't
feel right.” Gueci CEQO Marco Bizzarri announced, “Technology is now available that means you
don't need to use fur. The alternatives are luxurious, There is just no need.” Ralph Lauren,
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Tommy Hilfiger, Armani and Chanel have enacted fur-free policies, as have dozens of mass-
market brands like H&M, Zara, Gap, Nine West and The North Face.

Style icons are speaking out, too. | hosted a PETA Fashion Week party at Stella McCartney's
Manhattan boutique, during which Taraji P. Henson unveiled her “Rather Go Naked Than Wear
Fur” ad. “Could you imagine somebody ripping your hair out, while you're still awake, fully
conscious?” she said. “I don't think a living being should suffer for the sake of fashion .... We're
advanced as a human race, and there are other things we can do and other products we can
use.”

Furthermore, the proposed ban would fit in with the city's many green initiatives. Fur
production requires dangerous chemicals that pollute the environment. To keep animal pelts
from putrefying, furriers steep them in pools of noxious chemicals like chromium and
formaldehyde. The EPA has fined fur-processing plants for improper disposal of these poisons.
A ban on fur sales would boost the burgeoning market for new, greener materials that don't
harm the environment.

Let's all embrace fabrics that don't bleed and support Speaker Johnson's bill to ban fur.
Tim Gunn is America’s most prominent fashion consultant. He was chair of fashion design at

Parsons, hosted “Project Runway” for 16 seasons, and is currently filming a new style series with
Heidi Klum for Amazon.
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DAILY2NEWS

Ban all fur sales in NYC: Stop sanctioning the torture of
animals, writes Anjelica Huston

By ANJELICA HOUSTON
APR 20, 2019 | 5:00 AM

If you Google “Anjelica Huston fur,” you’ll find images of me in a variety of pelts. | used to think they
were a symbol of glamour and affluence.

| had a full-length lynx coat and a jacket trimmed with muskrat. There are photos of me at awards
shows in a white fox cape and a stole made from dozens of minks. This was decades before | learned
that these animals are trapped, gassed, drowned and even skinned alive. Which is why you can find
other images, more recent, of me at PETA’s office cutting up these old furs to be used as bedding for
orphaned wildlife. But I still feel shame for having supported the fur trade for so many years.

When | heard that Council Speaker Corey Johnson had introduced a bill to ban the sale of fur in New
York City, and that Assemblywoman Linda Rosenthal earlier introduced a similar bill in the Legisiature,
following similar bans in Los Angeles and San Francisco, | wanted to be among the first to promote it.
There is so much violence in the world beyond our control, so let’s eliminate whatever cruelty we can
— especially when it's for something as unnecessary these days as fur.

This bill, cosponsored by council members from across the city, aims to protect not just animals but
also consumers. As fur has changed from a status symbol to a social liability, dozens of retailers have
been caught selling dog and cat fur from China, labeled as faux fur. That means fashion companies are
in some cases selling expensive clothing claiming to be one type of product, but that are actually
coming from animals many of us purport to love.

A straightforward fur ban is the only way to get at the root cause of such unlawful and unethical
behavior. Indeed, the Federal Trade Commission cited these businesses for that false labeling — but
imposed no financial penalties. Consumer fraud has become so widespread that the British Parliament
is now considering a ban on fur throughout the U.K.

Fashion houses like Michael Kors, Versace, Chanel, Gucci, Donna Karan, Burberry and many more have
dropped fur in recent years after learning about the cruelties involved. But it’s clear that many
consumers remain unaware of fur’s horrifying supply chain. That’s why it is so momentous that
Johnson and several members of the Council have come together to make sure that this fashion capital
plays a leading role in protecting both animals and consumers.

This is a bill the entire city should celebrate. If a society desires to be more compassionate and just, we
need to put our vanity aside and stand up for the most vulnerable creatures among us.
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Nowadays, most fur isn’t on full-length coats, but coyote trim adorns hoods, collars and cuffs. Few
people who buy these items seem to know that wild coyotes are caught in steel traps. Some suffer for
days in excruciating pain before trappers return to bludgeon them to death. (Trapping is mostly a
hobby.)

Because traps don't discriminate, other wild animals — and even domesticated dogs and cats — are
sometimes caught by mistake. In some instances, mothers with cubs have even been known to chew
off their own legs to escape. And this bloodbath isn’t limited to the remote wilderness; it's happening
as close as densely populated Connecticut and Westchester County.

Like trap lines, fur farms are self-policed. No government inspectors come to ensure that foxes or
chinchillas are being treated with compassion or electrocuted “properly” so that they aren’t still alive
on the skinning table. Mink farmers have been caught injecting the animals with weed killer as well as
breaking their necks and tossing them into a squirming pile. This is a sadistic shadow industry operating
without oversight.

“There oughta be a law,” you might say. Hopefully, in New York, there soon will be.

Huston, an Oscar- and Golden Globe—winning actor, is an honorary board member of PETA.
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No Money or False Information Can Change the Fact that
Banning Fur and Foie Gras is the Right Thing To Do

May 14, 2019 | by Matthew Dominguez & Allie Feldman Taylor

Industries that exploit and abuse animals have a lot of money and a lot to hide. Whether it be the fur
industry, which abuses and kills animals for their skins, or the foie gras industry, which rams a foot-long
pipe down the throats of innocent ducks for a luxury food item, resorting to Trump-like tactics of lies,
fear-mongering, and bullying is a teiltale sign that you’re on the wrong side of history.

In New York City, we have two of the most abusive and morally bankrupt industries on earth -- fur and
foie gras -~ spending hundreds of thousands of dollars to spread misinformation and bully City Council
members to get them to oppose two common-sense animal protection bills that seek to end the
cruelties in their unregulated industries.

A perfect example is the fur industry’s recent blanketing of Speaker Corey Jlohnson’s district with
ridiculous mailers filled with false information. Speaker Johnson should be applauded, not attacked, for
working to protect animals.

Another bill, Intro. 1378, would prohibit the sale of force-fed foie gras in New York City. Foie Gras is a
luxury food product sold in about 1.5% of New York City restaurants. It is produced by violently shoving
a metal or plastic foot-long pipe down a bird's throat, then pumping him with so much feed that, after
three times a day for several weeks, his liver becomes grossly diseased and enlarged to ten times its
normal size.

The bill is supported by 81% of New Yorkers, according to a Mason Dixon poll, and over 50 New York-
based veterinarians, 100 restaurants, and over 60 not-for-profit organizations have endorsed it. The
only opposition to this bill is the industry that profits from the abuse. A new poll just release by Fur
Free NYC shows a staggering 75% of New York City voters support a ban on the sale of fur.

On fur, Intro. 1476 would prohibit the sale of fur apparel in New York City. Worldwide, over 100 million
animals are abused and killed for their fur every year. Whether raised on fur farms in tiny wire cages or
trapped from the wild with cruel leg-hold traps, fur-bearing animals -- including foxes, coyotes, wolves,
otters, dogs, cats, and raccoon dogs -- have unimaginable cruelty inflicted upon them.

Designers, retailers, and cities around the world are joining together in banning the sale of fur and
shutting down fur farms due to the cruelties involved. In the past 18 months, Chanel, Phillip Lim, Jean
Paul Gaultier, Coach, Burberry, Gucci, Michael Kors, and more have all banned fur. Here in the United
States, the cities of Los Angeles and San Francisco have recently banned the sale and manufacturing of
fur, while cities and countries across Europe and Asia are seeking to do the same.
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These industries cannot win a civil debate on the merits, so they resort to using their money to bully
and spread misinformation to the general public and the City Council—representing everything that is
wrong in politics. They've hired expensive lobbyists and marketing firms to spin the truth, sent out
thousands of mailers and robocalls with misinformation, and bought ads that are riddled with lies to
cause fear among New Yorkers. These tactics are from a Trump-like playbook and have no place in this
great city.

On the other hand, non-profit groups that advocate for animal rights refuse to entertain these abusive
industries’ morally dubious political theater. As Michelle Obama famously said, “when they go low, we
go high.” That is exactly what we will do on behalf of animals.

Our coalition of more than 50 organizations will rely on facts, evidence, and science to support the
policies we promote. We welcome transparency, debate, and fairness in the legislative process. We
operate in the open and don’t try to influence in the shadows. At Voters for Animal Rights, we’re an all-
volunteer organization that works to protect animals on an annual budget that is roughly the same as a
lobbyist’s monthly retainer to represent the fur industry.

We fight for animals for one simple reason: it’s the right thing to do. They oppose animal protection
laws because it threatens their bank accounts.

We are at a pivotal juncture in our society: we can either take back our democracy from powerful,
unethical industries or allow those with money to undermine and destroy what makes New York a
beacon of light for good. We humbly call on New Yorkers to denounce “alternative facts,” and tell the
abusive fur and foie gras industries “No.”

We will not be builied. We will not stop fighting for the rights of animals. We will not remain silent as
they torture innocent animals for profit.

It's clear that fur and foie gras are products of extreme cruelty and should be relegated to the waste

bins of history. Together, we can make New York City a better city by rejecting the fur and foie gras
industries’ Trumpian political tactics and pass Intros. 1378 and 1476 without delay.
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MASON-DIXON
POLLING & STRATEGY

WASHINGTON, DC - 202-548-2680
JACKSONVILLE, FL - 904-261-2444

HOW THE POLL WAS CONDUCTED

This poll was conducted by Mason-Dixon Polling & Research, Inc. of Jacksonville,
Florida from May 7 through May 9, 2019. A total of 625 registered New York
City voters were interviewed citywide by telephone.

Those interviewed were randomly selected from a phone-matched NYC voter
registration list that included both land-line and cell phone numbers. Quotas
were assigned to reflect voter registration by borough.

The margin for error, according to standards customarily used by statisticians, is
no more than t 4 percentage points. This means that there is a 95 percent
probability that the "true" figure would fall within that range if all voters were
surveyed. The margin for error is higher for any subgroup, such as a gender or
age grouping.

1

Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy — New York City Voter Poll May 2019
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QUESTION: Do you feel that that animals raised for clothing should or should not be well

cared for?

SHOULD SHOULD NOT NOT SURE
CITY 89% 3% 8%
BOROUGH SHOULD SHOULD NOT NOT SURE
Bronx 86% 4% 10%
Brooklyn 87% 4% 9%
Manhattan 90% 3% 7%
Queens 91% 2% 7%
Staten Island 92% 4% 4%
SEX SHOULD SHOULD NOT NOT SURE
Men 83% 5% 12%
Women 96% 1% 3%
AGE SHOULD SHOULD NOT NOT SURE
<50 93% 3% 4%
50+ 86% 3% 11%
RACE SHOULD SHOULD NOT NOT SURE
White 93% 2% 5%
Black 83% 4% 13%
Hispanic 84% 6% 10%
PARTY REGISTRATION SHOULD SHOULD NOT NOT SURE
Democrat 88% 3% 9%
Republican 90% 4% 6%
Independent 92% 3% 5%

2

Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy — New York City Voter Poll May 2019
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QUESTION: Worldwide, over 100 million animals are killed for their fur every year. Roughly
85% of animals raised for fur are from fur farms primarily in China and Russia. On fur farms,
dogs, cats, minks, foxes, and other fur-bearing animals are confined in wire cages, fed poor

™ Ty Ty T

diets, and once grown, are killed by gassing, neck-breaking, and anal/vaginal electrocution.
Would you support or oppose a prohibition in the City of New York on the sale of fur from

fur-farms?

SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
CITY 86% 7% 7%
BOROUGH SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Bronx 84% 7% 9%
Brooklyn 86% 6% 8%
Manhattan 87% 8% 5%
Queens 85% 9% 6%
Staten Island 88% 6% 6%
SEX SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Men 30% 10% 10%
Women 91% 5% 4%
AGE SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
<50 89% 7% 4%
50+ 84% 7% 9%
RACE SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
White 88% 6% 6%
Black 83% 8% 9%
Hispanic 85% 7% 8%
PARTY REGISTRATION SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Democrat 85% 7% 8%
Republican 87% 9% 4%
Independent 89% 7% 4%

3

Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy — New York City Voter Poll May 2019
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QUESTION: The remaining 15% of the 100 million animals killed for fur each year are trapped
in the wild with metal [eg-hold traps, or similar trap that results in the animals being trapped
for days without any food, water or shelter before they’re killed by strangulation, shooting,
drowning, or bludgeoning. Would you support or oppose a New York City law prohibiting the
sale of fur from trapped wild animals?

SUPPORT OPPOSE  UNDECIDED

CITY 81% 10% 9%
BOROUGH SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Bronx 81% 8% 11%
Brooklyn 83% 9% 8%
Manhattan 82% 10% 8%
Queens 80% 11% 9%
Staten Island 76% 14% 10%
SEX SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Men 72% 14% 14%
Women 90% 6% 4%
AGE SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
<50 87% 7% 6%
50+ 76% 13% 11%
RACE SUPPORT OPPOSE LUNDECIDED
White 81% 12% 7%
Black 81% 7% 12%
Hispanic 79% 10% 11%
PARTY REGISTRATION SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Democrat 80% 10% 10%
Republican 77% 13% 10%
Independent 85% 9% 6%
4

Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy — New York City Voter Poll May 2019
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QUESTION: The New York City Council is considering a bill that seeks to prohibit the sale of

fur apparel in New York City from fur-farms and trapped animals from being sold within New

York City. Would you support or oppose a city-wide law to prohibit the sale of fur apparel?

SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED

CITY 75% 14% 11%
BOROQUGH SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Bronx 73% 13% 14%
Brooklyn 77% 11% 12%
Manhattan 75% 17% 8%
Queens 76% 15% 9%
Staten Island 72% 14% 14%
SEX SUPPORT OPPOSE  UNDECIDED
Men 66% 19% 15%
Women 84% 9% 7%
AGE SUPPORT QOPPOSE UNDECIDED
<50 81% 11% 8%
50+ 71% 16% 13%
RACE SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
White 73% 17% 10%
Black 77% 11% 12%
Hispanic 72% 13% 15%
PARTY REGISTRATION SUPPORT OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Democrat 74% 14% 12%
Republican 71% 16% 13%
Independent 79% 13% 8%
5

Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy — New York City Voter Poll May 2019
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DEMOGRAPHICS

PARTY REGISTRATION:

AGE;

RACE/ETHNICITY:

SEX:

BOROUGH:

Democrat
Republican
Independent or Other

18-34
35-49
50-64
65+
Refused

White/Caucasian
Black/African American
Hispanic/Latino
Other/Refused

Male
Female

Bronx
Brooklyn
Manhattan
Queens
Staten Island

6

424 (68%)
70 (11%)
131 (21%)

128 (20%)
176 (28%)
155 (25%)
149 (24%)

17 (3%)

283 (45%)
151 (24%)
144 (23%)

47 (8%)

285 (46%)
340 (54%)

100 (16%)
185 (30%)
140 (22%)
150 (24%)

50 (8%)

Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy — New York City Voter Poll May 2019
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Intro 1476 - A bill to prohibit the sale or offer for sale of
fur apparel

A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to prohibiting the sale of fur
apparel

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Chapter 4 of title 20 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new
subchapter 13 to read as follows:

SUBCHAPTER 13

FUR APPAREL

§ 20-699.10 Definitions

§ 20-699.11 Prohihited conduct

§ 20-699.12 Penalties

§ 20-6992.13 Injunctive relief

§ 20-699.10 Definitions. For purposes of this subchapter, the following terms have the following meanings:

Commissioner. The term “commissioner” means the commissioner of consumer affairs.
Fur. The term “fur” means any animal skin, in whole or in part, with the hair, fleece or fur fibers attached.

Fur apparel. The term “fur apparel” means any article of clothing or fashion accessory, to be worn on any part of
the body, made of fur, in whole or in part.

Used fur apparel. The term “used fur apparel” means any fur apparel that a natural person has acquired for that
person’s own use as an article of clothing or fashion accessory.

§ 20-699.11 Prohibited conduct. No person may sell or offer for sale any fur apparel except for used fur apparel
or fur apparel made from fur sourced exclusively from used fur apparel.

§ 20-699.12 Penalties. a. Any person that violates section 20-699.11 on or after the first day of May next
succeeding the effective date of the local law that added this subchapter shall be subject to a civil penalty of not
more than $500 for that person’s first violation and each additional violation occurring on the same day as the
first violation, and not less than $500 nor more than $1,500 for each subsequent violation. Viclations shall
accrue on a daily basis for each item of prohibited fur apparel that is sold or offered for sale.

b. Any fur apparel offered for sale or any revenue generated from fur apparel sold in violation of section 20-
699.11 shall be subject to forfeiture upon notice and judicial determination.

§ 20-699.13 Injunctive relief. In addition to any other relief available by law, the commissioner may seek any
relief available under article 63 of the civil practice law and rules in a proceeding against any person alleged to
be in violation of any provision of this subchapter.

§ 2. This local law takes effect 90 days after it becomes law, except that the commissioner of consumer affairs

shall take such measures as are necessary for the implementation of this local law, including the promulgation of
rules, before such date.
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Dan Matthews, Senior Vice President at PETA Testimony — Intro. 1476

Honorable Council Members,

My name is Dan Mathews. I’'m a Senior Vice President at PETA, where I have worked since
1985.

PETA was involved in the fur bans that passed overwhelmingly in L.A. and San Francisco, and
we are heartened that New York is poised to be next. Lawmakers are voting to ban fur sales
because fur producers operate outside of the law. Unlike other industries that use animals, fur
producers do not receive government oversight or inspection to ensure that the animals live or
die with even minimal standards.

PETA filmed a mink farmer in Maryland who killed the animals by injecting them with weed
killer, which caused a slow and painful death, but which the owner found cheap and easy. He had
no experience and no interest in veterinary medicine. We filmed a chinchilla farmer in Indiana
who electrocuted the animals by clamping their genitals with a cord leading to a car battery. He
sometimes used too weak a voltage and some animals hobbled off the skinning board, which he
found funny. He had no experience and no interest in veterinary medicine.

In Korea, we filmed a fur farmer who swung foxes by the tail between two wooden boards, and
then crushed them to death before exporting their pelts to New York. In China, we filmed fur
farmers who slammed raccoon dogs’ heads into the ground, which dazed them but didn’t kill
them. They were skinned alive. Dog fur from China has ended up on racks here in New York
City where it was mislabeled as fake. The Federal Trade Commission cited many retailers for
false labeling, but there were no penalties whatsoever. That’s why we need a law banning fur
that comes with a penalty.

Nowadays in the States, with little interest in fur coats, animals are often killed for less
conspicuous fur trim or collars—mostly coyotes, killed in traps like this.

It looks like a medieval torture device that should have been banned long ago. In fact, over 100
countries have banned these traps. But only seven of the United States have banned them,
meaning traps are used coast to coast, including just outside the city in upstate NY and
Connecticut.

Why have 100 countries banned these traps? Let’s take a look at how they operate.

(Demonstrate trap)



This trap is available for $10 on Amazon. It’s meant for coyotes, who trappers then bludgeon to
death, but they routinely cripple and kill family dogs, cats, owls, and the occasional human hiker.

Like fur farms, trapping is a sadistic, self-regulated hobby. Trappers claim they check their traps
daily, but if the weather’s bad, a game’s on TV, or they just don’t feel like it, animals can
languish for days. They die of exhaustion, infection, shock, or by being eaten by a predator from
whom they can’t escape. Some animals, especially mothers desperate to return to their young,
even attempt to chew off their limbs to escape.

Trapping cannot be regulated because only the trappers know where the traps are set.

Like fur farmers, trappers operate outside the view of the law. That’s why lawmakers are
banning fur.

Thank you.
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May 15, 2019

Chairman Rafael Espinal

Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing
250 Broadway Suite 1754

New York, NY 10007

Chairman Espinal and Honorable Committee Members,

As the New York State Director for the Humane Society of the United States,
I thank you for the opportunity to present today and for Speaker Johnson’s
leadership on this issue, which is historic and in line with what both Los
Angeles and San Francisco have accomplished - prohibiting the cruel and
unnecessary sale of new fur products.

The Humane Society of the United States has worked with top apparel
companies — from Gueci, Michael Kors and Chanel to TJ Maxx and
Burlington Coat Factory — to establish sound, profitable fur-free policies.
When these significant companies examine the fur trade closely, they
understand that it is not possible to humanely source fur. Versace and Coach
have taken a leadership role, as well, and we expect this market-led trend to
grow exponentially.

Serious animal welfare concerns regarding the “harvesting” of fur for fur
products include animals taken by anal electrocution, wild animals crammed
in barren cages for their entire lives and wildlife caught in steel leghold traps
for days without food or water. Additionally, investigations have shown that
“certified” farms raising animals are rampant with self-mutilation and other
injurious behaviors caused by significant stress and fear.

Consumers, industry leaders, leading animal protection organizations and
constituents applaud the introduction of Intro 1476, and respectfully ask that
this measure pass committee.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

B

Brian Shapiro

New York State Director

The Humane Society of the United States
200 W 57th Street #705

New York, NY 10019
bshapiro@humanesociety.org

(845) 707 5350
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GUNAS .
vewvos<— TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF INTRO 1476 - Ban Sale of Fur in NYC

Business: GUNAS NEW YORK, 4630 Center Blvd, #1005, Long Island City, NY 11109
www.gunasthebrand.com E: info@gunasthebrand.com

To: Consumer Affairs Committee and City Council member, Jimmy Van Bramer.

My name is Sugandh Agrawal and I live in Long Island City in council member Jimmy
Van Bramer’s district. [ urge him to support this bill. Since 2009 my company, Gunas
has been a brand committed to making luxury, vegan and cruelty-free handbags for
the modern, style conscious and fashion forward woman. It has been awarded the
Best Green Handbag label by Instyle, Best Retail bag by Macy’s and Best Vegan
Handbag brand from PETA. The brand’s been featured in Vogue magazine, Harper’s
Bazaar, Let’s Make a Deal -TV show, A Girl Friend’s Guide to Divorce on CBS and A
series of Unfortunate Events on Netflix. I'm here today to testify in support for the
ban on the sale of fur in New York City with primarily three strong arguments.

1. Plastics are a genius human invention: Unlike plastic straws and bottles
that are a convenience tool and can easily be avoided, faux fur and faux
leather are a genius use of plastics. Using plastics as faux fur is an adaptation
of nature, a way to mimic its beauty instead of destroying it. Several
innovations in the form of fur made from hemp fibers, corn based plastic,
water-based faux materials instead of petrochemicals and even plastic made
from avocado seeds are now being developed by scientists all over the world.
Let’s not be a creature of habit, rather an evangelist of change; a change that
is the need of the hour. Let’s stop the abuse of animals in the name of fashion.

2. Ethical jobs will be created: There comes a time when an industry no
longer serves the purpose of humankind. We are at this very crossroads with
the fur industry. Instead of fearing change we need to embrace it, innovate
and give our future generations what they really want. There is a clear,
growing demand for animal-free products. As a small business owner, the
growing success of my brand is a clear indication that the Millennial and Gen
Z consumers want this change. We want to have nothing to do with garments
made from brutality. No amount of regulations in the fur industry can justify
the torture, abuse and pain we inflict upon animals.

3. Designers do NOT support the use of fur in fashion: Household fashion
brands such as Gucci, Versace, Burberry, Michael Kors, Armani, DVF, Tom
Ford, Stella McCartney, Vivien Westwood, DKNY, Ralph Lauren, Calvin Klein
have all dropped fur from their collections. London Fashion Week, vowed to
go fur free in 2018. New York is one of the top 4 world capitals for fashion.
What values do we want to stand for?

Torture cannot be labeled as aesthetically, morally or visually pleasing. Animal
abuse is modern day slavery. Let’s liberate them by creating incentives similar to
those embraced through several other green initiatives by our city. Every time
we've embraced such a change we've emerged happier and stronger. As a mom, this
is the kind of world | want for my child. As a business owner, [ know it can be done.

Thank you,
Sugandh Goel Agrawal



TESTIMONY OF REV. DR. JOHNNIE GREEN
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON CONSUMER AFFAIRS AND
BUSINESS LICENSING
MAY 15,2019

Good afternoon and thank you for the opportunity to testify before the committee regarding
my opposition to the proposed ban on the sale of fur apparel, Intro 1476, My name is Rev. Dr.
Johnnie Green and I am the Senior Pastor at Mount Neboh Baptist Church in Harlem. I am also
the President of Mobilizing Preachers and Communities (or “MPAC”), which is a non-profit civil
rights and faith-based organization with a membership of over 300 churches through the New York
and tri-state area. I co-founded MPAC because I felt that the church needed to take a more active
role in the life of the community to ensure justice and equality for all people. It is these concerns
that bring me here today.

I find it troubling that activists and leaders such as yourselves would try to take away our
right, here in New York City, to choose what we can and cannot buy. While citizens here in our
diverse and urban city, largely populated by minorities, are being stripped of their right to purchase
what they choose.

People have the right to choose not to wear fur, but fur opponents do not have the right to
determine how we reward our hard work. Americans believe in freedom, choice and prosperity,
We believe that with hard work and oppertunity, you will be rewarded. For our community, that
has struggled for centuries to achieve equality and freedom in this country, to be now told what
we can and cannot purchase is an insult. Everyone is entitled to their own personal beliefs whether
it be culture, religion or custom, but opponents to fur are not entitled to encroach on the rights of

others who disagree.



Opponents of fur do not understand its importance in the black community. They do not
understand that we have a long history of wearing furs passed down through our families for
generations. They do not understand the role of fur as a symbol of achievement in society for our
disadvantaged group. Our ability to wear fur historically has been a sign that we have finally
become a part of New York society, something we were prevented from being a part of for
hundreds of years.

A ban on fur is a ban on black culture. For us, this is a pattern throughout history, of Blacks
being told what rights they can and cannot have by the White majority. We cannot and will not
stand for this injustice and this discrimination.

A fur ban will not only negatively impact the Black community—it will have devastating
economic impacts for the historic fur industry and the City’s entire fashion economy. This will
destroy one of the last small business-run industries in our city. Shouldn’t we be protecting these
workers who rely on the industry to make money to feed their families? Shouldn’t we be preserving
small businesses instead of destroying them?

New York City would lose 7,500 jobs and 150 business would be forced to shut down if
we ban the sale of fur. These are small, family businesses that are being forced to shutter their
storefronts that have been around for generations without a fair say. A fur ban would be another
way for the City to rapidly gentrify—taking jobs away from 1% and 2" generation Americans
whose parents and grandparents came to this country and worked hard to provide for their families.
This will destroy small business, most of them minority-owned, ignoring the cries of our people.

In my community, on our finest days at church, those who have minks wear them. It is a
part of the America dream. Let’s prioritize what matters to our communities, instead of wasting

time on issues that don’t serve the people.
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ASSOCIATION

May 15, 2019

On behalf of the American Apparel & Footwear Association (AAFA), | thank you for the opportunity to testify
on Intro 1476-A.

AAFA is the national trade association representing apparel, footwear, travel goods, and other sewn products
companies, and their suppliers, which compete in the global market. We represent over 100 companies with
corporate offices or headquarters in New York State which would be impacted by a restriction on the sale of
animal skin or fur products.

This legislation would greatly impair our companies’ ability to deliver products that consumers want, The
choice of materials used in apparel and footwear products is very important, and consumers make educated
decisions about the types of products that they purchase. When consumer demand exists, the product is there
to supply that demand, and when demand changes, companies adapt. Regulating material choices for
companies artificially restricts trade and will drive business out of the city into surrounding areas. Because the
demand for fur will still exist, it is likely that most consumers will continue to buy fur whether it is sold in New
York City or elsewhere. Moreover, this legisiation will cause the loss of jobs and closure of small business
manufacturers in the city. Dictating elements of style and design may also negatively impact fashion trade
shows which frequently travel to New York City, which threatens New York City’s status as an international
fashion capital. This also risks a negative impact on tourism and shopping, a major source of revenue for all
types of businesses.

Additionally, AAFA consistently advocates for the harmonization of regulations at the city, state, and federal
levels. Numerous and conflicting regulations from one locality to the next increases the cost of doing business,
especially for companies who sell in many different product categories, as many of our members do. Of
course, increasing the cost of business by requiring companies to track changing regulations, update their
compliance policies, and develop new products, increases the cost of products for consumers.

We recommend that the Council reconsider this legislation which wiil limit consumer choice, kill jobs, and hurt
New York City's economy. Thank you for your time and consideration.

LEGALM1243785\1



PETER SPELIOPOULOS PROJECTS
FOR THE REGRRIECORD

My name is Peter Speliopoulos and I am the Founder of Peter Speliopoulos Projects, a designer working in
Fashion, Costume and a Creator of Home Accessories, in which I use shearling, haircalf and leather and suede. I
was formerly Creative Director of Donna Karan for 13 years, a business where we made and sold shearling,
haircalf, leathers and suede— in clothing, shoes and handbags, and jewelry. Donna herself had personal
reservations about the use of fur, and so we did not create or sell fur products.

There is a big difference between “fur” and “ shearling and haircalf,” and I believe it is critical to understand this.
The Fur Industry has already been working for years to establish regulations concerning farming and ethics. The
legitimacy of using shearling and haircalf has been built around the idea that these are animal byproducts. In fact,
that is exactly what they are! The hides of animals - cows, sheep, goats, are harvested worldwide, after these
same animals have already provided the world. with food! Since the beginning of Man, Man has made great use of
the entire animal, first as a food source, then using hides for clothing, utility and shelter. How are we to face, and
fight against the human tragedy of World Hunger without sacrificing these animals for food? What are we to do
with what's left over? Not to mention the use of these leftovers feeding all of our cats and dogs! Are we outlawing
the killing of our food sources? '

Moreover, shearlings and haircalf come from the same animals, the same skins, as leather and suedelll Meaning,
through various tanning processes, the original hides, which have hair— shearling and haircalf, become leather
and suedes of different qualities and grades. The hides themselves are made up of different layers, all of which are
used— the inferior layer is used to make cheap suede and interfacing and linings in bags, sneakers and shoes.
Going further, the hair or wool pile of these hides goes on to become yarns... So, what exactly is being banned
here in this bill? And on what grounds?

Shearling, haircalf, leather, and suede — basically all the same thing, the same animal byproducts, the same hides,
are in fact, also the most sustainable and ecological products. These are elements of nature, and they biodegrade in
one year!!! Tanneries have made huge strides and are using ecological means to process shearlings, haircalf, leather
and suede, with major restrictions on chrome and formaldehyde. A bigger problem are the plastics and
petrochemicals used in the fake fur and synthetic leather industries, which seem to never biodegrade, accumulate,
and are ruining our Earth.

And as an American, a business owner and private citizen, I cannot accept a government that dictates what I can
or cannot utilize in the making of responsible products, nor a government that tells me I cannot wear this, buy
that or eat this and that. The greatest movements forward in this country have given us the freedom to choose,
and have provided everyone with ethical, sustainable and ecclogical options.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

e

Peter Speliopoulos



May 15, 2019

STALLION INC.

NYC Economic Development Corporation-funded manufacturing Company

We are a manufacturer and retailer of women’s fur coats and ready to wear apparel. Our annual sales
are approximately 530 million. Our Councilmember for our 3 Manhattan retail stores is Keith Powers and
for our Long Island City factory is Jimmy Van Bramer, and our 90 employees also are also represented by
Councilmembers here in the Committee and in the Council. We are proud of our accomplishments and
our label and logo clearly states “Handmade in New York City”.

We currently employ over 90 people most of whom reside in New York City. At our retail stores and
production facility in Long Island City most of our employees are involved in the design, production and
sales of our ready to wear line. [n addition we alse subcontract to other ready to wear garment
manufacturers in the garment district of NYC. Qur fur business accounts for the majority of our income.

We moved to Long Island City in 2007 and funded our current production facility with financing provided
by the NYC Industrial Development Group. The financing was provided because we improved the
economic and employment conditions in the area. Our number of employees has doubled over the last
12 years. In 2015 Build NYC Resource Corporation re-financed our building with over $7 million of
Revenue Refunding Bonds. A substantial portion of the proceeds were used to improve our building and
provide additional resources specific for the fur business.

If NYC decides to ban fur it will have a catastrophic impact on our operations.

* We will be forced to close our factory and retail stores in NYC and elsewhere.

¢ All of our employees will be let go without severance pay and benefits including medical
insurance which we provide to our employees at no cost to them.

+  We will go into default on $8 million in obligations on the NYC Revenue Refunding Bonds.

e All costs associated with our store leases of over $3 million will be lost; we will default on our
working capital debt of about $6 million; and our inventory supply contracts will be abandoned
that will result in a mire of law suits.

e We will default on our multiyear Madison Avenue leases which will result in a huge liability.

Qur 90 employees, with families who are dependent on them, will lose their livelihcods because you are
deciding to put our industry out of business.

John Georgiades New York City Locations:

Stallion Inc. J.Mendel 787 Madison Avenue.
36-20 34w street J.Mendel at Bergdorf Goodman.
Long Island City NY 11106 Dennis Basso 825 Madison Avenue

514777-2



fORTHE RECORE

Testimony from Sharon Discorfano, Esq.
at Hearing on May 15, 2019
Regarding Intro 1476, Prohibition of Sale/Offer for Sale of Fur Apparel

Good afternoon. My name is Sharon Discorfano. I'm a New York City resident, member of the
New York State Bar and of the New York City Bar Association’s Committee on Animal Law. I'm here

testifying in a personal capacity in support of Intro 1476, prohibiting the sale of fur apparel.

As an animal protection attorney and advocate, | have shared my story of a naive 16-year-old
Sharon on a school trip to the Soviet Union, when | purchased a fur hat as a souvenir. [ share this story to
underscore how each of us can and must change our consumer behavior as our own understanding evolves.
I no longer purchase or wear fur because | now know what | didn’t know then: how millions of animals are
bred to die on fur farms every year; how they’re confined to tiny wire cages for their entire lives; how
undercover investigations have documented horrific cruelty, including animals being skinned alive. With
that knowledge comes the responsibility to make more humane choices. And when that knowledge becomes
common knowledge, our laws need to reflect and enforce the collective belief — a cornerstone of any

civilized society — that cruelty, simply, is wrong.

Opposition today will focus on the impact this ban will have on businesses. | appreciate that, as the
hub of the fashion industry, New York will be especially cautious about a ban similar to ones approved in
LA and San Francisco. However, leading design houses such as Gucei, Versace, Burberry, Michael Kors,
and Coach already have renounced the use of fur. Publications such as InStyle and London Fashion Week
have banished fur fro_m their pages. As always, continued success for businesses will depend largely on

their ability to adapt to the changing needs of customers rather than clinging to outdated trends.

The exemptions included in the proposed legislation make it a fair and balanced approach to
addressing animal welfare concerns while stil! being respectful of religious customs and practical in terms
of already-existing fur apparel. Furthermore, the penalties for violations are necessarily proportionate to
the considerable price tags of fur apparel; dollar amounts need to be high enough to deter those who might

otherwise deem the risk of penalty worth taking, weighed against the amount to be gained by making a sale.

For these reasons, 1 support Intro 1476 to prohibit the sale of fur apparel. And I want to close

my remarks by thanking the Council members and all those whose efforts have gotten us to this point today.
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FOR THE RECORD

Letter in Opposition to 1476-A
Wednesday, May 15, 2019

Good Morning Speaker Johnson, and Council Members Levine, Brannan,
Rosenthal, Holden, Lander, Dromm and Reynoso, my name is Barbara Blair. |
am president of the Garment District Alliance.

I'am here to voice my opposition to 1476-A as currently written. The legislation
states that once in effect, no person may sell or offer for sale any fur apparel
with the exception of used fur or fur used for religious custom.

| am opposed because | do not feel that the proposed legislation will achieve
the presumed intent. If the intent is to ensure that animals are harvested in a
responsible manner, that is, one that does not involve torture, cruelty, or having
negative environmental impacts and would require approved farming methods,
then | would support such an initiative. But this legislation does not directly
address that issue, rather, it is aimed at the fashion industry and retail in New
York City.

Elizabeth Foundation for the Arts

Empire State Realty Trust. ine. The Garment District currently has 77 firms that use materials proposed to be
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G Holdings LLC
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Hudson 38 Holding LLC
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Investco
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New York City Council
Newmark Grubb Knight Frank

Office of the Manhattan
Borough President

Office of the Mayor

Office of the NYC Comptroller
Olmstead Properties
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Port Authority of NY & NJ
Refinery Hotel

Ryan Garson

Savitt Partners LLC
Shorenstein Properties LLC
Stan Herman Company
Stitch Bar & Lounge

The Doneger Group

EMERITI
George S. Kaufman
Peter L. Malkin

banned. Just six months ago the Garment District Alliance was tasked by this
Council with implementing a very expensive program to invest in business
development initiatives which would ensure the sustainability of garment
manufacturing and the retention of jobs in midtown Manhattan. In addition to
the 1476-A not having clarity with regard to its purpose, it runs counter to, and
seriously jeopardizes, efforts that the Alliance is trying to undertake at the
Council’s request.

It should be noted that the fashion industry, and for the purposes of this
hearing, is seriously under siege. In 2017, 8138 retailers closed in the United
States. In 2018 it was 5,524. This year it predicted to be 5994 with Lord &
Taylor just announcing last week the sale or closure of its stores. These store
closures have a devastating impact on suppliers including many NYC based
fashion companies. And these recent closings are just piled on top of the
losses the City has experienced from decades of manufacturers going overseas
and other actions that have diminished our manufacturing, design, marketing
and sales sectors of the industry.

While this legislation would make a great statement for the importance of
animal rights, it does not appear likely to have any other positive impact locally.
Instead it will move sales of all kinds of apparel from Ugg boots to shearling
coats and lined gloves to New Jersey, Connecticut or any other region that will
merely ship, through Amazon or some other online purveyor, to NYC. It
undermines the retailers that are committed to being here, it threatens jobs at
hundreds of suppliers, and it directly contradicts what the council mandated us
to do just a few months ago.



| emphatically restate, that if the legislation is about eliminating cruelty to
animals, mitigating environmental impacts or creating humane and decent
harvesting conditions | cannot imagine anyone not supporting the proposed
legislation including the Alliance. However, the impact on jobs in NYC for retail,
manufacturing and design will be devastating to an already precarious industry
and as such this legisiation needs to be rewritten.

Sincerely,

Zarbara A. Blair .

President



Tim Gunn’s Testimony on Intro. 1476 — May 15, 2019

Honorable Council Members,

Throughout my career—as chair of fashion design at Parsons, creative director at Liz Claiborne,
and host of Project Runway—I have advocated against fur.

The fashion business has a troubling history with animals, but it is quickly evolving. Believe it or
not, furriers used to slice up chimpanzees, gorillas, monkeys, leopards, baby seals, and tigers for
their fur. Most of that was declared illegal in the 1970s when the federal government enacted the
Marine Mammal Protection Act and the Endangered Species Act. Now, it's time to safeguard all
the other animals from such gratuitous violence by supporting City Council Speaker Corey
Johnson's bill to ban fur sales in New York City, as lawmakers have already done in Los Angeles
and San Francisco. :

There isn't much to be happy about in politics today, but this trend toward kindness should give
everyone hope. At Parsons, the fur trade enjoyed years of unchallenged promotion in which it
enticed budding designers to work with fur by offering them free fur, trips to Scandinavia, and
sponsorship deals. I introduced a program in which PETA was given equal time to screen videos
showing what happens to animals on fur farms around the world before their pelts end up in New

York showrooms. Foxes, rabbits, chinchillas, and even dogs and cats are anally electrocuted,

gassed, bludgeoned, and often skinned alive.

Student interest in the fur program dried up as quickly as enthusiasm for sustainable design
increased. Consumer demand for fur has plummeted. According to the treasurer of Greater Fur
New York, just 14 retail storefronts selling fur remained in the garment district in 2018—down
from 450 in 1977. This year, there are even fewer.

Fashion has evolved. Designers are finding it increasingly easy to be creative without being
destructive. Hundreds of fabrics have been developed that are more eco-friendly and animal-
friendly. When my Project Runway cohort Michael Kors banished fur from his collections, he
said, "We now have the ability to create a luxe aesthetic using non-animal fur." Donatella
Versace declared, "Fur? I am out of that. I don't want to kill animals to make fashion. It doesn't
feel right." Gucei CEO Marco Bizzarri announced, "Technology is now available that means you
don't need to use fur. The alternatives are luxurious. There is just no need." Ralph Lauren,
Tommy Hilfiger, Armani, and Chanel have enacted fur-free policies, as have dozens of mass-
market brands like H&M, Zara, Gap, Nine West, and The North Face.

Furthermore, the proposed ban would fit in with the city's many green initiatives. Fur production
requires dangerous chemicals that pollute the environment. To keep animal pelts from
putrefying, furriers steep them in pools of noxious chemicals like chromium and formaldehyde.
The EPA has fined fur-processing plants for improper disposal of these poisons. A ban on fur
sales would boost the burgeoning market for new, greener materials that don't harm the
environment.

Let's all embrace fabrics that don't bleed and support Speaker Johnson's bill to ban fur.
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Testimony on 5/15/2019 before the NYC Council:

My name is Vivian Barna. | am the founder of All About Rabbits Rescue, Inc. located
in Queens NY.

| am a constituent of Council member Karen Koslowitz based in Forest Hills Queens
and | am in favor of 1476

| respectfully ask all politicians to pass 1476, follow justice and justice alone for
sentient beings so that we can make this earth a better place. So that we can
reduce the violence against innocent animals. Elected officials should set a higher
bar for the populous. Humane living and non-violent existence with our fellow
creatures is #1. It overrides pro fur sentiments that in reality equals pro torture. It
overrides inflicting unimaginable cruelty on helpless voiceless innocent fur bearing
animals.

Each year over 100 million animals on this planet are abused tortured and killed for
their fur. To those who are pro fur, pro fur industry, who want to wear their fur
collars, rabbit fur hat or fur coat, go and view the videos of how that animal with
lungs eyes and beating heart ends up being fur trim, hat or coat. Have you seen
the videos of the animals being skinned, sometimes alive and then tossed into a
pile to suffer in shock till its life torturously and slowly ebb out? | have seen videos
the rabbits skinned alive at Chinese fur farms. | have seen videos of poor minks
confined in small cages for their entire lives only to be rewarded with
electrocution.

Animal cruelty has no limit, no boundaries.

For those who are pro fur, the animal considers her life just as important as you
consider your own breath. Imagine you are that animal being killed? It’s too
horrific isn"t it? It’s all been filmed and available for public view —all one has to do
is google it.

This is not humanity. This is unconscionable depravity. But right - here right now,
the city of NY has an opportunity thanks to the initiative of select city council
members, to uplift the world by passing intro 1476 and show the world we do not
want to participate in cruelty.

To all council members | urge you to vote yes for 1476



Good Afternoon,

My name is Vincent Sireci and I am General Counsel of The Echo Design Group,
(“Echo”). 1 have held the position of General Counsel since April 2005. Echo
Design is a family-owned and operated enterprise in operation since 1923. Today,
Echo Design is one of the world’s leading designers and manufacturers of
accessories and home products. We sell our product in both wholesale and retail
capacities to department stores and specialty stores, as well as to consumers
directly through catalogs and the Internet. Echo designs, develops, produces and
distributes market-leading fashion accessories driven by print, pattern, color, and
texture, including scarfs, wraps, hats, gloves, home products, handbags,
swimwear, loungewear, beach, custom designed products and other fashion
accessory items, utilizing the best fabrics and materials available. In addition to
ECHO branded product, we are the longstanding Licensee of a renowned
American brand in the fashion accessories category and design and manufacture
product for many other prominent brands in the industry. We employ over 120
individuals in New York and New Jersey. Fur, shearling and calf-hair leather are
routinely utilized by Echo Design as key components of the articles that we
produce and sell under the ECHO and other well-known brands. A ban of these
materials would significantly impact our business, and that of our customers. As
such, we respectfully request that this council carefully weigh the ramifications of
this legislation and its far-reaching effects on the lives of business owners,
employees and consumers who will be detrimentally impacted if this bill became

law. Thank you.
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May 14, 2019
Dear Members of the Board,

| come before you, to ask a question, which is bigger than the fur issue- it's the issue of
freedom of choice. As one gay man to another, Mr. Johnson, how would you feel if we were
here today voting to ban gay rights? Living in America gives us the choice to choose whether or
not to wear fur. It is an essential fundamental American right to choose.

For someone who has spent their last forty years in the fur business, which has provided
my partner and | a wonder life, | find it absurd that | am standing here today fighting for the
right to ask the board not to ban fur sales in New York City. | believe we should not be wasting
taxpayer money and time on a “issue” that most New Yorkers would find baffling to take away
their civil liberty- their right to choose.

As a man who has lived in the great city of New York my whole adult life, | see the
hardships my fellow New Yorkers are faced with everyday. We should be voting to help the
homeless, help the veterans who fought for this country and are unable to find steady income.
Our education system is havoc. Most of the younger generation is fighting to have a decent
education. The lack of funding for public service is devastating which is why | do not understand
why fur banning is a current top priority.

Mr. Johnson, to rﬁe, my friends, clients and colleagues, we all believe that this seems
like a way for you to make a name for yourself. Please make time to help improve New York
City, which you have been elected to do so. Stop taking away people’s rights to make their own
choices whether to wear fur or not.

Respectfully Yours,
Mitchell Adelman

Global Vice President Dennis Basso & J . Mendel

Mitchell Adelman
345 East 73" Street Apt #8A
New York, NY 10021
Council Member Ben Kallos
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May 15, 2019

My name is Syivia Heisel and | live on the Lower East Side in Council Member Margaret S.
Chin’s district. | urge her to support Intro 1476,

| have lived and worked in New York most of my life and | think we all agree it’s the greatest city
in the world.

To maintain that status i believe the city needs to continue embracing change the same way it’s
inhabitants do.

25 years ago | was a young fashion designer and my collection included real fur.

| look back and I'm horrified that | participated in an industry that causes so much pain and
suffering for the benefit of a small group of affluent consumers.

But that was then and times have changed.

My career has reinvented and my company develops 3D printing, advanced manufacturing and
sustainable materials for fashion.

As an authority on technology and the future of fashion | can tell you it is 100% unnecessary to
kill animals for clothing. There are many amazing innovative materials that look and feel warmer
and more luxurious and can employ as many skilled artisans and local businesses without
brutally Killing innocent animals,

Change is never easy but If New York wants to continue being the greatest city in the world
and attracting the best and brightest people from around the globe we need to embrace and
support innovations and changes that make the world a better place.

Banning new fur sales in New York City would send a message to the global community that
the greatest city in the world welcomes compassion, innovation and the rights of all living
beings.



Honorable Council Members,

My name is Ashley Byrne, and I am an Associate Director with PETA, and a longtime resident
of New York City. Over the past decade through my work with PETA, I’ve had a front-row seat
as consumers have rejected fur with increasing vehemence, and as designers and retailers have
responded to the demand for clothing that is ethical and eco-friendly.

Designers and business owners who continue to use abused animals in their collections are a
dying breed. The future of the fur industry lies in innovations like faux fur made from
modacrylics or hemp that don’t harm the planet or the animals who live on it, and many
designers, retailers, and brands formerly in the business of selling fur have found that they can do
quite well without it.

For example, this past winter, Kym Canter, former creative director of ] Mendel, launched a line
of sustainable faux fur outerwear called House of FIuff. She used the skills that she had initially
developed in the notorious fur atelier to create her collection, citing a desire to produce
fashionable, luxurious products without the untenable cruelty to animals, and extreme
environmental damage that she could no longer ignore in the fur industry. The collection debuted
at Saks Fifth Avenue, and in just a handful of months it has received accolades and attention
from Vogue, Harper’s Bazaar, In Style, The New York Times, and even Fordes, all saying the
same thing: an ethical approach to fashion is good for business. There is no reason why others
cannot and should not follow suit. With so many options that are warm, beautiful, eco-friendly,
and cruelty-free, there is no excuse to cling to something as outmoded and cruel as real fur.

In closing, please consider that everyone involved would be jailed on cruelty-to-nnimals charges if
dogs or cats in New York City were abused in the same ways as animals who are killed for their
fur. But the coyotes, foxes, rabbits, and other animals who are destined to end up in bits and
pieces on collars and keychains feel pain and fear every bit as much as the cats and dogs who are
part of the family for millions of New Yorkers, and it is up to you to protect them by voling in
favor of Intro 1476.

Thank you.



My name: Andrew Kaplan ; DV
Residence: Manhattan, District 6 INTRY 1474
Council member: Helen Rosenthal and | urge her to support this Bill ASS%i0

Gandhi, asserts that, “The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged
by the way its animals are treated.”

As a vet | can tell you that | have first-hand experience with how animals can suffer.

| can tell you about The mental breakdown that occurs when animals are crowded into
Unnatural confined spaces for prolonged periods of time.

| can tell you about how traumatic and cruel it is die by electrocution, drowning, gassing
and direct trauma.

| can tell you about the unfathomabl act of skinning another living being alive.

But my words and experiences are not necessary to convince you, because everyone
here, supporters and non-supporters of the fur industry alike know the truth. And that
truth is, that this unnecessary commodity comes at too great an ethical cost and we all
know it.

| own a veterinary hospital on the upper West side. Having had enough of seeing my
clients bringing in their dogs while wearing fur coats, and confronting about it, | finally
placed graphic signs in the window of my office, showing animals with their legs
crushed in steel Jaw leghold trap®, awaiting a bludgeoning death by their captors. This
in order to educate the community in hopes of preventing them from buying these coats.
Having seen my sign, one of my clients who might be here today, Ann Dee Goldin,
owner of Goldin Styles, a fur company in Manhattan, felt compelled to reveal who she
was.

Incredulous, | asked her what she felt was the difference between her dogs that she
loves and the furbearing animals that her company tortures in her business? To that she
didn’t have an answer.

| then asked her how she would feel if dogs became the object of the fur industry in the
United States, And if her dogs were taken from her to be killed? Again, she had no
answer.

I last asked her if she'd ever visited the fur farms so she can experience the torture for
herself? She said “l could never do that.” Asked why, and the answer “because it would
be too disturbing.” -

| suspect any human being with feelings, i.e. all of us, given an opportunity to witness in
person what we do to these animals on fur farms and in order to capture them in the
wild, would find it at least disturbing and downright disgraceful, shameful, unspeakable,
contemptible and shameful at worst. And if you don’t, you would certainly be in the
minority.

The majority of us find this practice disgusting and shameful, and it therefore it must
end. We must allow our conscience to guide us. We must allow our conscience to guide
us! We must allow our conscience to guide us.



Honorable Council Members,

My name is Desmond Cadogan. I have been a PETA volunteer since the 1990s and have
participated in many anti-fur protests here in New York. As a gay black man, 1 am also u
longtime advocate of both gay and civil rights. I was surprised when I heard thut a preacher
planned to protest this bill because some black women like to wear fur coats to church. This bill
doesn’t preclude anyone from wearing fur. Also, I follow Black Lives Matter and the NAACP,
and I have never seen the right to buy a new fur coat on any civil rights agenda. [ saw the flier
that Rev. Green posted, urging his followers to get on a bus to City Hall for what he called a free
field trip, a free lunch, and the chance to win a $250 American Express card—with no mention
whatsoever of the fur issue.

As someone who volunteers for causes fiee of charge, I came to City Hall that day to meet this
group and ask questions. T have the utmost respect for views other than my own and looked
forward to having an exchange of ideas. But the group was stage-managed, anc neither I nor a
reporter was allowed to talk to anyone other than an appointed spokespersor.. V/hen the group
got off the buses, they were handed homemade protest signs by white pro-fi.r lobbyists. It looked
shady, and it saddened me. Whether money changed hands to stage this stun(, God only knows.
There are so many serious civil rights issues that it’s demeaning for the Afiizar-American
community to be used as a smokescreen by the predominantly white fur trade because it can’t
address the issue at hand: needless, gruesome cruelty to animals. The fur trade attempted to
inject the race issue last month at a hearing for a bill to ban fur sales in Califorria. Chris Holden,
an African-American assembly member from Pasadena said that he found siich attempts
insulting. In pledging his support for the bill, he said, “To suggest that there's ¢ cultural
connection to this issue trivializes the point, and it focuses on a divisive issuc that is not accepted
by me. ... [A]nd it doesn’t sell with African-Americans that I know.”

In closing, I’d like to point out that black icons like Oprah Winfrey, Taraji ’. Henson, and
Wendy Williams have stated publicly that they stopped wearing real fur and switched to fake in
order to stop animals from suffering for human vanity. Last year Oprah listed f1ux {ur as one ol
her “favorite things.” Wendy Williams launched her own line of fake fur conts. Taraji P. Henson
had producers of Empire replace the real fur that her character wears with fike fur, and nobody
could tell the difference. And I was very happy to read that in a new poll, 7¢% of New Yorkers
want fur sales banned and the figure is slightly higher among African-Americans (specifically,
77%). To suggest that our community has not progressed on this issue as otlier communities have
is offensive. As you decide whether to support this bill, I respectfully ask that you consider not
just what advocates on both sides have to say but also their motivation for siving it.

Thank you.
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To the esteemed City Council Members,

My name is John Bartlett and | live in Chelsea in Council Member Corey
Johnson’s district and | urge him to support this bill. | am here to speak for those
who have no voice, the animals. | am a fashion designer here in New York City, a
member of the prestigious C.F.D.A. (Council of Fashion Designers of America)
and have had my own clothing label since 1992. | am the winner of two awards
from the CFDA, Best Newcomer and Menswear Designer of the Year and also
the recipient of Designer of the Year from the American Apparel and Footwear
Association.

My work has been shown on runways across the globe and | have sold my
collections in higher-end department stores like Bergdorf Goodman, Barneys and
Saks Fifth Avenue. For my Fall 2000 collection, | reluctantly used fur due to
ongoing pressure from both retailers and magazine editors who wanted a more
“luxurious” product. After many years of being out of fashion, the industry was
seeing a resurgence in fur and | decided to jump on the band wagon and use it. |
didn't feel comfortabie, to be honest, and immediately after | showed my
collection during New York Fashion Week, | received a video from fellow
designer Stella McCartney revealing the underbelly and violent reality of the fur
industry.

| have never used fur since then and have realized how heartless, inhumane and
archaic the fur industry is. While smaller animals are gassed to kill them only for
their fur, larger animals like foxes are anally or vaginally electrocuted and this is
something the public does not realize. Steel traps are used for coyotes in the

wild, another cruel practice, and many customers don’t even realize that they are
buying a fur trimmed or fur garment.

It is time for New York to embrace a more humane economy, one that reflects the
values of the majority of its inhabitants. Our culture and society are evolving in so
many ways and banning the sale of fur, an outdated and inherently violent and
cruel product, would reinforce New York’s stature as the fashion capital of the
world and create new opportunities for the fashion industry to evolve along with
its customer.



There is talk that using fur is more environmentally efficient and “green” than faux
fur. But there is no relevance in this either/or argument. For one, raising an
animal for its fur is not environmentally sound and causes a good degree of
waste and suffering. And many of the new faux furs being developed are
environmentally friendly as the demand for them grows. Irregardless, the issue is
not real fur versus faux and anyone using that as an argument to justify suffering
is grasping at straws. The issue is whether it is time to turn the page on a product
that is intrinsically inhumane and embrace a new age of design and
manufacturing that reflects our ever evolving compassion and respect for living
beings. As a fashion designet, | for one am always looking for the next big thing,
and anally electrocuting an animal simply for its fur is the furthest from this
pursuit.

My name is John Bartlett and | am here for the animals.

Thank you
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My name is Maria Camila Buriticd, | work in the mental health field and l am a
constituent of District 34.

I want to thank Antonio Reynoso my council member for being part of this bill
and supporting this powerful cause. Thank you so much for being on the right side
of history.

In my opinion it doesn’t take a vegan activist to realize how unnecessary,
outdated and cruel this industry is. Being the year 2019, we are driving cars,
coming up with all sorts of technology and have our choice of a vast array of
fabric and materials. Why do we need to torture millions of animals for their skin
as if we were living in pre-historic times, all for a fashion statement?

It is our moral duty to do what is in our hands to end this. What will the world say
when the most progressive city in the world allowed this opportunity to slip by?
What will we tell our grandchildren when they ask what we did in order to stop
this massacre?

We must do it in the name of every single dog, cat or other animal companion
who has touched our lives, because it is them who we are confining, skinning and
anally electrocuting. These creatures have become such an important part of our
daily lives, our families and our society. We have created laws to protect them
and put their abusers in prison or face fines. So what sense does it make for it to
be legal to torture their relatives in unspeakable ways that we would never do to
the worst of criminals here, all for a coat?

The opposition says but what about our jobs? However, the reality is, businesses
need to adapt and find other ways of making money besides exploiting animals.
See, that's what we have the capacity to do as humans; we innovate, we grow, we
change our ways for the greater good.

Like some of the business owners and workers, | am also a woman, an immigrant
and a minority, but | am also an animal lover who believes in justice for all.

And this is why | fully support intro 1476.



FOR THE REGORD

My name is Jeffrey Monge, | am a constituent of Antonio Reynoso, district 34.

| came to speak on behalf of passing intro 1476. | am proud to say my council
member supports this bill, thank you Antonio Reynoso.

Humanity is the word for the qualities that make us human, such as the ability to
love, have compassion, and be creative. The word humanity is from the Latin
word “humanitas” for "human nature and kindness.” The only thing that we need
in common right this moment is our humanity, why you may ask?

Because in no way it is “humane” to keep a living being starving, cold, sick and
frightened, or to skin them alive just for our comfort, status, or whatever
mundane excuse we might want to use to justify the existence of this industry.

NYC teaches us how to live in community no matter where we are from.

As a working class Colombian-Costarican immigrant. | know there is many ways to
make a living without the suffering, pain and abuse of millions of innocent beings
who go through hell on a daily basis for a primitive form of survival which we now
call fashion.

For that cat you have at home waiting for you - it feels pain just like a mink.
For that $2000 Dog you bought from a breeder - it feels pain just like the coyote
that now lines the hood of your jacket.

For those innocent beings who love, feel and share this world with us.
| support this fur ban.
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NEW YORK CITY COUNCIL
CONSUMER AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
COMMITTEE HEARING
Wednesday May 15, 2019

Int. 1476-A: Prohibiting the Sale of Fur Apparel

The Retail Council of New York State is the state’s leading trade association for the retail
industry, representing member stores in New York City and across the state ranging from the
smallest independent merchants to the nation’s best-known brands. Thank you, Speaker
Johnson, Chair Espinal and the other members of the committee for the opportunity to provide
testimony related to Introduction 1476-A, currently before you for consideration.

We share the vital concerns raised in the Introduction regarding the sourcing of fur currently
available for sale and endorse without reservation the restriction of fur produced without
regard for animal welfare.

We submit respectfully that product bans no longer are an effective tool to affect permanent
change within the supply chain. Shoppers in 2019 demand choice and, literally within the palms
of their hands, they have more options than ever before as to where, when, and how they shop.
It's easy for today’s shopper to evade any ban -- unable to find the fur they want in a New York
City store, they simply will go to another city, state, or on-line merchant to buy what they
choose.

This Council has the opportunity to preserve that coveted customer choice and drive real and
sustainable change that would affect the fur marketplace far beyond the City’s border.

To that end, we urge the Council to incorporate certain provisions found in related measures
approved in Los Angeles and elsewhere, including allowing the sale of shearling and cattle hair
and an effective date of January 1, 2021. In addition, we think strictly-regulated practices in
New York would reduce and quite possibly eliminate bad actors throughout the global supply
chain. Codified standards for the sourcing of fur sold in New York City would require
suppliers from around the world to accede to certain assessments. Surely suppliers would want
their products to be available for sale in New York City - one of the world's top shopping
destinations - and they would redouble their efforts to ensure that they meet the City’s
requirements.

We offer the following specific comments for your consideration.



Permit the sale of shearling and cattle hair

The definition of “fur” as written in Intro 1476-A (§20-699.10) includes a ban on shearling and
cattle hair - natural and humane uses of an animal byproduct. Shearling and cattle hair feature
in a panoply of products in demand today with shoppers in New York City and elsewhere.

The cities of Los Angeles, San Francisco, and Berkeley are among the local jurisdictions that
have banned the sale of certain fur items while still allowing for the sale of products with
shearling and calf hair. The Los Angeles ordinance (Final Ordinance No. 186002, 2019)
stipulates that fur does not include cowhide with hair attached thereto; or lambskin or sheepskin with
fleece attached thereto. We urge you to include this exclusion in your proposal.

The Fur-Free Alliance, which oversees the world-wide “Fur-Free Retailer” program, also
delincates between the sources of fur and leather products. Under the program
(furfreeretailer.com), which counts some 1,001 participants across 24 countries, retailers agree to
neither sell nor promote products that contain real animal fur derived from animals raised
primarily for fur production. Fur-Free Retailer defines fur as any animal skin or part thereof
with hair or fur fibers attached thereto, either in its raw or processed state, or the pelt of any
animal killed for the animal’s fur. “Animal” includes, but is not limited to, mink, fox, rabbit,
karakul lamb, and raccoon dog,.

Pursuant to the Fur-Free Retailer model, “fur” does not include:

e Such skins that are, or are to be, converted into leather or which in processing have, or
shall have, the hair, fleece, or fur fibers completely removed;

e Materials clipped, shorn, or combed from animals such as fleece, sheepskin, or
shearling;

e Leather or hair attached to skin that is typically used as leather, e.g., cowhide with hair
attached; or

o Synthetic materials intended to look like fur.

We hope you agree this outline establishes strict standards that protect animal welfare while

still allowing for the availability of a complex and broad range of products. We urge you to
include these specific exclusions in your bill.

Allow a later effective date

We are deeply concerned that the measure as currently drafted would take effect a quick 90
days after it will have been signed into law. Simply put, retailers of all size need more time and
urge you to enact a longer ramp to an effective date. For example - even though we've just
endured a long and cold winter and all of us are looking forward to nice summer weather,
retailers small and large already have placed their orders for the merchandise that will be on the
shelves in winter 2019/20 and the spring of 2020.
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The aforementioned Los Angeles ordinance holds a January 1, 2021 effective date, giving
retailers and others within the supply chain a sufficient amount of time to sell through existing
product and adjust practices where necessary for business occurring after January 1, 2021. We
hope you agree that the marketplace will be better able to adjust to the ban given that (roughly)
three-year lead-in, ensuring full compliance on the effective date.

Consumer choice drives marketplace realities

Retailers do not sell what the buying public does not want. The number of major brands that
have adapted to meet the standards of the Fur-Free Retailer designation is proof that there is a
broad and growing market for products made without fur.

We reiterate respectfully, however, that shoppers assiduously guard their ability to choose for
themselves the products they do or do not want to buy. There remains a large population of
shoppers living in and visiting New York City who want fur and, as a result, the City remains
home to some 130 brick-and-mortar stores selling primarily fur products. People come from all
over the world for the cache attached to buying their fur in the stores and boutiques of New
York City. Denied that option, however, they’ll head to stores in neighboring counties or states
(or the Internet) and buy their fur.

We urge you to consider the supply chain changes that would take place, however, if those
wanting to buy their fur in New York City were offered products sourced and manufactured
only under exacting ethical conditions. The impact would be far more lasting than a ban that
simply moves the sale to another jurisdiction.

Require ethical sourcing throughout the supply chain

Government and industry standards today regulate fur production, with welfare and
sustainability at the core of its operations. Programs such as the European Commission-
endorsed “Welfur” assessment program, introduced in 2009 to govern the farming of mink and
fox, provide a reliable assessment measure of animal welfare based on scientific standards
evaluated by independent third-party examiners.

New York City could drive direct and permanent impact on sourcing throughout the world
with an appropriate codification of that assessment process. Those merchants wishing to sell fur
products in the City could be permitted to offer for sale only those products certified to have
been manufactured in compliance with strict and verifiable standards of ethical sourcing,

Surely suppliers would want their products to be available for sale in New York City - one the
world’s top destinations for shoppers from all over the world - and would redouble efforts to
meet those standards so their products could be available in the stores large and small that
attract so many to the City.

We urge you to consider codified sourcing standards and would welcome the opportunity to
work with you in this discussion. '
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Fur harvesting of invasive species helps the environment

Fur harvesting of invasive species is considered a sustainable environmental practice. Fur-
bearing animals are an essential aspect of New York’s agribusiness. Other jurisdictions
(including Los Angeles) have exempted fur produced from products taken lawfully under a
trapping license. We urge you to consider a similar exemption in your bill.

In conclusion

On behalf of our member stores large and small operating within New York City, we appreciate
greatly your consideration of the concerns outlined in this testimony.

We are confident that we can work constructively with you to achieve the public policy goal
envisioned under Int. 1476 while still allowing for the availability of products manufactured
humanely and sustainably.

We welcome the opportunity to join in this conversation as you review the legislation and in the
future, when we hope to be your partner in ensuring full and rigorous compliance with its
provisions.

Retail Council of New York State « Page 4 of 4 =« May 15, 2019
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Testimony of Tom Garcia
Senior Vice President & General Counsel
Deckers Brands

Before the

New York City Council
Committee on Consumer Affairs & Business Licensing

Regarding

Int. 1476-A — Prohibiting the sale of fur

Good afternoon. My name is Tom Garcia and I serve as the Senior Vice President, General
Counsel and Compliance Officer at Deckers Brands. I would like to thank Speaker Johnson,
Chairman Espinal, as well as members of the committee for the opportunity to testify before you
today. Founded in 1973, Deckers Brands is a global, multi-brand company that includes footwear
brands such as UGG®, Teva®, Sanuk® and HOKA ONE ONE®.

[ am here today to testify in regards Int. 1476-A, which prohibits the sale of fur apparel. The
current definition of “fur” in the bill means any animal skin, in whole or in part, with the hair,
fleece or fur fibers attached. This definition would prohibit the sale of certain UGG® Brand
products, including our iconic UGG® classic boot, that contain sheepskin. It is important to
distinguish sheepskin products from luxury fur products such as fox, lynx, and mink that this
legislation is seeking to ban.

Sheepskin, like leather, is a by-product of food production making it fundamentally different
from luxury fur products. On May 8+, Speaker Johnson framed the byproduct distinction in
explaining that the current bill would not apply to leather by saying “Leather is a co-product of
meat. So right now, if you're killing a mink, or a chinchilla, or a coyote for fur, you're not eating
their meat.” In light of this important distinction, we believe a byproduct exemption for
sheepskin should be included in this legislation. Simply put— sheepskin is just like leather. [tis
important to note that the hides would otherwise be discarded if not incorporated into products.
Utilizing them is a more sustainable approach.

[t is for these reasons that other jurisdictions with fur bans, such as Los Angeles, San Francisco,
and the City of Berkeley, have exempted sheepskin from the definition of “fur.” There is also a
bill in the NYS Assembly sponsored by Assembly Member Linda Rosenthal that bans the sale of
fur but includes an exemption for sheepskin in the definition of “fur.”

We are committed to sourcing our material in a sustainable way as evidenced by our Ethical
Sourcing and Animal Welfare Policy, which is posted on our website. Additionally. Deckers
Brands is part of the Animal Welfare Group within the Leather Working Group, which is made
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- DECKERS

up of member brands. retailers, and leather manufacturers that work together to develop industry
best practices.

We urge the Council to amend the legislation to include an exemption for sheepskin from the
definition of “fur.”

We look forward to working with the Council on this issue.

Deckers Qutdoar Corporation
250 Coromar Drive
Gaoleta, California, 93117
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My name is Marc Bouwer,| am a New York fashion designer.

| have a successful business here in NYC

We do not sell or design anything using real fur.

| am fortunate to dress some very famous women:

like Angelina Jolie, Beyonce, Shania Twain, Maria Carey,Emily Blunt and Tyra Banks to name a few,many who seek out fur
like alternatives

We New Yorkers do not hunt animals for food
We New Yorkers do not live in caves,

There is no good reason for us to wear real fur on our bodies to keep us warm.
Technology has given us incredible faux fur if we choose to wear fur

Animals that are bred on fur farms specifically for their skins,
live in horrific caged conditions,they are anally electrocuted causing unimaginable suffering.

Many don't actually die from this process and are often skinned while they are still alive
In places like China they are just skin peeled alive and tossed into writhing piles to die a slow agonizing death.

All these poor animals like us humans,bond and protect their young
and they,just like us.. experience fear,pain and suffering

There is absolutely no excuse for cruelty to animals

Anyone that profits from the sale of fur in is perpetuating cruelty to animals

Anyone wearing real fur sends a message of vanity... that they just don'’t care....

s0 Im asking you to care...

We New Yorkers are the heroes of compassion and change

Please New York... be the heroes for these suffering animals and ban the sale of fur in New York!

Real fur belongs on an animals body,not on ours



Thank you ladies & gentlemen of the City Council,

My name is Rodney King. | am a proud native Brooklynite, a husband and father of two wenderful-
~eurgmen;who comes before you today to speak in strong support forintre-+476; the measure to
ban the sale fur products in NYC.

My purpose today is to speak not only as a proponent for the humane and ethical treatment of
animals, but as an African American man, 'm here to dispel some of the myths and stereotypes of
how African Americans, and more specifically, Black men think when it comes to issues such as these.

| come from a people who have too often been portrayed by the larger society in general, as people
who are incapable of a broad range of feelings and emotions, as incapable of showing compassion for
others, much less creatures described as ‘lesser’ than us. Of being not much more than brutish

creatu res ourselves. WMWWWWW

African Americans have indeed routinely been denied the ability to achieve the so-called status so
often reserved for many white Americans and so, when the obstacies to that achievement are
overcome it is indeed something to be celebrated and cherished.

However, immersing ourselves in the outward trappings and raiment of this so-called status does
nothing to actuatly indicate any-sert-ef achievement at all. it only serves to reinforce eemmen-tropes
and long held beliefs that we are a backwards thinking, juvenile people, who are more concerned
with material goods and obtaining the many baubles and trinkets of our former oppressors, that were
so long denied to us, as opposed to obtaining the true signifiers of achievement, a good education, a
good job, decent living conditions, decent healthcare, a just and fair criminal justice system and the
respect of our neighbors and peers in the community.

The notion that the main way for African Americans to display that they have quote, “made it”, un-
quote, is to adorn ourselves in the carcasses of poor defenseless animals, cruelly and inhumanely
slaughtered, merely for our capricious benefit, is simply abhorrent. Just as abhorrent as the wearing
of conflict diamonds, stained with the blood of our brethren in Africa, sacrificed so that someone here
can flaunt a little more ‘bling’ on their watch or on a bracelet.

Please-den’t-fall-for-the-skey-deke—Forthe-sham- The cynical use of black clergy and their

congregants, as props by the fur industry as a shield for their cruel, inhumane business is truly foul.
It’s really offensive to me as a person of color to see this obvious straw man tactic;-thisred-herring,

bemg used in this way mﬁm%hmeﬁﬁ%ﬁmm

because there-simply-aren’t-many?-Se;sinee-the fur manufacturers can’t come before you and
present a viable case that their industry does not employ cruel and inhumane taties-and methods to
obtain and kill the animals that they make their products from, they therefore instead cynically play
the race and religion card and use subterfuge to mask their intent, hoping to instill political fear in
council persons’ who's conscience would otherwise lead them to support this ban. So please, don't be
afraid to do the right thing. Support this ban.
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Robert Englander
Miller & Berkowitz Fine Furs and Outerwear Ltd.
New York, New York

Nazi Germany! My father in law survived Nazi Germany as a
child. His parents were not as fortunate. Their successful men’s
clothing store was shut down by The Gestapo after “Kristallnacht,”

the Night of Broken Glass. The Jewish people had their rights to

own a business taken away.

Here we are in America in 2019 and a politician is targeting one
group of people, the fur industry, and seeking to destroy it, based
on HIS own personal agenda. Is this any different than Germany

in the 1930°s and 1940°s? I think not!

My father in law was an immigrant, who came to the United
States, who nothing but a small suitcase and the clothes on his

back. His name was Nathan Berkowitz. He lived the American



dream. He worked diligently, often seven days a week, built a
business and became one of the most well respected people in the
fur industry in New York. Unfortunately, he passed away three
years ago. My wife and I had been running the business he
originally started, along with him, for over 30 years. We have
owned it for the past 15 years. Now we stand to lose what was
rebuilt by him in America. He would be appalled to see
lawmakers trying to take away our business, our LIVELIHOOD,

solely based on animal activist rhetoric.

No fur, no leather, no silk, no wool, no meat, no animal research to
save human lives. This goes against America, the America I once

knew, and against Freedom of Choice!

Please think very carefully about the decision you are making.
Think about my father in law, Nathan Berkowitz and his American

dream.

Thank you.



FOR THE RECORD

Testimony regarding Intro 1476
Committee Hearing — 5/15/2019

Name: Christopher Hrones
Address: 524 St. lohn’s Place, &l Brooklyn, NY
Council Member: Laurie Cumbo

Good afternoon Council Members and thank you for the opportunity to speak today. My name
is Christopher Hrones and | am testifying as a resident of New York with a conscience. We live in
a world in which we humans use our power over animals to use them indiscriminately for our
pleasure and vanity, in the process causing incredible pain to sentient beings and ultimately
killing them against their will. In the past, when humans may have needed to use animals for
our survival this was understandable. However, we have advanced as a species to a point where
there is no longer a reason to do so. In particular, we do not need fur to stay warm, and there
are plenty of alternatives. Any arguments you hear today for keeping the status quo in my
opinion are outweighed by a moral imperative. It is simply not right to torture and kill for a
completely unnecessary luxury. | cannot tell you how to vote today, but | would ask you to
acknowledge this issue to be first and foremost an ethical one, and to search your conscience as
| have done before making your decision.



Testimony by Andrea Katz Professor of Fashion at Parsons School of Design
and Pratt Institute.
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As a designer and teacherof fashion designers | can testify to the fact that
all the most prestigious fashion universities globally including Parsons, Pratt,
Rhode Island School of Design, Savanah College of Art + Design, Central
St. Martins in London, The Royal Academy of Art in Antwerp, Bunka
College in Tokyo are producing graduates who have majored in
changing fashion systems in order to address fashion’s exploitation of
labor, the environment, and animal friends globally.

I would like to speak to the loss of jobs that the Fur Council touted as a
reason to not ban this archaic and cruel industry.

| am a very strong advocate for labor issues in the fashion industry and
can ask them where have you been for the last decade or more? If you
were so concerned about your workers how could you ignore the
changes in the fashion industry. On the other hand we in NYC have been
devastated by the loss of production jobs because of outsourcing.

We are desperate for factories with seasoned, experienced production
people. The transition from production of fur coats to alternative pile
fabrics and regular woven fabrics is an easy one.

» Designers work with the same silhouettes

« Pattern makers make the same patterns

e Cutters cut from those same patterns

e  Sample makers, make the same muslin samples,

¢ The skiver and shearing machines can be used on non- animal pile
fabrics

* As can the fur overlock stich machine

» and the lockstitch machines used for making linings.

The transition should have started years ago as has happened in the wool
and fabric industries where representatives from them visit universities to
expose future designers to humanely raised wool and environmentally
safe dyed and printed fabrics that are available to them now.

| encourage incentives to these factories for the transitioning.

| live in the 1st City Council District and | request that Margaret Chin
support the ban.
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The proposed ban on shearling shoes and
accessories is another nail in the coffin of retail
here in New York City. As a small business
owners, we have had to contend with a variety
of issues that make doing business here in New
York City more difficult than ever. Rising rents,
a new minimum wage of S$15 per hour, rising
healthcare costs and a drastic shift towards
Amazon and online shopping are just a few of
the hurdles we have managed to clear over the
recent years. As retailers, we carry the
products our consumers demand. If there is no
demand, we don’t carry them. It’s just that
simple. Government intervention here is
simply wrong, and in addition where does it go
from here? What is next? Are you going to
regulate what food we eat? Are we going to
ban leather? This might sound like a joke, but
it’s no laughing matter. Sheepskin - like leather
- is a byproduct of the food industry and should
be exempted from the proposed legislation.



As small business, we are overtaxed and
overregulated already and now you want to tell
us what items we can or can not sell? That’s
simply outrageous. Additionally, this unfairly
targets middle and lower income people who
work in these businesses. From stock people,
cashiers, sales people and managers, we would
have to make significant changes to our staff.
We are a union store and many of our staff
members have worked for us for decades.
They are like family, but if stripped of the ability
to sell shearling, these changes would be
inevitable in our quest to survive. Local 1102,
the union affiliated with retail, wholesale and
department store employees would also take a
hit here as without the ability to sell these big
ticket items, these jobs would disappear. This
proposed ban will send shockwaves through
retail here in NYC and it would be irresponsible
of you to pass such legislation

~|_ester Wassermar
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My name is Rachel Ejsmont. | reside in Bellerose Queens, NY. My district
council member is Barry Grodenchik. | am here today to ask each and everyone
of you on the commitee to please support Intro1476 the bill to ban fur in NYC.

To the New York City Council,

The International Anti-Fur Coalition (IAFC) extends their total support to NYC’s
Bill to Ban Blood Fashion Fur. Considering that four cities in the USA and many
other global locations have already banned Fur, it is an action whose time has
come. Indeed NY State, California and Hawaii are advancing statewide bans too.
Hence the time is overdue that NYC the virtual epitome of evolved modern
lifestyle should ban a product that is so totally backward, barbaric, brutal and
bloody!! The victims of the Blood Fashion Fur Industry are born into a nightmare
of physical and emotional torment in tiny filthy cages that ends in their cruel
murder, often by electrocution, strangulation, are bludgeoned 1o death and even
skinned alive as to not damage or bloody the fur.

Throughout history ethical evolution has brought about moral change. Here too it
is evidenced that the fashion world evolved to embrace Fashion with
Compassion. An ever increasing impressive list of leading names of the fashion
industry including Versace, Gucci, Burberry and Michael Kors have declared
themselves Fur Free, giving their logical and ethical reasoning to ditch fur {o be
founded on the discovery of the Hidden Horror of the Blood Fashion Fur Industry
and the well documented environmental harm.

Hence the IAFC applaud NYC, their ethical public whose vast majority support
the ban and ali the ethical people and organizations who are tirelessly working to
put an end to the shameful atrocity that is BLOOD FASHION FUR.

THE FUTURE IS FUR FREE!

In Deep Gratitude
Jane Halevy Merano
Founder/Director of IAFC

Rachel Ejsmont, International liaison, anti-fur global event coordinator

Mitzi Ocean
Global Coordinator and Correspondent IAFC



Rachel Ejsmont

ZEmp. fvenue W%
Bellerose, NY 11426

To whom this may concern:
Re: Civilized Society/Animal Abuse

| believe it is high time for elected officials to discuss the issue of current
interest, namely the very urgent problem of animal abuse. Every day we
hear about organizations and industries moving away from conducting and
using animals for scientific research and/or profit. It is not surprising that
mass media helps with the spread of alternative normative policies that
prove how important animal protection is. But, your animal cruelty laws are
not enough for the protection of animals, therefore, many feel they can get
away with the infringement of such laws and continue their path of abuse
against an innocent segment of society, one who are and will always be
dependent on us for protection.

| live a life of privilege, as such, for most of my adult life; have worn fur and
animal skins. One day | realized that this privileged life | was leading felt
incongruous and incompatibie with the culture of humanity and morality that
| thought was inherent in civilized life. Treating animals should orient
towards not only animal law, but also our own moral norms. Animal
protection should be a priority for every self-respecting human being.

Finally, | need to express o you that there is no need to be cruel to
animals to stay warm, or look glamorous or even to combat malnutrition. If
you choose to set aside this matter, you will have only shifted the animal
crueity discourse central to the U.S. national story, and you will be
responsible pitting humanitarians against non-humanitarians and when
those policies are being debated in your legislators, which side will you be
on? :

Rachel Ejsmont



Good Afternoon, Councilmembers. My name is Pratikshya Patil. [ live in Brooklyn. I am a small
business owner, veterinarian and Co-President of the PTA of PS 32, my children’s school. My
councilman is Carlos Menchaca. I've worked in practices that span many districts including those
of Carlina Rivera, Corey Johnson, Keith Powers, Mark Levine, Helen Rosenthal, Brad Lander,
Steven Matteo and Inez Barron. Thank you for the opportunity to speak in support of the Fur Ban
Bill, Intro 1476. '

I have included animals in my circle of care and compassion from a very young age. As a
graduate of Purdue University Veterinary School in 2005, [ wholeheartedly accepted a
professional oath to protect and do no harm,

In 2010, I joined the National Disaster Medical System, serving the United States as a Veterinary
Medical Officer to widen my circle of care and compassion to include strays and farm animals
caught in disasters. My most recent deployment was last September for Hurricane Florence. My
role also includes caring for canine working dogs.

I am here today to broaden my circle once again. ['ve been a New Yorker for 14 years but my
pride in this city has grown over the last 3. Since the last presidential election, I’ve watched the
city protect those who can’t fight for themselves. Together we can broaden our circles of
compassion further to include the fur bearing animals tortured and killed for their coats.

I consuit on cruelty investigations, interpreting body posture, eye and ear positioning, and other
cues, to educate my audience on the stress and inhumanity of confined living conditions. [ have
reviewed the Fur Commission USA site and have seen the cages in seemingly endless rows
across many buildings. Per numbers cited, in the US alone, 3,305,000 mink were caged in 2017.
Though the site claims that these animals are domesticated and are used to living in cages, living |
in cage itself is a form of torture. Nothing thrives in a cage.

[ grew up in the suburbs of Chicago. My high school job was at a cat and dog practice scrubbing
the grouting and walls. While in college and earning my BS in Animal Sciences, I participated in
Foal Watch to help horses give birth in the wee hours of the morning. Wild animals fascinated me
so [ volunteered at the Wildlife Medical Clinic giving care to injured and orphaned wildlife
expanding my sense of empathy to animals without owners.

We are not born with the ability to understand how others think and feel. We develop this sense
of fairness and empathy at a young age nurtured by family, friends and society. A law banning
the sale of fur commits this broad sense of empathy to the books.

[ understand that some of you may think about this issue through its economic impact. I too stop
and think about my neighbors and others in this industry. I think about their livelihoods and have
care and compassion for them, But I know that, given all my experiences so far, that banning the
sale of fur in New York City is the right thing to do- for the animals and for people who kill, cage
and skin them. Constant exposure to violence can be traumatizing. It’s an injustice to the laborer
who earns their living by locking cages and sharpening knives for their fellow humans. There is
no glamour in this industry.

Thank you to Voters for Animal Rights for inviting me to speak. Members, I am asking you to
support the Fur Ban Bill, Intro 1476.



Hello, my name is Kaitlyn Zafonte. I’ve been a resident of New York City, within Council
Member Bill Perkins’s constituency, for the past 9 years and have always been actively involved
in city politics. I am currently a writer/editor for Lincoln Center for the Performing Arts, and I'm
proud that my career contributes to the vibrant culture of our city. New York is a dynamic city,
always changing and improving. As a longtime animal-rights activist, I felt it was imperative to
take the day off from work to attend this hearing. Fur is a product of immense cruelty: animals
areelectrocuted, gassed, strangled, or shot after being confined to unethically small spaces.
Things that most people would find abhorrent—including genital electrocution or standing on a
trapped animal to crush their neck or lungs—are considered standard practice in the fur industry.
Unimaginable cruelty such as this has no place in a progressive city like New York. Turge you to

support Intro 1476 and ban the sale of fur.



My name is Nicole Damon and I live in Williamsburg Brooklyn in Council
Member Antonio Reynoso’s district. T urge him to support this bill.

I’d like to share a quote from Albert Einstein.. He said: Those who have the
privilege to know, have the duty to act.

I believe this is why many of us are here today. Not because we have anything to
gain if the bill passes, but because we feel it’s our duty not to stand by idly while
others suffer needlessly.

My aunt said to me when I was a little kid that animals are a test of our character.
She said we must treat them with kindness.. and not because they have rights but
really because they don’t. They are all completely and totally at our mercy.

Some people argue wearing fur is a personal choice - but this does not consider the
animal who’s life had value to them. In the name of fashion we have condemned
them to a life of confinement, monetized their bodies and labeled them “do not dry
clean”. No one here would want to imagine this happening to our own cat or dog.
Just because we’ve always done something, doesn’t make it right, and no tradition
where cruelty is integral is worth keeping.

Luckily, we no longer need to wear fur to keep us warm, or to look fashionable.
Non-fur options are abundant, and readily available at any price range.

Council members.. as the fashion capital of the world, New York City must take a
stand on this issue. The fur trade is an industry built on violence towards animals
for a product is no longer relevant or necessary. Please support the bill.



My name is James Scotto. ] am a physical education and health teacher for grades 8
through 12. Good afternoon. I support Intro 1476, Prohibiting the sale of fur
apparel.

Every year, worldwide, over 100 million animals are killed so that people can wear
their fur. Many animals are trapped in a brutal manner, like getting their leg
crunched in a steel jaw tap. They writhe in pain and fear as they feel terror for how
long? Until a trapper shows up to shoot them or beat them to death.

On fur farmus, animals are intensively confined. Animals who love to play, run, swim,
make nests and enjoy nature are crammed into cages. Everything that's natural to
them is denied. Many animals pace, claw at the cage, self-mutilate and cannibalize
others because they are going crazy. To make matters worse, the animals can be in
stacked rows of cages in dark, filthy warehouses where ammonia from the
accumulating urine and feces burns the animals’ eyes.

Killing methods are barbaric. Animals are gassed, beaten, poisoned, have their necks
snapped and get anally electrocuted. Due to improper stunning, some animals are
skinned while still conscious. Under what condition should any of this be occurring?
This becomes especially true in a society that considers itself civil and progressive.
The fur ban becomes even more urgent considering that this mass amount of
suffering inflicted upon the most innocent and defenseless amongst us... is all
perpetrated so that someone can feel fashionable in a fur coat or a hat with a fur
pompom on the top.

I'll never forget the day I looked into the fur industry and watched undercover
videos. [ was in shock for a few days. I cried, felt nauseous and could barely speak. I
couldn’t process the fact that what I saw was actually legal and happening to
animals all day, every day. Things got especially ugly when I pictured my dog, Tiki, a
Siberian Husky, in one of these farms. Imagine the animal being tortured on a fur
farm was your companion animal, a dog or cat who's your family member, who you
love. In fact, dogs and cats are used in the fur trade but the main point is that all
animals abused for their skin are sentient beings who have complex emotions and
feel pain and suffering, just like the companion animals who are beloved members
of many of our families.

Fortunately, humans have skills to find employment and fellow humans to support
us through transition. We don’t experience the agony of being stuck in a trap, or
getting anally electrocuted or being skinned while still conscious.

What do the animals have? They have nothing but unimaginable suffering and
misery. The only ones coming to lend a hand are those will further brutalize the
animal. If people in New York City, in the year 2019, are okay with this, then there’s
no way we can call ourselves, as a society, civilized or progressive. The legality of fur
is, no question, a horrific statement about our humanity.



Sincerely,

James Scotto

436 E. 9th Street, 4C
New York NY 10009
(917) 693-9601
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May 15, 2019
IN SUPPORT OF INTRO 1476
Dear Honorable Coun;il Members,

My name is Dr. Eileen Jefferson - | am a full-time practicing veterinarian as well as
the New York State Representative for the Humane Society Veterinary Medical
Association. We are a national association of veterinary professionals focused on
animal health and welfare. On behalf of our 9000 veterinary professional members
nationwide and 330 in New York, we support passage of Intro 1476 to ban the sale
of fur in New York City.

The production of fur relies upon inhumane methods of husbandry and trapping,
which drastically compromise the health and welfare of the animals used. Millions
of rabhits, mink, foxes and other wild animals are confined lifelong in cramped wire-
floored cages on factory fur farms. There they are deprived of their abilities to
engage in natural behaviors, such as hunting, digging and swimming. They are often
kept in unnatural social groups as well; for example, mink are forced to live in
extremely close proximity to each other, despite not doing so in nature. The
contrived living conditions on fur farms inevitably lead animals to suffer severe
psychological and physical distress. Instances of unproductive repetitive behavior, a
sign of compromised psychological well-being, have been well-documented on fur
farms, as have cannibalism, untreated wounds, foot deformities and eye infections.
The animals on fur farms are typically killed via medically and ethically objectionable
methods, such as gassing or electrocution.

Less frequently, animals may be trapped in the wild for their pelts. Animals caught
in crippling leghold traps also undergo immense compromise and suffering, which
can include hemorrhage, lacerations, psychological distress and self-trauma. These
animals are often forced to spend days lingering without food or water. In addition,
these archaic traps remain a public health and environmental concern, as they may
injure and kill unintended targets, including threatened species, pets or even human
beings.

Consumer choices have for many years been trending away from fur products.
We hope the New York City Council will take a firm lead on this issue. We strongly
support Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in New York.

700 Professional Drive, Gaithersburg, MD 20879 | P.O. Box 208, Davis, CA 95617
MD: t 301-548-7771 f301-548-7726 | CA:t530-759-8106 f530-755-8116
hsvma.org info@hsvma.org



Testimony - Joshua Katcher
292 Graham Ave

Brooklyn, NY 11211

Antoni Reynoso’s District

My name is Joshua Katcher. I'm a fashion designer, author and educator —
I've taught at Parsons, and lectured internationally on the topics of ethics
and sustainability in fashion.

The beauty of a garment should be matched by the beauty of how it was
made. This is why fur is the epitome of bad design. -

So many respected brands, retailers, cities and countries have already left
fur behind. In this age of transparency, any positive symbol of fur crumbles
when the truth about how it's made is revealed. In the last two months, five
major studies and polls from respected firms like the Boston Consulting
Group show that demand for fur is plummeting. Shoppers want cruelty-
free products.

The fur industry’s profits hinge on the lies they tell and the truths they hide
- and fur production is hidden for good reason. A typical fox or mink on a
factory farm will languish. These are wild animals stuck in small wire cages
for their entire lives. This is not natural. Then they are anally or vaginally
electrocuted, gassed, or worse - some are skinned alive. Imagine the
desperation, consider the animal’s perspective. Now multiply that by over
100,000,000 per year.

The fur industry wants you think that formaldehyde, chromium, and
chemically dyed fur is natural and sustainable. Their misleading ads have
already been exposed by the French & Dutch advertising standards
authorities for making dubious "natural”, ”sustainable” and “humane-
treatment” claims. Those same ads are running here in American fashion

magazines.

Let's talk about jobs. The fur industry claims that furriers can do no other



work, yet they know how to design, pattern, sew, drape, sample,
merchandise and more. Fur is simply one input. I've taught fashion
students, and | assure you every single one of those skills are valuable, in-
demand and transferable.

Fur is obsolete. What's coming next is an unstoppable wave of innovation.
We are growing silk, leather, fur, and other protein fibers in laboratories.
We are making biosynthetics from algae and crafting infinitely recyclable
fibers from trashed fishing nets. We are making luxurious fabrics from
citrus peels, pineapple leaves, mushrooms and agricultural waste. We will
make superior design decisions, that are less harmful to animals and the
environment. There is so much opportunity in this emerging space.

Greed has blinded the fur industry. They have not prepared for the
inevitable design evolution that is already underway. Imagine a New York
City fashion landscape as innovative, profitable and vibrant as it is ethical
and sustainable. There is no future for fur here. Animals in cages and traps
killed in horrific ways to make fiber can be left in the past, here and now.
Please, vote for a Fur Free NYC.

5/2019 - May 2018 Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy Poll found that 75% of New Yorkers support a fur sales ban. By
borough, Brookiyn had the highest percentage of support for a fur ban at 77%, and demographically, African
Americans had the highest rate of opposition to the ban at 77%. https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/new-
poll-new-york-city-voters-reject-fur-300849108. htm!

5/2019 - A recent study of 80 million shoppers over 12 month shows a 66% increase in searches for sustainable
fashion with "Vegan fashion” specifically responsible for over 9.3 million social impressions on Lyst. https:#/
www.gcotextile.com/2019031224141 fashion-retail-news/consumer-thirst-grows-for-sustainable-fashion-online. htmi

5/2018 - Boston Consulting Group / Pulse of the Fashion Industry Report 2019, released just days ago, shows that
“animal cruelty” is a major concern ameng consumers wanting make more ethical/sustainable fashion decisions.
http:/fwww.globalfashionagenda.com/Pulse-2019-Update/#

519 - "Consumer demand for fur has plummeted. According to the treasurer of Greater Fur New York, just 14 retail
storefronts selling fur remained in the garment district in 2018 —down from 450 in 1977. This year, there are even
fewer,” https:/nypost.com/2019/05/13/project-runway-host-tim-gunn-backs-city-council-fur-ban/

4119 - Apoll recently released by McKinsey & Co. found that department store consumers will double their
purchasing of sustainable products in the next five years and are moving away from brands that have sustainability
concerns — including animal welfare. As well, it predicts that those consumers will soar from 25 percent to 95 percent
in a decade. hitps://sourcingjournal. com/opics/sustainability/meckinsey-department-store-sustainability- 145736/
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Memorandum in Support — NYC Intro 1476
Relates to prohibiting the sale of fur apparel

My name is Jayna Sisbarro with the Animal Legal Defense Fund. We are a national non-profit
organization with roughly 20,000 supporters in the State of New York. We support the enactment of
Intro 1476 for these reasons.

Fur is Cruel

Millions of animals, including foxes, wolves, minks, and rabbits, are brutally killed every year so
people can wear their fur. Whether trapped in the wild or bred to die on fur farms, animals exploited
by the fur industry endure tremendous suffering. Animals on fur farms are confined to tiny wire
cages for their entire lives. Oftentimes, these cages are outdoors — stacked in wooden sheds that
provide no protection from the heat or cold. Unable to engage in any of their natural behaviors,
these animals routinely resort to self-mutilation, obsessive pacing, and infanticide. Fur farms kill
animals through gassing, electrocution, neck-breaking, and poisoning. Undercover investigations on
fur farms have documented egregious cruelty — including animals being skinned alive. There just
isn’'t a humane way to raise an animal only to peel its skin off for clothing and accessories.

Alternatives Exist
There is no justification to continue to breed and kill animals for their fur considering the availability
of faux fur and alternative products that are virtually indistinguishable from animal fur. So
indistinguishable that in November 2017 we called for a Baltimore furrier to be investigated for false
- advertising when they used an image of a faux fur jacket from the HBO series Game of Thrones to
advertise the animal furs in their store.

Fur Bans are on the Rise

Several California cities (Los Angeles, San Francisco, Berkeley and West Hollywood) have already
banned the sale of fur. New York could be the largest U.S. city and a fashion capital of the world to
do the same. Abroad, multiple European countries, including Germany, Austria, Croatia, and the
United Kingdom have already banned fur farming (or are in the process of phasing it out). S&o
Paulo, Brazil also banned the sale of fur products in 2015. In addition, hundreds of retailers, brands
and designers at all price points have instituted fur free policies—including Calvin Klein, Kenneth
Cole, Ralph Lauren and JCPenney—acknowledging the cruel industry and the public’s negative
feelings about the practice.

Majority of NY Residents Support

As a society we are increasingly reevaluating and refining our values and laws regarding what is
acceptable treatment of animals. New York City residents care about animals and support this ban
as evidenced by the 75% bipartisan approval in the recent poll conducted. Intro 1476 positions New
York City as a leader in animal protection and more closely aligns the city's laws with its values. No
more profiting off the literal backs of animals.

For these reasons, the Animal Legal Defense Fund strongly supports the enactment of Intro 1476.

Al our clients are innocent
Printed on recycled paper



I want to thank the Council members for holding this hearing, especially my rep-
resentative, Margaret Chin. And | want to exiend a huge thank you to the speak-
er Corey Johnson for having the courage and compassion to propose bill 1476
to ban the sale of fur in New York City.

| feel very strongly about this bill because as long as | can remember | have
been a devoted animal lover. i grew up in a household with cats, dogs, birds,
turtles, ducks even a pet slug, you name it. When | went to visit my grandmoth-
er who also claimed to love animals, my favorite pastime was laying her mink
coats on her bed and lying on top of them, luxuriating in the soft, plush of the
fur. It wasn’t until many years later that | started to sense that something wasn’t
right about wearing animal skins and it was around that time that the animal
rights movement was beginning to have a voice so | started to educate myself
about the facts behind the beautiful furs that my grandmother and mother wore.
| learned about the miserable, tortured lives that wild animals meant to roam free
must endure. Being crammed into tiny wire cages barely able to move, driven
crazy and often self mutitating as a result of their confinement only to end their
lives by having their necks broken, being anally,electrocuted, gassed or blud-
geoned. The other method of fur procurement, trapping is equaliy unacceptable
and cruel. Trapped animals can be left for days in agony and will try to chew
their own limps off in order to free themselves. Traps are non-discriminating. 1
out of 10 animals caught is unintended and on many occasions a beloved family
pet has been known to perish in one.

Now | know the truth. | know that they will try to tell you that animals are treated
humanely on fur farms. Don’t believe them. And they will tell you that it's non-
sense that animals are skinned while still alive. Don’t believe them. The evi-
dence has been filmed for all to see.

Many will say that people don’t really wear fur anymore. Well, they haven’t paid
attention to the increase in fur items on both men and women in the form of trim
on winter jackets, pom poms that are in fashion on hats and accessories, the
fur lining on shoes, gloves ,coats and hats. The industry is very clever at market-
ing their products.... a little bit here and a little bit there.Whereas in the past it
seems that only women wore fur items, now men seem to find it desirable to
have a bit of fur on their jackets and accessories as well. I've become quite
good at discerning fake from real fur and when | inform people, especially those
walking their beloved family pet that they are wearing real animal fur, more of-
ten than not, they tell me it’s fake. When | tell them the truth behind the fur on
their jacket, and that even cat and dog fur is used they are horrified and regret
buying it. | remember well in 2013 when it was revealed that a line of Mark Ja-
cobs hats were being sold as faux fur but investigators discovered that the hats
were made from raccoon dogs.

People need to know the truth.



We all know that New York City is the greatest city in the world and we should
be the leaders in showing the world that we will not tolerate the sale of a prod-
uct of animal torture and violence in our town. Over 50 million animals lose their
lives because of the fur industry. The world is often an unjust and cruel place
and we feel helpless to effect it but this is an issue that we can effect and
change. Fur is not fashion. It is sanctioned barbarism and there are cruel free
alternatives. We in N.Y.C. do not want it sold here.

We must join forces with San Francisco and Los Angeles and the many com-
passionate countries that have banned fur farming and say

No More Fur Sold in New York City.

N New York, NY 10003-6776

242 LAFAVETTE STREET

NEW YORK NY 100712



FOR THE RECORD

Good Morning Members of the City Counsel and guests, My name is Charles
Neocleous.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to you about the industry that I Love and
grew up in.

I am literally a product of the Fur Industry, my Grandparents and parents
emigrated from the Island of Cyprus to the United States after World War II. They
were seeking an opportunity for a better life, the Freedom to choose what they
wanted to do and prosperity that their own country could not provide o them.

My Grandmother, a seamstress was eager to help the family begin the American
Dream by securing employment as a “finisher” in the Fur Business. Her task was
to sew the linings into the fur coats. After my Father completed High School, she
secured him a job as well, where he learned the trade and developed his skills as a
contractor. He met my Mother, who was also working as a finisher in the same
building. They married in the 1950’s and worked together to build a successful
small business and raise a family in New York City. Finally, achieving their
“American Dream”.

I also worked in the family business, learning the trade and continuing my formal
education. I graduated with an Economics Degree, and completed Fur Design and
Marketing at the acclaimed Fashion Institute of Technology. With life experience,
formal education and LOVE of this industry, I am the third generation to work in
the Fur Business in my family.

I am currently employed at “Blum & Fink”, one of the oldest and largest Fur
Companies in the industry. My tasks include; working with wholesale accounts
from all over the US, retail fur customers, import& export, design production,
inventory, invoicing, and overseeing day to day operations of the business.

This Fur Ban would impact our business negatively and create a downward spiral
of the entire industry. Forcing business to downsize or close. This has always been
a reputable business of hard working Americans, I am proud to say “ I work in the
Fur Business”. And We oppose this Ban!

Thank you,



*OR THE RECORD

TESTIMONY OF FLO ANTHONY
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON CONSUMER AFFAIRS AND
BUSINESS LICENSING
MAY 15, 2019

(Good afternoon. My name is Flo Anthony. Thank you for the opportunity to testify before

you today to discuss the proposed ban on the sale of fur apparel in New York City.

As an African American publicist, reporter and resident of New York City, I am deeply
saddened by the proposed ban on fur by the City Council. Fur is a deeply important part of African
American culture and community in this city, and this proposed ban represents an attack on our
achievements, commitments and aspirations as a community. I know this from my own life and
decades of diverse experience working in and for the black community. I launched my career as a
publicist after graduating from Howard University, a historically-black college. I have had the
pleasure of working with famous African American sports legends such as Muhammad Ali, Butch

Lewis, Michael Spinks, Larry Holmes, Mike McCallum and others.

As a reporter, I became the first African American to work on the gossip column of the
New York Post, a section of New York City’s most popular paper that was traditionally reserved
only for stories covering the lives of wealthy, White elites. Additionally, I was the first African-

American to pen a column in The National Examiner.

I have been featured on E! True Hollywood Story episodes as an expert on the history of
African American celebrities like Robin Givens, Janet Jackson, Whitney Houston, Bobby Brown
and countless others. I am also a columnist for The New York Amsterdam News, New York’s

predominant Black newspaper.



I mention my accomplishments not to boast, but to present myself as an expert on Black
history and culture here in New York City. I have spent a career in media and publicity watching
Black leaders fight for our rights, only to be repeatedly knocked down. For decades, fur has
represented the progress and achievements of our community. While fur was once something that
only wealthy white women could afford, for decades, it has become a symbol of dignity and love
that black women can share and pass down. Fur is not only for Marilyn Monroe and Jackie
Kennedy—it is also for Aretha Franklin, Coretta Scott King, Beyonce, and black families acfoss

this country filled with hope, love and dreams.

Fur is a way we can show world that we have finally made it and show black people across

the country we can accomplish anything we set our minds to.

A ban on fur in New York City is a ban on Black culture, one that discredits our successes
and takes away a right that we have fought tirelessly to have. We will fight this proposal, just like
we have fought every other effort by politicians to take away our rights, restrict our freedoms, and

diminish our dignity.



FOR THE RECORD

Humane S Geiety of New York
ANIMAL CLINIC / VLADIMIR HOROWITZ AND WANDA TOSCANINI HOROWITZ ADOPTION CENTER
306 East 59th Street, NYC 10022 / tel: (212) 752-4842 fax: (212) 752-2803

The Humane Society of New York strongly urges your support for Int. 1476 to
ban the sale of fur in New York City. The bottom line is that whether animals are raised
and killed on fur farms or caught in crippling traps, it is cruel and unnecessary to harm

and kill animals in the name of fashion. We do not need to wear fur.

Animals in fur farms are kept in cramped cages for their lives, deprived of any
quality of life and used as breeding machines, just to be killed. Animals caught in traps
suffer tremendously, some even chewing off limbs in an effort to escape. Non-target
animals, including our pets, also get trapped. As a society, we should be better than

that.

And as more and more people have recognized the cruelty inherent in killing
animals for their fur, many companies have stopped using fur in their products. Several
countries and a few U.S cities also have fur bans. We urge you to add New York City,

the greatest city in the world, to this list.

Elinor Molbegott, Esq.
Legal Counsel/Animal Issues

5-19

ESTABLISHED 1904
Supported by: Private & corporate contributions « Foundations « Benefits « Bequests
Matching gifts « Non-cash contributions « Workplace giving campaigns
ALL CONTRIBUTIONS AND GIFTS ARE TAX DEDUCTIBLE
Website: www.HumaneSocietyNY .org
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TESTIMONY OF IRENE GANDY
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON CONSUMER AFFAIRS AND
BUSINESS LICENSING
MAY 15,2019

Good afternoon and thank you for the opportunity to speak before you today to discuss the

proposed ban on the sale of fur apparel in New York City.

My name is Irene Gandy. I am a Tony-Award winning Broadway producer and for 50 years
I have been the only Black female member of the Association of Theatrical Press Agents and
Managers, a nearly 100-year old union for theatre press agents and managers. [ have lived in New
York for all my life and have worked in theatre for my entire career. 1 have become well-known

on Broadway for my style and fashion, and even launched a fur collection of my own in 2014.

This proposed ban would attack a longstanding tradition and source of pride in New York
Ciq’s Black community, which we fought so hard to achieve. Furs are a part of our culture. For
cent‘uries, fur was reserved exclusively for wealthy, upper-class white people. It represented wealth
and status. Finally, just a few decades ago, black women started to have the ability to purchase and

wear it.

For decades, when black people were denied every other right and status in this country,
fur represented dignity and equality. Fur is a symbol of our achievement in American society.
Now, it seems, the City Council has decided to undo all this progress and return the right to buy

fur to only the wealthy.

In the Black community, fur apparel gets passed down from our grandmothers and aunts

to our children and cousins. They are a symbol of generations of love and respect for the hard work



that our families had to strive for in this country. Every Sunday in church I stand surrounded by
my community, who proudly wear their furs as a display of our people’s success in American

society.

Banning the sale of fur in New York City would singlehandedly affect the city’s black
community. Although purchasing fur would be illegal here, it would be perfectly legal in wealthy,
White suburbs, such as in New Jersey, Westchester, and Long Island. This sends the message that

urban communities don’t deserve the same rights as wealthy, white suburbs.

As a designer and a community activist, I can speak firsthand about how seriously and
negatively the proposed ban would affect New York City’s black community—and we refuse to
stand for this. This ban is unjust and demeaning to our community, blatantly stripping us of a right

we worked to achieve and deserve to have.

In the face of centuries of bigotry, injustice, and intolerance, fur has been a symbol of
accomplishment in the African American community. As one of very few Black women in
Broadway, I wear my fur proudly cn the red carpet, in hopes that it may raise up my people and

inspire those in my community to never stop fighting for our rights.

I will continue to speak out so that my people have the right to make our own decisions
and everyone in this country will have the right to buy what they want, wear what they want, vote

for who they want, live where they want, and love who they want.



FOR THE RECORD

My name is Frederica Miller. I live in District # 4. I urge Council Member
Keith Powers to support a NYC law to prohibit the sale of new fur apparel. I
support this proposed law because killing animals for their fur is cruel and
unnecessary.

I want to address the question of why a law is needed when many designers
have voluntarily given up fur? A law is needed because: 1. Many people are
unaware of they are wearing real fur; 2. Many people are unaware of the cruelty
associated with this industry--they don’t know what type of fur they are wearing or
the method used to raise and kill the animal to produce the fur. Yet we know that
85% of animals killed for fur are from fur farms. These animals are raised in cages
only to be killed for their coats. They live a barren and unnatural existence,
without space to roam and frolic. While many New Yorker are no longer buying
real fur coats, people continue to buy hats with fur poms, fur-lined gloves, and the
ubiquitous black down jackets with fur trim. When people go out to buy warm
clothes, I don’t think they make a conscious decision to buy real fur trim. But
these coats are made available by the industry and people buy them. It perpetuates
itself. People buy fur trimmed garments because they’re available, they’re
available because people buy them. It becomes a fad. If the stores only sold
jackets with faux fur trim or no fur trim, people would continue to buy winter
garments. Real fur is not a necessity. This law is needed, otherwise NYC will fall
further behind other cities who have recognized the cruelty of the fur industry by
banning the sale of fur garments. |

Passing this law is a great opportunity for NYC to establish a new moral

standard that recognizes that killing animals for their fur is no longer justified.

Submitted by:
Frederica L. Miller
412 East 55 Street, 8H
New York, NY 10022
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My name is Laura Leopardo and | live in Prospect Heights, Brooklyn in Council
Member Laurie Cumbo's district. | urge her to support this bill. FOR THE RECORD

Bare with me for a while as it may seem that I'm digressing a bit, but | would like to
share a story that was told by someone that many of us are familiar with and have
heard. This person was traveling through southeast Asia where they eat dogs. Yes, he
visited a dog meat farm to witness and then raise awareness to the extreme suffering of
the dogs. He saw [ong rows and rows of cages and cages stacked up one on top of the
other. The dogs had apen sores and wounds, some by other dogs from extreme
boredom, frustration and even insanity--from being in too small cages barely able to
maove around their entire life and some chose to attack and cannibalize other dogs. He
wondered how can we do this, how can humans justify doing so many horrible things to
other living beings who lead rich social and emotional lives, who feel pain, love and are
conscious, sentient beings. Well, the problem with this story is that it is not entirely true.
The only thing that is not true is that it's not about a dog farm, it's actually about a
fur-farm. Everything else is true. Animals on fur farms are forced to spend their entire
lives confined to tiny filthy cages, without proper medical treatment. Many go insane
from the stress and frustration, pacing back and forth, gnawing on cage bars, tearing
out their own fur or gnawing on their own limbs. This is what happens when they are
alive. Then there is their excruciatingly painful death. Some are killed by smashing their
heads into the ground, or by breaking their necks or back, other are skinned alive to
preserve their pelts, others annaly electrocuted, all to beings who feel pain and suffer.
Can anyone here imagine having that done to your pet, your own dog or cat. Yes, it's
truly heartbreaking just to think about it, but yet it's ok for us to do it to some animals,
some animals that society has arbitrarily deemed worthy of for their fur just for fashion,
for status. If my descriptions of fur farms seem hard to believe, and I'm sure some of
you don’t believe my words, | encourage you to do a simple google search and see and
read for yourself the truths | have shared. It's all just a few keystrokes away. | know the
other side says but it's our jobs, it's our livelihood, it's our cultural tradition to wear fur,
and all their other arguments, but all | simply ask you is-—is it morally right to do so?
Can you honestly look into your heart and truly admit that it's still the right thing to
continue to do?
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Public attitudes, especially over the past few years, have dramatically evolved on
the issues of fur in fashion and the purchasing of fur products. There has been an
increasing recognition that brutality toward defenseless animals in the interest of
vanity or style should not be encouraged. As a result, many fur-free and faux fur
products have steadily replaced the real thing as demand for these cruelty free
alternatives continues to be on the rise.

A decision by the City Council to ban the sale of fur products in New York City is in
the public interest and will place the City squarely in sync with other states and
the fashion industry as a whole which are in the vanguard of this movement
towards the ethical treatment of animals.

What the City Council can do is to use its law-making powers to recognize that
public sentiment has massively shifted and that people across all walks of life are
in favor of moving to fur-free garments. Madison Avenue has continued to
reduce its use of fur and consumers are voting with their pocketbooks to let the
industry know that brands which sell products made from the fur of animals will
be rejected in the marketplace.

You need not be an animal activist or even an animal lover to recognize the
suffering that occurs on fur farms and through the process of trapping animals for
their fur. These animals are brutalized in agonizing ways without regard for the
fact that they are living beings, no different than our pets, and not inanimate
objects. When you think about this cruel reality, you can understand why the
public has shifted its thinking about the use of fur and why products which use
real fur can no longer be supported. We are not a primitive society living in the
tundra with no other options to keep ourselves warm.

The campaign against the sale of fur-based products is gaining popularity but
legislative action is needed to codify its success and the passage of Intro 1476 is

the way to do it.

Thank you.

FOR THE RECORD



Intro 1476 Hearing To Ban the Sale of Fur in NYC
May 15, 2019

Testimony of Teresa Russo FOR THE RECORD

Animals used in the fur industry lead horrible and short lives, which end in unthinkable suffering.

In China, where much of the fur trim used on our winter coats and accessories comes from, the
animals are raised on fur farms. They are kept in wire cages, outdoors in all kinds of weather.

When the time comes to skin them for their fur, they are dragged out of the cages, held down by the
workers, and their skin is sliced with a long knife. The worker then grabs the animal’s skin and yanks
it off their bodies. The animal is still alive and fully conscious. After the animal is skinned, it is left on
the ground to die a slow, agonizing death. Videos are available for you to watch this sickening act.

| have included photos of the animals with my testimony. These are unforiunately very real.

The human race should have progressed farther than this by now. To cause this kind of horrific
and unimaginable suffering to living, feeling beings, for something as frivolous as fashion is truly
unconscionable.

Human beings do not need to wear fur in order to live. Fur does not help cure diseases or feed
hungry children. There are so many synthetic materials to use in fashion. There is simply no good
reason to continue to allow this atrocious abuse of living beings. | hope that the City Council will
choose the ethical and humane stance and finally ban this horribly cruel and totally unnecessary
item in New York City.

I would like to add one quick thought:

When [ was a very young child, the local candy store sold rabbits feet to the children. | didn’t know
any better, just thought they were pretty, and bought one or two. When | got a little older, | actually
thought about where that rabbit’s foot came from, and realized it was from a living being, whose foot
had been cut off. When we, as adults, see fur trim on coats and accessories, as well as on entire
coats and jackets, we should be able to realize by now that that fur was cut off a living, feeling being.
S G
Thank you for the opportunity to speak about this issue that has been very important to me forl long.

Teresa Russo
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Rows of Outdoor Cages With Animals
Trapped Inside.
Photo Courtesy of Animalt Equality.

Dead carcasses of animals that were skinnad
for their fur are fed to the animals who are stil!
alive, walting to be skinned,

Photo Courtesy of Animal Equafity,




Dogs whose fur is damaged and not suitable for fur pelts are sold to the

dog meat trade, to be tortured to death for human consumption. The dogs

are purposely tortured in the most nauseating ways imaginable, because

the people think that the more the animal suffers, the better its meat will taste.

Photo Gourtesy of Animal Equality.

., Animais are anally electrocuted, which
f renders them paralyzed, but still alive and
conscious while they are baing skinned.

Photo Courtesy of Animal Equality.



STATEMENT OF ERICA R. SHEINART IN SUPPORT OF INTRO 1476: SALES BAN ON
FUR APPAREL and INTRO 1378: FOIE GRAS SALES BAN
626 2"° STREET, BROOKLYN, NY 11215
DISTRICT #39, COUNCILMEMBER BRAD LANDER

My name is Erica R. Sheinart. Ireside at 626 2™ Street, Brooklyn, New York, 11215,

Thank you, Councilmembers, for giving me an opportunity to speak to you today.

[ want to thank City Council Speaker Corey Johnson for proposing this legislation that would ban
the sale of fur apparel in New York City.

I also want to thank my Councilmember from District 39, my Park Slope neighbor, Mr. Brad
Lander, for co-sponsoring both Intro 1476 (the Fur Apparel Sales Ban) and Intro 1378, the proposed
Foie Gras sales ban,

Thank you so much, Mr. Lander, for supporting innocent animals who undergo so much agony to
become unnecessary fur coats and pate for humans.

You are giving your voice to those who have none, but who, if they could speak, would certainly
say, “Please save us from this horrible life and terrible death.”

I sincerely hope that all of your fellow Councilmembers follow your example.

This is the ethical and humane thing to do.

The fur sales ban is especially personal to me because my great uncle was a furrier in Brooklyn in
the 1930s through the 1970s. My mother, who is in her 80s, remembers that our uncle made her
mother- my grandmother- a fur coat with her initials inside. When my sister and I were very young,
he gave us what I remember were mink tails that we used for our Barbie dolls.

I was to0 young to understand then the terror and pain those minks went through. I now know that
these beautiful animals lived an awful life in a cage and died a horrendous death by being gassed,
drowned, electrocuted or skinned alive.

I'loved my great uncle, but if he were alive today I would have to ask him how he could continue to
make fur apparel, knowing the torture these sentient beings, with feelings of despair, agony and pain
just like ours, went through all their lives, just to become a fur coat, a hat, or the trim on a pair of
gloves.

My mother and I discussed my being here today to speak in front of you. She, the niece of a furrier,
grew up to become a lover of all animals. When I was 5 years old, she brought home our beloved
childhood pet, a cat we loved and adored for 9 years. My father likewise, has always loved animals
and has had pets since he was a child. My mother and father are very proud that [ am here today to
support both the fur sales ban and the foie gras sales ban. They want you to know that they believe
these bills need to be passed into law to help end the suffering of the animals they love.

One of my personal heroes is the great founder of the ASPCA and the humane movement here in
New York City, Henry Bergh. Henry Bergh memorably said, “Men will be just to men when they
are kind to animals.” Please, councilmembers, let’s again show the world that New York City is a
leader when it comes to being just and compassionate, both to men and animals. Please support
and pass these animal protection bills into law in New York City. Thank you very much for
listening.



Testimony in support of Intro 1476
Ponny Moss - District 3 (Corey Johnson)

I'm a NYGC voter, an an advocate for animals and a companion to a furry rescue dog
named Max.

Imagine for a moment that someone put you in a large coffin, cut a few holes so that
you could breathe and left you there for two years. How long do you think it would
take before you went insane? That is the fate of animals on fur farms.

In the wild, mink live on 2,500 acres of wetlands, and they swim. So it's no wonder that
these wild animals spend their lives frantically spinning around in circles in their cages
from the stress and frustration of intensive confinement inside a factory farm. What
they’re forced to endure is a fate far worse than death.

Now imagine that you're walking in a park and step into a steel trap that clamps onto
your leg. And you’re in so much pain that you try to tear off your leg to escape. But you
can’t. And you lie on the ground in agony, slowly dying from hunger and thirst, until
someone comes, not to rescue you, but to shoot you in the head.

We don’t have to trap, imprison and kill fur-bearing animals to survive. We can wear
other things. The animals’ fur is not our fabric. Their furry skin doesn’t belong to us.

| was bullied in high school because | was gay. In the 10th grade, a kid in my class
punched me in the face on the basketball court, and my classmates stood by silently.
Those of us who have been victims of oppression have a moral obligation to speak out
when we see other vulnerable individuals being tortured.

The fur industry argues that people should have the right to wear whatever they want.
We agree. We don’t care about what people are wearing. We care about who they're
wearing. Because the individuals who they’re wearing wanted to live in peace, just like
us.

The sale of fur has already been outlawed in San Francisco, Los Angeles and other
cities. It will eventually be banned everywhere because, as Martin Luther King once
said, “The arc of the moral universe is long, but it bends towards justice.” The question
for Council Members is - will you choose short-term political expedience, or will you
choose being on the right side of history? When future generations look back on this
historic moment, will they see that you voted for justice or for oppression? Because
those are the only choices.



My name is Michael Dolling, | am a Brooklyn resident and | fully
support Intro 1476. I am on the board of directors of Tamerlaine
Sanctuary and Preserve in New Jersey, whose founders are current
residents of Tribeca and fully support this ban as well.

Our mission at Tamerlaine is to rescue and protect animals who are
abused and neglected and as a preserve we are dedicated to the
conservation and protection of wildlife. On our 336 acre sanctuary we
are home to coyotes, rabbits and fox, the same animals that the fur
industry would love to turn into a fur coat, a pom pom on top of a hat,
a pointless trim on a coat, a key chain, ear muffs or a cell phone case.

We are lucky enough to live side by side with these beautiful animals
and we are honored to protect them. | have seen what leg-hold traps
can do to a mother who is out looking for food for her children. | have
seen coyotes missing feet and limbs, covered in blood guaranteed to
die a slow painful death because they were so desperate to escape a
trap. | have seen how the fur industry tears families apart. |1 have seen
how the greed of the fur industry destroys lives and | have seen
compassionate people cry when they see footage of what the fur
industry does to these animals.

At our sanctuary we give tours to the public, many of whom travel to

us from New York City, and on those tours we educate people about

the mistreatment of animals by human hands. What we see from our

outreach is a generation who is turning away from animal cruelty. We
see a generation turning towards compassion and justice and we see
a generation that is turning away from fur.

We at Tamerlaine urge the City Council to follow in the footsteps of
other great cities and ban the barbaric fur industry from our own.
When Trump was elected and people feared for their freedom, the
leaders of New York City declared that we would be a sanctuary city
for all who needed protection. From one sanctuary to another, please
protect these animals who cannot speak for themselves and support
Intro 1476.
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My name is Yuki Endo, resident of Jackson Heights, Queens
and I'm volunteer for Korean K9 Rescue, non-profit
organization working with South Korean Dog activists to ship
Korean Dogs te NYC for adoption. | support Speaker Corey
Johnson’s Intro Bill 1476 to sale ban of real fur in NYC. Real
fur is not sustainable and my jacket Pantagonia is not plastic
and it’s similar experience price as Canada Goose jacket. Fur
Industry are think Faux Fur will be replacing real fur, not
many of people will not wear either real or faux fur,
There are way Fur Industry can make money without using
real fur. Fur Industry can switch to fur free stores without
selling faux fur. Burlington Coat Factory and Keith went fur
free. If these places can do if, so can Century 21,
Bloomingdale’s, Lord & Taylor, Saks 5th Av/Off 5th Av,
Nordstrom, Macy’s. If fur is ban, they can partnership with
Pantagonia and Wully Outerwear, fur free fashion designers
to sale their clothes at this major department stores.
These photos below are dog farms in China that some dog
furs that falsely advertise as other animal and dogs are
stolen from people’s yard.
Majority of people around the globe are in support of fur ban
in NYC because they love animals,
Pm urging all NYC Council Members including Speaker Corey
Johnson to visit Korean K9 Rescue adoption event at Union
$q Park North this Saturday if possible to meet cute Korean
Dogs that rescue from dog meat farm.
This is reason real fur need to be ban even if you love African
Wild Dog and Coyote in zoos, you should not wear real fur.

Respectfully yours truly, .
Yuki Endo

AELELIRE



Testimony in favor of Infro 1476, the Bill to Ban Fur Sales in NYC

Joyce Friedman, 67-10 108 Streetd¥ip, Forest Hills, NY 11375

Board of Directors, Voters for Animal Rights, Constituent of CM Karen Koslowitz

Dear Chair Espinal and Members of the Committee on Consumer Affairs,

My nameis Joyce Friedman and | am a constituent of Council Member Karen Koslowitz in Forest Hills, Queens. ] am on
the Board of Directors of Voters for Animal Rights and | thank you all for this opportunity to speak in support of this very
important bill to ban the sale of furin NYC, Intro 1476.

| encourage the members of the Committee to, for a moment, focus on the root of this issue and to ignore all these
attempts to obfuscate fundamental facts.

Righ:c now, at this .very.moment, there are tens of millions of animals- wildlife- in dirty wire cages going stir crazy, engulfed
with intense fear, in pain from untreated infections, who are subsequently dragged out of the cages and painfully killed by
genital or anal electrocution, or are skinned alive.

Right now, at this very moment, there are wild animals who were living their life freely and then are suddenly caught in
steel jaw leg hold traps, animals who are now screaming in pain because steel claws are clamped through their legs, and
animals whose whole bodies are being slowly crushed in conibear or body-crushing traps (less than 15% of them die
instantly as the furriers will proclaim)

And right now, at this very moment, semi-aquatic animals such as beavers and their families are struggling in underwater
traps they find themselves caught in, in which they slowly and painfully drown.

These animals are why we are here today in support of this bill. Please, when considering your vote think of these
individual animals and please weigh the pain and suffering of these animals — all for a superfluous luxury item — against
the claims made by the fur industry and its supporters.

Itis quite simple. The fur trade is animal abuse. If these barbaric actions were done to cats and dogs, the perpetrators
would be arrested and the actions would be so strongly rallied against as to make headiine news.

| ask you frankly if the fur industry and its defenders ever talk about these abuses? We know they do not. Not surprisingly
the fur industry and its defenders want you to focus on anything but these facts- that this is animal abuse and animal
torture and for a completely unnecessary item.

Now let's jump forward. If this bill passes, your constituents, even the ones who are against this bill, will continue to live
their lives as they have before. People adapt. For those constituents who own fur garments they can still choose to wear
them. If they want to buy more, they will simply need to do so in Long Island or NJ or another nearby locale. Or better yet,
they may simply choose from the multitude of other warm, beautiful, non-animals’ fur garments that the vast majority of
Americans who don't buy fur already purchase. It's that simple.

And for the business owners who have made a living from this barbaric indusiry, they can still sell clothes and prosper by
selling clothes made of any material except fur. Experts in the field say their skills are fransferable.

Companies and designers are ditching fur and using other materials. America's history is one of changing business
models. Now perhaps more than ever in our nation’s history we see new business models arising, based on new
technologies and efficiencies, as well as our culture’s evolving humane values. And that's what this bill supporis - a
business model that is not based on cruelty towards animals, a model which the fashion industry itself is already

embracing.

For the millions of wild animals currently in small wire cages becoming or already psychotic (just google fur farm cruelty
and you will see it for yourself), or currently attempting to bite through their bones to escape the excruciating pain of a
stee! leg hold or body-crushing trap, or slowly drowning in an underwater trap- this bill means everything. As council
members you have this incredible opportunity to take a stand against animal abuse and cruelty. | will repeat- not
surprisingly the fur industry and its defenders want you to focus on anything but the fact that they abuse animals. We trust
in your humanity and wisdom. Please lead us to a more humane world.



Hello. I'm Kathryn Casey, a Midtown East resident, District 4.

I fervently support Intro 1476 because it's the only decent thing to do. Hidden behind
every fur garment, trim, or accessory is abhorrent suffering made all the more abhorrent
by its being unnecessary. That truth alone should render other arguments irrelevant.

The suffering animals endure can be so grotesque that many ~ if not most— of us have
trouble even looking at it. And we know its scale, even if we can’t quite fathom it: 100
million creatures every year.

With that knowledge comes responsibility to stop it.

Consider for a moment: We see flashes of public outrage at news reports about dogs
thrown from cars and lions killed as trophies. Yet that and worse is being done every day
to millions of animals. And we call it an industry.

What justification can there be in May 2019 for an industry that trades in cruelty?

Fur industry animals are not only condemned to a life of misery. They're killed in vile
ways in order to preserve their fur — electrocuted* anally or vaginally, clubbed to death,
even skinned alive. Every time we allow a piece of fur to be sold, we give that cruelty the
thumbs-up.

We don’t need fur for warmth. We don’t need fur for jobs; fur represents 1/2 of 1% of
fashion jobs in NYC, and the skills for those jobs would transfer to alternative
materials.** And, though it's shameful that this should even be a consideration, we don’t
need fur for fashion. Stunning alternatives are available and more are coming.

Nevertheless, some claim a ban on fur would violate our freedom. The argument is
obscene. Freedom doesn’t, or shouldn’t, mean freedom to indulge our vanity at the cost
of other creatures’ skins. Haven’t we learned by now that brutality is seldom an earmark
of freedom? Does anyone really believe we have the right to inflict a lifetime of
desolation, fear, and pain on a sentient creature just because we want to? Or that one’s
desire to flay another being for a “status” hair band should be protected or honored in
the name of freedom?

Common decency screams we have no such right. Every inclination to mercy screams
No.

Nor should we invoke the sins of the past to justify those of the present. We did plenty of
regrettable things in the past. Mom wore furs. Dad drove drunk. In fur’s heyday,
American doctors routinely appeared in cigarette ads; in some, they encouraged
expectant mothers to smoke to relieve constipation. Around the same time, we used
lobotomy and electric shock treatment for mental disorders and behaviors perceived as
such.

But, ideally, our ideas and behavior evolve as our information, awareness, and wisdom
evolve. ‘



Knowledge grows. Cultures mature. Consumers change. Laws change. Industries
adapt. *** -

Sometimes, we have to admit that our past was jusf plain benighted. This is one of those
times. We here in New York have the opportunity to correct course, and to be on the
right side of history, by passing Intro 1476. I hope in the name of decency we'll take it.

Thank you for your time.

Kathryn Casey

350 East 52nd Street, 4K
New York, NY 10022
646-732-3417
kathryncaseyso@gmail.com

*Related note: Just this week, the state of Indiana (via House Bill 1615) outlawed inhumane
methods, including electrocution, of animal euthanasia. Approved unanimously in the House
and applicable to all animal control programs, the bill deems killing an animal by electrocution a
level 6 felony in that state. _

**Faux fur is now so luxurious that I, for one, would be afraid to wear it lest fellow New Yorkers
think I supported fur! Moreover, retailers that sell fur accessories and trim will simply sell
furless or faux fur accessories and trims. Accessories departments will not shut down because
bits of animal are no longer dangling from purses.

***Fyr isn't the only industry asked to adapt. Energy has had and will have to do so. Ditto
communications — constantly. Typewriter, walkman, Polaroid, or dial-up Internet, anyone?



Jili Lauri, Licensed Clinical Social Worker

Rockaway Beach, NY 11693

212-285-3540

New York City Council Testimony

Int. No. 1476-A: Prohibiting the Sale of Fur Apparel

May 15, 2019

My name is Jill Lauri and | am here today as the voice of the animals. Thank you, Speaker Johnson, Council
Members Levine, Cabrera, Brannan, Rosenthal, Holden, Lander, Dromm, and Reynoso for sponsoring Into. No.
1476-A and creating this public forum where the cries of the animals can be heard.

Those of us who have been fortunate enough to have relationships with animals know that they experience pain,
just as we do. We also understand their capacity to love and offer us unconditional love. With that comes a moral
responsibility on our part to protect and eliminate practices that cause them pain and suffering. In the case of fur
used in clothing, this cruelty is perpetrated for reasons of fear, greed, vanity and ignorance.

The brutality that we, as a society, inflict on animals has repercussions beyond the pain of the animals. We are all
interconnected - human and non-human animals. Just as when you toss a pebble into a body of water, it has

ripple effects throughout, so does our crueity towards animals boomerang back to us. Our desensitization to the
suffering of other living beings perpetuates violence and compromises the fabric of our socnety We know in our
hearts and souls that no good can come from it. ﬁ&!ﬁjﬂ '_H’\CU’\ COKL Chcfl]rce b een f'\U wans

ond animals s |s acheice be('we,em fove

So, Council Members | ask that as you listen to today’s testimonies, you be:

1- Compassionate enough to listen and hear the pain and suffering of the animals

2- Wise enough to see the big picture of what condoning barbaric practices towards animals creates for all of us
3- Humble enough to admit that we have been wrong for tolerating the abuse of animals

4- Courageous enough to act to remedy this injustice, and pass Int. No. 1476-A into law

Thank you.



Deserie Matos

22427 Manor Road q4093y4 IHLGus
Bellerose Manor NY 11427

Coucilman Barry Grodenchik

Re: Intro 1476

The fur industry has been in business for hundreds of years. No one really knew
how these furs were made, or even gave it a second thought. Today with the
accessibility of the internet and google searches, we know all too well about the
torture and slaughter of beautiful innocent animals for their skin. We know about
the fur farms where animals are kept in filthy, cramped wire cages, where they
are denied everything that is natural to them, the sun on their backs, the grass
under their feet, bodies of water to drink and bathe from, and the ability to raise
their families in the wild. We know about the excruciatingly painful and horrific
torture and slaughter for so called “fashion” and status. There is nothing
glamorous about this blood trade! What has been done behind closed doors, far
away from the fancy fur shops, and away from public view can now be seen with
a google search and click of a mouse. Now we know, the secret is out! No more
business as usual, turning away, or ignoring the truth. Those who buy fur, and
those who manufacture and sell fur have blood on their hands! A recent Mason-
Dixon poll indicated that 75% of New Yorkers surveyed join Speaker Johnson in
advocating for animals who are needlessly tortured and killed. The other 25% just
haven’t seen the videos or heard the screams of innocent beautiful animals
having their skins ripped off their bodies while they are still alive.

A great majority of humans possess the ability to feel compassion, empathy,
sorrow, and regret, especially for those who are defenseless and voiceless. A new
day is dawning. We are evolving and realizing that just because an industry has
been around for hundreds of years doesn’t mean it should continue. It’s wrong,
inhumane, cruel and barbaric. We don’t need to wear fur. There are many
alternatives that don’t involve the skins of animals that are just as warm and
fashionable.

In the words of Dr. Maya Angelou “Do the best you can until you know better.
Then when you know better, do better!” We can do better for the animals.
Today’'s the day, and NYC is the place. Fur Free NYCII!



FORTHE Reggpy,

ISAAC MIZRAHI

To whom it may concem. {'m a fashion designer who would love to be heard from on this
matter but unfortunately | am out of the city on the day in question. First of all, thank you so
much for aliowing me lo participate, and | thank you to the person reading this statement and
to alt who are listening.

Staterment:

| began my design career in the early 1980s, coming up through the usual channels as a
design assistant. 1 was expesed 1o the crafting of furs through different licenses at my
respective jobs, and in those days high end furriers had facilities in New York City which
processed and made fur coats and trims of ali kinds. | became a kind of expert in the field of
designing furs and was even capable of directing people to make them, At that point- this
was over thirty years ago, any twice-thinking | had about the issues of humanity or crueity
were quickly discounted in favor of my love for clothes. The beauty, the luxury of fur was
such a big, assumed part of the high fashion world and | was, as were a Jot of young peopile,
caught up in the glamour and the rich history of it and hence able to shrug away any
misgiving. it was around that time that Anti Fur groups emerged and | disdained them, even
once or twice vocally,

After a few years on my own, at sorme time in 1992 | was approached o sign a fur license
with a company who's owners | considered part of my family, one of the most esteemed
furriers in the world. | saw the opportumty as a crowning achievement, a kind of arrival in a
world | had fought so hard to rise up in. The license was one of my more successful ones
and it lasted for about six years. Again, | was able to toss aside any conflicting feelings, any
thoughts about cruelty, in favor of carrying on what | thought was the right tradition that
reflected well on my luxury brand,

In December of 2000 | rescued a dog named Harry, a border coliie mix. He became the very
center of my life quickly. He lived with me for 16 years tifl his death in 2016. Even through
those first years with Harry | was somehow able to justify foving him with the routine
organized killing of animals for the making of fur apparel. if people bred animals jor food why
not clothing? And on | went living this hypocritical life of dog lover / fur designer and
advocate.

Halfway through our acquaintance, in the fall of 2008 Harry fell mysteriously il one night. |
rushed with him to the all night animal hospital where | waited for him to be treated for about
three hours, after which he recovered completely. But | finally had the epiphany which leads
me to this statement teday. There in that animal hospital waiting room at two o'clock in the
morning, surrounded by all kinds of sick animals, | was able to admit to myself that kiiling
animals is wrong for any reason— especially for the making of clothes.

After years of seif-delusion, rationalization, there is nothing 1 can tell myself anymore to
justify my actions. 'm proud to tell this story even though it points to a deficit, a great
weakness in my past.

Thank you for listening.

lsaac Mizrahi



politicians do not even offer us mere thoughts and prayers much less the resources we need to
prevent gun violence and the cycle of trauma.

Today, the City Council is examining whether to permit the sale of fur apparel in New
York City. Yet, in downtown Manbhattan, it is still legal to purchase guns and ammunition, all
while the New York City Council Taskforce to Combat Gun Violence is listed as inactive on the
Council’s website. It both shocks and saddens me that we are refusing to take action on the most
serious challenge facing our city, gun violence.

If our leaders want to strive to make New York a true city upon a hill, and if we’re focused
on setting an example across the country as a truly progressive city, then why not ban guns and
tackle the 30% increase in homicides across our city? It disgusts me to see that we are hiding from
this issue of serious importance. A fur ban is historically discriminatory and a tactic to distract us
from the real issues at hand. Let’s prioritize what matters to our communities and make sure that

true progressive values are at the forefront of the City Council. Thank you.
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Hello, I'm Margaret Lee, a NYC resident in Council Member Chin’s district. I'm a voice for
animals in a world where Greed prevails, where animals who are used for selfish human JL,
purposes have precious few voices speaking for themjwﬂ/r;a/ M[,/{&ZMZL ﬁw Jymﬁlgcfv\z) Ja .

This will be a fairly short statement as there can be no reasonable defense of the monstrous fur
industry! It is unconscionable and represents all that is wrong with the world.

Living in the NYU neighborhood, I'm appalled at the sight of many many students wearing

animal-torture Canada Goose coats as a status symbol, being either oblivious to or uncaring of

the horror they're wearing, apparently not giving a thought to the mothers stolen from their cubs,

chewing their legs out of the made-in-Hell steel traps in a desperate attempt to escape and

return to their babies. These NYU students - predominantly Asian for some unknown reason (we

would need a good sociologist to explain these demographics) flaunt their animattarture coats 7. Hedd
as they race to their classes in presumably everything but Ethics. Is this what NYU, NYC, the

World has become? Unacceptable! Grade F!!!

There is no legitimate way to defend such horror, an industry based on the murder of
defenseless animals. Words such as ‘humane killing’ are ridiculous! There is no such thing as
humane murder!

It's insanity that in 2019 this is a subject for debate! Stealing the skin off an animal does not
belong in a civilized society. Period. Even in a society as greed-driven, status-seeking as NYC,
this is indefensible. NYC needs to stand up, face a heartsick world, a world desperate for
compassion, and make it clear that we are more than a heart on a Visitor Center logo. We need
to show we are capable of true compassion, the real deal, # resd feart,

Ripping skin off an animal is not a viable skill set that belongs on anyone's resume! That's why
you don't see it listed on LinkedIn. It is not a job that features ‘Take Your Child to Work Day’ ...
It's done in secret, hidden away, either by illegal immigrants desperate for anything that pays, or
by sociopaths who get their thrills by torturing animals, getting noticed only if they advance to
humans, the Ted Bundys of the world.

Is this a Job that can possibly give one’s life purpose? No one is born to be a stealer of animal
skin! Jobs that entail ripping skin from an animal to put on a human’s back does not deserve the
word JOB! Its proper title is Depravity, Violence, Evil, Crime.

All the excuses used by the Fur Horror Industry are an insult to anyone with operating neurons.
Joblessness is not an excuse for stealing an animal'’s skin.

Culture is not an excuse for stealing an animal’s skin.

Money is not an excuse, though it's the one that carries the most weight in our greed-driven
world.

Being heartless is the only explanation that makes sense, but that should never be endorsed.
Rather, the Fur Industry worker should receive pity and counseling to prepare for an
authentically productive way of life.

There is no way that the Fur Industry can be justified. It is without a soul. Anyone with a

conscience must see it as unconscionable. Anyone who views stealing skin from an animal as a
legitimate job must be told to find a job that serves the world, not one that destroys, not one

W/Wo&p, vy e p



based on greed and the blood of defenseless animals. If the world made any sensg, the Fur
Trade would be considered a crime of the worst sort. It certainly has no place in a society that
calls itself civilized. It must go and it must go now. Enough of this insanity! Be a voice of
compassion, New York! Look past the dollar signs of an Evil industry and do what is right. Say
NO to fur! Say YES to a FurFreeNYC, a City we can be proud of, a City with an actual heart, not
just one on a tourist logo.

As we stand here at this moment at City Hall we are a city with a poor track record for animals.
But we don't have to be this way. We can be better. We can have an actual heart, not a logo
heart!

The critical Question here today is, Can NYC be a City of Compassion? Or does it only hear the
clink clink call of Money Money Money? Is NYC capable of hearing the distant screams of
animals stripped and dying for their fur? Or does NYC only hear the clink clink clink of a cash
register?

Are we a city that prefers the look of a model or celebrity strutting about on a stage wearing a
dog? Or are we a city that thinks a dog is worthy of nursing her cubs wearing the fur she was
born with for her survival on this planet?

What are we? What values does NYC hold dear? What exactly do we stand for? Do we have an
actual living breathing heart, or must we admit we are in fact merely a logo?

Fur is Hideous! Fur is Heinous! NYC does not want to be the Face Of Evil, and yet, strangely, it
has allowed this to persist, by its sale.

We have a Mayor who is possibly a candidate for President and yet we still have a city that
accepts cruelty to and senseless murder of animals! How can this be?
ENOQUGH! ENOUGH! ENQUGH! Time for this insanity to end!

Where there is money there are endless excuses for the Greed that drives it. Humans are great
at developing-excuses and convincing others to buy in. Whatever the excuses may be, the
underlying fact remains. The Fur Industry is Evil and must be named for what it is. Anyone who
works for, buys, wears, supports, invests in, votes for the continuance of the Fur Industry is
complicit in a heinous crime against Nature, crime against the Planet, crime against a
fundamental Moral Code. Sometimes this is called the Golden Rule, though it's been perverted
to mean Ruled by Gold in our present times. It's way past the point where NYC must say very
clearly, ENOQUGH!I

Some years ago there was a case in NYC of a young woman who decided to make a belt with
the fur of a neighbor’s dog. This was treated as a crime, albeit not strong enough given that
laws protecting animals are pathetic, when they exist at all. Nevertheless it was treated as a
crime, the sensible, proper response, and some punishment was enforced.

And yet here we are with stores selling these vile products and it's open for debate! Are we in
The Twilight Zone? Seems so! Though Hell might be more accurate!

It is only because of brave people daring to penetrate and expose this dark world that we are
able to see the images and hear the heartbreaking screams. We are left to imagine the smell of
the blood and death, the starvation of the cubs waiting for a mother who will never return.

Once we've seen and heard the murderous horror, acceptance, for those of us with heart, is

impossible. Whatever the method of killing, it is murder and it is wrong to take an animal's skin.
This should be self-evident. We should not be debating this as we approach the year 2020.

A/Mwa&c, &y < P2



NYC must show that it thinks about more than money! Clearly there’s more money in greed than
compassion, no doubt about it. Compassion doesn’t pay particuiarly well, but averall love is the
better choice! Most of us know this.

The question we now face is, Are we a shameful city, or are we a city we can be proud of? Will
we continue to be a city low on heart or will we be a city that honors the beauty and splendor of
the magnificent animal life that blesses .our world?

NYC is late waking up, but it's showing some signs of hope. NYC must lead the way to a Kinder
World. It's possible! Let it begin herel

So, the Big Question remains, will we choose Greed, or will we choose Mercy and
Compassion? Most often, in our extremely fallen world, Greed prevails. But we're dangling at
the Cusp of Change. California is acting as a force for change and NYC must now also step up
boldly. The forces that speak for money ruling over everything are very strong. We see this all
around, especially when it comes to humans dominating animals for their own selfish purposes.
But as people with functioning hearts see more of what the animal murder industries try to keep
hidden, those with a conscience are raising their voices to say STOP, NO MORE, ENOUGH.
STOP THE INSANITY NOW!

There will always be depraved individuals who steal what is not theirs and then sell their stolen
goods to unscrupulous or unthinking third parties. If the item is a TV set, an Amazon delivery
from someone’s porch, a cellphone on the subway, a wallet from a pocket, such a crime is
sometimes caught on camera and shown on the 6:00 news. Somefimes a reward is offered for
information leading to an arrest. Such people represent a threat to the community and the
property is seen as valuable.

But stealing the skin off an animal, selling it in a store, and then having it on a stage worn by a
singer to great applause - where is the outrage? Where is the law to protect? Where is the law
that says this is wrong??? Sadly, laws do not exist to protect the innocent victims of skin
thievery! At most, an animal may have, her skin remaved, her eyes sill blinking, a caring human
hand to hold her paw as she takes her last breath.

This must change and this must change NOW in NYC!!! With hope, the world will see for a fur-
free NYC and join in the change for a fur-free World. After all, This is Our Planet and Theirs Too!

Thank you, New York, for ending this madness! I'm thanking you in advance because it's the
only reasonable and sane way to proceed as a city with a leadership position in the world!

| am proud of my Council Member Margaret Chin having a record of compassion for animals,
and I'm trusting she will stand again for animals by voting to make NYC fur-free! | farvently hope
all of you will work to make the world safe for animals, freeing them from their torment, breaking
their traps, opening the bloody cages that enslave them, never again to be filled with their
desperate unheard cries! Their freedom begins NOW with this critical votel

If you listen closely you will hear the animals thanking you...

WW&&,L/ /U%C
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Long 2 beacon of progressive values and legislation, New York City has been slow to follow fur-
ban laws issued by Los Angeles, San Francisco, and other cities worldwide; London banned the
use of fur during fashion week. Intro. 1476, introduced by Speaker Johnson, could finally change
this glaring oversight.

The pro-fur folks are putting on a full-court press, pleading with this Council and the public,
claiming that a ban on animal fur would claim hundreds of jobs. Noticeably absent is any denial
of the very reason the fur-ban bill was introduced: horrific and unnecessary animal abuse. That is
because it can’t be denied. A fur coat, a fur-trim lining a hood, a fur tassel ona hat, or a fur
accessory all come from the skins of innocent animals who are killed in unimaginably barbaric
ways. One need not delve deeply online to view the horrors of the fur trade.

Canada Goose traps coyotes and other animals who have the grave misfortune of stepping into
an excruciating steel leg-hold clamp. The animals often first suffer hypothermia, severe blood
loss, hunger and dehydration before being shot in the head or bludgeoned to death by

trappers. Left suffering for days, defenseless animals often desperately try to gnaw off their own
limb in order to free themselves. No better are body grip traps, which were developed to cause
immediate death, but rarely work in such a way; these torture devices often leave a trapped
animal in agony for hours or days. Water-set traps induce drowning, which can cause nearly ten
minutes of panic and pain. Pole traps hoist the animal in the air by their trapped limb as they
fight for their freedom; these animals suffer the same dreadful fate as those trapped for Canada
Goose. Then there are traditional fur farms where animals are crammed into crowded and dirty
cages and live their unnatural lives in constant fear, stress, pain, disease and other ailments until
they are killed in the most torturous of ways, including anal electrocution, and being skinned
alive so as not to damage their valuable pelts.

Those who attempt to justify these practices and killings as “humane” are at best kidding
themselves but really are just Iying to susceptible consumers for money—which often changes
people’s views of morality. Regardless, how can killing a living being who does not want to die
ever be called “humane?” That their suffering and death is solely for the purpose of unnecessary
decoration or a symbol of wealth is grotesque, particularly when beautiful, warm, synthetic
alternatives exist. Besides, NYC is not exactly the arctic.

Some in the fur industry allege that faux fur is more harmful to the environment. This is an
outdated industry talking point belied by facts. Animal fur cannot simply be sewn onto a jacket;
it needs to be treated after the animal is skinned to keep the pelts from rotting and decaying
because it is, after all, part of a dead body. Such treatment typically includes toxic dyes and
chemicals that include ammonia, formaldehyde, hydrogen peroxide, chromium and bleaching
agents. Disturbingly, many of the chemicals used are classified as toxic substances and
carcinogens that pollute the air and our bodies. Consider too those fur farms, which produce
upwards of 85% of fur; they are filthy warehouses that are akin to factory farms. Biological



waste builds up and pollutes nearby rivers and streams, wreaking havoc on marine life and
animals who encounter that water, as well as potentially contaminate our drinking water.

With advanced technologies many faux fur designers are using innovative, eco-friendly, man-
made products like hemp fibers and recycled fabrics. Companies operating with similar
modalities are far better for the environment than those who manufacture animal fur, and vegan
options are becoming increasingly mainstream.

For years now the fur industry has been on notice. Many top designers and retailers have spoken
out against the cruelty of fur and pledged to never use or sell it again. Several cities have
implemented fur bans. Anti-fur activism has proliferated throughout New York City. Merchants
unwilling or unprepared for this change have nobody but themselves to blame.

New Yorkers stand together for the tens of millions of animals violently and callously murdered
each year for a “fashion” statement. A recent Mason-Dixon poll indicated that 75% of New
Yorkers support Intro. 1476. Council members have a choice:

Protect the mink with an electric rod jammed into her rectum, or the mink merchant who refused
to even fry cruelty-free alternatives?

Protect the mother coyote trapped for days in a steel leg clamp, or the Canada Goose corporation
trying to convince a generation that social status and projecting wealth is most important?

Protect the baby fox who has every inch of her skin peeled from her still living body, or the shop
lying to its customers about it being “ethically sourced?”

Protect the rabbits jammed into filthy cages for their entire miserable lives, or the souvenir shop
selling them as pom-poms on a hat or a key chain accessory?

Protecting the profiteers over the abused would be a dereliction of duty and contrary to the
compassionate and progressive trend that is the hallmark of this body. Fur is inhumane and has
no place in an evolving society. It is a symbol of cruelty in a world that sorely needs more
empathy and compassion. Standing up against the oppression of innocent beings is, ultimately,
the legacy for which we all should strive. Bravo, Speaker Johnson and all members who support
Intro 1476.




May 15, 2019

Dear Councilmembers:

Fashion has come a long way in recent years. A growing number of designers realize the
negative impact the industry has had on animals and the environment and are taking steps to
repair that damage. Luxurious, eco-friendly, and sustainable fur-like fabric not only exist, but are
nearly indistinguishable from the skins of innocent animals.

That ability to ethically evolve, improve our practices, and be environmentally considerate, while
causing the least amount of harm is the bedrock of a civilized society and something for which
we must always strive. How could anyone justifiably condone a practice that profits off the
torture and death of screaming animals, especially when cruelty-free alternatives readily exist?

The clothing we wear can make a statement without causing harm — just ask Versace, Gueci,
Michael Kors, Armani, Tom Ford, Stella McCartney, and the growing list of other designers who
have committed to fur-free fashion.

All these designers—and the 75% of New Yorkers who support this ban—know that fur—
whether a coat or an accessory—comes from the bodies of innocent animals who were
barbarically killed. Killing a living being who does not want to be killed is, by definition,
inhumane. Period.

Many against this bill divert to the same argument: that no one has the right to push personal
opinions onto anyone else. Where that logic falls apart, however, is when there are violent
consequences like producing fur. I proudly join Speaker Johnson; my council person, Mark
Levine; and the other council members who support this bill. I stand with the millions of
animals callously murdered each year for a “fashion” statement who — aside from human greed
and selfishness — could otherwise live full lives. For those opposed or undecided, I implore you
to delve online and see the atrocities of the fur trade. View the horrors for yourself. New York
City should never stand for or condone such violence. A vote against this ban is a vote for animal
abuse and cruelty—and New York is better than that.

Sincerely,

Meredith Schriver, District 7




Chvistma Liew
201S shore PEw
Blrookiyn, 1Y 1124

To:  New York City Council EOR THE RECORD

From: Christina Liew, constituent of District 4
Re: Intro 1476 Fur Ban

My name is Christina Liew and I live in Brooklyn. I am a constituent of council member
Brannan.

I am here today to ask the city council to support Intro 1476, the bill that will ban the sale of fur
in New York City.

Like the many people who stand before you in support of the ban, we can all agree that the fur
industry is an outdated, cruel, bloody, and murderous industry that profits off the bodies of
sentient animals. No animal should be forcibly bred and have their life taken away from them,
all for the sake of a “fashion statement.”

The reality of fur farms is that these animals live in deplorable conditions— from the beginning
of their life to the very last moment they are killed. There is nothing humane, ethical, or
sustainable about using fur. There is nothing fashionable about an animal being skinned alive,
anally electrocuted, drowned, or caught in snare traps.

The use of fur in fashion is unnecessary. So many high-end fashion designers like Burberry,
Galliano, Versace, Michael Kors, Stella McCartney, Gueei, and others have turned their backs
against the fur industry because they have realized the cruelty that goes into making fur, Many
of these designers have realized that fashion today should be socially and environmentally
responsible and have chosen ethics over cruelty. They are steering towards the future in an
industry that does not include the unnecessary killing of an animal.

We need to stop the cruelty. We need to show empathy towards the suffering of these animals in
the industry. There is no reason, in 2019, that as “progressive” New Yorkers, we are taking a step
backwards by wearing cruelty where cities like Los Angeles and San Francisco have taken the
advanced steps to ban the sale of fur.

Those that oppose the ban are only concerned about money. They are concerned that they will
not be able to make a profit in an industry that kills and murders innocent animals. They are
stuck in their old ways and refuse to acknowledge that new technology in fashion is creating
other sustainable and alternative means to fur. My question for those who oppose the ban —
could you explain to your children what happens to the animals that are used for fur? Would you
show them the graphic videos of animals being killed? How many of your children would be
appalled by what happens to these animals?

As a society, people have lost their connection with most animals and have commodified them.
Animals are treated as mere objects and considered “products.” For those who have pets at
home, do you consider your dog or cat as mere “objects?” Would you subject them to the
conditions that the animals on fur farms face?

Thank you.



My name is Kirk Miller and I live in Central Harlem. My Council
member is Bill Perkins and I urge him to support the bill to ban
the sale of fur in New York City, Intro 1476.

Four hundred squirrels; two hundred and forty ermine; two
hundred chinchillas; one hundred and twenty muskrats; eighty
sable; sixty-five mink; fifty martens; thirty raccoons; twenty-two
bobcats; twelve lynx; ot five wolves. This is what it takes to make 2
single fur coat.

What is a life worth? The trim on your coat? Nothing? Or
everything?

Over a billion mostly wild animals are killed every year for their
fur. Most are raised in tiny cages with deplorable conditions where
disease, self-mutilation, infanticide and other psychotic behaviors
are commonplace. Others are trapped in the wild in painful traps,
only to be electrocuted and skinned alive to preserve their fur.
Those who imnsist that the animals are not suffering are spreading
bald-faced lies in the interest of making a profit. To date, there are
no laws protecting these animals.

This is not a religious issue. This 1s not an ethnic issue. This is not
even a partisan issue. A recent Mason-Dixon poll shows that 75%
of New Yorkers who agree with this bill are evenly split between
conservatives and liberals.

This is an animal abuse issue. This is an environmental issue. Fur
farms are huge polluters, dumping raw feces into lakes and rivers,
along with formaldehyde, chromium, and cyanide-based finishes.

Thankfully, today, we have quality and affordable alternatives to
wearing fur that involve little if no suffering and far less pollution.
If we can prevent or diminish suffering and waste, then why the
hell not? If we can transition to more compassionate fashion, why
wouldn’t we? The bottom line is: there is no excuse.



May 15, 2019
Heather Greenhouse, 786 Jefferson Avenue, Brooklyn, NY 11221
Council Member Alick Ampry-Samue!

Testimony in support of Intro 1476 to ban the sale of furin NYC

Hi, I'm Heather Greenhouse and | am on the Board of Voters For Animal Rights. | am going to
address some of the many outright lies the fur industry relies on to defend their brutal business.
One such lie - “fur is sustainable” - was ruled as false advertising by several European
countries, and they are prohibited from making that claim in many places. The truth is that fur is
toxic and unnatural. To prevent the skin from rotting, they use toxic chemicals which are among
the world’s top & worst for toxic-metal pollution. They pollute the air with greenhouse gases,
water with ammonia and phosphorus, and rely almost entirely on fossil fuels. There’s also
nothing natural about forcefully breeding wild animals, confining them to barren cages, and
denying them every single natural instinct before gruesomely murdering them through anal or
vaginal electrocution.

Another popular mistruth they're spreading here in NYC is that this bill would cause severe job
loss. Animal-killing fur industry jobs represent only 0.5% of fashion jobs in NYC and their skills
are transferable to ethical materials. Regardless, fur is a bloody, barbaric business that future
generations will look back in horror and shame. All industries continuously evolve for ethical,
environmental, and economic reasons and this is no different. They have a choice to move with
the times or remain in the dark ages. The grandiose claims of job loss are ridiculous when the
real issues are ethics, morality, progress, and innovation. There is no excuse. We know better.
They’re on the wrong side of history and they know it. Only greed and profits drive them, but we
have the truth and we are fighting for justice. The passing of Iintro 1476 would represent a huge
step in the right direction for NYC to show that we as ethical and progressive a city as we claim

to be.
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FOR THE RECORD

Name: Garry Zeltser
Subject: Intro 1476
Position: In favor of the ban

Good morning,

My name is Garry Zeltser and | live in Sheepshead Bay in Council Member Chaim Deutche'’s
district. 1 urge him to support this bill.

My statement today will come from the perspective of Judaism.

My wife and | are both Orthodox Jews. Within Judaism, there a prohibition of what’s called

Tza'ar Ba'alei Chayim. This law bans the unnecessary suffering of animals.

[ have seen many videos of how fur products are produced. In case you are not aware, the
practice includes skinning the animal alive so the fur slides off their flesh easier. Their limbs are
broken with blunt objects to ensure the person removing their flesh is safe from any scratches.
There is no anesthesia. The animals are completely conscious. The fur trade practice is

depraved and sadistic. This is in direct violation of our Jewish values and laws.

Although several council members are on board with creating a religious exemption of the sale
of fur, 1 had heard of a concern from one of the council members that this ban would further
ighite antisemitic attacks on Jews in the city who wear shtreimels which is the fur head covering
typically worn by some married Jewish men. The dawning of this head piece is what we call a
minhag, otherwise known as a custom. We are a people who hold dearly to our past in order to
preserve our future so | can understand why customs within our community are almost never

broken.

But my response to the possible escalation of antisemitism from this ban is as follows - Let us
be sincere and acknowledge that a Jew will be hate‘d_‘.‘whether he has a shtreimel, a yamakah, or
a baseball cap on. | have seen footage of Jews with sﬁﬁtreimels and no shtreimels attacked in
this city before this legislation was put up for a vote .-lhntisemites could care less about what

kind of head piece we have on.



My compassion is not just for the animals but also for the businesses that will be affected by

this legislation. Economic mitigation should awarded to those who will be affected by this ban.

When you vote for this legislation, think beyond the money. Remember the lives whose limbs
were broken when they stepped foot on bear traps for their initial capture and whose flesh was
stolen from their bodies while they were still breathing. These victims could not be here today

and speak for themselves.

Thank you for allowing us to be here on their behalf and voice our support of the banning of

fur.



May 15, 2019
Ton THERECCRS

Dear Councilman Cornegy,

| am a constituent in your district and an Fashion Institute of Technology graduate. | have
been in the New York City fashion industry for over 15 years and 'm here to tell you that the
fashion industry DO NOT WANT FUR! In fact in a recent citywide survey, conducted by
Mason-Dixon, found that 74% of Democrats, 71% of Republicans and 79% of independents
support the ban.

The faux fur movement has well surpassed the real fur of your parents generation. Faux fur
is much more eco friendly now with companies using and developing faux fur that has been made
from recycled plastic bottles and hemp (Ecopel & Unreal Fur). Because it comes on a roll, like
fabric there is less waste, less time spent cutting and a lot more upcycling. Upcycling in fashion
refers to buying overstock fabric from designers with excess. This is a-huge t{rend right now in
fashion and many brands are relying on this eco friendly method as their sole source of fabric.

~ And now with higher quality faux fur available, designers like Pelush, Maison Atia, and
House of Fluff have brought a new light to the luxury faux fur mdu%;y while continuing the made
in New York City brand. @sﬁo&s&@eeimm«my—sﬁamesdﬁe—fawégf requires a-skilled handsto
craft into a garment. | don’t take a production lot of faux fur {o a shirting factory or a pants factory.
I take it to a craftsman that can both cut and sew it properly. And when fur is banned in NYC | will
take it to the crafismen of a fur factory. | will argue that the same machines used now to cut and
sew fur can be used to craft other clothing and accessories. With the midtown garment center
shrinking, there are plenty of designers who are looking for production houses in the city. With a
slight pivot the fur factories can easily be adapted to other garment manufacturing. When
smoking was banned in NYC, people thought the bars and clubs would suffer. They are thriving.
People thought the tobacco farmers would suffer, they are growing soybeans. People adapt.
Businesses adapt. We are a country of moving forward, at least up until recently, 1 thought so,
and we can not keep this inhumane, archaic and frivolous practice alive in the capital of the world.
We as New Yorkers must stand up for what's right!

London has banned fur in their city and runway, San Francisco, Los Angeles, West
Hollywood, Sao Paulo, Brazil to name a few. .,
Designers that have stopped using fur are Gucci, Armani, Tom Ford, Versace, Burberry, Margiela,
Furla. American designers that run the NY fashion economy who also stopped the use of fur
Tommy Hilfiger, Ralph Lauren, Coach, Michael Kors, Calvin Klein, Diane Von Furstenberg, Donna
Karan- DKNY, New York and company, Kate Spade, Victoria's Secret, Norma Kamali, Phillip Lim,
Rebecca Taylor, Hugo Boss, Betsey Johnson, William Rast, John Varvatos, Ann Taylor, North
' Face, Gap, Guess, Club Mconaco, Henri Bendel, Steve Madden, Edun, SDN B‘rookl'yn,' Sincerely
Tommy of Bed- Stuy. Attached is a list of close to 400 designers and US retailers that no longer
use fur. We, your people, call on you to do what's right!

Thank you for your time,

ELizabeth Corrado ,
&g Halsey st. Brooklyn, NY 11233



Fur Free US retailers
A
Major
Fur Free
Designers

Kate Spade - 1993 (since inception) ALEXANORAK
Calvin Klein - 1994
Bottega Veneta - 2001

Stella McCartney - 2001 (since inception)

Vivienne Westwood - 2007
Tommy Hilfiger - 2007

Ralph Lauren - 2007
Victoria Beckham - 2008 (since inception) _
Lacoste - 2014 T
Armani - 2016 e
Hugo Boss - 2016 AZALEA
Maggie Marilyn - 2016 (since inception) . s
Gucci - 2017
Michael Kors - 2017

Furla - 2018

Versace - 2018

Donna Karan New York - 2018

Maison Margiela (John Galliano) - 2018
Burberry - 2018

Diane von Furstenberg (DVF) - 2018
Coach - 2018

Gaultier - 2018

3.1 Phillip Lim - 2019




ECOSKIN  https://www ecoskincollections com

ED HARDY https://www.edhardyoriginals com
EDDIE BAUER  http//www eddiebaver com

EDUN hhps:ff;aduncum

EILEEN FISHER  https//www eleenfisher com
ELAN INTERNATIONAL  https://www elan-usa com/
ELISE BALLEGEER  https://eliseballegeer.com
ELEMENT  http.//www elementsclothing com/

ELLAMOSS.  http./fwww ellamoss com

ENCORE BALLROOM COUTURE  https://encoreballroomcouture com

ESPRIT  www esprit.com/
SHOPETHICA  http//www .shopethicacom
EVANS  http://www evansusa.com/?geoip=home

EXPRESS  hitp://waww express com/

F

FABULOUS-FURS http://fabulousfurs com/
FARFETCH  https://wwow.farfetch.com
FARAH  https://www.farah.co.uk
. FASHION BUG  www.fashionbug.com/
: FIALLRAVEN  https.//www fjallraven.us
—:O;r LECKER ¥ —hm‘:-\.h‘ww footlocker com/

FOOTACTION  http:A(www footaction.com/

FOREVER 21 http://www forever21.com

. FORMAT  hrtp//www.format-favountes de/cms/

. FREEPEOPLE https://www.freepeople.com

FTLA APRAREL  https://www flaapparel com

G i

G-LISH FASHIONS  https//g-hshmyshopify com

- G-STARRAW https//www.g-star.com/en_us

GANT  http://us gant.com/

GAP  http.//waww.gap.com

K GARY HARVEY ECO  Gary Harvey Eca

. GEOX  http//www.geox com/en/

GIRLSTAR.  http./fwww.pery.com/giristar.asp
GLO JEANS  GLO Jeans (lones Group)
GLORIAVANDERBILT  www jcpenney com
GOODY'S  Goody's

GOTCHA  http://www gotchacom/shop.asp

GRAND SLAM  http //grand-slam com/

GRANE  http://www.zazzie com/grane+ accessones
GRAPE CAT  https://www.grapecat.com
GUNA§_ /http Fiveww gunasthebrand.com/
s
GUCC!  https.//www.guccicom/nifen_gh/

GUESS  http://shop guess.com/en/

H

'H&M http-//www hm com/us/
HARD TAIL  http//www hardtailforever.com/
HAVANERA  hetp //www havanera com
HELLY HANSEN  https//www hellyhansen.com
HENDRICK BRUN  http//www hendnckbrun.com/

HENRIBENDEL  http://www hennbendel com/

HILFIGER DENIM  http.//uk tommy com/
HILFIGER SPORT  hittp //usa tommy.com/
HOLLISTERCO.  www hollisterco com/
HONOLUA SURF CO,  http.//honoluasurf com/
HOWIES  http//www howies.ca uk/

HSN  http//www.hsn.com/

HUGD BQOSS  https//www hugoboss com/us/

HURLEY INTERNATIONAL LLC  www.hurley.com

I

ICONIX  http//www conocbrand com

IDC  https.t/www.do it/world/

IMPOSTER  http://www impostersarimals com/
IPATH  www path.com

IRIS IMPRESSIONS  http://insimpressions.com
IRONFIST  http://www ronfist.co.uk/

ISLAND IMPORTER  http//www.islandimporter com/
1200 http/hizod com/

]

JLCREW  https://www jtrew.com

JILL  https://shop jill com

JACKSPADE  http//www jackspade com/

JAG  http://jagfashion com/

JANSPORT  http://www jansport com

JANTZEN hitp.//www jantzen com/

JAY MCCARROLL  hitp://www jaymecarrollonline com/
JCPENNEY  http//www jcpenney.com/

JIGSAW  https://www jigsaw-online com
JLLMILAN - https/Awwew jillmilan.com

IMMYZ  http:/fimmyzworld.com

JOHN BARTLETT  http://www johnbartlettny.com
JOHN HENRY  http://www nextag com/john-henry-clothing/products-html
JOHN VARVATOS  http://www.jchnvarvatos.com/
JONES NEW YORK  http://woww jny.com

JUICY COUTURE  http://www juicycouture.com/

K

KAIGHT  https://kaightshop.com

KAREN WALKER  https//www karenwalker com
KATE SPADE  http://www katespade.com/
KEEPSAKESETC https:.//www keepsakes-etc.com
KENNETH COLE NEW YORK  http.//www kennethcole.com/
KENSIEGIRL  http.//kensie.com/

KILLAH  www,yoox.com

KIMBERLY OVITZ  http:.//www kimberiyowtz com/
KIND CLOTH  http://www clothandkind com

KIND OWL  https//www.thekindowl com

KILLAH  http//store killah.com/TTA/AL-IT

KIPLING  http://www kipling-usa com

KLONE LAB  http://klonelab.com/site/

KOMODO  https://komodo.online

LEL http://www leifashion com

LASENZA https//www lasenzacom

LACOSTE  http//www.lacoste.com/

LA DRESS BY SIMONE  https.//www.ladress.com
LANDS END  http.//www landsend com/

LANE BRYANT  http//www.lanebryant com/

RALPH LAUREN  http://www ralphlauren com
LARAMILLER  http//www.laramiller net/index asp
LEANNE MARSHALL  http.//www leannemarshall com
LEE https.//www lee com

LEVI'S  http//us.levicom/

Lap htlp.l.'www_lnllap‘ com

LILLY PULITZER  http:/Aerwew hillypulitzer comy
LlNDEJF https://www lindex com/uk/

LOISIEANS  http//enloisjeanstore com

LUCKY BRAND  http//www luckybrand com/

LUCY  http/fwww tucy com

LULUSCOM  hitp//www lulus com/

LULULEMON ATHLETICA  https//shop lululemon com

LUR  http//lurapparel com

M

MADEWELL  http//www madewell.com/index jsp

MAGGIE MARILYN  https//maggemarilyn.com

MAJESTIC ATHLETIC  https://www.majesticathletic com
MALAN BRETON  https://www malanbreton com

MARCS:  https://www marcs.com.au/Mares-home html
MARCIANO  http://guessbymarciano guess com/

MARMOT  http://marmaot.com/

MATT AND NAT  http//www.mattandnat com/

MAVERICK APPAREL  http//www mavenckapparel com
MAURICES  http//www maurces com

MEMDALET CLOTHING  hitps://www.memdalet com
MEXX  http.//www mexx.com/en/campaign

MISSME  Attp//www missme.com/

MISS SELFRIDGE  http-//us missselfridge com/?geaip=home
MISSSIXTY  http //www misssixty com/

MQDA EXPRESS  https //www modaxpressonline com/mndex asp
MODAVANT!  http//modavanti com

MONTRAIL FOOTWEAR ° http.//www montrail com/
MOUNTAIN HARDWEAR  http://www mountamhardwear.com/
MRPORTER  https //www mrporter com

MUNSINGWEAR  http.//www munsingwear com/
MURPHY & NYE http‘./fstore.murphvnve com/

MYER  https//m myer.com.au/shop/mobile/mystore

NAPAPIIRI  http.//www napapyn com/us/
NATURALISSUE  http//www natural-issue com/
NATURESVILLE  http://natureswville comsg/

NATUREVSFUTURE  http//naturevsfuture. myshopify.com/

NAUTICA  http//www nautica.com/home/index jsp



SAVANE  http.//savane com THREE DOTS  http//www threedots com
NET-A-PORTER  https//www net-a-porter com/us/en/

SAVE THEDUCK:  https-//savetheduckusa com THREE STONES  http://www.threestones.com/

NEUAURA  http://www neuaurashoes com
. SON BROGKLYN  http://sdnbrooklyn com TIGERLILY  http//ugertly-usacom/

NEWLOOK  http://www.newlook.com/uk/womens?selectCountry=true

SEARS  hitp.//wiww sears com TIMBERLAND  www timberland com/
NEW YORK & COMPANY  http://www.nyandcompany.com/nyco/

SELFRIDGES  http//www selfnidges com/US/en/ TOBI  http://www tobi.com
NIKE  http.//store.nike.com/

SHEILAFRANK  https.//www sheilafrank com : TODD OLDHAM  https//www toddoldhamstudio comlee
NINE WEST  http//www ninewest.com/

SHERRIHILL  https://www sherrihill com TOM BIHN  https.//www tombihn.com
NORTH FACE  https://www thenorthface com

SHOESCRIBE.COM  http://www .shoescribe.com/fashion/goodbye TOMS  http//wwwi toms com
NORTHSTYLE  https//www northstyle.com

SIERRA TRADING POST  https://www sierratradingpast com TOMMY HILFIGER  http://usa tommy com/en
NORTHCOUNTRY CATALOG  http://www.coldwatercreek.com/

SISLEY  http://www.sisley.com/ TOPMAN  http://us topman com/?geoip=home
NSFCLOTHING  httpi//nsfclothing.com/

SIXTY DISTRIBUTION  hitp://www sixtydrstribution cam TOPSHOP  http//us.topshop com/?geaip=home
0 SMAK PARLOUR  https://www.smakparlour com TROVATA  hitps //www trovata com
GHEREN SN SMARTWOOL  http:/www.smartwool com TRUE RELIGION  http//wwow.truereligion com
GRAG: hpsyionaguscom SOLANDRIA  https//www storenvy com/stores/B42601-solandna TUNDRA GEAR  https//tundragear com

¥i

OBERMEYER  http.//www.obermeyer.com/ SPLENDID  hitp://wwnw spléndnd com/ U
0DD MOLLY  https/fwww.oddmolly.com

SPOILED BRAT  https://www.spotledbrat.co.uk UMBRO  http//wwaw umbro.com/choose/
QLD NAVY  http://oldnavy gap com/

STAGE  http://www stagestores.com/ UNDERCOLORS  https//us. benetton.com
DLSENHAUS  https//www olsenhaus com UNIOLO  https.//www.uniglo com/us/en/home/

SAVANE  http.//savane.com

' DRGANIC BY IOHN PARTRICK hittps://www organicbyjohnpatrick com UNLISTED BY KENNETH COLE  https//www kennethcole com

SAVE THE DUCK  https://savetheduckusa.com -

ORIGINAL PENGUIN BY MUNSINGWEAR  https.//www onginalpenguin.com SONBRODKLYN  http//sdnbrooklyn com URBAN OUTHITTERS  http//www.urbanoutfitters com/
OUTFIT  http .'.'www.ourﬁlfashxm.'\m'n SEARS . Hitp/iwww.Sears.com 7 v

CARFRIDECSOM. g veetogceoms SELFRIDGES  http://www.selfndges.com/US/en/ VANHEUSEN  https://vanheusen com

P SHEILAFRANK  https://www.shedafrank.com VANS  https //wwwi.vans.com

PALAIS ROYAL  http//www palarsroyal com/ SHERRI HILL  https.//waww shermihill.com VAUTE COUTURE  http//vautecouture com/

PAPAYA  http.//www papayaclothing com/ SHOESCRIBECOM  http://www.shoescribe.com/fashion/goodbye VAVABY JOY HAN.  http://voombyjoyhan com
PATAGONIA  http:/fwww patagonia.com/home/ SIERRA TRADING POST  hitps//www.sierratradingpast.com VELUFUR  https://velufur com/

PAYLESS SHOESOURCE htlp':‘fww;v payless.com/ SISLEY  http//www.sisley.com/ VERSACE  https://www versace com

PEEBLES  http://www.stagestoresinc.com SIXTY DISTRIBUTION  http://www sixtydistribution com VICTORIA'S SECRET  http.//www victonassecret. com/
PERRY ELLIS AMERICA  http://www.perryellis.com/ SMAK PARLOUR  https://www smakparlour.com VIVIENNE WESTWODOD  http://www.viviennewestwood com/en-gb
PGATOUR  httpsi//www.pgatour.com SMARTWOOL  hitp.//www smartwool.com VONZIPPER  https.//us vonzipper com

PINNED BYK  http://pinnedbyk com SOLANDRIA  https//www .storenvy.com/stores/84 2601-salandna VOOM BY JOY HAN  https://us vonzipper com

POLO IEANS CO  https:/fwww ralphlauren com SPLENDID  http://www splendid com/

PRANA htl‘p flwww.pranacom SPOILED BRAT  https://www.spoiledbrat co.uk w

WALLIS  http://www.wallisfashion com/?geoip=home
STAGE  http//www stagestores.com/ o X v
-Q - il WEATHERPROOF GARMENT COMPANY  http:.//www weatherproofgarment com/
STEINMART  https//www.stemmart.com
WET SEAL  http//www.wetseal com/ g
K I http:/fveww quiksil
QUIRSIVERING: e ARESHVEGLOE STELLAMCCARTNEY  hitps//www stellamccartney com/us

4 !
WHITE HOUSE/BLACK MARKET  http://www whitehouseblackmarket.com/

R STEVE MADDEN  https://www.stevemadden.com
WILLIAM RAST  https://www willamrast com
RAINTEES  https://www.raintees.com STEWART + BROWN  http://stewartbrown com/comingsoon/
) WRANGLER  https://www wrangler com
RALPH LAUREN  http://www ralphlauren com/ SUGARLIPS  http://www sugarhps com/
REBECCATAYLOR  http.//www.rebeccataylor.com SUPERDRY  https.//www.superdry com/us/ x
REDKAP  http://redkap.com SVALA  httpsi#/svalaco A ehifpsininps ooy
REEF  http //www.reefcom T Y
RICH] http:/wwaw.nchlu YMIJEANSWEAR  https://www.ymyeans.com/
LY e TALBOTS  http://www talbots com/ tps el
RO & http//www roandcompany.com/ ' YOOX NET-A-PORTER GROUP  https.//www.yoox com/us/women
DACE: f R TATANIAINGLIS  http//www titaniainglis.com T oo
TR l http//e rtrod Il v
ROBERTRODRIGUEZ  http//robertrodriguezcollection.com, TEDBAKER  http /1 sedbaker-corm z
Agr: shuesd 1By, THEGAP  http://www.gap com/ ZAPPOSCOM  www.2appos com
R Y http// h; n /
e e THE HAVANERA  http//wiww havanera com/ ZARA  https://www.zara.com
S ' THELIMITED  http://wwawthelimited com/ 2UMIEZ  http /fwnww zumiez.com
SAMUEL DONG  https://www.samueldongus.com THE NORTH FACE  https-//www.thenorthface.com
SARABANDA  https://www.sarabandait/en_world/ THEICONIC  https://www theiconic com au

THE DUTNET  hitps.//www.theoutnet com/en-US/



My name is Felicia Greenfield. I'm an UES mom, Keith Powers constituent,
and I'm here to speak for those who don't have a voice

In the 80's, my mother worked in the fur industry. It seemed wrong, but if my
mom was doing it, | figured it couldn't have been that bad.

Then | grew up.

it is incumbent upon every person, especially those with your power to
directly affect so many lives, to question everything. With the advent of the
internet, we can no longer say 'we didn't know it was wrong.'

The excessive physical and emotional cruelty inflicted on hundreds of
thousands of sentient lives for the sole purpose of making a profit is
disgusting and beneath the dignity of any decent human being. The Greatest
City in the World can no longer allow this.

| have spent hours over the last week on social media reading posts by the
fur-industry. With complete honesty | can say that | did not find one
reasonable argument against this ban.

The end of a family dynasty? My family's electronics business, started by my
grandfather after WW2 shuttered 10 years ago, because we didn't keep up
with the times. We moved on. /

Job loss? These textile skills are transferrable - and we’re in one of the
fashion capitals of the world! Do what you do, with any material that does
not bleed.

Plastic in faux fur? A. Greatly exaggerated. B. Many of us would never even
wear fake fur.

Freedom of choice? A. You're forgetting about the animals' choice B. Your
choice is devastating to our environment C. Laws - by definition regulate the
actions of a community's members (see smoking ban, plastic bag ban, loud
music ban, et al). D. If your choice requires the murder of innocent lives - it
needs to be taken from you.

Let me finally point out that every single person here from the fur industry is
representing only what is best for themselves. Those of us here to help the
helpless have nothing to personally gain — we have given our entire day just
to implore you to make the only right, moral, and just decision - for the
greater good.

Tsa'ar bal'ai hayim y no hay excusa para maltrato animales

Felicia Greenfield
039 E 615t Street
New York, NY 10065



FOR THE RECORD

Hi my name is Leanne Mai-ly Hilgart. | live in District 34, and | just wanted to say THANK YOU
to my council member Antonio Reynosc for co-sponsoring this bill to ban the sale of fur in NYC! |

This is a very special day to me. When | was 6 years old, a girl down the street got a rabbit fur
coat for christmas. | didn't know anything then about anal electrocution, fur farms, or that it took
40 lives to make a fur coat. But | was friends with the rabbits in my neighborhood, and | knew
that many like them had lost their lives for this coat. It was hard for me to understand how, and
at 10 | used my social studies fair report to research fur farming - what | found was so awful,
that | knew | needed to dedicate my life to saving animals from industrial cruelty.

So ten years ago | started VAUTE, a pioneer vegan fashion brand, to make winter coats warm
enough for a Chicago winter without the use of any animal materials {also sewn in NYC)). | filled
our coats with high-tech textiles like Primaloft ECO that keep astronauts and arctic explorers
warm, so that there is no reason for innocent animals to lose their lives for fashion. There have
been many amazing cruelty-free winter coat companies that have followed since then.

While still many people have no idea how a fur coat is made, or how many lives are lost so
tragically- as people have become educated the demand for ethical fashion has begin to grow
intensely. 50% of Americans prefer responsibie brands and 2/3 of Millennials do. Plus a recent
study shows 9.3 million “vegan fashion” social impressions over a 12 month period (Lyst).

I understand there is concern for the workers who currently make fur as a living. Fortunately- as
fur-making declines, this new type of luxury fashion, ethical fashion, prioritizes local and living
wage production. Ethical fashion doesn't just include making things cruelty-free or good for the
environment, but also often prioritizes making apparel locally, supporting our city’s garment
district & artisans with living wage jobs - as my label has for several years.

When | was 18 | participated in my first Fur Free Friday, and it is so exciting to be here today.
The world is ready for the new era in fashion - where we are creating good through our
industrial systems, using business to make the world a better place, not murdering 40 animals
per coat. As a leader in the world, it's time for NYC to ban the sale of fur- and begin the end of
this barbaric outdated industry to usher in a new era of ethical standards in fashion.

District 34 Williamsburg
Leanne Mai-ly Hilgart
email: leanne@ VauteCouture.com




THANK YOU COUNCIL SPEAKER COREY JOHNSON FOR SPONSORING THE
BILL TO PROHIBIT THE SALE OF FUR APPAREL IN NEW YORK CITY AND TO
ALL WHO HAVE SUPPORTED IT.

MY NAME IS ELIZABETH ARGIBAY AND | REPRESENT TOTAL LIBERATION
NEW YORK, AN ORGANIZATION WHO’S COMMITTED TO SHINING A LIGHT
ON THE EXPLOITATION AND OPPRESSION OF ANIMALS, GIVING THEM A
VOICE AND COMING TO THEIR DEFENSE.

MILLIONS UPON MILLIONS OF ANIMALS ARE MURDERED NEEDLESSLY BY
CRUEL AND BARBARIC MEANS EACH YEAR ONLY TO END UP LITTLE,
UNRECOGNIZABLE BITS OF FUR TO LATER BE STITCHED TOGETHER AND
SOLD FOR PROFIT AS: FUR TRIM, HATS, COATS, NOVELTY ITEMS OR OTHER
USELESS TRINKETS.

WHILE THERE ARE COUNTER ARGUMENTS THAT TRY TO INTRODUCGCE
CULTURE, FASHION OR TRADITION AS A VALID EXCUSE TO THIS
CONVERSATION - THESE ARGUMENTS LACK ACTUAL REASON. LET US
PAUSE AND CONSIDER WHERE WE’D BE TODAY IF WE STOOD BY SILENTLY
AND DID NOTHING IN THE NAME OF PROGRESS BASED ON THESE
REASONS ALONE?

THERE APPEARS TO BE A DISCONNECT AND UNWILLINGNESS TC ACCEPT
ANY FORM OF CHANGE OR TO EXPERIMENT IN NEW TECHNOLOGY/
SUSTAINABLE FABRICS. PERHAPS ITS HAVING NO VISION FOR A CRUELTY-
FREE FUTURE. IS THAT REALLY WHAT WE WANT?! THIS IS A COMPLETELY
UNACCEPTABLE MODEL FOR NEW YORK CITY, ESPECIALLY WHEN NEW
YORKERS ARE CALLING OUT FOR A COMPASSIONATE AND HUMANE CITY.

WEST HOLLYWOOD, SAN FRANCISCO, LA AND BERKLEY ARE ONLY THE
BEGINNING OF A GROWING TREND OF FORWARD THINKING CITIES IN THE
U.S. TO BAN THE SALE OF FUR. NEW YORK MUST BE NEXT!

1. BECAUSE DECENT SOCIETY CANNOT CONTINUE “BUSINESS AS USUAL”
IN THE NAME OF VANITY, PROFIT AND BRUTALITY.

2. BECAUSE THE WORLD LOOKS TO US AS A FASHION LEADER - AND WE
MUST RESPOND WITHOUT HESITATION THAT NEW YORK CITY IS BANNING
THE SALE OF FUR!!

f THANK THE CITY COUNCIL AGAIN FOR THEIR TIME AND CONSIDERATION.,
FOR OUR CITY, OUR CITIZENS AND THE ANIMALS



FOR THE RECORD

Testimony in Support of Intro 1476

Ritalynn Forman ™ READ Foé
Queens, NY [<IMA |F Nee oD
Council Member Keslowski- (<o LOLOC(Z

Good afternoon. My name is Ritalynn Forman and | am a retired Humane
Educator in the NYC Public Schools. | am also a constituent in Queens under
council member Koslowski.

I am here today to speak on behalf of the Humane Education Committee for the
United Federation of Teachers. We work with hundreds of teachers throughout
the city to turnkey humane education into their classrooms and teach our youth
to demonstrate empathy, compassion and kindness toward other people, animals
and the environment we share.

Today, we have an opportunity to come together as global citizens and ban the
unimaginably cruel act of the industrial scale killing of animals for their skin.
Innocent animals endure intense pain and suffering that we would not wish on
our worst enemies simply because people like the way their coat looks and feels.

Luckily, technological innovations have already provided us with so many
alternatives to fur that are cruelty free. Many designers have already stopped
using fur in their clothing lines. All of the people currently working in the fur
industry have the skills that are so needed to create pieces with new textiles that
technology and innovation have now made available. The fur sector has all it
needs to reinvent itself and appeal to 21st century consumers. We only need to
look to the dairy industry that has finally started to embrace non-dairy milk
substitutes that are better for humans, animals and the environment due to
consumer awareness, education and demand. Bloomberg reported this week that
many large dairy companies are now reaping the rewards of going plant-based.
The fur industry could follow suit, and focus on ways to grow these new
innovations and create win-wins for everyone — humans, animals and the planet.

Our laws must model the values that we want our youth to emulate.

This is a crucial time for teaching kindness and compassion. The earth and all of its
inhabitants are in crisis. The United Nations just released a summary report that



says human activity is threatening the existence of over a million plant and animal
species—more than ever before in human history. We need to care for all the
creatures of the earth, and respect their right to exist and tend to their wellbeing.
- Saving other animals saves humans too. All oppression is connected. Let us lead
the way here, in our great city, in being kind to the earth and ALL of the beings
that call it home. Today, you have the decision in your hands to help create a
generation of kind, compassionate and empathic people. PLEASE choose wisely
and be on the right side of history. Let us look to the future, and leave the relic of
killing animals for their fur in the past. I implore you to use the power that you
have been granted and educate people regarding how to think critically about this
issue. Help humane educators model the mindset of compassion over oppression
and exploitation of other living beings for profit. Help us follow the state mandate
of humane education laws and support the end of cruel practices by supporting
Intro Bill 1476 and a just, sustainable and equitable future for ALL animals -
humans included.
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Testimony of:
FOR THE RECORD

Rebecca Wolf
522 Halsey Street
Brooklyn, NY 11233

Rebwolf8@gmail.com

Topic is Intro 1476

My councilman is Robert Cornegy



My name is Rebecca Wolf and | live in Brooklyn. Robert
Cornegy is my councilman.

Given how people react to it, “change” appears to be one
of the most terrifying words in our language, yet change is
something we must all learn to accept and adapt to given

that almost nothing in our lives or world remains the same,
except perhaps shoddy human behavior.

Without New Yorkers who recognized immorality and the
need for change, we would still live in a city that permitted
such things as child labor, and where people wore not just
mink, but cat and dog fur.

Today, our citizenry faces the question of whether or not
we continue to say it is moral to torture animals simply so
we can wear them. Does the status of buying new fur
outweigh the ethical dilemma of how we obtain the skins of
100 million animals annually?

Just like the conditions enslaved humans throughout history
have had to endure, animals on fur farms live in filth,
overcrowding, and fear. They receive no medical care for
wounds or disease, they go mad living in those tiny cages,
ceaselessly circling with some actually gnawing off their
limbs and killing their young. Envision slave ships and
concentration camp destined containers — the conditions
endured by those victims are exactly the conditions endured
by these animals. 24/7 torture, with no relief in sight —
not even through death.

The industry standards for killing these sentient beings
include poison, genital electrocution and stomping on their
necks with no concern for the pain created by these means



of execution. | brought a cat who had been poisoned to the
Animal Medical Center. He screamed in pain until he died. |
never knew animals’ screams sounded like ours - it was
bone chilling and eye opening.

In 1866 Henry Bergh created the first humane organization
in the Western Hemisphere after witnessing the brutalizing
of a fallen cart horse in Russia. He came home to our city
to create the ASPCA. We have a proud history of citizens
who fight for the vulnerable. Animals are amongst those
vulnerable and we are obligated morally to be their
stewards. Despite the lies propagated by the fur lobby, no
one is going to take away furs you already own, your right
to purchase vintage furs in NYC or to buy new furs sold on
line. However, we must make an ethical statement that
we, as a city, and as those with the moral responsibility to
protect the earth and all of its creatures, will no longer
accept the selling of new goods from an industry that turns
a blind eye to the suffering and torture of animals for
profit, or the environmental damage it causes through the
use of its chemicals. This industry needs to make a
transformative change and we New Yorkers must stand up

and say it starts today within these 5 boroughs. }QW
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Fur Commission USA: Oppose Int. 1476-2019
Dear Honorable Councilmembers:

My name is Michael Whelan and | am the Executive Director of Fur Commission USA, the
national trade association representing the mink producers in the United States. | am writing to
you to OPPOSE Bill 1476-2019, the proposal to ban the sale of fur in NYC.

Ranch-raised mink are some of the best cared for animals in all of animal agriculture. The health
and well-being of the animal is the farmer’s first priority and is critical to producing the finest fur
possible in a highly competitive business. Any veterinarian will tell you that any abuse or
neglect will show up in the quality of an animal’s fur, so it makes sense for farmers to do
everything possible to insure the animal’s welfare. Animal rights campaigners would have you
believe animals are tortured and abused, but that is just not the case, as such treatment would
affect the quality of the pelt and the rancher would be out of business in short order.

Ranch-raised mink in the US are defined by the USDA as “domesticated livestock™ and the pelts
are defined as an agricultural commodity. Farms are regulated by each state’s respective
Departments of Agriculture. Additionally, as in all animal agricultural, farms must abide by all
local, state and national environmental statutes.

In addition to gov’t regulation, Fur Commission USA administers a humane certification
program, requiring strict best practices in regards to animal welfare. These standards, The
Standard Guidelines for the Operation of Mink Farms in the United States, were one of the first
humane care standards implemented for animal agriculture in the U.S. Developed in the mid
1980’s, they have been updated regularly as new welfare practices have emerged. Today over
90% of all mink produced in the US come from farms that have been certified under our
program. The most recent edition of the standards is available to the public at
www.furcommission.com/quidelines.

| watched the May 15 hearing on the proposed fur ban and was shocked that such a dignified
body had been so manipulated by the animal rights lobby. | caution the members on depending
on information provided to them, as PETA regularly circulates falsehoods, misinformation and
racially offensive missives. The most egregious to us is the false claim that animals are skinned
alive on farms. The video they continually reference was a staged production by Swiss Animal
Rights in 2005 that has been proven fraudulent, [1 yet they continue to spread this malicious lie
(heard Dan Mathews say it at the hearing!). Furthermore, depending on the integrity of the
animal rightists and passing this bill will set a dangerous precedent. PETA et.al. have already
prepared their campaigns to ban the use of wool, leather and goose down. [

In closing, | would like to invite any or all of the councilors to tour a mink farm for a first-hand
look at how mink are raised. | strongly believe that due diligence is required on such a far
reaching bill that will ultimately affect thousands of retailers, craftsmen, designers, farmers,
trappers and consumers worldwide.

Respectfully,


http://www.furcommission.com/guidelines
http://et.al/

Michael Whelan

Executive Director
Fur Commmission USA

1 Affidavits by the actors who reluctantly performed the skinning testify they were hired by the video producers.
PETA continues to distribute the video, claiming it is genuine.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?time_continue=7&v=z6jolOEK6JU

0l https://www.peta.org/issues/animals-used-for-clothing/animals-used-clothing-factsheets/silk-birds-insects-
exploited-fabric/ https://www.peta.org/issues/animals-used-for-clothing/wool-industry/. PETA also campaigns
against zoos, pet ownership, meat production and life-saving medical research.

Michael Whelan
Executive Director,

Fur Commission USA
541.595.8568
www.furcommission.com



https://www.youtube.com/watch?time_continue=7&v=z6joIOEk6JU
https://www.peta.org/issues/animals-used-for-clothing/animals-used-clothing-factsheets/silk-birds-insects-exploited-fabric/
https://www.peta.org/issues/animals-used-for-clothing/animals-used-clothing-factsheets/silk-birds-insects-exploited-fabric/
https://www.peta.org/issues/animals-used-for-clothing/wool-industry/
http://www.furcommission.com/

Hello,

The following video from Taraji P. Henson is testimony
on behalf of PETA at the hearing on Intro 1476-A.

Thank you.
https://youtu.be/QOfZDIOIEgUk

Dan Mathews
Senior VP
PETA
917-403-4567


https://youtu.be/QfZDlOIEgUk
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FURS NYC, LLC

My family's history in the fur business dates back hundreds ot

years in Greece. They came to America in the early 1900s and continued
their fur business in NYC. They became US citizens and through hard
work and long hours they supported their families and contributed to

their communities.

I have been wdrking full time in the fur market since 1971 and

have proudly continued my family's business. A fur ban will cause my
workers to lose their jobs and shut down the businesses in the fur

market.

Furs are environmentally friendly and as opposed to fake fur
which is made up of materials which are not biodegradable. Minks are
raised in farms where they are well cared for and Killed in the most

humane way possible.

People should be allowed to choose what they want to buy and
wear. This is America!

Thank You,

St Tt

" Peter Liakos



EPLGIFERS-
FRIENDS
of ANIMALS

May 15, 2019
Dear Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing:

On behalf of Friends of Animals 4,400 New York City members, we ask that you support
Intro 1476, which bans the sales of fur and fur apparel.

Friends of Animals, incorporated in New York in 1957, is a nonprofit animal advocacy
organization that works to cultivate a respectful view of nonhuman animals and free them
from cruelty and institutional exploitation. It is exactly for these reasons that we support
the fur ban in NYC. More than 90 million mink and foxes are killed for fur products each
year. They live short, tortured lives at fur farms before being electrocuted, or gassed and
skinned. Millions more are also clubbed or captured or drowned in sadistic limb-pinning or
body crushing traps. Furriers contend their product is sustainable and regulated and that a
fur ban would cost jobs and revenues to the city. What they never discuss is the morality of
the slaughter necessary for the fashion items. That’s because there is no argument that
overrides that issue. Showing compassion for animals, and all sentient beings, is one of the
purest expressions of our humanity. Morality cannot be set aside in this discussion about
fur.

Furriers will also contend that faux fur harms the environment and a fur ban will put
people out of work. What they don’t note is that designers, including faux fur fashion
houses, are making bank on environmentally friendly fabrics and textiles. Faux fur
manufacturers such as ECOPEL launched a range of fur made from recycled plastics and
House of Fluff in New York uses recycled polyester threads. Faux fur revenues have
steadily increased with a predicted growth rate of 30 percent a year.

More than 850 retailers have gone fur free and as well as dozens of haute couture
designers, such as Stella McCartney, Gucci and Versace. Major fashion houses in New York
City including Chanel, Coach, Kors, Diane Von Furstenberg, DKNY, Ralph Lauren, Calvin
Klein, and Hugo Boss have spurned fur, and are doing just fine.

That'’s because society has moved on from fur. The signs that fur is over are everywhere.
London Fashion Week went fur free, revenues from the sales of pelts from trappers have
fallen and there’s a growing number of vegan designers. The furrier industry in New York
has shrunk significantly. Just 14 retail storefronts selling fur remain, where once there was
hundreds.

H NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS * 777 POST ROAD SUITE 205 « DARIEN, CT 06820+ T 203 656 1522+ F 203 656 0267
O WILDLIFE LAW PROGRAM = 7500 E. ARAPAHOE ROAD SUITE 385 » CENTENNIAL,CO 80112 +T 720 949 7791 FRIENDSOFANIMALS.ORG



BERROIFERS
FRIENDS
of ANIMALS

Other cities that have banned fur have not suffered a loss in revenues. West Hollywood, the
first to take the step, found strong demand for new fur-free retail businesses in the city.

No one wants anyone to lose their jobs, but clearly there is a way forward for furriers that
doesn’t involve industrial killing farms. New York can continue to be not only an innovative
fashion mecca, but the ultimate compassion in fashion capitol of the world. By passing this
legislation and joining cities such as Los Angeles and San Francisco that have also banned

furs sales, NYC can embrace what most of society has come to understand - cruelty is not
fashionable.

Sincerely,

Priscilla Feral,

President, Friends of Animals

W NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS * 777 POST ROAD SUITE 205 + DARIEN, CT 06820 + T 203 656 1522 * F 203 656 0267
0 WILDLIFE LAW PROGRAM * 7500 E. ARAPAHOE ROAD SUITE 385 « CENTENNIAL, CO 80112 T 720949 7791 FRIENDSOFANIMALS.ORG



Intro 1476

| am writing to voice support for Intro 1476, legislation that
would ban the sale of fur in NY

Aron Shevis



I'm FOR BANNING the sale of fur. The fur industry sent me a robocall w/fake reasons to get me to call
AGAINST the bill.

I'm a Manhattan resident and | vote. | am against the needless cruelty that is fur, and the sale of
fur. Not long ago, the fur industry sent me a robocall, warning me that | was being told how to
dress, and that next, my Ugg boots and leather jacket would be made illegal to wear. (I'd also
gotten 3 large postcards with such rubbish.) This is nonsense. Then, | was offered the
opportunity to be connected free of charge to my Council Member. So, the flurry of calls you
may have gotten then were not spontaneous; people were being robocalled by fur manufacturers
with deep pockets, and scared by lies.

Eleanor Forman
10th Ave
NY NY 10001



Support of bill 1476

PLEASE, BAN the sale of fur! Let's evolve to human beings
who respect life and oppose the cruelty and the horrors of the fur
business.

This cruelty must end!

Sincerely,

Maria Cecilia Deutsch



Domenick Acocella
Valles Avenue
Bronx, NY 10471

Dear Committee,

I thank you for taking the time out of your schedules to hear---or, in my case, read---us out. |
wish I could be there in person.

My testimony is brief. | am urging you to support and especially Andrew Cohen,

my representative, to co-sponsor Intro 1476 simply because it is the right thing to do. For too
long, nonhuman animals have had to suffer for (almost always elite) human desires. Fur is not in
any way needed for survival---not here in New York City and probably not anywhere else. We
are not Inuits. We do not hold these animals with any regard that might be fall into the realm of
the sacred. Fur is merely a sign of conspicuous consumption. And for those who say that we
should be free to purchase what we wish, | say: indeed. We are saying you can go elsewhere to
purchase your signs of murder. For those who talk about the warm of such fur, | say: nonsense.
As the Inuit: the fur is supposed to be against the skin and not on the outside. But that's the
point. Wearing fur is showing off. And such a statement of wealth also invites a response. And
that is what | am testifying today. If it is a matter of keeping warm, there are many alternatives
when exiting your chauffeured car to enter the three-Michelin-star restaurant. We have
synthetics and we have other materials far warmer. The treatment of animals for their fur is
unacceptable. Even if these animals were provided all the accoutrements for a "good" life, they
would still be in captivity. They would still be hunted for nothing more than ornamentation. It is
bad enough our species has done all it can to have its collective self booted off earth. We do not
need to continue to harm others. And that is what fur is.

Ideally, we should stop abusing all animals in all the many ways we do. We abuse them when
we raise them for food, which we do not need and indeed, harm ourselves and the planet in
doing so. We do not need them for their strength. We abuse them for testing new products. We
abuse them when we raise them to make ideal pets. We do not need to abuse animals anymore.
Support this legislation. Do the right thing.

I thank you for reading me out.

Sincerely,

Domenick Acocella



Fur Free NYC/Fur Free world

Voicing my support!

Diana Johanson
Manager

A 501 Franklin Ave - Suite 218 | Garden City, NY 11530
3 P: 516.240.8875
THE

F: 516.764.1019
SIGNATURE B&B E: DJohanson@sbbinsure.com

COMPANIES | www.SBBInsure.com

.._!?3_.. ACRISURE Agency Partner
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Intro 1476: ban the sale of fur in NYC!!!

75% of New Yorkers are in support of City Council
Speaker Corey Johnson's bill to ban the sale of new fur in
New York City, Intro 1476! This comes from a recently
released citywide Mason-Dixon poll of NYC registered
voters. Other US cities have led this effort, it's time for
NYC to join them.

Anne Erreich, PhD
West End Avenue
New York, NY 10023



fur ban

please ban the sale of fur.

Richard Stoike

<richard.stoike@yahoo.com>



fur ban in NYC

Please lend your support for Intro 1476, the bill to ban the sale of
fur in NYC.

Sincerely,
Valerie Vlasaty
NY NY 10128



Intro 1476

According to a recently released citywide Mason-Dixon poll of NYC registered voters, 75% of
New Yorkers are in support of City Council Speaker Corey Johnson's bill to ban the sale of new
fur in New York City, Intro 1476!

These polling results speak volumes about the fact that how we treat animals as a society and
as a City is truly non-partisan. Even people at opposite ends of the political spectrum agree
almost equally that the immense violence and cruelty to animals inherent in each piece of fur
means that it should be unacceptable to sell the products of such torture in the year 2019 in
New York City.

Over 100 million animals yearly, including dogs and cats, are electrocuted, gassed, poisoned,
bludgeoned, captured in the wild by agonizing steel leg-hold traps and even skinned alive just
for their skins every year. Then, toxic chemicals are necessary to treat the pelts, making the fur
industry an environmental menace.

We have a chance to stop this! Please support Intro 1476 and ban the sale of fur in New York.

Thank you!

Joe Bongiorno

Founder and Editor

The Royal Publisher of Oz
Theroyalpublisherofoz.com
(516) 872-1522



Dear Speaker Johnson and Members of the City Council,

As a New Yorker and president of People for the End of Animal Cruelty and
Exploitation~ PEACE, I am writing on behalf of all our New York members,
who enthusiastically support Intro 1476, the bill to ban the sale of
fur in New York City. It's time for the greatest city in the world, to be a
leader and not a laggard, where the suffering of millions of innocent
animals is concerned. As you already know, there are many countries and
cities right here in the US and around the world, that have recognized the
unspeakable cruelty inherent in the production of fur and have banned the
sale and/or production of all fur items, since other warmer and equally
attractive options exist, including faux fur.

This is no longer a question of “free choice”, as opponents would have you
believe. Societies evolve and advance as knowledge and information
become available and customs, traditions and laws undergo change. We no
longer allow human sacrifice, public hangings, children working in coal
mines. It's long past time to put an end to the wanton cruelty involved in
the trapping, and/or raising on fur “farms” of wild animals who are
deprived of everything natural to them, and then brutally murdered for a
vanity product. Fur coming to the US from countries like China, among
other countries with little to no oversight on any matters concerning
animals, represents the epitome of animal abuse and suffering for fur trim,
trinkets, garments. This is a stain on the reputation of any modern,
civilized society and one that New Yorkers will no longer accept. I urge
you and all City Council Members to do the right thing: Vote Yes
on Intro 1476.

Thank you for your compassion in bringing this forward.

Zelda Penzel, President

People for the End of Animal Cruelty and Exploitation ~ PEACE
145 4% Ave.

NY, NY 10003



TESTIMONY FOR HEINRICH KUNZ PRESIDENT OF FUROID LTD, CEO OF INVITROHAIR LTD,

INVENTOR, BEACONSFIELD, THE UNITED KINGDOM TRADING AS FUROIDT™™ LTD. 25 WOOD
ROAD SOUTH HP1 9 EX BEACONSFIELD / UNITED KINGDOM WWW.FUROID.EU

New York City Council Hearing: The Committee on Consumer Affairs and Businesslicencing in regards to ,,A Local
Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to prohibiting the sale of fur apparel to be
held on May 15, 2019.

Good afternoon, Mrs. Chairman, Mr. Chairman and Committee Members. My name is Heinrich Kunz and [ am the
President of Furoid Ltd, CEO of Invitrohair Ltd, and Inventor -of patents in direct relation and of significant importance
for the proposed bill number 1476-A-, we are registered in Beaconsfield, the United Kingdom and with subsidiaries in
the City of New York.

On behalf of our company and for the sake of more than [in 2018], 100 million killed [fur bearing] vertebrate species, |
appreciate the opportunity to discuss New York City’s efforts to prohibit the sales of fur apparel and [decorative] fur
items. New York City has been described as the cultural, financial and media capital of the world and exerts a
significant impact upon commerce, entertainment, research, technology, education, politics, tourism, art, fashion, and
sports. The city's fast pace has inspired the term ,, Novum Caput Mundi“ Home to the headquarters of the United
Nations, New York is an important center for international diplomacy and a predestined place for such an innovative
regulatory framework as proposed in the aforementioned bill.

In this testimony I wish to empathize on two major points;

1. the explanation of technology we’ve patented world wide, in order to stop fur [and wool] farming, with included
anticounterfeit applications to prevent mislabeled and/or poached products to be introduced to the marketplace.

2. proposed amendments to the bill in regards to allow the sale, distribution and production of cellbased fur/hides/
pelts/wool [crueltyfree] invitro obtained.

Chapter 1:

The overall concept is best described by our patent applications, which can be quite technical in places, so I lay it out in
small, progressive installments:

We've used data from our patent, originally to grow human hair follicles in the petridish, to grow animal pelts, hides and
wool in the petridish.

During the process, we attach inseparable cellular/DNA-based anti-counterfeit properties to the resulting product, in
order to aid in determination of provenance and origin;of importantance, since we want to supply clients/authorities
with brand protection, but which also facilitates tracking possibilities to help disable the illegal fur/hide/wool trade.

Ultimately, our invention invigorates, to a groundbreaking degree, the --CRUELTY FREE-- bioengineering of animal
pelts and hairfibers ; while with the added feature, and benefit, of anti-counterfeiting measures, in the form of
inseparable molecular signatures, for the sake of all the imaginable reasons why that is desirable: authenticity;
provenance; timestamping; etc.

Both in the marketplace, and in the cultural marketplace, there is a need for means and methods by which to derive
bioengineered --CRUELTY FREE-- animal pelts that possess the desired mechanical properties; or biomaterial
properties; or textile quality; or cellular composition and disposition; or tissular properties. Our application addresses
this need and thus provides means and methods by which to derive ALL of those specifically desired traits.

Technicall r patents ar ri as foll :

A cell when used herein may preferably be a vertebrata cell. A vertebrata (explanation: every species with a spine) cell
may preferably be a cell from an antelope, antilopini, beaver, buffalo, caiman, caracal, cat, cheetah, chinchilla, cow,
crocodille, deer, eland, elephant, ermine, faux, fisher, fox, genet, giraffe, goat, golden jackal, hedgehog, horse, leopard,
lynx, lion, marten, mink, monkey, ape, nutria, otter, rabbit, rhinoceros, sable, serval, sheep, shrew, snake, stoat, swine,
wolf, Australian brushtail possum, mouse or rat. A preferred vertebrata cell is a stem cell or induced pluripotent stem
cell or adult stem cell or differentiated cell. The vertebrata cells shall be obtained from a healthy individual. The
vertebrata cell may be from a cell line; e.g., a deposited cell line or a commonly available cell line.


https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pace_(speed)
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Headquarters_of_the_United_Nations
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Headquarters_of_the_United_Nations

Objections of the invention:

1. It is an objection to provide for means and methods to manufacture bioengineered pelts and hair fibers to be a source
for textile industry and pelt industry.

2. It is an objection to provide for a system and method to derive bioengineered pelts and hair fibers that circumvent the
need for conventional pelt and wool farming.

3. It is an objection to provide a bioengineered pelt and hair fibers with a unique pre-coded genetic signature
combination that distinguishes it from other pelt and hair fibers/wool sources, including pelt/wool farming or poached
pelts/hair fibers.

We believe with our inventions who are described in the attached patent abstracts, we contribute substantially to the
prevention of animal cruelty and to the development of the field of cruelty free biomaterials with indistinguishable
properties from the originally obtained animal tissues.

Abstracts of our revelvant patents:

1. MEANS AND METHODS TO DERIVE BIOENGINEERED ANIMAL PELT WITH ANTI-COUNTERFEIT
PROPERTIES

Abstract & technical field:

The present invention relates to the bioengineering of animal pelts and anti-counterfeit of prime bioengineered pelts and
to bioengineered pelts with inseparable molecular signatures for authenticity, time stamping and provenance. The
present invention relates to a bioengineering process to derive animal pelt from the in vitro disposition and
differentiation of inter- follicular epidermis cells, fur follicle cells, fibroblast-like cells and extracellular matrix into a
bioengineered pelt tissue. The present invention also relates to the process of cell specific enrichment, genetic
engineering, differentiation and disposition

of said cells in the manufactured tissue. The present invention further relates to pre-coding and use of a combination of
genetic signature combinations as an anti-counterfeit mechanism and as proof of authenticity, timestamp and
provenance.”

2. METHODS FOR DERIVING HAIR FOLLICLE CONTAINING SHEETS IN VITRO

Abstract & technical field:

The present invention relates to a bioengineering process to derive hair follicles in vitro from the in vitro disposition and
differentiation of pluripotent stem cells and dermal papilla stem cells. The present invention also relates to a
bioengineering process to derive hair follicle containing sheets in vitro from a biodegradable supportive grid and said in
vitro derived hair follicles. The present invention also relates to the controlled asymmetry of the hair shaft on said hair
follicle containing sheets. The present invention also relates to the field of cosmetic materials and method for
reconstructing hair follicle containing materials in vitro.

3. MEANS AND METHODS TO DERIVE BIOENGINEERED VERTEBRATA EYELASHES FOR COSMETICS
APPLICATIONS WITH INSEPARABLE ATTACHED ANTI- COUNTERFEIT PROPERTIES

Abstract & technical field:

The present invention relates to a bioengineering process to derive human and animal eyelashes from the in vitro
disposition and differentiation of interfollicular epidermis cells, hair follicle cells, fibroblast-like cells and extracellular
matrix into a bioengineered hair tissue. The present invention also relates to the process of cell specific enrichment,
genetic engineering, differentiation and disposition of said cells in the manufactured tissue. The present invention
further relates to pre- coding and use of a combination of genetic signature combinations as an anti-counterfeit
mechanism and as proof of authenticity, timestamp and provenance.

4. METHODS AND MEANS TO DERIVE BIOENGINEERED ANIMAL HAIR, WOOL AND PELT WITH
ATTACHED INSEPARABLE ANTI-COUNTERFEIT PROPERTIES FROM CAMELIDAE AND PANTHOLOPINAE
SPECIES.

Abstract & technical field:

The present invention relates to a bioengineering process to derive animal hair, wool and pelt from the in vitro
disposition and differentiation of interfollicular epidermis cells, fur/hair follicle cells, fibroblast-like cells and an
extracellular matrix into a bioengineered hair, wool and pelt tissue. The present invention also relates to the process of
cell specific enrichment, genetic engineering, differentiation and disposition of said cells in the manufactured tissue.
The present invention further relates to pre- coding and to the use of a combination of genetic signature combinations as
an anti- counterfeit mechanism as proof of authenticity, timestamp and provenance.



5. METHODS OF ENGINEERING IN VITRO MEAT FROM CAPRINAE AND THE SUBFAMILY OVIS FOR
HUMAN CONSUMPTION

Abstract & technical field:

The present disclosure relates to a bioengineering process to derive animal myocyte cells I n vitro from the in vitro
disposition and differentiation of pluripotent stem cells and myocyte stem cells. The present disclosure also relates to a
bioengineering process to derive muscle cell containing sheets in vitro from a biodegradable supportive grid and said in
vitro muscle cells. The present disclosure also relates to the field of veterinary aterials and method for reconstructing
myocyte containing materials in vitro.

I further recommend that the proposed bill contains certain, precise and predefined exemptions in regards to cellular
agriculture technologies, in order to support the new field of cellular biofabrication and to transform New York City as a
center of materials cellular agriculture or as we would define it ,, NOVUM CAPUT MUNDI AGRICOLATIO*!

Hence I’ve copied the original wording of the purposed bill, amended with the [in my opinion] necessary definitions
[bold letters] in regards to the production and sales of IN VITRO OBTAINED MATERIALS INDISTINGUISHABLE
FROM REGULARLY HARVESTED ANIMAL FUR, PELTS, HIDES OR WOOL, WITH MANDATORY INCLUDED
INSEPARABLE ANTI COUNTERFEIT PROPERTIES TO PREVENT ANY ATTEMPTS TO CIRCUMVENT THE
AFORMENTIONED BILL:

Chapter 2:

Text extract of the purposed bill with suggested amendments:

“SUBCHAPTER 13

FUR APPAREL

§ 20-699.10 Definitions

§ 20-699.11 Prohibited conduct

§ 20-699.12 Penalties

§ 20-699.13 Injunctive relief

§ 20-699.10 Definitions. For purposes of this subchapter, the following terms have the following meanings:
Commissioner. The term “commissioner”’ means the commissioner of consumer affairs.

Fur. The term “fur” means any animal skin, in whole or in part, with the hair, fleece or fur fibers attached.

[-«... EXEMPTION: FUR OR PELT OBTANED FROM THE BIOENGINEERED PROCESS TO DERIVE FUR
OR ANIMAL BEARING CELLS, OR THEIR COMBINATION, FROM THE IN VITRO DISPOSITION OF
CRUELTY FREE OBTAINED CELLS FROM A VERTEBRATE/ VERTEBRATA SPECIES......]

Fur apparel. The term “fur apparel” means any article of clothing or fashion accessory, to be worn on any part of the
body,

made of fur, in whole or in part.

Used fur apparel. The term “used fur apparel” means any fur apparel that a natural person has acquired for that person’s
own use as an article of clothing or fashion accessory.

§ 20-699.11 Prohibited conduct. No person may sell or offer for sale any fur apparel except:

1. Used fur apparel or fur apparel made from fur sourced exclusively from used fur apparel; or

2. Fur apparel that is worn as a matter of religious custom.

§ 20-699.12 Penalties. a. Any person that violates section 20-699.11 on or after the first day of May next succeeding the
effective date of the local law that added this subchapter shall be subject to a civil penalty of not more than $500 for that
person’s first violation and each additional violation occurring on the same day as the first violation, and not less than
$500 nor more than $1,500 for each subsequent violation. Violations shall accrue on a daily basis for each item of
prohibited fur apparel that is sold or offered for sale.

b. Any fur apparel offered for sale or any revenue generated from fur apparel sold in violation of section 20-699.11 shall
be subject to forfeiture upon notice and judicial determination.

20-699.13 Injunctive relief. In addition to any other relief available by law, the commissioner may seek any relief
available under article 63 of the civil practice law and rules in a proceeding against any person alleged to be in violation
of any provision of this subchapter.

§ 2. This local law takes effect 90 days after it becomes law, except that the commissioner of consumer affairs shall take
such measures as are necessary for the implementation of this local law, including the promulgation of rules, before
such date.

NC
LS #6888, 7184, 7773
4/22/19 «



There is no single “one size fits all” answer to the risks of fur/wool animal farming, because those risks are multiple and
varied. That’s why the citizens of New York, represented thru this council, should take a multi-front approach to address
this complex topic and confirm the purposed bill to end the animal exploitation and the financial gains which major
players in this field obtained for decades and centuries.

Conclusions on environmental impact of mink farming :

For decades, fur production has been a hotly debated issue in many Western countries.

Anti-fur associations point to animal welfare issues, including poor-quality living conditions and have ethical objections
to mink being kept for their fur.

The fur industry, for its part, considers fur production a ‘green’ agricultural activity, and cites the measures being taken
to reduce CO2 emissions and water and energy consumption.

Fur is thus being positioned as an environmentally benign, ‘natural’ product.

Whereas the following subsequent production steps are performed:

Mink feed production:
The feed consists of chicken and fish offal, supplemented with wheat flour and additives.

Mink keeping:
Mink are bred for 7 to 8 months, after which they are pelted.

Pelting:
The pelt is removed from the carcass, cleaned and dried.

Auctions:
The majority of mink pelts are sold thru auctions for the scale of those auctions please see the following link: http://
furoid.eu/animal-welfare/fur-auction-results

Fur treatment:
Processes to transform the stiff pelt to fur ready for further handling in the fashion industry.

Transportation:
Between all the various phases there is transportation.

The environmental impacts calculated in this, cited, study can thus be seen as minimum impacts; in all likelihood, the
actual impacts will be greater.

The environmental impact of mink fur production

feed, results can be considered relevant for other European mink fur production.

Results

The feed consists mainly of offal, which is of low economic value and is therefore only assigned a small share of the
environmental load of chicken or fish; as the meat fit for human consumption has the highest value, it is allocated the
bulk of the environmental impact.

Cultivation of the wheat also has an impact. Although the total environmental impact of 1 kg of mink feed is not
particularly high, the 563 kilos required to produce 1 kg of fur knocks on considerably in the total environmental
footprint of fur and for 14 of the 18 impacts studied feed is the predominant factor.
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Compared with textiles, fur has a higher impact on 17 of the 18 environmental themes, including climate change,
eutrophication and toxic emissions.

In many cases fur scores markedly worse than textiles, with impacts a factor 2 to 28 higher, even when lower-bound
values are taken for various links in the production chain. The exception is water depletion: on this impact cotton
scores highest.

Other factors making a sizeable contribution to the overall environmental impact of mink fur are emissions of N20O
(nitrous oxide) and NH3 (ammonia) from the mink manure.

These emissions contribute mainly to acidification and particulate matter formation.

The climate change impact of 1 kg of mink fur is five times higher than that of the highest-scoring textile (wool).
This is due both to the feed and to the N20 emissions from the mink manure.

Final remarks:

The invention, Furoid, has the potential to supplant/erase two parallel industries, neither of which are considered
particularly savory.

It is a patented process, an ability, to grow living animal (or human) hair in a petri dish; grow living hair, such that it is
indistinguishable from the hair of a trapped/killed animal.

Scaled up, for mass production, the gravity of this is the total erasure of the fur industry, and of the fur trapping
industry. Of course, that is the key, the devil is in that detail, the regulatory frameworks supporting our inventions ..
much as the speed of the inevitable tide of, say, solar energy, supplanting other forms of energy, is merely a question of
"how soon" the cost-effective scaling up?

Also, everything that Furoid is capable of doing with fur, it is capable of doing with wool, as well, in terms of both
production and provenance.

Additional to the process, is the ability to embed bio-marker provenance in the petri-grown hairs, (biologically
parenthetical anti-counterfeit mechanisms), to make knock-offs of ALL fashion-house animal products impossible for
knocker-offers to effectively achieve.

"Finally ... speaking for ourselves, we think we could base an bill on that, alone... we would title it "Petri-Chic!“.

Thank you for the time and opportunity to articulate the councilsefforts, both in terms of reducing our contributions to it
and preparing for its effects. My colleagues and I are happy to address any questions that you may have under my direct
email address: hv@furoid.eu

14-05-2019
S H. Kunz
s N



Dear Council Member Margaret Chin,

Constant innovation is happening around us and industries would be foolish to become
stagnant. The market for fur is ripe for disruption. It's old-fashioned, barbaric and incredibly
unethical. Fashion brands are already creating products using superior materials that support
conscious consumerism.

As a proud New Yorker and constituent of district 1, I'm urging you to please cosign Intro 1476.
New York is a fashion capital and our stance on this issue will set the precedent across the
world. High-profile brands are exiting the category and studies show consumers are shopping
more ethically.

Supporting this bill means change is to be celebrated, not feared. Supporting this bill means 100
million animals aren’t subjected to cruelties but instead protected and valued. Supporting this bill
means New York leads with compassion and expects better from the fashion industry.

Your decision is a momentous one and | hope it's for a better future. Thank you so much for
listening.

My best,
Amy Salazar
Resident of 1 West Street, NY NY 10004



NYCLASS

WE LOVE ANIMALS ANDWE VOTE!

May 15, 2019
Consumer Affairs Committee Hearing for Intro 1476
Testimony of Edita Birnkrant, Executive Director, NYCLASS

In favor of Intro 1476; Edita@nyclass.org

My name is Edita Birnkrant and | am the Executive Director of NYCLASS, (New Yorkers
for Clean, Livable, and Safe Streets) an animal advocacy and political action non-profit
organization based in New York City with supporters and activist chapters in all five
boroughs and | am a resident of Queens. NYCLASS is strongly in support of Intro 1476,
the bill that would prohibit the sale of new fur apparel in New York City retail stores. We
applaud Speaker Corey Johnson for introducing this important bill.

A citywide Mason-Dixon poll of registered voters, conducted from May 7-May 9, found
that an overwhelming majority of New Yorkers- 75 %- support the ban on new fur sales
in our city. The breakdown of people polled was 74% of Democrats, 71% of
Republicans and 79% of Independents all supported Intro 1476.

These polling results speak volumes about the fact that how we treat animals as a
society and as a City is truly non-partisan. Even people at opposite ends of the political
spectrum agree almost equally that the immense violence and cruelty to animals
inherent in each piece of fur means that it should be unacceptable to sell the products of
such torture in the year 2019 in New York City.

And | don’t use the word “torture” lightly. Over 100 million animals yearly are
electrocuted, gassed, poisoned, bludgeoned, captured in the wild by agonizing steel
leg-hold traps and skinned just for their fur every year. Then, many toxic chemicals are
necessary to treat the pelts, making the fur industry an environmental menace.

The agony these animals endure, including coyotes, foxes, wolves, rabbits, bobcats,
mink, lynx, raccoons, dogs and cats, is undeniable. How can we continue to justify such
cruelty for fur collars, coats or accessories, when ethical alternatives abound?

These are the reasons many top designers and retailers are shunning fur, and that
consumer trends for fur have been declining.

Los Angeles, San Francisco and other cities have already passed bans on the sale of
fur and others are working to do the same and several countries have banned fur
farming entirely—it's time for New York to make fur history. Please vote yes for Intro
1476. Thank you, Committee members
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The production of fur relies upon inhumane methods of trapping and husbandry,
which drastically compromise the health and welfare of the animals used.

Millions of rabbits, mink, foxes and other wild animals are confined lifelong in
cramped cages on factory fur farms, deprived of their abilities to engage

in natural behaviors. These animals are typically killed via medically and ethically
objectionable methods, such as gassing or electrocution.

Additionally, animals may be trapped in the wild for their pelts. Animals caught in
crippling leghold or noose-style traps undergo immense physical compromise

and suffering, which can include asphyxiation, hemorrhage, ulcerative wounds,
psychological distress and self-trauma. These animals are often forced to

spend days lingering without food or water. In addition, it remains a public health
and environmental concern that these archaic traps may injure and kill

unintended targets, including threatened species, pets or even children.

Consumer choices have for many years been trending away from fur products. We
hope the New York City Council will take a firm lead on this issue. We strongly
support Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in New York.

Sincerely,

Irena Franchi
301 174 St.
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160-3240

Ilene Arce
210 174 St.
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160



Hello,

| would like to express my support for Bill 1476.

The barbaric fur industry has no place in a progressive city such
as New York.

Business does not trump morality.

Thank-you

Johanna Rustia

9th St, Long Island City, NY 11106
(Jimmy Van Bramer's District)



To Whom This May Concern:

| am, unfortunately, unable to attend the rally and hearing being held tomorrow, but | want to
lend my support for this ban. It seems we are so behind the times, and it has taken eons longer
than it ever should have to get on board with the fact IT NEVER WAS CHIC TO WEAR

When | get on the "Other Side", | want to ask God why he EVER put animals here at our mercy.
This was so wrong, OR He gave us one hell of a lot of credit we never deserved! It would be a
much more horrible world than it already is; however, He didn't do them any favors. We are
supposed be stewards of this earth and love, protect and nurture animals who are here, | guess, to
teach us to be better individuals, but some of us, it seems the majority, are very slow learners,
and | am appalled and ashamed to be a member of the human species!

| think anyone who sets leg-hold traps for animals, or any other trap, should first put their own

Very truly yours,

Rebecca Sand



Good day!

I'm sending you this emai because | STRONGLY supporting the ban of
selling fur in NYC!!!

| literally cannot believe in 2019 we are still having this conversation about
selling fur.

Selling an animals fur is one of the most DISTGUSTING things you can do.
It is all for **vanity***

There is absolutely no purpose or any need to murder these animals!!!
These animals are tortured on fur farms... only to have their fur ripped from
their bodies.... so some heartless person can walk around in what was
theirs?1?1?!

It is disgusting!!!

It is **inhumane***

It iis obsolete!!!

Itt is outdated!!!

It is heartless and senseless and needs to stop NOW!!

Faux fur is widely available!!!

Annimals are sensitive...loving.... beings!!!

Anyone who thinks it's okay for animals to be kept in filthy cages....sick,
ABUSED and terrified...only to be tortured and murdered for THEIR FUR
should have their heads examined!!

For the animals,

Alysha



I'm so excited that the City Council has an opportunity to help animals
and make history by passing Intro 1476, legislation to prohibit the sale
of fur in New York City. The fur industry is built on the suffering of
helpless animals, some of whom spend short horrible lives cramped in
tiny cages before a painful death, others of whom are crippled in traps,
suffering incredible pain and deprivation, often dying a slow painful
death by starvation or water deprivation.

We can't stop all the suffering, but we can start by making our city a
little less cruel. Please be a part of a historic and humane movement: ban
fur sales in New York City.

Thank you!
Linda Hayes

East 7th Street
new York, NY 10009



Bryan and Yaqi Grover
State Street, Brooklyn, NY

Councilman: Stephen Levin

Intro 1476

We support banning fur from NYC.

As a fashion capital the entire globe looks to when deciding what to add to their
closets, New York City has a responsibility to make it clear that animal brutality is
never in style. This long-overdue ban on fur sales will show the world that NYC
remains a forward-thinking leader that other cities should aspire to emulate.

Thanks,

Bryan and Yaqi Grover



To whom it may concern:

| am writing in support of Intro 1476, a bill to ban the sale
of fur in New York City.

As a native New Yorker, | strongly support this bill: the
production of fur is cruel. and is the cause of much animal
suffering around the world. Fur is an unnecessary
product, which due to technology has many

superior substitutes, and New York City should not in any
way be supporting or profiting off of this industry.

Thank you for your consideration.
Thomas Emmons

5th Avenue
NY NY 10029



Dear City Council,

Please pass Intro 1476 to enact a ban on sale of live
fur products in New York City. Killing animals so that
we can wear them is no longer necessary, and it is
Inhumane.

Thank you,

David Murphy
Central Park West



Hello,
| would like to express my support for Bill 1476.

The barbaric fur industry has no place in a progressive city such
as New York.

Business does not trump morality.
thank-you
Tracey Lall

Oth St, Long Island City, NY 11106
(Jimmy Van Bramer's District)



Dear Councilmembers, | am writing to ask you to support the proposed
ban on NYC fur sales. The production of fur relies upon inhumane
methods of trapping and husbandry, which drastically compromise the
health and welfare of the animals used. Millions of rabbits, mink, foxes
and other wild animals are confined lifelong in cramped cages on factory
fur farms, deprived of their abilities to engage in natural behaviors.
These animals are typically killed via medically and ethically
objectionable methods, such as gassing or electrocution.

Additionally, animals may be trapped in the wild for their pelts. Animals
caught in crippling leghold or noose-style traps undergo immense
physical compromise and suffering, which can include asphyxiation,
hemorrhage, ulcerative wounds, psychological distress and self-trauma.
These animals are often forced to spend days lingering without food or
water. In addition, it remains a public health and environmental concern
that these archaic traps may injure and kill unintended targets, including
threatened species, pets or even children.

Consumer choices have for many years been trending away from fur
products. We hope the New York City Council will take a firm lead on
this issue. | strongly support Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in New
York.

Sincerely,
Claudia Schaer

Seaman Ave
New York NY 10034



To whom it may concern:

| am writing in support of Intro 1476, a bill to ban the sale
of fur in New York City.

As a native New Yorker, | strongly support this bill as the
production of fur is cruel and is the cause of much animal
suffering around the world, fur is an unnecessary good,
and New York City should not in any way be supporting or
profiting off of this industry.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Emmons



We are great supporters of our local government, and we feel

strongly that all our elected officials must act to BAN FUR in
NYC.

The time is now.

Ban Fur in NYC.

Its the right thing to do, and also it will greatly enhance the city
of NY.

Joan Victor



Dear Speaker Johnson and the City Council of New York:

Thank you for providing us with the opportunity to submit testimony to
you, in our absence.

The following is my statement:

In today's age of satellites and wrist watch computers, artificial
intelligence and Alexa, there are dark parts of the world where caged
and terrified animals - innocents, all of them - scream in pain on deaf
ears. Whether for their fur or engorged livers, they are being sacrificed
to feed our profligate tastes. A life for a coat. A life for a brief moment
of gustatory pleasure. A life for anything we can take from you,
commodified animal.

Jobs? The fur jobs are there in faux furs - the wave of the future. The
furriers must move over to cruelty-free. They saw this coming, and did
nothing about it.

The following designers have already dropped fur, some long ago:

John Galliano / Burberry / Versace / Gucci / Michael Kors / Armani /
Tom / Ford / Stella McCartney / Vivienne Westwood / Tommy Hilfiger /
Ralph Lauren / Calvin Klein / DKNY / Giorgino Armani / Coach /
Chanel / Kate Spade / Lacoste / Hugo Boss / Bottega Veneta / and
more...

For the foie gras workers, there is retraining.

Any business that feeds on violence and death to survive will eventually
join the march towards oblivion. These are two of them.

We cannot claim to be a civilized society if we don't respect all life. We
cannot teach our children right from wrong if we, ourselves, don't know
the difference.



Please vote yes for Intros 1476 and 1378 to ban cruelty and violence.
Show the world that this historic merchant town also believes in
empathy an compassion towards nonhuman animals, for how we treat
animals - the voiceless who cannot defend themselves - is a reflection on
who we are.

Thank you to Speaker Johnson and council supporters for having the
courage to do the right thing. We are with you!

Respectfully yours,

Jean Khatchadourian
East 48th St.
New York, NY 10017

"The animals of the world exist for their own reasons. They were not
made for humans any more than black people were made for white, or
women created for men."

Alice Walker - activist and Pulitzer-Prize-winning author

http://www.earthlings.com
http://www.peta.org/living/food/free-vegan-starter-kit/
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PLEASE BAN THE SALE OF FUR IN NYC AND
ULTIMATELY NATION WIDE.

support for Intro 1476, the bill to ban the sale of fur in NYC

Please in the name of compassion and humanity, I urge you to pass the
Intro 1476 bill to permanently ban the sale of all fur in NYC, in the name of
the innocent.

Marcia Ditieri



BAN FUR IN NYC

The fur industry tortures and kills millions of fur-bearing
animals each year. The tide is turning against this cruel industry:
major fashion brands have committed to going fur-free;
countries around the world have banned fur farms; and cities
like San Francisco, West Hollywood, and Los Angeles have
prohibited fur sales. Fur is a dying industry, and New York City
Is poised to become the largest city in the U.S. to ban the sale of
fur! No doubt this will have a rippling effect across the entire
country,

Please let this end with the most dynamic city in the world,
NYC!

Respectfully,
Cindy Lynch



Name: Scott Pool
Address: 85th Rd, Jamaica, NY 11435
Council Member: Rory I. Lancman

As a Queens, NY resident all my life, I would like to reach out, and
show my strong support for Corey Johnson's proposed Fur Ban. The
fur trade is unnecessary and cruel, and animal rights advocates for many
years have protested against it, and will continue to do so in the city.
New York should be the center of progress, and this ban would send
even more shock waves throughout the industry that's already changing
to reflect this cultural shift.

San Francisco and Los Angeles have banned fur apparel, and
major luxury fashion brands such as Coach, Gucci, Armani, Stella
McCartney, Ralph Lauren, Versace, Burberry, Coach Diane
Furstenberg and DKNY have gone fur-free.

It is not freedom of choice, because the fur trade takes

the animal’s choice to live, away from them, all for the sake of a fashion
statement. The same way that anyone would be appalled to see someone
skin a dog and turn it into a scarf, so too would someone be appalled to
see this happen to Minks, Foxes, Coyotes, and Rabbits.

Please vote in favor of this ban. | want to live in a city that promotes this
kind of progress, and disowns this kind of animal cruelty.

Sincerely,
Scott Pool



To whom it may concern:

Please vote to ban the sale of fur. It's a cruel
Industry that is not essential to any human

being. Furs are essential to only the animal that is
born with it.

Thanks so much.

Barbara Glover 1320 York Avenue
New York, NY 10021



Ban fur because its CRUEL!!!

Save helpless animals- Ban fur because its CRUEL!!!

Page Baker Sale



Deborah Waters
27 Avenue
Flushing, NY 11354

Council Member Paul Vallone
| would like to see NYC ban the sales of fur and protect

these innocent animals from the cruelty and torture they
may endure.



Rally & City Council Hearing To Ban Sale Of Fur! (Intro 1476)
Dear New York City Council
cc: C Kelmar

Thank you for reading my email about the support of the Ban on Fur (Intro 1476)
and the Rally this Wednesday at City Hall.

My investment in the quality of life for New York citizens includes those without a
Voice.....of which fur bearing animals have few if no rights. Please continue the
progressive, humane and precedent setting policies of your beautiful city. There is
no need in this day of quality alternatives to real fur for warmth or beauty.....we
can do better. The city has been the spot light and pioneer for so many human and
animal rights legislation....please continue this legacy with Intro 1476.

My past and future has been associated with your city as a long term visitor and
upcoming resident full time. My husband and | are donors of the Metropolitan
Opera, The Metropolitan Museum of Art and the Mayor's Alliance for New York
City Animals. So we invested in your city for the betterment of all which includes
animals

Please make NYC a fur free forward community to join the many other countries
and cities to end the suffering fur brings. Thank you for your time and
consideration in this matter. New York is the greatest city in the world.

Rosemary Kenigsberg
Duluth, Minnesota



BERLGIFERS-
FRIENDS
of ANIMALS

May 15, 2019
Dear Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing:

On behalf of Friends of Animals 4,400 New York City members, we ask that you support
Intro 1476, which bans the sales of fur and fur apparel.

Friends of Animals, incorporated in New York in 1957, is a nonprofit animal advocacy
organization that works to cultivate a respectful view of nonhuman animals and free them
from cruelty and institutional exploitation. It is exactly for these reasons that we support
the fur ban in NYC. More than 90 million mink and foxes are killed for fur products each
year. They live short, tortured lives at fur farms before being electrocuted, or gassed and
skinned. Millions more are also clubbed or captured or drowned in sadistic limb-pinning or
body crushing traps. Furriers contend their product is sustainable and regulated and that a
fur ban would cost jobs and revenues to the city. What they never discuss is the morality of
the slaughter necessary for the fashion items. That’s because there is no argument that
overrides that issue. Showing compassion for animals, and all sentient beings, is one of the
purest expressions of our humanity. Morality cannot be set aside in this discussion about
fur.

Furriers will also contend that faux fur harms the environment and a fur ban will put
people out of work. What they don’t note is that designers, including faux fur fashion
houses, are making bank on environmentally friendly fabrics and textiles. Faux fur
manufacturers such as ECOPEL launched a range of fur made from recycled plastics and
House of Fluff in New York uses recycled polyester threads. Faux fur revenues have
steadily increased with a predicted growth rate of 30 percent a year.

More than 850 retailers have gone fur free and as well as dozens of haute couture
designers, such as Stella McCartney, Gucci and Versace. Major fashion houses in New York
City including Chanel, Coach, Kors, Diane Von Furstenberg, DKNY, Ralph Lauren, Calvin
Klein, and Hugo Boss have spurned fur, and are doing just fine.

That’s because society has moved on from fur. The signs that fur is over are everywhere.
London Fashion Week went fur free, revenues from the sales of pelts from trappers have
fallen and there’s a growing number of vegan designers. The furrier industry in New York
has shrunk significantly. Just 14 retail storefronts selling fur remain, where once there was
hundreds.

B NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS » 777 POST ROAD SUITE 205 « DARIEN, CT 06820 + T 203 656 1522 + F 203 656 0267
O WILDLIFE LAW PROGRAM + 7500 E. ARAPAHOE ROAD SUITE 385 « CENTENNIAL, CO 80112 +T 720 949 7791 FRIENDSOFANIMALS.ORG



ENRLOIFERS -
FRIENDS
of ANIMALS

Other cities that have banned fur have not suffered a loss in revenues. West Hollywood, the
first to take the step, found strong demand for new fur-free retail businesses in the city.

No one wants anyone to lose their jobs, but clearly there is a way forward for furriers that
doesn’t involve industrial killing farms. New York can continue to be not only an innovative
fashion mecca, but the ultimate compassion in fashion capitol of the world. By passing this
legislation and joining cities such as Los Angeles and San Francisco that have also banned

furs sales, NYC can embrace what most of society has come to understand - cruelty is not
fashionable.

Sincerely,

Priscilla Feral,

President, Friends of Animals

B NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS * 777 POST ROAD SUITE 205 » DARIEN, CT 06820 + T 203 656 1522+ F 203 656 0267
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DON'T BAN THE SALE OF FUR IN NYC
Dear Keith,

My family has been in the fur business since 1927, it's how
my parents make a living. Thousands of people will be out
of work if this bill passes and NY will lose all of these jobs.
The government shouldn't dictate what you wear or buy,
it's the consumer's choice. Every person has the right to
choose for themselves whether they want to wear fur or
not. If you are against fur then don't wear it. The
government shouldn't step in and tell you what to do. If this
bill gets passed then the government will go after meat,
leather, silk, and many other products. Where do we draw
the line? Please take this into consideration as should be
the consumer's choice.

Sincerely,
Josh Kersner



| was born and raised in Woodhaven, met my husband and we lived in Astoria. He
worked in the fur district in the 1980’s along with tens of thousands of other New
Yorkers, making a decent living in the fur industry. As a result of short-sighted
government policies at that time, the fur industry was decimated as jobs were lost to
lower paid workers in China. Many of our friends lost their livelihood, their homes, while
the lucky ones started over in their 30’s as janitors, custodians, deli-workers, taxi drivers,
etc. We had to move out of state for better opportunities. | miss New York every day.

Now there is a new threat to the thousand or so of those that persevered and rebuilt,
mostly as retail stores, importers and specialty stores providing small scale trade for
restyling, repairs and custom work.

| don’t understand the economic elitism that allows the government to support the “anti-
fur” group. Why is the same pressure not applied to the leather industry, where at least
10x the number of animals is involved?

And why is it necessary for the government to put the remaining thousand or so of
decent, hard-working tax-paying citizens out of business to support the few who don’t
like fur? Let them protest with their pocketbook...you don’t approve, don’t buy furs,
leather or suede!

Or look deeper into the issues facing the world today - cotton production and the
groundwater pollution associated with that industry. Or the petroleum based
alternatives (faux fur and nylon products) that are not biodegradable and are perhaps
even carcinogenic.

Smoking kills people...but the government doesn’t stop companies/people from
producing or selling tobacco products!

This is not right. This is not how the government in a Democratic country operates. If
you don’t like or want fur, don’t buy it. And don’t be hypocritical, by penalizing a small
luxury segment of the market using animal products.

Carol Demetrios
443-722-4047
cdemet58@gmail.com



NYC Fur Ban (Intro 1476)

Dear Council Members,

As | will be unable to personally attend the hearing tomorrow on
the proposed fur ban in NYC, | wanted to voice my strong support
in favor of Intro 1476, and my council member Corey Johnson. |
am a native New Yorker and have lived here nearly all of my 65
years. This would make me so proud of my city. One only has to
look around at the enormous amount of people (mostly younger)
wearing these awful fur-trimmed coats to know how important this
iS. The coats are a product of suffering, cruelty and killing. People
need a wake up call that their personal tastes and actions matter,
whether it is the use of plastic killing the planet or your fashion
killing the animals.

Thank you,

Teresa D'Amico

W 57 Street

New York, NY 10019



Intro 1476, the bill to ban the sale of fur in NYC.

Maurice Grefe
Roosevelt Avenue
Corona, NY 11368

Dear Sirs,

| am sending you this email to urge you to please pass Intro 1476, the bill to ban
the sale of fur in New York City. | don't wear fur, never have worn fur, and don't
intend to wear fur in the future. Animals go through torture just for the pleasure
of humans and for profit. Barbaric leg hold traps are often used to capture
animals for the fur industry as well. As a constituent of district 21, Corona,
Queens, | urge you to pass Intro 1476, the bill to ban the sale of fur. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maurice Grefe



Please ban the sale of real furin NYC
Hello,

My name is Manuela and unfortunately | won’t be able to make to the hearing
and rally against the sale of fur in New York tomorrow but am here to write my
testimony to speak against this horrible practice. I'm against because | believe
every being non animal or animal deserve the rights to live without suffering.

I’'m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because electrocuting fur-bearing
animals anally and genitally is an agonizing slaughter method used frequently in
order to limit damage to the fur and New York is the first state to have banned
this inhumane method so it should also banned the sale and not support this
industry completely.

I’'m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc, because eighty-five percent of the
fur industry’s skins come from animals who were held captive on fur factory
farms, where they were crammed into severely crowded, filthy wire cages. Many
were later beaten or electrocuted—and sometimes even skinned alive.

I’m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because there are no penalties for
people who abuse animals on fur farms in China, which is the world’s largest fur
exporter, supplying millions of dollars’ worth of finished garments to the U.S.

Im against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because one billion rabbits are killed
each year so that their fur can be used in clothing or for lures in fly fishing or trim
on craft items.

I’m against the use or sale of real fur in nyc

because In China, there’s a thriving cat- and dog-fur industry. Cats and dogs are

bludgeoned, hanged, and sometimes even skinned alive for their fur. Their fur is

often mislabeled and exported from China to unsuspecting consumers around the
world.

I’m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because fur farms harm the
environment. Millions of pounds of feces are produced annually by U.S. mink
farms alone. One dangerous component of this waste is nearly 1,000 tons of
phosphorus, which pollutes nearby rivers and streams.



I’m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because there are no federal laws to
protect animals on fur farms in the U.S.

I’m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because after an animal has been
slaughtered, his or her skin is treated with toxic chemicals to keep it from rotting
and decomposing in the buyer’s closet. According to The World Bank, the
hazardous process of fur dressing is so problematic that the fur industry is now
ranked as one of the world’s five worst industries for toxic-metal pollution.

I’'m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because although most animals killed
for their fur are raised on fur farms, millions of raccoons, coyotes, bobcats,
beavers, and other fur-bearing animals are killed every year by trappers. The steel-
jaw trap, which the American Veterinary Medical Association calls inhumane, is
the most widely used trap. It’s been banned by the European Union and a growing
number of U.S. states.

I’m against the use and sale of real fur in nyc because NYC is the biggest and most
inspiring place to be. NYC is evolved, is modern and ahead of the game in many
ways. NYC as a role model to many places and people should also be against and
not support such cruel and backwards practice with so many other alternative to it.

Please, let’s all together make it illegal and wrong the continuous abuse of
innocent beings for their skin. They’re don’t deserve such a miserable life. They’re
here with us and not for us.

Thank you,

Manuela Kondo.



Dear Council Members:

| am writing to voice my support for Intro 1476, introduced by
Council Member Corey Johnson. The large majority of New
Yorkers no longer approve of fur coats and products being sold
in our city. | have been involved in this issue since the 1980s,
and it is time that New York City reflects the viewpoint of its
citizens and join the many cities and countries that have
adopted a no-fur policy.

Regards,

Larry Trepel



As a New Yorker who has worked in the luxury fashion
market for over 25 years, | can assure you that fur in NOT
necessary.

The horror that these innocent animals face is
unconscionable. We, as humans,have no right to do this.
The animals have no choice and no voice so we must
speak for them.

Please ban fur sales in NYC. We can start the change for
a greater good.

Most sincerely,
Heidi Meissner



Please Pass Fur Ban Bill
to whom it may concern,

concerning the hearing tomorrow on the proposed legislation to ban the sale of fur in NYC, i
urge you to support that bill. it is not simply about the violence, suffering and loss of life of the
(non-human) animals, but it is also about the loss of our own consciences, compassion and
respect for all life, no matter the species, gender, nationality, ethnicity, abilities (or disabilities),
age or whatever.

let us celebrate our humanity with a vote of compassion.
thank you,
nancy

420 east 119th street

new york, ny 10035
district 8

councilwoman diana ayala

ROAR! (Reaching Out for Animal Rights!)
ROAR?24.0rg

working towards a sustainable, peaceful, healthy, just,
egalitarian, communally shared, vegan, loving planet


http://www.roar24.org/

Intro 1476
Statement from Woodstock Farm Sanctuary on Intro 1476:

A ban on fur sales would demonstrate that New Yorkers are truly committed to a
compassionate New York City. The production of fur is sanctioned torture imposed on sentient
beings like coyotes, rabbits, and yes sometimes cats and dogs. These are beings who are just as
worthy of consideration as the animals you share your home with. At Woodstock Farm
Sanctuary we care for 400 animals who have families, wants, dislikes, and deserve life and
autonomy. Every day we have visitors from NYC who are looking to lead more compassionate
lives. We see this bill as a crucial step toward making New York City a leader in animal
protection just as it leads with environmental and human rights legislation. New Yorkers pride
themselves on being modern and aware citizens but in 2019, the selling of fur is an outmoded
and truly brutal business that should have been left in the last century. In 2019, wearing the
bodies of tortured animals has no place in our city.

Rachel McCrystal

Executive Director

Woodstock Farm Sanctuary

Office: 845-247-5700 x110

Cell: 215-407-9234

2 Rescue Road, High Falls, NY 12440
woodstocksanctuary.org



May 14, 2019

To the city council,

My name is Chelsea Brownridge and | am the CEO of DogSpot. My council member is Laurie Cumbo,
District 35. I’'m writing to express my full support for Introduction No. 1476, a bill that will prohibit the sale
of furin NYC.

The production of fur tortures, harms, and kills innocent animals for the pleasure of humans. Animals are
physically hurt by capture techniques, cruelly confined in cages, and killed in horrendous, inhumane ways.
Animals deserve better than this -- and with Intro 1476 we have the opportunity to do better.

There’s no hiding from the horrendous facts and photos. New York needs to do the right thing, and be a leader
for other cities. Polls show the majority of New Yorkers, your constituents, support banning the sale of fur in
NYC. It’s that simple.

I urge the Council to pass this legislation.

Sincerely,

CH)~

Chelsea Brownridge
Vanderbilt Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11238



ANIMAL HOPE IN LEGISLATION

Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing
Re: Testimony in SUPPORT of Intro 1476

My name is Marc Ching, | am the founder of Animal Hope in Legislation and Animal
Hope and Wellness. Part of our history and what are known for is our undercover
investigations into slaughterhouses and fur farms - in an attempt to document what
really happens, and the abuse these animals suffer through.

Personally | have gone undercover into fur farms across the world. Documenting in
Canada, the United States, Finland, and China. One of the largest fur farms | have been
to was in Heibai China, where 100,000 foxes are raised and killed solely for their skin. |
have been to Finland, a country that claims to have welfare standards in place, but
where animals were subject to the same killing methods and inhumane living conditions.

| have seen foxes screaming as they are electrically stunned. Oftentimes the stunning
does not kill them, but only leaves them temporarily immobile. | have seen these foxes
strung up and skinned alive, heard their screams as their pelts are ripped from their
bodies. The opposition will tell you this is old or staged footage. | can attest that it is
reality.

Even at its best, there is no humane way for the fur industry to operate. These

are wild animals confined to small cages for their entire lives, only to be killed for an
unnecessary industry. This is why so many European countries are beginning to ban fur
farming, why cities such as San Francisco and Los Angeles have banned fur sales. It is
why countless brands have gone fur-free. No level of regulation or standardization will
resolve the cruelty inherent in this industry.

We hope you take this as an opportunity to support the humane treatment of animals
and to support a future based on innovation and sustainability.

Sincerely,

Marc Ching

Founder

Animal Hope in Legislation
747-998-5568

Animal Hope and Wellness | animalhopeandwellness.org
14456 Ventura Blvd. Sherman Oaks, CA 91423


tel:747-998-5568
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May 14, 2019

The Honorable Rafael L. Espinal Jr., Chair

New York City Council

Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing
250 Broadway, Suite 1754

New York, NY 10007

Email: hearings@council.nyc.qgov

Dear Chair Espinal:
RE: Proposed Int. No. 1476-A (A Local Law to amend the administrative code
of the City of New York, in relation to prohibiting the sale of fur apparel)

The City of West Hollywood supports the proposed amendment to the City of New
York's local administrative code to prohibit the sale of fur apparel.

In 1989, the West Hollywood City Council adopted Resolution 558, which proclaimed
the City to be a cruelty-free zone for animals. Continuing its humane policies and
animal welfare advocacy, in 2011 the City Council approved an ordinance to prohibit
the sale of fur apparel products which became effective in 2013. The City’s ordinance
was the first of its kind in the United States.

The City of West Hollywood believes that eliminating the sale of fur apparel products
not only protects animals, but also promotes community awareness of animal welfare
and, in turn, fosters a consciousness about the way we live in the world.

Since the elimination of the sale of fur products in the City of West Hollywood, we have
seen a number of other cities in California adopt similar legislation, including San
Francisco and Los Angeles. Additionally, there is legislation pending this year that
would eliminate the sale of fur products statewide in California.

It is also important to point out that the City of West Hollywood continues to be an
economically vibrant City, and we have not experienced any economic repercussions
from the elimination of fur sales in the City. At the time the City was considering
approving the ordinance, we undertook an economic impact analysis of the elimination
of fur products, and though some impact was projected the actual resulting loss of
sales tax revenue did not materialize. In fact our city’s sales tax revenue and our brand
have never been stronger.

We encourage the City of New York to follow other cities and multiple international
fashion houses and adopt this humane policy to protect animals and promote
community awareness of animal welfare.



zese | WEST HOLLYWOOD

The City of West Hollywood urges the adoption of Proposed Int. No. 1476-A (A Local
Law to amend the administrative code of the City of New York, in relation to prohibiting
the sale of fur apparel).

Respectfully,

P

John D’Amico
MAYOR

Cc: Members, New York City Council, Committee on Consumer Affairs and
Business Licensing

Hon Justin Brannan, Councilmember (43™ District)
Hon Margaret Chin, Councilmember (1% District)
Hon Peter Koo, Councilmember (20" District)

Hon Karen Koslowitz, Councilmember (29" District)
Hon Brad Lander, Councilmember (39" District)
Hon Keith Powers, Councilmember (4" District)

Authors of Proposed Int. No. 1476-A

Hon Corey Johnson, Speaker of the New York City Council
Hon Mark Levine, Councilmember (7" District)

Hon Fernando Cabrera, Councilmember (14" District)

Hon Justin Brannan, Councilmember (43" District)

Hon Helen Rosenthal, Councilmember (6" District)

Hon Robert Holden, Councilmember (30" District)

Hon Antonio Reynoso, Councilmember (34" District)

Hon Brad Lander, Councilmember (39" District)

Hon Daniel Dromm, Councilmember (25" District)



C Wildlife Watch, POB 562, New Paltz, NY 12561

DEAR MEMBERS OF THE NYC COUNCIL:

On behalf of thousands of our New York City
members, we urge you to pass Intro 1476 into law.

The bill will ban the sale of fur in NYC.

Knowing the degree of cruelty inflicted on
“furbearers” (animals trapped for their fur), the
only fashion statement being made by those who
wear furis: “I am heartless.”

Thank you,
Anne Muller

Wildlife Watch



My family has been in the fur business since 1927 and my family has owned a
small shop in Brooklyn for generations. Every American should be able to
purchase whatever item of apparel they want. Government should not dictate
what the consumer can purchase. It’s a free market and if this bill passes,
thousands of people will be out of work with no alternative. If people don’t want
to purchase fur because they don’t agree it, that’s fine by me. That’s their opinion
and they are entitled to it. Just don’t make it your mission to shut down an entire
industry and to ruin others peoples lives just because you don’t agree with it.
With all that’s going on the world, it’s inexcusable for this to be at the forefront of
government policy! What’s next? You can’t eat meat? You can’t wear leather? Its
interesting to me that they are not going after the leather or meat industry. They
are picking the low man on the totem pole as they say and it’s a joke. It’s gone too
far and the buck needs to stop here.

Thank you for all your help and please make sure this gets read at tomorrow’s
hearing.

Brian Kersner



Thank you NYC Council Speaker Corey Johnson for proposing Intro 1476.

| have pondered for a substantial amount of time regarding which topic | thought would be the
most impactful towards convincing the committee to pass the ban of fur sales in NYC. Do | include a
thought-provoking quote, perhaps from Mahatma Ghandhi who stated “the greatness of a nation and
its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are treated. | hold that the more helpless a
creature, the more entitled it is to protection by man from the cruelty of humankind”, then discuss in
detail the various forms of animal cruelty that occur on fur farms, such as anal/genital electrocution or
standing on a trapped animal to crush their neck or lungs. Do | depict how these defenseless animals are
kept in captivity that consists of rows of desolate cages and the mental/physical trauma this
confinement results in?

Perhaps examine the link between climate change and the lack of sustainability fur farms
perpetuate? For example, exploring the damage that is done to the surrounding environment from toxic
runoff (animal waste) which contain high levels of phosphorous and nitrogen. Should | elaborate on the
use of petrochemical dyes, preservatives and other toxic chemicals that are used to prevent decay? Air
and water pollution are other major concern, carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, sulfur dioxide,
hydrochloric acid, formaldehyde, alkylphenol ethoxylates, azo dyes and chlorinated phenols are only
some of the harmful chemicals that are released when disposing of carcasses via incineration or tanning.
The green new deal has brought national attention to our destructive reliance on fossil fuels (one of the
major factors of man made climate change), which according to The Pew Charitable Trusts and Johns
Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health (2018) fur farms are “almost entirely dependent on fossil
fuels.” Shouldn’t the fact that there is a reliance on fossil fuels be a major reason to ban fur farms
globally?

Should | focus my entire testimony on providing counter arguments from the fur industry
regarding loss of employment that would result if a ban were to go into effect? First, | would like to refer
to my initial point which focused on ethics. Historically there have been many professions that today
would be considered unethical and inhumane; the fur industry is not exempt from this criticism. Just
because something is legal does not make it moral or justifiable. We must seek to eliminate all forms of
oppression both to our fellow man and our furry cousins. As culture and technology advance, we are
obligated to develop materials that are eco-friendly and cruelty-free thus allowing those who currently
work in the field to remain employed by applying their skills using alternative materials. By creating
opportunities for innovation within the fashion industry more, not less jobs will be created in NYC.

Please show your support for animals, the environment and our health, pass Intro 1476 and
together lets make NYC the cruelty-free fashion capital of the world!

Vanna Haniff



Fur Ban Testimony for 5/15 Hearing
Hello!

My name is Amy Salazar and | am a constituent of District 1. This
upcoming Wednesday is the City Council Hearing to Ban the Sale of
Fur. |, unfortunately, can't attend due to work constraints so I'm
emailing my testimony in the hopes that it's read aloud for Council
Member Chin.

I've attached it below. Greatly appreciate your help. Have a great rest
of your week! I'll be anxiously awaiting the outcome.

P.S. - If there's anything more | can do to show my support for this bill
and urge Council Member Chin, please let me know.

Thank youl!
Amy

Amy Salazar



1476 NYC Fur Sale Ban

| Support the proposal to ban the sale of fur in New York City.
The industry is cruel and unethical. Wearing animal fur is
barbaric and unnecessary. The council should ban the sale of
fur and show the rest of the world that NYC is of a higher state
of enlightenment.

THANK YOU,

ANNETTE REHM Member of Paul Vallone’s district

171 place
Flushing N.Y. 11358



My name is Victoria Moran and I live in Bill Perkins' district in Harlem. I started my career in
fashion and then turned to journalism and publishing, and I am the author of thirteen books.

When I was a senior in high school, my father gave me a fur and leather coat. Wearing it made
me feel important -- until I slipped a sheet of ice and fell into a colossal pile of dog manure.
Lying there with the fur soiled beyond redemption, it hit me: To boost my ego on the suffering of
innocent animals was, in the vernacular, crap.

That was over fifty years ago. In the intervening decades, I have see one injustice after another
confronted and changed. People put their lives on the line for these issues, and some even lost
their lives. Each change brought a shift, a displacement, and discomfort. People felt they were
giving up status or the comfort of "the way things have always been," but with the abandonment
of each oppression, we were all made better. This is one of those issues.

The fur trade is part of the history of this country. It moved us forward economically. So did
human slavery, child labor, and sweatshops. Those who came before us saw that the benefits
derived from these evils could not outweigh their injustice. The evils were left behind, and the
economy has soared to unprecedented heights without them. Fur is next to go. Because of
access to images and information online, the brutality of sourcing fur is widely known. Its use
has already been abandoned by the most influential fashion houses on earth. Seeing someone
wearing fur, once the object of envy, is now like seeing someone huddle next to a building to
smoke a cigarette. We think: "People still do that?"

Philosophically, I'm not a great fan of banning anything. I like to think that human moral
evolution will proceed so intently in its upward progression that barbaric practices such
trapping and farming our fellow mammals, denying them life, liberty and happiness, and
executing them via the sadistic methods of anal or vaginal electrocution will fall away of their
own accord. But tradition dies hard. Sometimes society and government have to step in and lift
up a system mired in denial about the suffering and attached to the familiarity of the status quo.

New York City is known for taking every opportunity to lead. If we're not the first to take a step
that evidences tremendous good sense, we're not far behind. This is one of those opportunities.
This is a chance to stand for decency over convention, courage over complacency, and an
emerging future over a dying past.

New fabrics and fibers, effortlessly elegant and environmentally unassailable, are available now
and more are coming every day. The NYC fashion industry is poised to be at the forefront of all
this. As the undisputed center of American fashion, we can stand as a city and say "No!" to the
unspeakable cruelties of creating luxury garments from the bodies of living, breathing, feeling
animals, and a resounding "Yes!" to being both fashion forward and ethically in step with the
progress that has to come. We can do this now, in joy and celebration, or be dragged along later.
Let's take our place at the forefront and ban fur in this singular, stunning city.

Victoria Moran, HHC, AADP, VLCE, www.mainstreetvegan.net

Author, Main Street Vegan, The Love-Powered Diet, Creating a Charmed Life . . .
Host, Main Street Vegan Radio Show/Podcast

Director, Main Street Vegan Academy

Producer, A Prayer for Compassion

Ofc. 212-289-1808. Mobile 646-734-6167



http://www.mainstreetvegan.net/
https://mainstreetvegan.net/category/podcast/
https://mainstreetvegan.net/academy
https://mainstreetvegan.net/a-prayer-for-compassion/

To the members of the City Council:
At the present time, you are offered a great opportunity.

You are in a position to let the people of this city know where you stand
on an issue of gratuitous violence, brutality, and slaughter of innocent animals.

Where is your heart? What are your ethics? What is your sense of justice?
What ability do you have to feel compassion?

New Yorkers want to know who you are.
The fur industry tortures and kills animals for a profit. That is their purpose.

Animals used by the fur industry are not recognized for who they are--their intelligence,
feelings, family bonds, and capacity to suffer are not seen. The fur industry views them
as commodities.

On a street corner many years ago, | saw an anti-fur protest where video was shown of

fur animals being electrocuted anally and genitally for the purpose of preserving their fur.

| have never forgotten--and comments from people passing by indicated similar reactions--

the screams of those animals. Another video showed caged foxes pacing and pacing and pacing
in their extreme confinement. These are animals used to roaming huge distances every day.

During the hearings, it is important to recognize the deceptive language of the fur industry.

On the television news channel, NY 1, a fur industry representative spoke this morning,
Wednesday, May 15. He stated that the fur industry is humane. Really? As far as | know,

torture is torture and killing is killing. Imagine if someone said slavery is humane, anti-semitism

is humane, rape is humane, killing is humane. Language loses meaning when one speaks this way.

This speaker went on to say that a bill to ban fur would cost jobs. Slavery was lucrative.

Nazi concentration camp workers made money. Stealing brings in money. Bernie Madoff

thought his behavior was fine. Only a sociopathic industry would attempt to justify its horrendous
behavior by saying it provided jobs. People working in the fur industry can find other work that
does not involve hurting and killing living beings who do not want to be hurt and killed.

Sincerely,

Irene Muschel

Park Avenue

New York, New York 10021



Hello,

My name is Elizabeth Marchetti and | am a constituent of Costa Constantinides. |
reside at 32nd Street Astoria, NY.

| am writing today, because we have a huge opportunity to turn around one of
the most archaic industries out there, the fur trade. New York City is supposed to
be one of the fashion capitals of the world, and yet we have fallen behind. Huge
fashion houses such as Gucci, Chanel, Burberry, Michael Kors, and many others
have already banned fur from their lines due to the unethical, inhumane
treatment placed upon animals for the sake of "fashion". The entire city of Los
Angeles has recently banned fur, and the whole state of California is looking to do
the same. The fact that New York, a cold climate state has come this far in
recognizing that animals are more than decoration is groundbreaking. Let's pass
this bill for all of those animals who are tortured and treated inhumanely.

The fur industry wants to push that it is environmentally friendly to use the skins
of animals. This is nothing but a lie. The dead bodies of these animals are
disposed of through incinerators, which causes significant air pollution.
Thousands of animals are crammed one on top of another, and their toxic waste
is not cleaned up, causing runoffs polluting the environment.

We owe it to these animals, AND our future generations to make this change real.
Let us today stand on the right side of history and end the deadly, cruel, and
horrific fur trade.

Thank you for your time,
Elizabeth Marchetti



BAN FUR - it's time!

The time has come to ban the cruel and horrific sale of the skin
and fur of innocent beings trapped, captive, tourtured, and
slain. They do not belong to the human being. Fur belongs on
innocent beings that want to live their lives in peace.

Please ban fur in NYC and show your compassion. Peace starts
with creatures that have no voice and moves to peace between
humans and the planet.

Thank you.
Susan Adriansen



INTRO 1476 - 1 SUPPORT A BAN ON FUR SALES

My name is Elizabeth Forel and | am a long time NYC resident. | have been
opposed to wearing fur since the early 1980s when | became aware of the
hideous cruelty involved. The last fur items | had at that time were a goatskin
and sheepskin rug. | could not in good conscience keep them so | sent the
goatskin rug to PETA to use in their anti-fur demonstrations and | cut up the
sheepskin rug and gave it to cat rescuers to keep kittens warm. | saw fur in a new
light. | was keenly aware of the suffering.

| support Intro 1476 and am so pleased Speaker Corey Johnson has made this an
issue. My Council Member is Andrew Cohen who is on the Health Committee
where the bill is being considered.

Fur is the product of much cruelty and it is immoral to still allow it to be sold in
NYC. Surely we can do better. We need to remember that the animals who were
forced to give up their skins so uncaring and insensitive people could wear them
wanted to live too. But instead, they were often raised in small cramped cages
and then anally and vaginally electrocuted so they could be skinned.

As often happens, cruel industries being targeted put out many false

statements. The fur industry is no different trying to confuse people into thinking
the government will tell them what they can wear. This is blatantly untrue, but
they expect their targets will not read the bill. The bill is very clear on what it will
do. People will still be allowed to wear fur - whether coats, jackets or Ugg

boots. There are religious exemptions. If people want to buy fur, they can do so -
but outside of NYC. At least NYC will no longer have blood on its hands.

The NYC fur industry can transition to producing faux fur garments and easily
become the world fashion center of a new, exciting and burgeoning industry.

This is from Friends of Animals' website in response to the question" Why has
this ban been proposed?

"About 100 million mink and foxes are killed for fur worldwide each year
and trappers kill millions of coyotes, raccoons, muskrats and others as well
for fashion. The animals live short, tortured lives at fur farms before being
electrocuted, or gassed and skinned. They have their necks broken, or are



clubbed and are also captured and drowned in sadistic limb-pinning or
body crushing traps. Eliminating the use of fur products within NYC will
follow in the tradition of the city being a progressive leader in animal
protection and end the unnecessary market of fur only made possible by
cruelty and killings."

This is a comment by Stella McCartney, fashion designer and daughter of singer,
Paul McCartney

“I think that the fashion industry can get away with a lot and it is getting away
with murder. Fur is the most unnecessary thing in the world. Those animals are
not eaten, if they try to pretend that the fur industry products are by-products
they are not. Those animals are bred to be turned into coats.” — Stella

McCartney, 2016, Broadly

Let's follow Los Angeles and San Francisco, which have already banned fur.

Elizabeth Forel

Elizabeth Forel / President

Coalition to Ban Horse-Drawn Carriages
Horses Without Carriages International
No Walk in the Park - Facebook
BanHDCarriages - Twitter

you can't defeat an idea whose time has come


http://banhdc.org/
http://www.horseswithoutcarriages.org/
https://www.facebook.com/BanHDC?ref=ts
http://twitter.com/#!/BanHDCarriages

Alliance for Downtown New York, Inc.
120 Broadway, Suite 3340
New York, NY 10271

212.566.6700
A H t= DowntownNY.com
| -

Downtown

Testimony of the Alliance for Downtown New York

Committee on Consumer Affairs and Licensing
Hon. Rafael Espinal, Jr, Chair
Int. 1476
May 15th, 2019

The Alliance for Downtown New York operates one of the largest business improvement
district in New York City. Our district covers Manhattan south of City Hall and is home to
approximately 90 million square feet of commercial space and over a quarter million
private sector jobs.

Given the Council’s stated interest in protecting locally owned retail, | would like to point
out that our neighborhood’s more than 1,200 diverse retailers are a vital part of the
community. Retailers in Lower Manhattan are facing the same pressures as other small
businesses throughout the city. Increased competition from online competitors and the
ever increasing costs of doing business in New York have taken their toll. The proposed
ban on the sale of fur items would only add to the challenges facing our small
businesses while doing little to address animal welfare issues.

Dozens of retailers in Lower Manhattan, including locally owned businesses like Century
21, currently sell items that would be prohibited under Int.1476’s broad definition of fur.
Consumers wishing to purchase fur apparel would be able to purchase these items
online or from retailers in easily accessible neighboring jurisdictions. Rather than
promoting animal welfare the proposed legislation would simply transfer revenues from
New York City small businesses to online retailer giants.

The fashion industry is also an important employer in New York City. Several major
fashion brands including Gucci and Hugo Boss are located in Lower Manhattan, as is
the Hudson’s Bay Company, a leading department store operator. It is unclear how this
proposed legislation may impact the operations of these global businesses.

The presence in our city of so many leading fashion designers, retailers and influencers
offers the City Council an unparalleled opportunity to work with the fashion industry to
promote higher standards of animal welfare. We believe that partnering with the industry
to improve standards and help consumers make educated choices would be a far better
way to promote animal welfare than the current proposal which would serve only to
punish already struggling businesses and their employees.



| am a voter and resident of Brooklyn and supporter of Born Free USA. | emailing you because | urge you
to support Intro 1476, the proposed ban on fur sales in New York City. Not only is this bill compassionate
to animals, it is forward-thinking and would confirm New York's position as a fashion and thought
leader.

We now have the ability to create a luxe aesthetic using non-animal fur. We don’t have to kill animals to
make fashion. Fashion has evolved. Designers are finding it increasingly easy to be creative without
being destructive. Hundreds of fabrics have been developed that are more eco-friendly and animal-
friendly. Gucci CEO Marco Bizzarri announced, “Technology is now available that means you don't need
to use fur. The alternatives are luxurious. There is just no need.” Ralph Lauren, Tommy Hilfiger, Armani
and Chanel have enacted fur-free policies, as have dozens of mass-market brands like H&M, Zara, Gap,
Nine West and The North Face.

Now, it's time to safeguard all the other animals from such gratuitous violence by supporting New York
City Council Speaker Corey Johnson's bill to ban fur sales in New York City, as lawmakers have already
done in Los Angeles and San Francisco.

Let’s embrace fabrics that don’t bleed. Please support Intro 1476!

Sincerely,
llona Struzik



Hello;

Please accept this as my formal testimony.

Fur is completely unnecessary in today’s society. We are not walking around naked like our ancestors
once did. Today a fur coat is considered a status symbol and/or fashion statement. And let’s start calling
it what it really is - it is a skin coat because the fur rests upon the animal off which it was torn. Most of
the time this happens while the animal is still awake and conscious and completely aware of what just
happened. Its bleeding, helpless body is then thrown into a pile with other skinned animals, some still
conscious, where they lay in excruciating pain, until they eventually expire.

This is the material of horror movies - it should not exist in a civilized society. Many top designers and
retailers have already realized this and gone fur free and technologies exist to produce eco friendly faux
fur.

We stand before you today, asking you to finally put an end to this brutal, outdated atrocity by passing
Intro 1476. Send it into the past, where it belongs.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Loula COLUMBUS



TO THE MEMBERS OF THE NYC COUNCIL,
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPURTUNITY TO
TESTIFY ON BEHALF OF THE LEATHER
INDUSTRY . DUE TO A RECENT SURGICAL
PROCEDURE | AM UNABLE TO TRAVEL AND
APPEAR BEFORE YOU IN PERSON BEFORE
YOU.

My name is Jay Myers, | am a principal of a
tannery in Brazil, where we tan cow and horse.
Additionally, | am a partner of a garment
manufacturing factory In Pakistan along with a
sheep and goat tannery.

First, | would ike to state my support for
expanded regulation of the fur industry. The
slaughter of farmed animals just for their skin on
a personal level | find abhorrent. With this said,
the propesed bill in it's current form has serious
flaws. In the cow, sheep, goat and horse industry
there are many organizations overseeing the
slaughtering technique with strict controls. The
leather industry and the meat industry adhere to
strict guidelines encompassing environmental
protection and cruelty to animals. | am proud to
say that the tannery | am affiliate with in Brazil
received a gold rating from the British Leather
Chemists association, a leading oversite




organization within the industry. In Pakistan we received
a high rating from the BSCI, Business Social
Compliance Initiative a governing body within the Mid-
East and Orient.

The proposed bill as submitted enjoins the cow, horse,
sheep and goat “hair on” products coupled with Double
Face (Shearling) sheep to the Fur industry. Frankly,
other than coming from animals there is no relationship
between the two. A massive miscalculation by one
certainly unfamiliar with the meat industry by-products.
To be specific none of animals listed are slaughtered for
their hides or pelts. To give a better insight allow me the
moment to further explain.

Taking a 1,200 to 1,400-pound steer brought to
slaughter only 50%-55% of the bovine or equine is used
for meat. Cows provide Olio stock and Olio olil for
margarine and shortening. Olio Is also used for chewing
gum and candies. From bones and hoves, comes gelatin
for medicinal capsules and desserts such as Jell-O, plus
buttons, bone China, piano keys, a wide variety of glues
and fertilizer. What would a cookout be without roasted
marshmallows or marshmallows in hot chocolate, ice
cream, canned meats. The intestines provide natural
sausage casings, catgut for surgical procedures in
addition to which the stringing of the best tennis rackets.
The hide, aside from producing leather, is also used in
felt in textiles and is the basis for numerous applications.
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For eample it is the binder for plaster and asphalt, the
base for insulation material to cool and heat our homes.
Our particular tannery also makes what is commonly
referred to as “pigskin” for the football industry. The
simple fact is it is heavyweight cowhide that all leather
footballs are made from.

Lipstick. hand and face cream, as well as many makeup
bases. Many types of soap. Ingredients are used in the
explosives Industry, which are produced from the
iInedible fat of beef. Fatty acids are used in the
production of chemicals as biodegradable detergents,
pesticides, and fluoridation agents. In fact, one fatty acid
In particular is used to make automobile tires run cooler
and last longer.

We get violin string from the intestines. The finest bows
for our beloved musical instruments, from the tails and
manes of horses.

In the medical field more than 100 different drugs which
help in childbirth, help with an upset stomach, Pepto
Bismal, blood clots, anemia, hay fever, asthma. Helping
In the digestion of milk, and perhaps one of the most
Important of beef by-products, Insulin, may be the best-
known of all. in the United States we have some 6
million Diabetics, approximately 20% must use insulin on
a daily basis. It takes the pancreas from 26 cattle to
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produce enough insulin to keep one diabetic person
alive a yeatr.

By comparison the luxury fur industry offers nothing but
warm clothing. From an evironmetal standpoint the
processing uses 20-25% more energy than any of the
products mentioned above

| grant the Double Face or Shearling portion of the
overall leather garment industry is not particularly large
In the United States, neither in dollars nor in units
produced. However, one of the processes in the
production of the sheepskins you wish to ban has a
unique use. In the tanning and finishing process the
flesh side of the sheep we are able to spray a
specifically formulated top coat to protect the wearer
from oil and gasoline spills in severe cold climates during
the refuling of planes and vehicles. Currently there is no
aplternative to this product There are a few locally
approved garment manufacturers who supply the United
States military. In addition many long haul military flights
still cover the seat with sheepskins for the comfort of the
flight crew

What concerns me, are the supporters of this bill.....
Organizations including PETA have not taken these facts into
account. We have the meat and leather industry for the
production of necessary products including insulin. When their
cars ride over asphalt on good tires, clean their homes, glue
their children’s school projects, wear their Jimmy Chou,

40



Rockport, Nike, or Stuart Weitzman shoes, they are using by-
products of the leather industry specific to cow, sheep, goat,
and horse, and nothing from the Fur Industry

Wearing leather apparel may not be suited for everyone
whether it be due to ethical positions taken or personal
preference in style. But to decimate an industry with mis
informed decisions is not what this august body should do. |
feel strongly that the bill should be either rewritten or
completely withdrawn.

In closing, the hair on cow, hair on horse, and double face
(Shearling) sheep products have no replationship with the Fur
industry.

Thank you for your time

50



1d non-meat products (IEBI’s) as shown in Figure 1.

I Animal

|

|

[

|

l

¥
Dressed carcass part

(Meat)

Non-carcass part
(by-products)

Condemned part

I

Non-edible

|

Red offal | [ White offal | [ Dark offal |

| Re-processed |

[ Discards |

|

Liver, Kidriey, Head, Neck Blood, Hoof, horns, Gastrointestinal
Heart, Tongue,. | | itesti lands, B fats tract content
Trachon, fifg ntestine, Trotter, glands, ortes, a s, : ract con fertl 5
spleen rd Shank feathers, Hide/Skin rimming, fetus
Human Fabric/cosmetic/pharmaceutical || Animal feed || Biogas/fertilizer

Stomach,

consumption

Industry

industry

industry

Beef Market Central May 10, 2019

Cattle Empire LLC June 2018
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Beef By-Products

From BONES, HORNS & HOOVES

Combs & Toothbrushes
Collagen Cold Cream
Bone Meal Fertilizer
Dog Biscuits

Pet Food Ingredients
Buttons

Piano Keys

Cellophane Wrap
Cellophane Tape
Bandage Strips

Emery Boards & Cloth
Neatsfoot Oil
Marshmallow

Glycerine

Bone Charcoal Pencils
Ice Cream

Bone China

Abrasives

Steel Ball Bearings
Phonograph Records
Gelatin Desserts
Crochet Needles
Adhesives

Dice

Syringes, Adhesive Tape
Shampoo & Conditioner
Collagen & Bone for Plastic Surgery
Rose Food

Wallpaper & Wall Paper Paste
Photographic Film
Gelatin Capsules

From HIDE & HAIR

Sports Equipment
Clothing

Saddles
Insulation

Hide Glue
Textiles

Paint & Plaster Binder
Asphalt Binder
Luggage

Rug Pads
Footwear

Artist's Brushes
Ointment Base
Upholstery

Felt

Rouge Base

From FATS & FATTY ACIDS

Explosives
Chewing Gum
Make-Up

Paints

Saddle Soap
Solvents

Industrial Oil & Lubricants
OLEO Margarine
Shoe Creme
Ceramics

Hand Soap
Medicines
Creams & Lotions
Dish Soap

Mink oil

Antifreeze

Tallow for Tanning
OLEO Shortening
Chemicals
Rubber Products
Crayons
Insecticide

Floor Wax
Cosmetics
Paraffin
Herbicides
Shaving Cream
Biodegradable Detergents
Protein Dog Food
Protein Hair Conditioner & Shampoo
Tires

Canoles

Dog Food
Chicken Feed

From INTESTINES

Sausage Casings
Instrument Strings
Surgical Sutures
Tennis Racquet Strings

From MANURE

Methane Gas
Fertilizer
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Table 1. Common uses of animal by-products.

Animal
By-Products

Reprocessed Products

Major Uses

Hides and Skin

Cured hides & skin.
Leather & Textiles

Leather clothes, belts, car and household upholsteries, bags,
footwear, drums, luggage, wallets, sports goods, gelatine etc.

Hoof and horns

Hoof & horn meal
Gelatin and
keratin extraction

Combs, buttons, plates, souvenirs,
Fertilizer, Collagen, glue, gelled food products, foaming in
fire extinguishers

Extraction of collagen

Bone Cutlery handles, Shortening, bone gelatine, bone meal, Collagen
Bone meal
Pharmaceutical products ~ Catgut, tennis strips, blood sausages or pudding, fertilisers,

Blood R e .
Blood meal animal feeds, emulsifier and stabilizer
Sausage casings Sports guts, musical strings, prosthetic materials, collagen sheets,

Intestine Surgical sutures burn dressing, strings for musical instruments, sausage casings,
Musical instruments human food, pet food, meat meal, tallow, casings
Phar.mvaceutlcals Heart stimulant, heparin, corticotrophins, enzymes, steroids,
Organs & Glands  Medicinal oestrogen, progesterone, insulin, trypsin, parathyroid hormone
Xenotransplantation €N, prog ! , LTYpSIn, P y
Textiles Cloths or woven fabrics, mattress, keratin, carpets,
Hair/Wool P

Extraction of keratin

knitted apparels, insulators
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Tannery Direct, Inc.
40 West 37" Street. Suite 802
New York, NY 10018
+1 212 465 1503 office

Members of the New York City Council, | am grateful for this opportunity to stand before you and speak
about Shearling and Hair-on Goat, Cow and others in this category.

My name is Anne Sampson and | represent tanneries and factories from Italy, India, Spain and Turkey.

My purpose is to ask for your kind consideration to Carve out Shearling and Hair-on skins from the
Bill to Ban Fur. Shearling is NOT FUR and should not be in this bill.

Clearly, there is a misunderstanding with by-products from the meat industry.

City Council member, Cory Johnson and colleagues, you have proposed a bill banning FUR from New
York. While it is not my intention to argue about your decision regarding FUR, because | am not
knowledgeable about this category, | am presenting argument regarding SHEARLING and other Hair-on
articles which, by fact, are not fur.

It is not my intention to ramble on with facts on the impact of banning shearling however instead, to
give you some information on SHEARLING that would prompt you to Carve Out this category from the
Bill.

From a tannery perspective, we are in Compliance with Sustainability, Environmental Audits and
Traceability. We thrive each day to implement new systems to make leather, suede and shearling eco-
friendly. Our tanneries are highly compromised with the environment and the well-being of future
generations. This commitment is demonstrated in our daily activities, not only in the manufacturing of
our products but also in all the industrial processes that are involved. We believe that our activity has a
significant environmental role, because we can manage a by-product of the food-processing
industry intended for destruction and transform it into a product with a high added value
such as SHEARLING AND OTHER HAIR ON ARTICLES, LEATHER AND SUEDE. In this process of
transforming the lambskin into a usable material, we also apply eco-friendly techniques. Apart from our
regular tanning, we do a chrome-free tanning process which avoids certain chemicals and industrial
products that are particularly harmful to our environment. These green practices are also extended to
all our processes. In fact, we follow a conscientious environmental policy that comprises waste,
atmospheric emissions and noise issues. To comply with this policy, we have among our facilities:

1. Plants that generate electric power through solar light.

2. Wastewater treatment plant that ensures that our wastes comply with all current regulations

and standards.
3. Generator plants that produce electric power for self-consumption

My tanneries participate and have certificates of many international projects and associations on which
most of the top world brands and their suppliers take part.

Please see below details of the most important ones and some links for more information:



The Leather Working Group: see attached audited certificate and link: -
https://www.leatherworkinggroup.com

PROJECT 2020 ZDHC — Road Map to Zero — https://www.roadmaptozero.com

We and our raw material suppliers pass many different audits every year and we have also passed the
INTERTEK auditing regarding social sustainability and labour risk.

It is important to clarify that we currently get traceability by lots/groups of lambs and not for each
individual animal (this could be achieved maybe in the future but now it is impossible). However, we
have full traceability from the three steps that precede the tannage so, FARM-BREADER-
SLAUGHTERHOUSE, which is essential for us to control the quality of the skins from the animal, to the
finish product.

The impact that a ban on Shearling and Hair-on Articles would have on New York, the national and
global Economy is impossible to quantify without conducting a major study however, here are some
points to consider and hopefully broaden your understanding of Shearling.

SHEARLING:

e Isaby-product. Sheep & Lambs are raised for the meat and instead of throwing away the skins,
they are processed for many products to include Shearling.

e |If Shearling is banned, the cost of meat will increase tremendously because the sale of the skins
helps to off-set the price of the meat.

e If shearling is banned, most of the population, which is middle class and poor, will not be able
to afford this meat which is high in protein.

e If shearling is banned, what would be the impact on cosmetics. The emollient from the wool
provides lanolin that is a key ingredient in soap, lotions, lipsticks and many other cosmetic
items. Will you indirectly ban cosmetics?

o If shearling is banned, do you intend to tell UGG that their footwear are no longer welcomed in
our New York stores and on the feet of our population. UGG sells millions of pairs of footwear
in New York. Have you considered the trickle-down impact you will create? Farmers will be
forced into bankruptcy, airlines, trucking and ocean transportation will lose a tremendous
amount of money from UGG alone not to mention the numerous other of our own giant
customers that would lose because of this bill.

o If shearling is banned, we will also ban every item made from Merino Wool. Yes, we are talking
about banning Sweaters, Coats, Gloves, Jackets that keep us warm in the winter. Can you image
the impact?

e If shearling is banned, are you aware of how many American designers will have tremendous
losses — lets see, how about Theory, Helmut Lang, Ralph Lauren, The Row, Coach, Schott just to
mention a few.

o If shearling is banned, then | assume leather will be banned since it comes from the same skin
and from a tannery point of view, these are some articles that will be affected: Leather and
Suede made for Clothing, Footwear, Leather goods(belts, wallets etc), Lining for the
insides of your shoes, Furniture, interior decorating to name a few.

Dear City Council member, I urge you to CARVE-OUT shearling and other Hair-on Products
from this bill. Thank you for your kind consideration.


https://www.leatherworkinggroup.com/
https://www.roadmaptozero.com/




THE LEAGUE
OF
HUMANE VOTERS®

OF NEW YORK

POLITICAL ACTION FOR ANIMALS

WWW.LOHV.ORG

MEMORANDUM OF SUPPORT FOR INTRO 1476
A local law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to prohibiting the
sale of fur apparel

This bill would prohibit the sale or offer for sale of fur apparel. Violations would be punished by
a civil penalty of no more than $500 for the first violation, and no less than $500, but no more
than $1,500 for subsequent violations. Fur apparel sold or offered for sale would be subject to
seizure and forfeiture.

The Humane Society estimates that more than 100 million animals are killed each year for their
fur. San Francisco and Los Angeles have banned fur apparel, and major luxury fashion brands
such as Coach, Gucci, Armani, Stella McCartney, Ralph Lauren, Versace, Burberry, Diane von
Furstenberg and DKNY have gone fur-free.

Millions of animals including coyotes, foxes, rabbits and even cats and dogs suffer in anguish,
caught in excruciating steel leg-hold traps, bludgeoned to death or killed and skinned on fur
farms, for the sole purpose of someone wearing a fur coat. They spend their entire lives sitting
and lying on wire cage floors. Eco-friendly faux-fur is widely produced and purchased. There is
simply no excuse to buy real fur in a city as progressive as New York, which is taking steps to
protect animals. Additionally, New York would become the largest U.S. city to outlaw fur sales if
City Council Speaker Johnson’s bill passes.

THE LEAGUE OF HUMANE VOTERS® OF NEW YORK STRONGLY SUPPORTS THIS BILL.

Sincerely,

Jeffery Termini


http://www.lohv.org/

Legislative Director

The League of Humane Voters® of New York State
(716) 380-7667

Jeffery@lohv-ny.org

www.lohv-ny.org

Cc: Council Member Espinal
Council Member Chin
Council Member Lander
Council Member Koslowitz
Council Member Powers
Council Member Koo
Council Member Brannan

The Mission of the League of Humane Voters® (LOHV) is to create, unite, and strengthen
local political action committees, which work to enact animal-friendly legislation and elect
candidates for public office who will use their votes and influence for animal protection.


mailto:Jeffery@lohv-ny.org

Mayra Bermeo

o1 street

Jackson Heights, NY 11372
mayrabrm24@gmail.com

NYC council member: Daniel Dromm (District 25)

Hello, my name is Mayra Bermeo. I live in Jackson Heights in Council Member Daniel Dromm’s
district. As an animal welfare activist, female, and ethnic minority, I strongly support the fur ban
Intro 1476. There exist parallels between animal exploitation and women exploitation. How?
Because animal suffering is gendered. Animals are forced to reproduce to supply eggs, milk,
skin, etc. for people.

I know fur symbolizes elegance, power, rebelliousness, sensuality and social upbringing. But
part of that symbolism was falsely advertised by an unregulated fur industry using exploitation
and bullying. A woman wearing fur is exotic prey, a trophy to be conquered. An animal bred for
their fur is kept in miserable conditions and is lucky to be dead before being skinned.

I also want to be clear that to be anti-fur is not only a White people’s issue. This is everybody’s
movement. I care about another’s misery especially because I know what oppression, injustice,
suffering, and malice looks like.

Feminism and other social justice movements should be deeply concerned about how animals
are treated. Because animal rights is a social justice issue.



As a lifelong resident of Manhattan, i urge you to support bill
1076, banning the sale of new fur.
Thank you.

Pamela Perkins
East 51 St.
NY NY 10022



Ban the sale of fur

| am an animal rights activist in CT. | whole heartedly stand for
the ban of the sale of fur in NYC. NYC needs to be fashion
forward and follow suit with Los Angeles and San Francisco!

Thank you and do the right thing!

Amy Mallardi
Oxford, CT



Please make NYC fur free

Please make the compassionate decision to ban the cruel sale
of fur. This would be a momentous decision animals who are
needlessly tortured for profit. Let’s make a decision that makes
the world a better place.

Joel Bartlett

W 43rd St
New York, NY 10036



Support for Speaker Corey Johnson's proposal to ban the sale of
fur

To the Members of the City Council:

I fully support Speaker Corey Johnson's proposal
to ban the sale of fur, and, as a resident of
Riverdale/Spuyten Duyvil, I urge Council Member
Andrew Cohen to support this Dbill.

Thank you,

Victoria Matus
Netherland Avenue
Bronx NY 10463



Support of Intro 1476 - fur ban in NYC
To whom it may concern:

| am writing today to express my very strong support of Intro 1476, the bill proposed by Council
Speaker Corey Johnson to ban the sale of fur in NYC. I have been a resident of Brooklyn since
2012 and am immensely proud to live in NYC, in a large part due to the city's promotion of
equality and basic human rights to all of its residents. | was very pleased to see the proposal of
Intro 1476, which | believe will extend some of the justice and rights | take such pride in to our
animal companions.

| am a longtime supporter of animal rights. In particular, | see the fur industry as a horrendously
cruel and simply unwarranted method of clothing product. Animals raised for fur are kept in
absolutely appalling conditions, and are often quite literally skinned alive to produce clothing.
Sadder still, millions of these animals are rabbits--precious, gentle animals who are sensitive,
loving, and make excellent pets for responsible adults. | volunteer with a local group called
Rabbit Rescue and Rehab, and have had the pleasure of introducing rabbits to countless New
Yorkers, many of whom have gone on to adopt a rabbit as a companion animal. Rabbits of all
breeds, shapes, and sizes deserve far better than the pain and bitter end to which the fur industry
subjects them.

Furthermore, | can personally attest to how unnecessary fur is as a textile. There are many more
effective and sustainable materials for winter coats, blankets, and similar garments. In fact, my
vegan winter coat (made by a local vendor called Vaute) is made of fur-free Polartec, and it is
quite literally the warmest item of clothing I have ever owned.

I am very much looking forward to hopefully seeing the fur ban pass.

Very best wishes,

Megan Hilands
Brooklyn, NY 11209



Hon. Council Members:

Please enter my statements as testimony for the record
regarding Intro. Bill 1476:

Yes — fur coats are so nice to touch and so warm to wear, and
the industry does provide employment to New Yorkers —.
However:

The bottom line is there is no rationalizing the torture of living,
sentient beings: it is unconscionable, no Ifs, Ands, or Buts.

As for displaced workers — Let’s help them too - to transition,
segue, sustain themselves during the transition. But as a
civilized, progressive, ever-evolving, compassionate culture,
society, and City, banning the torture of animals must trump
other economic issues, just as economic benefits never justified
slavery.

Sincerely,

Cindy Kaplan
E. 66th St.
Brooklyn, NY 11234



| am writing to register my strong support for the ban on fur
sales in New York City. | believe that fur is unnecessary, cruel,
and inhumane. And | believe the inherent cruelty of fur makes
it unjustifiable in modern society. | respectfully urge the city
council to help make New York a more humane city by banning
fur sales.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Amy Kauffman
W 169th St
New York, NY 10032



Good afternoon my name is Maria Reich and | am the ceo or reich furs and er fur trading, a vertically
integrated fur and shearling fashion company. We have been manufacturing in nyc for over 20 years and
| am proud of that .

My husband was a 3rd generation furrier who passed away 2 years ago in a car accident and | have
continued on my family business while raising 4 children as a single mother.

| have a diverse team of employees, some of whom are immigrants that have worked in the fur business
for over 40 years. This is the only trade they know. They have families to support, food to put on their
tables and children to raise and some to put through college.

Their livelihood will be taken away . Every day since this ban has been proposed | have been approached
by my employees about if there jobs will be taken away and what they will do to support their lives,pay
their bills and feed their children . they are in tears daily, they are afraid of what is to come.

This fur ban would be devastating , sad, and people would loose greatly.

How do | tell my children we no longer have a business and their mother who worked in a highly
regulated trade , supplied jobs to New York City residents , will have to significantly change their lives
and do so quickly.

A fur ban to nyc would be catastrophic, it would destroy many lives of hardworking people.

What has happened to freedom of choice?

I've been a vegetarian since the age of 8 years old. That was my choice, | have been a fur designer and
manufacturer for over 20 years and that also has been my choice. The government should not be able to
tell us what to eat or what to wear, it should be our choice . If you don’t like fur, simply don’t wear it .

If we loose our jobs , how will the thousands of New Yorkers support themselves. .?

Will you be providing us with jobs?

our employees who have been in this trade for over 40 years: will you be providing support to them or
additional training in other vocations ?

This is about job loss ,this could be devastating.

Pls reconsider this proposal and protect our jobs and our livlihoods .

Maria Reich

CEO

ER Fur Trading Corp
Oscar De La Renta Furs
Reich Furs
(T)917.470.8086

(E) maria@odIrfur.com
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To Members of City Council Consumer Affairs Committee:

My name is Sarah Adelson, CEO of Sally LaPointe, a women’s designer ready to wear collection
based in New York City.

My company is located right down the street. | have built this company from just myself and the
creative director, Sally LaPointe, to a team of 11 hard working women. We strive every day to
design and produce products that we believe in. We take pride in the fact that we are based in
New York City. Our clothing is worn by many women of influence and power and sold globally
at numerous retailers.

If you pass this bill you will be taking away our freedom of choice of materials thereby effecting
our ability to provide to our customers the products they know and expect from us.

If you pass this bill you will be starting down a path to which you cannot predict the end. This
could very well open the door to a chain reaction leading to discriminating against the use of
other natural materials also effecting how we design and produce our products.

If you pass this bill it will have a detrimental impact on our business by limiting the type of
products we are able to sell to our retailers and customers.

If you pass this bill New York will cease to be a leader of a multi-billion-dollar international
industry and make the company my team and | have built and the many other companies we
support via our business less relevant in the global industry.

| am asking you not to pass this bill. 1 am asking you to support freedom of choice. | am asking
you to support New York City business owners.

Sincerely,
Sarah Adelson, CEO
SALLY LAPOINTE

Sarah Adelson

WWW.SALLYLAPOINTE.COM



http://www.sallylapointe.com/

My name is Samantha Ortiz and | am a resident of Astoria queens and live in Costa
Constantinedes district. I am President of my family’s fur business, which has been around for 4
generations. The business started in the 1950’s after my great grandfather and family fled Poland
and came to the US for freedom. After fighting for our country in WW2 my great grandfather
returned home to NYC to start his own fur trading company in the garment district, one that
continues to operate today. This legal, highly regulated and sustainable, tax paying NYC
operated business has supported our family for generations, and today — in 2019 | stand here
fighting for the freedom to continue operating in NYC on behalf of my family, our employees
and myself. A ban on fur sales in NYC would be detrimental not only to the 150 small
businesses. Our employees would be out of jobs, irreplaceable niche jobs that they have a
lifetime of experience in. Jobs that cannot be simply replaced by moving to another textile
factory. These are proudly skilled artisans in the craft of fur and shearling and they cannot turn
around and sew a silk dress or something of similar nature. To suggest so without fully
understanding construction is ridiculous. This proposed ban would eradicate an entire industry. It
would cause manufacturing to be obsolete here. Proposed bills like this are the attacks that
destroy jobs and small business. The kind of attacks that destroy lives of taxpaying NY residents
and wipe out a consumers right to choose what they can and cannot purchase. This is a slippery
slope, first it’s fur , shearling - then it’s leather, wool, silk, eggs and meat. Let’s not kid
ourselves. Government needs to regulate our streets, not our closets and rights to consumer
choices. My own family relies on my income to survive, without my income we are finished.
This bill would force my family and I out of NYC. The job loss would be devastating, | would
lose my home. My family would have no where to go. Our employees who have relied on us
would be on the street with no hope and no jobs to turn too. The emotional loss of our family
heritage would be equally devastating.

As a resident of NYC, | see firsthand the issues that need your attention. | have called NYC my
home for over a decade, and over the past few years the rise in homelessness , failing
infrastructure and rodents infestations is appauling. Our city should be focusing on fixing these
issues , fighting for the people they represent — not against us. Fight for the humans living on the
street in filth, fight for the children and adults involved in school and street shootings each week
that we have become so numb too. We need you to tackle gun violence, the rising cost of living,
the crumbling public housing system, unemployment, pollution and the list goes on. | urge you
to attack these issues head on, not to attack our tax paying small businesses and livelihood. 1
urge you to vote no to intro 1476-2019.

Best

Samantha Ortiz



My name is youjin seo and my council member is Ben kallos

I came here in 2007 as a college student and attended Parsons. After graduating it was really
hard to find a job as a foreign student for a while but my company gave me a chance and hired
me as a assistant designer. They gave me an opportunity, trained me and sponsored me to be
a good fur designer. This company made a fashion student who only had abdream into a well
trained highly skilled fashion designer, specialized in fur.

Fur is a part of fashion industry, like leather, fabric, embroidery or any other material which
create beautiful wclothes. Fur making is traditional garment craftmanship and the art of fur work
is beautiful and only highly skilled people can do it. It is truely couture work and needs a lot of
respect like other craft in fashion industry.

I have so much respect for the people in this industry and so greatful that they gave me a
chance. This company sponsored my Visa and greencard. Without this company | wouldn't be
able to stay in USA and have my dream come true to be a fashion designer.

But if this fur sales ban go through, we will no longer have income, no manufacturing and no
industry after all. My skills that | spend so much time and effort to be a good designer will go
astray and | won't be able to design anymore because my skills are applieable only in fur
design. After so many years of trying to make my dream come true, this has to stop because of
the fur ban? | won't be able to have a job and won't be able to stay in USA. What do | do after all
these years of spending time and effort here?



| am Dr. Kimberly Spanjol and | am here today to speak on behalf of the Humane
Education Committee for the United Federation of Teachers. We work with
hundreds of teachers throughout the city to turnkey humane education into their
classrooms and teach our youth to demonstrate empathy, compassion and
kindness toward other people, animals and the environment we share.

Today, we have an opportunity to come together as global citizens and ban the
unimaginably cruel act of the industrial scale killing of animals for their skin.
Animals suffer immense pain and torture for humans to wear them. These
innocent animals endure horrors that we would not wish on our worst enemies,
simply because people like the way their coat looks and feels.

Luckily, technological innovations have already provided us with so many
alternatives to fur that are cruelty free. Many designers have already stopped
using fur in their clothing lines. All of the people currently working in the fur
industry have the skills that are so needed to create pieces with new textiles that
technology and innovation have now made available. The fur sector has all it
needs to reinvent itself and appeal to 21st century consumers. We only need to
look to the dairy industry that has finally started to embrace non-dairy milk
substitutes that are better for humans, animals and the environment due to
consumer awareness, education and demand. Bloomberg reported this week that
many large dairy companies are now reaping the rewards of going plant-based.
The fur industry could follow suit, and focus on ways to grow these new
innovations and create win-wins for everyone — humans, animals and the planet.

Humane Educators work hard to teach our youth to be caring and considerate of
all sentient beings. How can we do this effectively when our laws support
industries that ask youth to dampen their empathy and be consumers of harmful
products, like those offered by the fur industry? Our laws must model the values
that we want our youth to emulate.

This is a crucial time for teaching kindness and compassion. The earth and all of its
inhabitants are in crisis. The United Nations just released a summary report that
says human activity is threatening the existence of over a million plant and animal
species—more than ever before in human history. We need to care for all the
creatures of the earth, and respect their right to exist and tend to their wellbeing.
Saving other animals saves humans too. All oppression is connected. Let us lead


https://paul-shapiro.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=b45ef487eecb8baeb3c8f55cc&id=507779e1b8&e=910fed46c3
https://www.ipbes.net/news/ipbes-global-assessment-summary-policymakers-pdf

the way here ,in our great city, in being kind to the earth and ALL of the beings
that call it home. Today, you have the decision in your hands to help create a
generation of kind, compassionate and empathic people. PLEASE choose wisely
and be on the right side of history. Let us look to the future, and leave the relic of
killing animals for their fur in the past. |implore you to use the power that you
have been granted and educate people regarding how to think critically about this
issue. Help humane educators model the mindset of compassion over oppression
and exploitation of other living beings for profit. Help us follow the state mandate
of humane education laws and support the end of cruel practices by supporting
Intro Bill 1476 and a just, sustainable and equitable future for ALL animals -
humans included.

| would also like to add in written testimony that it deeply saddens me that some
people have been misled by fur industry marketing into believing that the ability
to show status is connected to wearing their cruel products. Owning slaves was
also once seen as a status symbol for wealthy white landowners at one time in
this country. Thankfully humans evolved. They evolved because anti-slavery
activists and abolitionists taught us to know better and then do better. They
changed hearts and minds - and the laws that allowed this cruelty to flourish. We
still have a long way to go to reduce and eventually eliminate cruel oppression of
people, animals and the environment. Councilmembers, that is exactly what | am
begging you to do today. There are many other benevolent ways to show status
than through the exploitation and cruelty of other sentient beings. Let's show
status and power by focusing on building true equality for all life. By increasing
opportunities for meaningful economic gains that can be invested in futures of
families and communities - and NOT on material goods that only serve to make
the producers of those goods wealthy. This is a cruel and misguided ploy to keep
us all consumers of "luxury" items to show an illusion of status and wealth that
actually make us poorer, both in our pockets and in our souls.



Hello,

My name is April Lang and I live in Tribeca, Council Member Margaret Chin’s district. | am urging
her to support Intro. 1476.

This hearing and this issue are being framed as one of choice, in that all of us have the right to
decide for ourselves what is best for ourselves. Generally speaking, I wholeheartedly agree with
this statement. [ should be able to choose things like my political party, favorite restaurants, the
person [ want to spend my life with, and what color to paint my living room walls. What these
choices all have in common is that regardless of my decision, no harm is being caused to any
living being.

Every epoch, every society, has its day of reckoning - the moment when the leaders and the
populace must look into both their hearts and minds and decide what their principles are and
stand up for them. The decision to begin adhering to ones principles may necessitate a
rethinking of long cherished ideas and practices. But many are reluctant to begin the change
process, even when faced with the brutal truth that some of their choices are not aligned with
their values. While there can be several reasons for this hesitation two of the most common are:
1) our species’ belief that freedom of choice is sacrosanct, and 2) entrenched familial and societal
traditions that keep us from accepting and acting on new ideas and information. Indeed, having
the freedom and the right to choose how one lives his/her life is a major benefit of living in a
democracy and must be preserved, unless, of course, what we are choosing causes harm to
another being. A prime example of this type of choice would be supporting the fur trade, a so-
called “luxury” industry, which profits from torturing and killing animals.

Fur apparel, especially coats, has long been a symbol of wealth, glamour, and status. Movie stars
of years gone by were photographed out in public donning their minks, chinchillas, and sable
coats, while on screen, most female characters swooned at the thought of their husband or lover
draping their shoulders in a fur. In the 1920’s and 1930’s, raccoon coats were all the rage for
men. Print ads displayed celebrities wearing fur coats had tag lines, which read, “What becomes
a legend most?” “Defining Style,” and “A woman can be overdressed but never over elegant.”
Over time, fur became more accessible to the masses; even if someone couldn’t afford a fur coat
or jacket, they could get a coat trimmed with fox, or a hat made of rabbit. What was the process
for turning these animals into these “luxury” garments? Nobody seemed curious enough to find
out and nobody in the trade was talking. Over time, that changed and many people went
undercover, often risking their lives, to document exactly what that process entailed. And it
wasn’t a pretty picture.

To acquire fur, animals are either trapped or bred. The former method necessitates using
barbaric devices such as the steel-jaw leg hold, Conibear, or snare traps. These are outlawed in
some places but it's anyone’s guess how many inspectors are actually trekking into woods and
outbacks to monitor compliance. Without going into graphic details, suffice it to say these traps
cause horrific pain to these animals. If the traps don’t’ kill them on the spot, they will often linger
for days in extreme heat, cold, rain, or snow waiting for the trapper to return and finish the “job.”
Many of these animals have been known to chew off a paw in a futile attempt to escape. The
animals that are bred are raised in tiny cages on fur farms. Some of these farms keep the cages
outside so again, these animals are exposed to extreme weather conditions. In a desperate
attempt to escape, many injure themselves on the rusty cage bars and when their cage mates die,



live with the decaying bodies. Death for these animals is torturous. Because the fur trades wants
“pristine” pelts, the animals will be anally electrocuted or clubbed. Because there are so many
animals to kill and time is money, those doing the killing are not “wasting” time to ensure the
animal is dead before fur removal begins.

As more and more people continue to learn about this brutal industry, many are now refuting the
idea that fur is synonymous with glamour. A good many of those who finally have altered their
views about fur are household names in the fashion industry. These include: Coach, Diane Von
Furstenberg, Versace, Michael Kors, Donna Karan, Burberry, Armani, Vivienne Westwood, Gucci,
Calvin Klein, and Tommy Hilfiger. And while these designers have given up selling apparel made
of fur, there are lots of new designers who are manufacturing beautiful faux-fur garments. These
include: Paw], Charly Calder, Pelush, Adolfo Dominguez, Only Me, Donna Salyers, Christopher
Raeburn, and Shrimps. Clearly, for those who wish to look stylish and glamorous, there is no
shortage of cruelty-free options.

Those who have ceased producing garments made of fur, as well as those who never did,
understand the cruelty endemic to this industry. The fur trade, however, is now employing the
euphemism, “sustainable fur farming” to justify their business practices and create the
impression that fur is actually an eco-friendly fabric. Actually fur is not a fabric - it is a part of an
animal’s body and as important to him/her as our skin is to us.

The last several decades have produced a preponderance of evidence that non-human animals
are intelligent beings with rich emotional lives and are capable of experiencing fear and pain.
However, it is an unfortunate but true fact that most consumers don’t bother to fully research an
industry before making a purchase. Therefore, it is up to our elected officials to educate
themselves on matters like this so they can provide leadership and guidance to their
constituents. That might mean going against the grain of what some citizens want but lest we
forget - the 13th amendment passed without every single Southerner being on board. And yet
the South lives on!

I believe New York’s day of reckoning is upon us. Our city can either continue with the status
quo of sanctioning the fur trade or stand up and say, we no longer want to be defined as a city
and people that ignores the suffering of fur-bearing animals. This hearing is not only about
whether an industry should survive, but whether these sentient beings should survive. A famous
quote by Gandhi says, “The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the
way its animals are treated. My fervent hope is that NYC becomes a beacon of enlightened
thinking, making us a shining example of moral progress in action.






Dear Council Members,

On behalf of Long Island Orchestrating for Nature (LION) and our hundreds of supporters
throughout the five boroughs, | urge you to support Intro 1476.

Millions of animals around the world are beaten, electrocuted, and skinned for fur garments
every single year, taking dozens of lives slaughtered to make a single fur coat. Whether the fur
comes from China where there are no laws preventing animal abuse on fur farms, or Sweden
where minks have been documented living with open head wounds and severe infections, or the
United States where foxes are gassed or electrocuted, fur means cruelty to animals. As an
anthrozoologist, I know that this callousness toward animals breeds callousness toward all life,
cats, dogs, and humans included. As a licensed Nuisance Wildlife Control Operator in the state
of New York, I can tell you that animals trapped for their fur suffer no less here than they do in
China. I've seen raccoon femurs snap as easily as a pencil in a steeljawed trap and would never
use such a cruel device on any animal.

Everyone involved in this cruel industry would be jailed on felony cruelty-to-animals charges if
dogs or cats in the United States were abused in the same ways as animals who are killed for
their fur. Just this morning, it was announced that authorities are searching for a suspect trapping
cats with steeljawed traps on Long Island right now.

New York has been at the forefront of fashion for decades, so as top designers, like Coach,
Giorgio Armani, Michael Kors, Donna Karan, and more now reject the cruelty of fur, it is only
fitting New York City does as well. Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

John Di Leonardo

Executive Director & Anthrozoologist

Long Island Orchestrating for Nature (LION)
www.humanelongisland.org



http://www.humanelongisland.org/

Dear City Council,

| support Intro 1476, the bill to enact a ban on sale of live fur products in New York City. Killing animals so
that we can wear them is no longer necessary, and it is inhumane.

Thank you,

David Murphy
370 Central Park West



Dear Council,

My name is Emilie Nguyen and | live in Clinton Hill, Brooklyn in Council member Laurie
Cumbo’s district. | urge her to support this bill.

When | walk down the street of NYC and see people wearing fur or their Canada Goose jacket |
immediately feel exasperated by the lack of empathy toward the animals who had to suffer and
be tortured. Fur is a constant reminder of pain, suffering and death. | don’t want to be
reminded of our own lack of humanity when | walk down the street but most importantly this
barbaric practice has no place in our modern society. With all the technological advances we
can now make fake fur that is more economical and sustainable for our environment.

Millions of baby (usually 6 months to 3 years old) foxes, minks, rabbits, even dogs and cats
are caught in traps or bred in misery in those tiny cages. They live in terror, fear, stress and are
prone to diseases and psychological/physiological distress (anxiety-induced psychosis).

Animals are sentient beings which means they can feel a wide range of emotions from pain to
happiness. Darwin wrote “there is no fundamental difference between man and animals in their
ability to feel pleasure and pain, happiness and misery.” Animals exhibit qualities connected
with social instincts; they are social animals like we are.

If people knew where their fur is coming from they might think differently and decide not to
purchase it. Consumers have the right to know what animals had to die to provide the fur.
Change comes with awareness. This is a moral imperative. You can help save millions of
innocent lives, please support Intro 1476 and make fur part of our history.

Thank you for your attention,
Emilie

Lefferts PI
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Hil

| was not able to make it to city hall today. Banning fur from the city lets everyone know that New York
does not stand for animal cruelty. It is SUCH a great stride towards a more compassionate future, where
future generations can learn that it’s not acceptable to use animals for a fashion statement. There are
many alternatives out there for people to pick from, that will keep them warm and look just as good. |
support the fur ban! The fur industry is a cruel, torture fueled industry that profits off of terrified,
innocent beings. Please show our children a compassionate, respectful future by supporting the ban too.
Thank you so much.

Thank you,
Victoria White



Greetings!

| would like to state that | am in favor of Intro 1476 to ban the sale of Fur in NYC. There should be
no business in the greatest city in the world, a modern world, that specializes in selling real fur. This is a
barbaric practice that only promotes animal cruelty and murder. It is sadistic to do this to any sentient
living creature.

The right to bodily autonomy should not only be limited to humans, but should also include non-
human animals. For NYC to ban this business practice would demonstrate to the whole world that our
civilization can make advancements without doing so at the expense of animals and their environment.

It is of the utmost importance for our humanity to support Intro 1476. The fur industry is
partaking in nothing more than disturbing mass extermination to beautiful innocent creatures that did
not deserve such torture fall upon them.

Thank you, very much.

Sincerely,

Edward Oporto



Adelia Honeywood Harrison
honeywood5@yahoo.com

Testimony on Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in NYC
May 15, 2019

Compassion is better business than cruelty. People around the world are demanding products
that do not involve cruelty towards people or animals. Those businesses that understand this
will outperform businesses that are stuck in obsolete forms of commerce that traffic in suffering
and exploitation. New York City has the opportunity to be a leader in compassion and in
worldwide consumer and fashion trends by passing Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in NYC.

I am a long-time resident of New York City, vegetarian, animal rescuer, and member of the
general public who is watching this bill closely.

Animals that are raised or hunted for fur suffer terribly. They either spend short unhappy lives of
suffering and fear in a fur farm, or they suffer hideous pain and fear in leghold or snare traps that
are among the cruellest devices ever devised by humankind. And for what? For the trim on a
Canada Goose coat? For a coat or wallet? Fur is a vanity item that has no utility in
contemporary society. Furthermore, fur is treated with all kinds of toxic chemicals that pollute
our environment. And some animals that end up as fur coats are threatened or endangered.

Nobody wants people to lose livelihoods, but there are alternatives and ways to diversify into
products that do not involve cruelty and that ordinary people will actually want. Please pass Intro
1476 for a humane and innovative New York City.



Worldwide, over 100 million animals are abused and killed for their fur every year.
Whether raised on fur-farms or trapped from the wild, fur-bearing animals including:
foxes, coyotes, wolves, bobcats, beavers, otters, dogs, cats, and raccoon dogs, have
unimaginable cruelty inflicted upon them by the fur industry.

As consumers become more aware of how animals are violently abused and killed for
their fur, they are seeking to buy clothing, shoes, and accessories that are as ethically
produced as they are functional and stylish. That is why designers, retailers, cities, and
countries around the world are joining together in banning the sale of fur and shutting
down fur farms. In the past 18 months, Chanel, Phillip Lim, Jean Paul Gaultier,
Coach, Burberry, Gucci, Michael Kors, and more, have all banned fur. Here in the
US, the cities of Los Angeles and San Francisco have recently banned the sale and
manufacturing of fur, while cities and countries across Europe and Asia are doing the
same.

It’s clear that fur is cruel and a relic of the past.

PLEASE, let's make New York City the next city to become fur free TODAY'! Thank
you Stacey Gross



Hello nyc council,

My name is john paredes, my address is 64th St Woodside, ny. My council
representative is jimmy van Bramer.

| vehemently encourage you as the leaders of nyc that you are to take an ethical
stand and support and pass Intro 1476 to ban fur sales. The fur industry is
inhuman, and antiquated. There is no need for fur in fashion and clothing making.
Please have the moral clarity to speak for those that cannot speak for themselves.
Please pass Intro 1476 today!!!

-regards

John paredes

Workers Transport Cooperative

Bikeshare maintenance & services



My name is Jessica Zafonte. | am an attorney residing at W 116 St, New York, NY
10026. My council member is Bill Perkins. | could not attend today’s hearing on
Intro 1476 today, which | strongly support, because | am traveling for work. The
fur industry is one of the cruelest in existence today, and there is no justification
for this cruelty. Clothing made with fur are luxury products, not something that
anyone needs. The standard methods in the industry for raising, skinning and
killing these animals are egregious in their brutal and inhumane nature and the
suffering of the animals, no different from the dogs we keep as pets, is
unimaginable. As a society, we must continue to progress and put such barbaric
and inhumane practices behind us, despite the fact that they may have been
considered acceptable in the past. New York City should join other progressive

cities in banning the sale of fur. It is the right thing for a civilized society to do.
>
> Jessica Zafonte



Councilman

To let you know, my family entered the fur business immediately after my father
returned from world war two. We continue today with the fourth generation of
our family in this business.

We are a proud and hard working industry and our business is one of the first
ones in the history of the United States. NYC, once the proud fashion and fur
center of the world. All of the people in the Fur business follow proper animal
husbandry and care of animals. The industry has very strict guidelines and
certification that has been followed for many years.

Sir; We believe in freedom of choice.

It is beyond my understanding and comprehension that you would try to remove
an entire industry and over 7500 jobs from wonderful people that really do not
know any other work.

And where will you go next, meat, fowl, leather etc.

We ask you to concentrate on human issues :

Homeless people living on our streets

Hunger

Mental health ( current program a disaster) Public housing is full of mold and lead
pain and no heat.

Public transportation

Education system is terrible

Etc etc

Please rescind this unfair bill

Richard Reich, retired
ER Fur Tradings corp.



Jewish

veg For Health. For the Environment. For Compassion. Jewish Values in Action.

OFFICIAL STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF INTRO 476

As a national nonprofit organization supported by leading rabbis from across the denominational spectrum, Jewish
Veg supports legislation to ban the sale of fur for one simple reason:

Judaism mandates that we treat animals with exquisite and sensitive compassion, and the practices of the fur
industry grotesquely violate this mandate.

The Bible, or what we call the Torah, speaks emphatically and repeatedly about how we’re supposed to treat
animals. In Judaism, these teachings are collectively known as tza’ar baalei chayim.

Actually, these are more than teachings. In the Jewish religion, tza’ar baalei chayim is a Torah mandate. We are
forbidden from causing or abetting unnecessary animal suffering.

In the fur industry, the suffering is profound, even excruciating. Whether the animals are raised in captivity or
caught in the wild, the practices are unfathomably cruel.

Minks and other animals raised in captivity for their fur are typically kept in small wire cages. In these cages, the
animals are deprived of the ability to engage in their most basic natural behaviors, such as running and climbing.

About 40 percent of mink apparel comes China, where animal-welfare standards are non-existent.

In the wild, leghold traps are common in the U.S. fur industry, even though more than 85 countries have banned
these cruel, inhumane devices.

Frightened animals pinned by a leghold trap are left for days without food, water, or protection from the weather
until the hunter comes back to the trap, at which point they’re either shot at point blank range, clubbed to death,
or choked.

All of these practices are not only abhorrent to any sensitive person, they specifically constitute egregious
violations of Jewish ethics.

We acknowledge that Jewish law takes into account our need to earn a living. And we’re confident that
implementation of this legislation will include some form of economic mitigation so that owners of fur stores and
their employees can transition to other business ventures.

We also acknowledge that a small subset of Orthodox Jewish men wear fur hats, called shtreimels. It must be
emphasized that this is a cultural custom, not a part of the Jewish religion. This is why the vast majority of Jews do
not wear or own shtreimels. As a cultural custom, it is improper to buy or wear a fur shtreimel, as their production
violates a Torah mandate, which takes precedence.

Faux-fur versions of these hats are available, especially in Israel. But even if that weren’t the case, the proposed
legislation does not seek to ban the wearing of furs, only the sale of furs.

So this legislation leaves freedom of religious expression untouched and intact.

Actually, when it comes to Judaism, this legislation is itself an expression of our religious values, and thus we look
forward to its passage. No civilized society, whether governed by religious or secular values, should blind itself to
such suffering. Together, we will create a more compassionate world and a fur-free city.


https://awionline.org/awi-quarterly/2013-fall/while-world-moves-us-still-caught-its-traps
http://thefurbearers.com/the-issues/trapping/about-trapping

Councilman

My name is Larry Marchfeld. | have worked in the fur industry for over 30 years. | presently
work for Reich Furs a family run business who employees over 10 workers. Through the 30
years of employment in the fur industry | have established myself as a professional and a
businessman. | have been able to help put my 2 children through school and also help them pay
their student loans as well as give them financial support. My dad passed away roughly 3 years
ago and I am lucky enough to still have my mother who is 82. | help support her so she can
continue to live a enjoyable life. If this fur ban goes into effect my livelihood will be in
jeopardy. I will no longer be able to help pay my children’s student loans which will then put
them in a hardship situation. I will not be able to help support my 82 year old mother who
depends on my financial assistance. | will not be able to pay my own mortgage, | will not be able
to afford health care and at 61 years old | will be forced to seek employment. The many
employees that work in the company that I am employed for will also lose there jobs and

will not be able to pay there bills. Everyday these workers walk around our office with fear and
uncertainty in their faces of what may happen to them if this ban goes into effect.

Please vote No on this fur ban and save our workforce, our industry, our livelihoods and most
importantly our families.

Best Regards

Larry Marchfeld

Visit www.shoppersrights.org to protect consumer freedoms in NYC


http://www.shoppersrights.org/

Dear Council member,

As a native New Yorker and human who cares about not only just other humans, but
non humans as well. I urge you to please pass the fur ban.

Worldwide, over 100 million animals are abused and killed for their fur every year.
Whether raised on fur-farms in tiny wire cages or trapped from the wild with cruel leg-
hold traps, fur-bearing animals -- including foxes, coyotes, wolves, otters, dogs, cats,
and raccoon dogs -- have unimaginable cruelty inflicted upon them. Designers, retailers,
and cities around the world are joining together in banning the sale of fur and shutting
down fur farms due to the cruelties involved. In the past 18 months, Chanel, Phillip Lim,
Jean Paul Gaultier, Coach, Burberry, Gucci, Michael Kors, and more, have all banned
fur. Here in the US, the cities of Los Angeles and San Francisco have recently banned
the sale and manufacturing of fur, while cities and countries across Europe and Asia are
seeking to do the same.

An overwhelming majority of residents support banning the sale of fur apparel in the
city, a new poll released Friday shows. These poll numbers confirm the public
overwhelmingly supports laws that protect animals and that New Yorkers would like to
progress and move forward away from this archaic industry.

I hope you will take the above information into consideration during the hearing today.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gina Volpe

Brooklyn, NY


https://www.furfreenyc.com/s/Mason-Dixon-Fur-Poll-5102019-5d7m.pdf

Testimony in Support of Intro 1476

My name is Dilara Alemdar and | am a American/Turkish citizen living in the East village in
Carlina Rivera’s district. I urge her to support the Bill to Ban Sale of Fur in NYC because | believe that it
is unacceptable to turn a blind eye to the pain and suffering that the fur industry is causing. | want to be
proud of the city that | am living in and believe that this bill will be a great step in making NYC a city that
respects animal rights. | have been volunteering in dog rescues for years and believe that the poor animals
who spend their lives in mesh cages are no different than our dogs and cats and they have every right to a
proper life. 1 am also Junior at NYU double majoring in Politics and Comparative Literature and | study
animal ethics and philosophies and know that the fur industry and practice is becoming outdated. | have
talked to many students at NYU and | can confidently say that the majority of the people who buy fur do
not know that the fur they are wearing is real. | am hoping that NYC will be on the right side of history and
show the world that it is a city that respects animal rights. We are all capable of compassion and we can
definitely do better and do everything we can to stop the suffering, pain and fear of these innocent beings.

Thank you for your time.



Testimony in Favor of Intro 1476A - Bill to Ban Sale of Fur in NYC

My name is Michal Klein, my address is 264 6™ Avenue, New York, NY 10014, and my council member is
Corey Johnson, sponsor of Intro 1476A which would ban the sale of fur in New York City. | am emailing
to voice my support of this legislation. This cruel industry does not have a place in our current society.

The methods in which animals are bred or trapped and kept in small cages in the fur industry are
horrific. These animals are meant to run around free. Long periods in a small cage drives them insane,
much like would happen to a confined human. These animals will pace or sway back and forth in the
cage, gnaw at their legs, or attack another animal in the same cage. When their fur is stolen from them,
they are anally electrocuted which causes extreme suffering and pain. They don’t always die from this
process, which is the intention without destroying their fur, and are often skinned alive and left in a pile
to die a slow, painful death.

In a modern society, humans should be better than this. The fur industry can only be called one thing,
unethical. New Yorkers and most humans are compassionate and don’t want to unnecessarily hurt
animals. There is no functional reason to torture and kill animals for fur. There are many faux fur textile
materials to replicate the look of fur. To keep hurting animals for vanity is simply immoral at this point
and wrong. It is also unsustainable.

| do understand that those who make their living in the fur industry are concerned about their jobs and
being able to earn a living. Throughout history, many industries have become obsolete and died out,
causing people to have to adjust and find another way to earn money. This is not a reason to keep doing
the wrong thing. | do feel that if the fur industry is banned in New York City, there should be funding to
help those currently working in the industry to be trained in another industry, or to work with other
materials within the fashion industry that doesn’t involve hurting animals. The goal is not to harm the
humans who work in the fur industry. The goal is to save animals from being tortured and killed like so
many before them.

Thank you for your time in reading my statement.
Sincerely,

Michal Klein

Peace begins on your plate
www.VeganOutreach.org/whyvegan



http://www.veganoutreach.org/whyvegan

To Whom It May Concern:

My name is Elena Natale. | am a resident of Brooklyn, New York and a
constituent of Council Member Dr. Mathieu Eugene. | write to you today in
strong support of Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in New York City. New
York City has long been a symbol of modernity and forward-thinking. But
how can we claim to be truly progressive if we continue to condone the
torture and killing of the most innocent and defenseless among us?

| ask you to please think of your beloved pets with whom you share your
home and your life. Animals that are trapped, skinned, anally electrocuted
and mercilessly killed for fur are just as capable of feeling love and joy and
despair and terror as our companion animals. Would you ever want them
subjected to that which animals experience at the hands of the fur industry?

There are those who will present flimsy arguments in opposition to the ban,
saying, for instance, that real fur is environmentally friendly; it's not. (Toxic
runoff from the waste of animals kept on fur farms pollutes the
environment. Petrochemical dyes, finishes, preservatives and other volatile
compounds are regularly used to "beautify" and prevent rot and infestation,
harming the environment and consumers in the process.) Or they may say
that banning fur will mean a huge loss of jobs; it won't. (New York City, the
fashion capital of the world, is home to 180,000 fashion industry workers,
accounting for 6% of the city’s workforce. Fur jobs represent just 0.5% of
these jobs. More importantly, skills are universal. Fur is simply a material
input. Superior inputs can be used without a loss of design and
manufacturing jobs. Therefore, the skills, from designing to patterning,
cutting, and sewing that furriers have are still very valuable and can be
applied across NYC'’s growing sustainable design and manufacturing
sector. There are NYC funds, initiatives & accelerators designed to help the
fashion industry thrive in NYC.)

Increasingly, consumers are demanding an alternative to fur. A recent poll
conducted by Mason-Dixon found that 74% of Democrats, 71% of
Republicans and 79% of Independents support a ban on the sale of fur.
And the fashion industry is following suit. Recent companies to stop using



fur include Chanel, Phillip Lim, Jean Paul Gaultier, Coach, Burberry, Gucci,
Michael Kors, and more. And other cities are getting the idea, too (Los
Angeles and San Francisco recently approved similar fur bans). New York
Is not a city that follows; New York leads.

We live in a time where the strong get away with bullying the weak. Let's
change this. Let's send a very powerful message that profit and allegiance
to the almighty dollar are not what matters most. Compassion and respect
are most important, and their day is here. Please do what is right. Please
support Intro 1476.

Thank you for your attention to this very important matter.

Sincerely,

Elena Natale

Constituent of Council Member Dr. Mathieu Eugene
Beverley Rd.

Brooklyn, NY 11226



Hello

| would like to submit my testimony, asking you to support Intro 1476, the Sales ban on Fur Apparel.

100 million animals are brutally killed worldwide for fur. The production of fur relies upon inhumane
practices. Some animals are skinned alive. Some are electrocuted or gassed. Some are trapped in painful
traps, resulting in immense physical trauma, spending days trapped without food or water. These traps
may also injure and kill pets and children inadvertently. All farmed animals are kept in such small cages
throughout their shortened lives, that they literally go crazy.

Fewer people are buying fur, now that they realize the brutality behind it. It's time that we remove the
brutality to animals where we can.

Why wouldn't anyone not support the ban, given the horrors of production?
Some say it's all because of money. However, as society progresses, some businesses always get
impacted. That doesn't stop us from progressing though. Society will be losing many more jobs from

automation than from banning fur sales. And no one is stopping automation from continuing.

Please support Intro 1476 to ban the sale of fur in New York.

Thank you,

Dahlia Benaroya
158 Street
Flushing, NY 11358

Council Member Paul Vallone District 19



Hello,

My name is Kelsey Sikon, | currently live at 43rd Street, Astoria, NY, 11103 and my city council member
is Jimmy Van Bramer.

| am emailing today to show my support of Intro 1476, a bill which would effectively ban the sale of fur
in New York City. The fur industry is incredibly horrific, impractical, inefficient, and downright cruel, and
there is really no place for it in our modern society.

There is no reason to wear fur and many fashion moguls have already taken a hard stance against it.
Gucci, Versace, Burberry, Michael Kors, Coach, Chanel, and H&M are just a few designers that support
banning fur. Likewise the cities of Los Angeles and San Francisco have already successfully banned fur. It
is time for NYC to be the best major city to step up to the plate and do the morally and ethically right
thing to do by taking a stance against animal cruelty in fashion!

In a citywide survey conducted by Mason-Dixon, 74% of Democrats, 71% of Republicans, and 79% of
Independents support banning fur. These statistics prove that this issue is universally supported across
all political lines, because regardless of political standing the majority of people can agree that fur is
cruel and completely unnecessary and would like to see our city support that.

Please help our city become a more progressive and compassionate one. It is what most voters support
and would be a huge step forward!

Best,

Kelsey Sikon



Emmanuel Reyes

Knickerbocker Ave

Brooklyn, NY, 11207

Council member : Rafael L. Espinal Jr.

To whom it may concern,

I am in full support of new york city's intro 1476 to prohibit the sale of fur. The fur industry is cruel and
inhumane to animals all around the globe. New York should join Los dngeles and San Francisco in their
compassionate choice to prohibit the sale of fur in their respective cities.

-Reyes



Hello,

My name is Corinne van den Heuvel, | live at W 87th Street in New York, NY 10024 and
my council member is Helen Rosenthal.

| wholeheartedly support Intro 1476 to ban fur sales, just like 74% of Democrats, 71% of
Republicans and 79% of independents support the sales prohibition, according to a citywide
survey conducted by Mason-Dixon.

Please use your voices wisely and for those without voices, who've been needlessly bred,
tortured and killed for far too long. Please make the coming New York winters more pleasant by
taking the vile, constant reminders of this animal abuse off the streets.

Many thanks,

Corinne van den Heuvel

furfreenyc.com/blog


https://www.furfreenyc.com/s/Mason-Dixon-Fur-Poll-5102019-5d7m.pdf
https://www.furfreenyc.com/s/Mason-Dixon-Fur-Poll-5102019-5d7m.pdf
http://furfreenyc.com/blog?fbclid=IwAR0prrnlLnNnulhiCaIf7T6cmkaJd_co1VJGr4QbQmzxSw5zQlPii1GiKiY

| was unable to attend the hearing today about Intro 1476 - the bill which would ban fur products in
NYC, but | wholeheartedly support this proposed ban.

Fur clothing and other products are senseless results of a life of cruelty and brutal death to innocent
animals. These products are losing popularity because social media and other exposure is revealing the

horror that is behind them.

NYC is a great city that sets an example for places around the world, and it would be wonderful to send
a message of kindness over cruelty.

Please ban fur products from NYC.

Thank you,
Lori Klugman



Sheila M. Richardson
61st Street

Woodside, NY 11377

Councilmember: Jimmy VanBramer

Re: Intro 1476

There are numerous negative aspects of the fur industry. It's not sustainable, it's not natural. It
pollutes. Furisn't "green"; but it is mean. Among the nasty facts that the fur industry doesn't want you
to know, or care about, is how the animals are killed for fur products, from a full coat to fur trim, to cat
toys.

This is a sampling of the brutal techniques used to kill the animal without harming its fur:
Minks are gassed or electrocuted, either anally or vaginally. There are 120 minks in one coat.

Beavers are drowned in underwater traps. It takes a long time for a beaver to drown. There are nine
beavers in one coat.

Wild foxes are stomped as their paws are in the grips of a leghold trap. There are 10 to 24 foxes for one
coat

Persian lamb, a/k/a "broadtail" - pregnant sheep are beaten with a stick to induce labor and then the
fetal lambs are skinned alive. This is to keep the kink in the fur. There are 30 karakul lambs in one coat.

The fur industry constitutes a tiny part of the fashion industry but is responsible for an outsize amount
of pain. There are many alternative careers in fashion that don't involve cruelty.

We aren't living in 2019 B.C. A recent poll shows 75% of NYC respondents, Democrats and Republicans,
support a ban. Fashion designers are increasingly abandoning the use of fur in their designs. This is not a
fringe issue. Please vote YES on Intro 1476. Thank you.

Sheila M. Richardson



Good evening, council members and Speaker Johnson. Today |
witnessed testimony from 1pm to 6pm, but was not called to
present so please take a moment to read what | had prepared
to say during todays hearing.

My name is Lester Wasserman and | am the fourth generation
in my family shoe business. Tip Top Shoes as been in existence
since 1940 and The proposed ban on shearling shoes and
accessories is another nail in the coffin of retail here in New
York City. As a small business owners, we have had to contend
with a variety of issues that make doing business here in New
York City more difficult than ever. Rising rents, a new minimum
wage of $15 per hour, rising healthcare costs and a drastic shift
towards Amazon and online shopping are just a few of the
hurdles we have managed to clear over the recent years. As
retailers, we carry the products our consumers demand. If
there is no demand,we don’t carry them. It’s just that

simple. Government intervention here is simply wrong, and in
addition where does it go from here? What is next? Are you
going to regulate what food we eat? This might sound like a
joke, but it’s no laughing matter.

Sheepskin - like leather - is a byproduct of the food industry and
should be exempted from the proposed legislation.



As small business, we are overtaxed and overregulated already
and now you want to tell us what items we can or can not
sell? That’s simply outrageous. Additionally, this unfairly
targets middle and lower income people who work in these
businesses. From stock people, cashiers, sales people and
managers, we would have to make significant changes to our
staff. We are a union store and many of our staff members
have worked for us for decades. They are like family, but if
stripped of the ability to sell shearling, these changes would be
inevitable in our quest to survive. Local 1102, the union
affiliated with retail, wholesale and department store
employees would also take a hit here as without the ability to
sell these big ticket items, these jobs would disappear. This
proposed ban will send shockwaves through retail here in NYC
and it would be irresponsible of you to pass such legislation

Thank you

-Lester Wasserman

Tip Top Shoes
155 West 72nd Street
NY,NY 10023

https://tiptopshoes.com



https://tiptopshoes.com/

My name is Patricia Licea Guerrero and I’'m one of Ms. Diana Ayala’s constituents. |
would like for Ms. Diana Ayala to support Intro 1476. ’'m originally from Los Angeles
but moved to the east coast for college and have now (to the dismay of my poor mother)
stayed for work.

I’m sure you’ll hear a variety of statistics and facts today explaining why the fur industry
has no place in New York so I’d like to instead bring your attention to a more personal
perspective.

I had my first interaction with “fur” when I was about 8 or 9 years old. My mom gifted
me a gorgeous black fur coat. | loved it and wore it proudly for the first time on my way
to a family party. An aunt approached me and asked me if | knew the coat could have
been from a dog. I, a mere 8 or 9 year old, was horrified and admonished myself for not
having considered that earlier. The coat immediately lost its allure for me for it couldn’t
be beautiful on anyone other than the original animal who bore the fur.

I now realize there was no way a $20 coat from JCPenney could have been made from
real fur, but my reaction was real. This story is emblematic of the changing times. If I, as
a young child, turned away from this non-necessity by a passing mention of the
manufacturing process, how could you all not be swayed with even more facts?

In sum, this California girl has remained warm and survived the raging northeastern
winters without needing to wear fur. My generation, unlike the previous, doesn’t view fur
as glamorous and it WILL become a thing of the past.

Patricia Licea Guerrero



Ban fur

Please ban fur from all NYC.

Katty Aybar <katty aybar@yahoo.es>



Hello my name is Amanda Ardelean. [ am from Council Member Stephen Levin’s
district.

[ am here today because I feel a moral obligation to voice my concern for the victims
of the fur industry and to urge the city council to support Intro 1476. Harmful
industries must be disrupted and the City Council is taking a very important and

admirable step to disrupt this vile one.

Listening to testimonies today, it seems that opponents of this introduction are
fighting against it because continuing with their current business practices is the
easy way out. Well-developed and logical reasons for why they can’t transition to

cruelty-free alternatives have not been provided.

But I don’t believe this bill is meant to be pro-animals and anti-New York furriers. I
believe we as a city will be able to think creatively to support the current fur-
dependent businesses as they transition away from fur. With the significant decline
in the demand for this product since the 20t century, their businesses will continue
to be surpassed by modern, ethical brands, and this is the reality they will need to
face. They just need a push from our City Council to get them started in the right

direction.

When I think of fur, I think of cruelty, of torture, of unnatural confinement, of
mutilation, of agony, and of slaughter. I think of innocent creatures who have no
idea why they are being treated as they are. I think of horror movies and how they
can’t ever be effective in eliciting fear because the worse that happens in those is the

standard reality for millions of animals.

And then I think it can’t get worse, but it does when you realize none of it is

necessary and cannot be justified.

There is no need for animal fur products in New York City. Thank you.
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Testimony of Tom Garcia
Senior Yice President & General Counsel
Deckers Brands

Before the

New York City Council
Committee on Consumer Affairs & Business Licensing

Regarding

Int. 1476-A — Prohibiting the sale of fur

Good afternoon. My name is Tom Garcia and I serve as the Senior Vice President and General
Counsel at Deckers Brands. I would like to thank Speaker Johnson, Chairman Espinal, as well as
members of the committee for the opportunity to testify before you today. Founded in 1973,
Deckers Brands began as a simple sandal company in Southern California. Since then, we have
grown into a global, multi-brand company that includes footwear brands such as UGG®, Teva®,
and HOKA ONE ONE®.

In New York City, we have 70 full time employees working in corporate as well our 4 retail
locations with many more during the holiday season. In addition, we have more than 150
wholesale accounts throughout the five boroughs that account for approximately 200 store fronts,
many of whom, are small business owners.

I am here today to testify in regards Int. 1476-A, which prohibits the sale or offer for sale of fur
apparel, except for used fur apparel and fur apparel that is worn as a matter of religious custom.
The current definition of “fur” in the bill means any animal skin, in whole or in part, with the
hair, fleece or fur fibers attached. This definition would prohibit the sale of certain UGG® Brand
products, including our iconic UGG® classic boot, that contain sheepskin. It is important to
distinguish UGG® Brand sheepskin products from luxury fur products such as fox, lynx, and
mink that this legislation is seeking to ban.

Sheepskin, like leather, is a by-product of food production and is fundamentally different from
luxury fur products and should be exempted. On May 8+, Speaker Johnson framed the byproduct
argument in explaining the current exemption for leather “Leather is a co-product of meat. So
right now, if you're killing a mink, or a chinchilla, or a coyote for fur, you're not eating their
meat.” Sheepskin should be included as a byproduct exemption in this legislation — just like
leather.

While foxes and other animals are raised expressly and exclusively for their skins, sheep are
primarily raised for their meat, not for the sheepskin. If sheepskin is not utilized, it is often
considered waste and is burned or discarded as trash.

Deckers Outdoor Corporation

250 Coromar Drive
Goleta, California, 93117
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Approximately 95% of the sheep’s value to the farmer is derived from selling the meat, while
less than 5% is derived from the sheepskin. By utilizing sheepskin in our products, Deckers
Brands is making the food industry more sustainable.

Many other jurisdictions such as Los Angeles, San Francisco, and the City of Berkeley that have
implemented fur bans have exempted sheepskin from the definition of “fur” in their legislation.
It is important to point out that there is also a bill in the NYS Assembly sponsored by Assembly
Member Linda Rosenthal that bans the sale of fur but includes an exemption for sheepskin in the
definition of “fur.” Fashion icon Tim Gunn was recently quoted in a City & State op-ed praising
Los Angeles and San Francisco for their fur bans, which include sheepskin exemptions.

Deckers Brands sources sheepskin from countries with stringent food industry and animal
welfare regulations such as the United States, the United Kingdom, and Australia. We are
committed to sourcing our material in a sustainable way as evidenced by our ethical sourcing and
animal welfare policy. We respect the City Council’s efforts to stop the practice of raising
animals to be killed for their fur but want to distinguish sheepskin products from this category of
products.

We urge the Council to amend the legislation to include an exemption for sheepskin products
from the definition of “fur” so that Deckers Brands along with the hundreds of small businesses
can continue to do business in New York City.

We look forward to working with the Council on this issue.

Deckers Outdoor Corporation
250 Coromar Drive
Goleta, California, 93117
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Ethical Sourcing and Animal Welfare Policy

L. INTRODUCTION

At Deckers Brands (“Deckers”), we want to bring transparency to our supply chain. We want
consumers to know about the materials and craftsmanship used to create our unique brands. This
policy is a statement of our commitment to Ethical Sourcing and Animal Welfare. It guides
Deckers, as well as our suppliers and manufacturers (collectively, “business partners™), to act
responsibly when sourcing materials on behalf of Deckers.

IL. SCOPE

This policy applies to all suppliers who source materials on behalf of Deckers Brands including
UGG®, Teva®, Sanuk®, Hoka One One®, Koolaburra®.

II. PERMITTED/PROHIBITED ANIMAL HIDES
A. Permitted Animal Hides

Deckers ONLY accepts Animal Hides that are a byproduct of the meat industry and are
not raised exclusively for their pelts. This includes, but is not limited to:

o Cow (leather + hair-on hides)
o Sheep (leather + hair-on hides)
o Pig

° Goat

o Water Buffalo

B. Prohibited Animal Hides
Animal Hides must NOT be any of the following species:

e Any species of domesticated or feral dog or cat

e Raccoon Dog

e Angora or rabbit hair (this restriction shall apply to Products manufactured after the
Fall 2014 season)

e Astrakhan/Karakul

Date Adopted: November 1, 2018
Department Responsible: Materials Purchasing
Approved by: Senior Vice President of Supply Chain
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e Seal, Polar bear, leopard, ocelot, tiger, cheetah, jaguar, sable antelope, wolf (Canis
lupus), zebra, whale, cobra, python, sea turtle, colobus monkey, kangaroo, vicuna, sea
otter, free-roaming feral horse, dolphin or porpoise (Delphinidae), Spanish lynx, or
elephant

e Crocodile, alligator or caiman

e Endangered species, based on the Convention on International Trade in Endangered
Species (CITES) (see www.cites.org for a list of species) or the IUCN red list as
Critically Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable (www.redlist.org).

IV.  SOUND ANIMAL HUSBANDRY AND MULESING

A. Sound Animal Husbandry
Suppliers must source animal hides from processors which use sound animal
husbandry, humane animal treatment, and slaughtering practices. Deckers does not
accept hides from animals that have been slaughtered exclusively for their pelts or
skinned alive. We define sound husbandry as the internationally recognized Five
Freedoms'.
a. Freedom from hunger or thirst by ready access to fresh water and a diet to
maintain full health and vigor;
b. Freedom from discomfort by providing an appropriate environment
including shelter and a comfortable resting area;
¢. Freedom from pain, injury or disease by prevention or rapid diagnosis and
treatment;
d. Freedom to express (most) normal behavior by providing sufficient space,
proper facilities and company of the animal's own kind; and
e. Freedom from fear and distress by ensuring conditions and treatment
which avoid mental suffering.

B. Mulesing: Deckers does not support the practice of mulesing. Sheepskin and Wool
suppliers must certify that they do not supply any materials or products to Deckers
from sheep which have been mulesed. Further, Deckers will accept Merino wool
from Australia only from certified non-mulesed or ceased-mulesed wool sources.
The UGG®™ Animal Welfare FAQ details Deckers’ sheepskin sourcing practices and
can be found at the following link: https://www.ugg.com/animal-welfare-faq.html.

V. RESPONSIBLE COTTON

Deckers Brands is a member of the Better Cotton Initiative and understands the
importance of sourcing cotton produced in a way that is better for the people who
produce it and the environment in which it grows. We do not support forced labor, in

1 “The Five Freedoms”, Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, accessed December 2, 2015.
https://www.rspca.org.uk/servlet/Satellite?blobcol=urlblob&blobheader=application/pdf&blobkey=id&blobtable=
RSPCABlob&blobwhere=1210683196122

Date Adopted: November 1, 2018
Department Responsible: Materials Purchasing
Approved by: Senior Vice President of Supply Chain
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any form, which is why we do not source cotton originating from Turkmenistan or
Uzbekistan given the practice of forced labor in these countries for cotton production.
Our business partners are also prohibited from sourcing cotton from Turkmenistan or
Uzbekistan.

VI. RESPONSIBLE DOWN

All down used in Deckers branded products is certified in accordance with the
Responsible Down Standard: http://responsibledown.org/. Deckers believes that the
welfare of the birds should be respected at all times. As such, Deckers strictly prohibits
the practice of live-plucking or force feeding.

VII. DEFORESTATION

All tanneries supplying finished leather (cattle hides) to Deckers Brands originating
from Brazil are required to have a Leather Working Group certification and a level “A”
rating in traceability. This ensures that the hides sourced are not originating from farms
involved in illegal deforestation.

VIII. RESPONSIBILITIES OF DECKERS BUSINESS PARTNERS

A. Annual Certification: On an annual basis, Deckers business partners must certify
their compliance with all applicable policies (including this Animal Welfare Policy).

B. Source Origin and Traceability: Suppliers must be able to trace raw hides back to
its country of origin and provide source origin documentation upon request. Deckers
does not accept sheepskin sourced from countries in the Middle East and North
Africa. Deckers does not support the practice of transporting live animals overseas.

C. Labeling: All Animal Hides must adhere to product labeling requirements
including, but not limited to, the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Wool Products
Labeling Act.

D. Legislation: Suppliers must comply with all applicable global legislation which
applies to animal hides.

E. Trade Regulation: Suppliers must comply with country specific import/trade
regulations which apply to animal hides. Where applicable, products made with
animal hides will be accompanied by the appropriate export certificate.

IX. DECKERS ETHICAL SOURCING AND ANIMAL WELFARE GOVERNANCE

Deckers Materials Purchasing department is responsible for ensuring our business
partners and our employees are fully compliant with this Policy.

Date Adopted: November 1, 2018
Department Responsible: Materials Purchasing
Approved by: Senior Vice President of Supply Chain
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X. INDUSTRY COLLABORATION

A. United Nations Global Compact
Deckers has been a member of the United Nations Global Compact (“UNGC”) since
2016. The UNGC is the world’s largest voluntary corporate citizenship initiative
with over 8,000 participating companies.

B. Textile Exchange’s Kickstart Program
Deckers joined the Textile Exchange’s Kickstart Program in FY18 in order to bring
smaller farm operations into the Responsible Wool Standard initiative and increase
the availability of certified wool in supply chains.

C. Responsible Wool Standard International Working Group, Textile Exchange
Working Group
Deckers is a founding member of the Responsible Wool Standard International
Working Group. In 2015, Deckers joined other brands, animal welfare groups,
farmers and supply chain members and the Textile Exchange to develop the
forthcoming Responsible Wool Standard — a global standard that will protect animal
welfare, influence best practices, ensure traceability, and ultimately give consumers
clear and trustworthy information which can help guide their buying preferences.

D. Leather Working Group
Deckers is a member of the Leather Working Group (“LWG™), an industry
organization that developed and maintains a rating system and certification program
for environmental performance in tanneries. Approximately 100% of all leather
used in Deckers products is sourced from a LWG certified tannery.

E. Leather Working Group’s Animal Welfare Group
The primary objective of the Animal Welfare group is the education of the leather
value chain on the long and short of animal welfare. This group prioritizes their
efforts around traceability, slaughter protocols, assurance schemes and risk mapping.

F. Better Cotton Initiative
Deckers joined the Better Cotton initiative in 2018. The Better Cotton Initiative is a
non-profit organization that promotes better standards in cotton farming and
practices.

Date Adopted: November 1, 2018
Department Responsible: Materials Purchasing
Approved by: Senior Vice President of Supply Chain
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Dear Council Member,

[ am a retailer of UGG® Brand products in the New York City Area with a store located at 273
Lafayette Street in SOHO. UGG Brand products containing sheepskin are an essential part of the
products 1 sell in my store and I rely on their sales during important shopping periods of the year.
Passing Int. 1476-A would prohibit me from selling a very popular product line that my
customers come back year after year to purchase. It is important to distinguish UGG Brand
sheepskin products from fur as they are a byproduct of the meat industry and sheep are not raised
for their skin. UGG is committed to sourcing their material in a sustainable way, adhering to
various animal welfare guidelines.

At a time when small businesses are already struggling with rising rents and overregulation,
passing a ban on the sale of sheepskin products such as UGG Brand products would strike yet
another blow at small business owners like me. Please consider including an exemption in the
definition of “fur” for sheepskin products so that my business can continue stocking and selling
these popular UGG Brand items. '

Sincerely,

¢ Owner

DNA Footwear
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Dear Council Member,

I am a retailer of UGG® Brand products in the New York City Area with a store located at 452
Knickerbocker Avenue, Brooklyn, NY. UGG Brand products containing sheepskin are an
essential part of the products I sell in my store and [ rely on their sales during important shopping
periods of the year. Passing Int. 1476-A would prohibit me from selling a very popular product
line that my customers come back year after year to purchase. It is important to distinguish UGG
Brand sheepskin products from fur as they are a byproduct of the meat industry and sheep are not
raised for their skin. UGG is committed to sourcing their material in a sustainable way, adhering
to various animal welfare guidelines.

At a time when small businesses are already struggling with rising rents and overregulation,
passing a ban on the sale of sheepskin products such as UGG Brand products would strike yet
another blow at small business owners like me. Please consider including an exemption in the
definition of “fur” for sheepskin products so that my business can continue stocking and selling
these popular UGG Brand items.

Sincerely, - !

“ Ali Saab
Store Owner

Blue City, Inc.




ORVA

5-10-19
Dear Council Member,

I am a retailer of UGG® Brand products in the New York City Area with a store located at 782
Lexington Avenue, New York NY 10065. UGG Brand products containing sheepskin are an
essential part of the products I sell in my store and I rely on their sales during important shopping
periods of the year. Passing Int. 1476-A would prohibit me from selling a very popular product
line that my customers come back year after year to purchase. It is important to distinguish UGG
Brand sheepskin products from fur as they are a byproduct of the meat industry and sheep are not
raised for their skin. UGG is committed to sourcing their material in a sustainable way, adhering
to various animal welfare guidelines.

At a time when small businesses are already struggling with rising rents and overregulation,
passing a ban on the sale of sheepskin products such as UGG Brand products would strike yet
another blow at small business owners like me. Please consider including an exemption in the
definition of “fur” for sheepskin products so that my business can continue stocking and selling
these popular UGG Brand items.

Sincerely,

===

Eliot Aizer
Store Owner
ORVA

88 Pine Street - 26 Floor - New York, NY 10005
212-369-5717
www.soles.com



5-10-19

Dear Council Member,

I am a retailer of UGG® Brand products in the New York City Area with a store located at 690
Tremont Avenue, Bronx NY. UGG Brand products containing sheepskin are an essential part of
the products I sell in my store and I rely on their sales during important shopping periods of the
year. Passing Int. 1476-A would prohibit me from selling a very popular product line that my
customers come back year after year to purchase. It is important to distinguish UGG Brand
sheepskin products from fur as they are a byproduct of the meat industry and sheep are not raised
for their skin. UGG is committed to sourcing their material in a sustainable way, adhering to
various animal welfare guidelines.

At a time when small businesses are already struggling with rising rents and overregulation,
passing a ban on the sale of sheepskin products such as UGG Brand products would

strike yet another blow at small business owners like me. Please consider including an exemption
in the definition of “fur” for sheepskin products so that my business can continue stocking and
selling these popular UGG Brand items.

Sincerely,

/TL': Silvera

Store Owner
City Jeans

Scanned with CamScanner



Tannery Direct, Inc.
40 West 37" Street. Suite 802
New York, NY 10018
+1 212 465 1503 office

Members of the New York City Council, | am grateful for this opportunity to stand before you and speak
about Shearling and Hair-on Goat, Cow and others in this category.

My name is Anne Sampson and | represent tanneries and factories from Spain, Italy and Turkey.

My purpose is to ask for your kind consideration to Carve out Shearling and Hair-on skins from the
Bill to Ban Fur. Shearling is NOT FUR and should not be in this bill.

Clearly, there is a misunderstanding with by-products from the meat industry. reason Shearling and
Hair-on articles fall under the category of fur in your estimation.

City Council member, Cory Johnson and colleagues, you have proposed a bill banning FUR from New
York. While it is not my intention to argue about your decision regarding FUR, because | am not
knowledgeable about this category, | am presenting argument regarding SHEARLING and other Hair-on
article which, by fact, are not fur.

It is not my intention to ramble on with facts on the impact of banning shearling however instead, to
give you some information on SHEARLING that would prompt you to Carve Out this category from the
Bill.

From a tannery perspective, we are in Compliance with Sustainability, Environmental Audits and
Traceability. We thrive each day to implement new systems to make leather, suede and shearling eco-
friendly. Our tanneries are highly compromised with the environment and the well-being of future
generations. This commitment is demonstrated in our daily activities, not only in the manufacturing of
our products but also in all the industrial processes that are involved. We believe that our activity has a
significant environmental role, because we can manage a by-product of the food-processing
industry intended for destruction and transforming it into a product with a high added value.
In this process of transforming the lambskin into a usable material, we also apply eco-friendly
techniques. Apart from our regular tanning, we do a chrome-free tanning process which avoids certain
chemicals and industrial products that are particularly harmful to our environment. These green
practices are also extended to all our processes. In fact, we follow a conscientious environmental policy
that comprises waste, atmospheric emissions and noise issues. To comply with this policy, we have
among our facilities:

1. Photovoltaic plants that generate electric power through solar light.
2. Wastewater treatment plant that ensures that our wastes comply with all current

regulations and standards.
3. Generator plant of gas that produces electric power for self-consumption

My tanneries participate and have certificates of many international projects and associations on which
most of the top world brands and their suppliers take part.



Please see below details of the most important ones and some links for more information:

The Leather Working Group: see attached audited certificate and link: -
https://www.leatherworkinggroup.com

PROJECT 2020 ZDHC — Road Map to Zero — https://www.roadmaptozero.com

We and our raw material supplier pass many different audits every year and we have also passed the
INTERTEK auditing regarding social sustainability and labour risk, see attached certificate.

It is important to clarify that we currently get traceability by lots/groups of lambs and not for each
individual animal (this could be achieved maybe in the future but now it is impossible). However, we
have full traceability from the three steps that precede the tannage so, FARM-BREADER-
SLAUGHTERHOUSE, which is essential for us to have totally controlled the quality of the skins from the
animal, to the finish product.

The impact that a ban on Shearling would have on New York and the national and global Economy is
impossible to quantify without conducting a major study however, here are some points to consider and
hopefully broaden your understanding of Shearling.

SHEARLING:

e A by-product. Sheep & Lambs are raised for the meat and instead of throwing away the skins,
they are processed for many products to include Shearling.

e If Shearling is banned, the cost of meat will increase tremendously because the sale of the skins
helps to off-set the price of the meat.

e If shearling is banned, most of the population, which is middle class and poor, will not be able
to afford this meat which is high in protein.

e If shearling is banned, what would be the impact on cosmetics. The emollient from the wool
provides lanolin that is a key ingredient in soap, lotions, lipsticks and many other cosmetic
items. Will you indirectly ban cosmetics?

o If shearling is banned, do you intend to tell UGG that their footwear are no longer welcomed in
our New York stores and on the feet of our population. UGG sells millions of pairs of footwear
in New York. Have you considered the trickle-down impact you will create? Farmers will be
forced in bankruptcy, airlines, trucking and ocean transportation will lose a tremendous amount
of money from UGG alone not to mention the numerous other of our own giant customers that
would lose because of this bill.

o If shearling is banned, we will also ban every item made from Merino Wool. Yes, we are talking
about banning Sweaters, Coats, Gloves, Jackets that keep us warm in the winter. Can you image
the impact?

e If shearling is banned, are you aware of how many American designers will have tremendous
loss — lets see, how about Theory, Helmut Lang, Ralph Lauren, The Row, Coach just to mention a
few.

o If shearling is banned, then | assume leather will be banned since it comes from the same skin
and from a tannery point of view, these are some articles that will be affected: Leather and
Suede made for Clothing, Footwear, Leather goods(belts, wallets etc), Lining for the
insides of your shoes, Furniture, interior decorating to name a few.


https://www.leatherworkinggroup.com/
https://www.roadmaptozero.com/

Dear City Council member, I urge you to CARVE-OUT shearling and other Hair-on Products
from this bill.

Thank you for your kind consideration.



Wednesday, May 15, 2019

New York City Council

Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing
City Hall

City Hall Park

New York, NY 10007

Re: (Intro. 1476-2019 — Opposition to Proposed Fur Ban)

Dear Chair Rafael L. Espinal Jr. and City Council Committee:

My name is Matt Peek. I’m a professional wildlife biologist for the Kansas Dept. of Wildlife,
Parks and Tourism and I oversee the wild furbearer management program for the state of Kansas.
As a wildlife biologist, | have trapped beaver, coyote, otter and various other species for
research, reintroduction programs, and damage control, and | have extensive experience with
traps and trapping.

I’m here today representing the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA). All 50 state
wildlife agencies support regulated trapping as a necessary part of modern wildlife management,
and we have serious concerns about the implications of the bill to wildlife conservation.

This ban is being promoted as pro-animal welfare. In fact, trapping today is managed through
science-based regulations that already address animal welfare. These regulations are put in place
by wildlife biologists like myself who care deeply about animals, and have dedicated our lives to
their conservation.

The U.S. and Canada have spent over $50 million in recent decades conducting trap research and
promoting the best and most humane traps in existence. And this effort has been effective.
Recent trapper surveys indicate the vast majority of the target animals captured by trappers in the
U.S., are captured in traps that pass international humane trapping standards.

In addition, the same traps used today by fur trappers are also used by biologists for research and
reintroductions. This is only possible because these traps usually cause minimal or no injury to
captured animals.

Recognizing this, the American Association of Wildlife Veterinarians has a position statement
recognizing foothold traps, “when used properly, are humane, safe and practical.”

It’s also worth noting that the species that are trapped today are abundant, in fact some like
coyote and raccoon are more abundant than they’ve ever been in history, and they have the



potential to damage property and other, more vulnerable species like sea turtles and ground
nesting birds.

Without the fur trade, the harvested animal will be disposed of and wasted, rather than producing
a durable, environmentally-friendly product that can be used by people. The fur trade is
responsible use of wildlife.

In closing, a ban on the sale of fur in New York City will have significant, negative impacts on
both wildlife and people. I’'m asking you today to trust the judgement of wildlife professionals

and your-sstate wildlife management ageneyagencies on this issue-and-oppese-this-bi.

Respectfully submitted on behalf of
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) and FurNYC

Matt Peek

Wildlife Research Biologist

620-342-0658

matt.peek@ks.gov

Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA)



Please ban fur

It's cruel and inhumane and kills billions of innocent animals
every year.

Thank you,

Mahesh K <mkvizag@gmail.com>



Testimony for Intro 1476: Fur Ban

My name is Rachel Wechsler and my Council Member is Margaret Chin
(my address is Mercer St. New York, NY 10012). | would like to express
my strong support for Intro 1476 because the production of fur for
fashion products is extremely cruel to animals. It is necessary for New
York City to take a stand against this brutal industry that tortures and
painfully kills animals solely for the purpose of fashion. We currently
have warmer fabrics than fur and therefore there is no reason why
anyone would need fur items to keep them warm in the winter. Just as
we have evolved on so many other issues, we have evolved as a society
to recognize that raising and killing animals for fur is morally
repugnant. By passing Intro 1476, NYC can join other cities in doing the
right thing for innocent, vulnerable animals who are unable to protect
themselves against the cruel fur industry.



Hearing to ban fur in NY Intro 1476

Hello my name is Toni Favia and on behalf of the millions of animals brutally murdered | am asking you
to put an end to these horrible travesties. | have been involved in educating people for 7 years about
the suffering animals endure for vanity. | ask that you please take the right side of history and do the
right thing and make NY FUR FREE.

There is absolutely no reason that we need to have fur. This belongs to the animal it was forcible taking
from. Please do the right thing and let us have a more kind compassionate NY.

Thank You.

Sincerely,



[ 1 My name is Vanessa Soldano. | was born and raised in Staten Island, NY. | currently live in district 49,
and my designated councilmember is Deborah Rose.

[ 1 Unnecessary animal cruelty is all around us. However, it is more apparent and undeniable in certain
industries than it is in others. The fur industry is one of the many animal abusing industries that is
completely unnecessary in New York City. Not only are there superior cruelty free and eco-friendly
alternatives to fur, but there is an entire nonviolent, growing industry that focuses on creating
compassionate fabrics, and making compassionate fashion and beauty choices. Choices that don't rely
on anally electrocuting, leg trapping, drowning, neck breaking, skinning, and ultimately killing harmless
innocent animals who deserve respect. The cruelty free fashion industry is one of great opportunity for
those of you concerned about your money, despite the fact that there should be more prevalent
concerns on your minds.

[]11f you are here because you're concerned about money, please be reminded that fur industry money
is filthy. Fur industry money is blood money. Fur industry money exists thanks to people in this room
paying other people to deliberately torture and kill nonhuman animals just like the pets we see walking
the streets of New York. Just like the pets a lot of us take care of and protect at home. What do you buy
your families with the money made off of this torture? Would you want your child to bring videos of
anal electricution to show and tell? What kind of world are we continuing to create for our children?
How can we teach them that hurting a domesticated dog or cat is wrong and illegal, and wearing the fur
of another animal is beautiful and legal. In America, freedom of choice is questioned when there are
victims involved, and | am not the only person with these questions. | am not the only person who wants
to create a more compassionate world. A recent poll shows that 75% of New Yorkers support Intro 1476.
Furthermore, Los Angeles and San Francisco have recently banned the sale and manufacturing of fur,
while cities and countries across Europe and Asia are seeking to do the same. Because people are
starting to learn the truth- that humans don't need to wear or use other animals to survive and thrive.

[ ] This isn't an issue of humane treatment. In fact, adopting a humane strategy would only put furriers
in a deeper black hole of false advertisement than they are already in because there is no humane way
to kill someone who doesn't want to die. "Regulated" is just a word. "Humane" is just a word. The best
option is NO KILLING. Humans are creative. Technology is phenomenal. We have already found other
options. Not supporting this bill would be taking giant leaps backward. Thank you.



Intro 1476

| am a resident of Ridgewood, Queens and am a 14 yr employee
of The Dept of Sanitation in NYC. | listened to a lot of the
testimony today and after hearing how absurd the fur
supporters sounded in their defense of their horrific industry, |
am even more in favor of the Ban than before the day started.
It as horrifying and embarrassing to listen to them. Please
support Intro 1476 and end this cruelty.

Michael Fremgen



My name is Kirsten Berger, | am a life-long resident of New York City, a volunteer for All About Rabbits
Rescue in Queens, and | have taken part in a number of fur protests. | live in Flushing, in Council
Member Paul Vallone’s district. | strongly urge him to support Intro 1476.

Fur is barbaric and has no place in modern society. Animals caught in leg hold traps suffer for days and
have chewed off their own limbs to escape. Coyotes, foxes, and wild cats aren’t the only victims. Dogs,
cats, and other wild animals like owls get caught in these traps too. On fur factory farms, animals suffer
their entire lives in small cages with wire bottom floors before being gassed or electrocuted to death. In
some cases, they are even skinned alive.

Many animals killed for fur are closely related to our family pets. Dogs and coyotes are so close
genetically, that they are capable of producing fertile offspring. The rabbits and chinchillas many of us
love and share our homes with are the same types of rabbits and chinchillas killed for fur. Did you know
rabbits are capable of being litter-box trained just like cats are? Rabbits are social animals that seek out,
and show affection towards their human families.

But the fur industry doesn’t care about any of this. They needlessly kill millions of animals each year for
nothing more than a jacket, a piece of trim, or some other accessory. Animal lives matter more than
unnecessary luxury products.

The city council has previously shown compassion for rabbits three years ago by banning the sale of
rabbits in pet shops. As a volunteer with a rabbit rescue, and adoptive owner of a rabbit, | thank you for
this. I ask that you please again show rabbits, in addition to other animals, compassion now by banning
the sale of fur.

The opposition is concerned about a loss of jobs, and | feel for them. | don’t want to see people lose
their jobs, but they should have seen this coming and prepared themselves. Gucci, Michael Kors,
Versace, and other top designers have stopped using fur in recent years. Japan and numerous European
nations have banned fur farms. Los Angeles and San Francisco have passed their own fur bans. Business
owners could have diversified their products and transitioned to faux fur, or other eco-friendly plant-
derived textiles. Modern society is moving away from fur. New York City needs to follow suit.



| support the fur ban...intro 1476.
It’s 2019...fur has no place in a civilized city. It’s a relic of a time
when people were uninformed and blind to the cruelty of the

industry.

Darby Charvat
West 71st St.



DEBORAH THOMAS TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF INTRO 1476
(THE BILL TO BAN THE SALE OF FUR)
May 15, 2019

Although | am sorry that | cannot attend the NY City Council hearing on Intro 1476 in person
today, | would like to submit my written comments IN SUPPORT OF INTRO 1476 to Chairman Espinal
and the Committee.

I am animal lover and advocate, and a humane New York City voter. Being an animal lover, | do
not wear fur, but have always taken a "live and let live" approach regarding the buying, selling and
wearing of fur. However, after becoming educated about the inhumane methods often used in the mass
production of fur garments, | feel that no innocent animal should have to endure such cruelty and die so
horrifically for human vanity.

I have seen pictures of people clubbing beautiful Canadian seals to death in order to make seal coats,
and the whole idea makes me sick! There is no reason for this in 2019!! Many methods now exist to
produce "fake fur" garments, as well as garments made of other synthetic materials, that are just as stylish
and warm as real fur, without the cruelty. After the Fur Ban, | would hope that the current fur
manufacturers and sellers would find business opportunities in those fields instead. In doing so, they will
have crossed over to the right side of history, and many humane New Yorkers, as well as fur-bearing
animals, will be extremely grateful.

Thank you.

Deborah Thomas



Dear Council Members,

| am strongly in favor of the proposed NYC Fur Ban initiative! | believe
that where there is torture and victims involved for an unnecessary,
outdated luxury used by the wealthy to flaunt their status it is
despicable!

It is our responsibility as a community to regard sentience and evolve to
a higher standard of acceptance regarding atrocities imposed on other
beings for glamour. The Fur industry is also responsible for detrimental
environmental devastation from the treatment process of their
“product “.

Please reflect deep into your heart and soul if you truly believe that we
can justify these atrocities in the year 2019 where there are many other
options. Any industry that exists to profit off the exploitation and
enslavement of others will eventually need to fold just as they have in
the past. Any person who is ok making a living off of others’ suffering
will attempt to elicit empathy for the loss of their livelihood. Please
make the right choice and choose justice and righteousness over
profits! Thank you for your consideration in this extremely important
matter.

Kindly, Heidi Cohen



TO THE MEMBERS OF THE NYC COUNCIL  WANT TO THANK YOU FOR LETTING ME
TESTIFY ON BEHALF OF THE LEATHER AND SHEEPSKIN INDUSTRY OF WHICH |
HAVE BEEN PART OF SINCE 1975. MY NAME IS JACKY CLYMAN, EXECUTIVE VICE
PRESIDENT, OF COCKPIT USA, A NY BASED COMPANY THAT HAS BEEN KEEPING
ALIVE ICONIC LEATHER, TEXTILE AND SHEEPSKIN APPAREL MADE FAMOUS BY
OUR MILITARY. WE HAVE BEEN SUPPLYING THE MILITARY WITH LEATHER JACKETS
SINCE THE 1980S.

THE FACT THAT SOME PEOPLE MAY HAVE ETHICAL REASONS TO WANT TO BAN
FUR AND INHUMANE TREATMENT OF ANIMALS IS LAUDIBLE BUT TO ALSO
INADVERTENTLY INCLUDE LEATHER AND SHEEPSKIN PRODUCTS SEEMS TO ME TO
BE A METHOD TO ENFORCE ONE GROUP’S MORALITY OVER THE GENERAL
POPULATION WITHOUT GIVING PEOPLE A CHANCE TO MAKE THEIR OWN
DECISIONS AND THREATENS THE LIVELIHOOD OF MORE THAN JUST FUR STORES
AND MANUFACTURERS.

WE LIVE IN A COUNTRY THAT HAS SUPPORTED FREE CHOICE AND THESE KINDS OF
BANS DETER FROM THAT CONCEPT.

IF YOU EDUCATE PEOPLE AND THEN THEY DECIDE THEY STILL WANT TO WEAR
LEATHER AND OR SHEEPSKIN PRODUCTS WHICH ARE A BY PRODUCT OF THE
MEAT THOSE ANIMALS PROVIDE, | DO NOT SEE HOW ANY LEGISLATION SHOULD
BE PERMITTED TO STOP “FREE WILL”. | ALSO DON'T BELIEVE WE SHOULD DICTATE
THE NON WEARING OF FUR BUT | AM HERE TO ASK THAT LAW 1476 EXEMPT ALL
LEATHER AND SHEEPSKIN INCLUDING SHEEP, LAMB, HORSE AND CALF.

THAT LAWS MAKING SLAUGHTERING MORE HUMANE MIGHT NEED TO BE
ENFORCED IS A CONCEPT THAT IS TOTALLY SEPARATE FROM THE BAN THAT IS
BEING PROPOSED.

| HAVE BEEN IN THIS BUSINESS SINCE 1975. | CURRENTLY AM A SMALL BUSINESS
EMPLOYING ABOUT 25-27 PEOPLE IN THE NY TRI STATE AREA. IN ADDITION, WE
GIVE WORK TO SMALL FACTORIES THAT IN TURN EMPLOY 25-75 MORE PEOPLE.
WE BUY COMPONENTS FROM OTHER COMPANIES SO THOSE COMPANIES WILL BE
AT RISK NOT TO MENTION ALL THE COMPANIES THAT RESELL OUR PRODUCTS.
WE ALSO DO A LOT OF EXPORTING TO OTHER COUNTRIES AND THAT WILL
DISAPPEAR SO WHAT IS THE POINT OF ENCOURAGING COMPANIES TO
MANUFACTURE IN THE NY TRISTATE AREA IF MORE AND MORE REGULATIONS
STOP US FROM DOING SO. WHY WOULD | CONTINUE TO WORK AND LIVE IN NEW
YORK? YOU ALREADY ARE SEEING COMPANIES LEAVING NEW YORK DUE TO



REGULATIONS AND SUPER HIGH TAXES. THIS WILL ONLY ACCELERATE THE
PROCESS AND CERTAINLY WILL IMPACT ON MY DECISIONS.

IN ADDITION, A BAN SUCH AS THIS ENCOURAGES MORE PRODUCTION OR
PRODUCTS THAT GO INTO MAKING TEXTILES THAT UTILIZE PETROLEUM BY
PRODUCTS AND HAVE MUCH MORE DAMAGING EFFECTS ON THE ENVIRONMENT.
MANY TEXTILES, BY THE WAY, ARE CANCER CAUSING IF WORN AGAINST THE
BODY WHICH NO ONE TALKS ABOUT. SHOULD WE BAN THOSE TOO?

THE TANNING INDUSTRY WAS DECIMATED IN THIS COUNTRY WHEN LAWS CAME
INTO EFFECT THAT WERE SO STRINGENT NO ONE COULD ADHERE TO THEM
INSTEAD OF WORKING TO HELP THOSE BUSINESSES MOVE TOWARDS MORE
ENVIRONMENTALLY RESPONSIBLE METHODS. LAWS NEED TO EDUCATE AND
WORK WITH THE BUSINESS COMMUNITY TO MAKE SURE ALL REALMS OF SOCIETY
ARE HELPED NOT JUST A MINORITY.

BASICALLY MY COMPANY FEELS THIS BAN IS A TRAVESTY MEANT TO DISCOURAGE
FREE CHOICE AND BUSINESSES THAT PROVIDE PRODUCTS THAT HAS BEEN
AROUND SINCE CAVEMEN DAYS. MY CUSTOMERS WILL TELL YOU THEY FEEL
BETTER WEARING A SHEARLING COAT WHICH IS "ORGANIC" AND COSY VERSUS A
POLYESTER OR DOWN FILLED PUFFER.

| RESPECTFULL REQUEST THAT THE LAW EXEMPT ALL THE CATEGORIES
INADVERTENTLY -1 HOPE-INCLUDED IN THE WIDE DEFINITION OF "FUR".

THANK YOU



Roberta Wein
Ascan Ave
Forest Hills,N.Y.
11375

Raweinl@aol.com

Dear Councilwoman Koslowitz,

As your constituent, | urge you to support the Ban on Fur Sales, (intro 1476). The
savage violence we force upon our animal population are atrocious. In particular
the killing of over 100 million animals per year, for their fur.These animal victims
are confined to wire cages for their short miserable lives, or trapped, drowned,
genitally electrocuted, skinned live.

How can we, stand by and let this happen, like Nazi War criminals? Please | beg of
you, do not look the other way, you have the power to change this. | think the
general population is unaware of the barbarism of this industry.

In addition, it contributes to the demise of our environment: it is intensely
polluting , energy intensive and wreaks havoc on our ecosystem. If you do not
have sentiment for the animal population, you may have concern for our
environment, and your duty to prevent further damage to it.

| thank you for supporting bills 1378 and Reso 798, so please do the right thing
again, and support 1476.

Sincerely,

Roberta Wein


mailto:Rawein1@aol.com

Roberta Wein
Ascan Ave
Forest Hills, N.Y.
11375

Raweinl@aol.com

To you, our elected officials, in this year 2019, what has become of us
as human beings. Where is it sanctioned that we can allow this brutal ,
savage, unthinkable behavior toward these beautiful animals?

It is only a mentality of viscous, sick violence, that can perform this
torture, and the robbing of life to these animals, their offspring, and our
ecosystem.

You have the power and position of leadership to educate your
constituents, and end the tortures that we as a human race impose on
these beautiful animals, that have as much right to this planet as
humans.

| do not see the difference between this torture of animals from
tortures of war, prisoners, slaves, or any other criminally violent
behavior.


mailto:Rawein1@aol.com

Support for Intro 1476 Testimony

My name is Brandi Wagner, I am a clinical psychology graduate student at Columbia
University. I live in Harlem in Council Member Bill Perkin’s district. I would like to first thank
him for reading my reasons for asking him to support Intro 1476 and for responding in support.

Throughout hearing from the opposition, it has been made known that these people
working in and around the fur business have little insight into the conditions these animals are
kept in. They say canned statements about the “humane” treatment or killing, which is an
oxymoronic term to begin with, but when asked to expound any further, they are repeatedly
unable to do so. The people in this business are speaking only to the final product of fur, not to
the production itself. Inviting council members to visit the manufacturer is one thing, but how
many would invite you to the factory farm, where wild animals are experiencing stereotypy and
living amongst their dead family members in a cage far too small, or to visit an animal who was
in search of food for her cubs when she got caught in one of these horrific traps? How many of
them have visited these farms and trapping sites themselves? It would seem clear that they stay
out of this area because 1. I do not believe they could continue to speak with such pride and
defense if they saw this ugly reality they were directly supporting and 2. As mentioned before,
they are unable to speak intelligibly to the conditions these animals are living in prior to being
electrocuted, gassed, or bludgeoned.

We now know that the “fur is biodegradable” argument does not hold up since it is
treated with chemicals and preservatives that interrupt this process. But more specifically, the
majority of this testimony is coming from people ONLY dealing with the finished product of fur.
They are not speaking to the very important and unavoidable production process, which involves
factory farming that causes air and water pollution and relies on fossil fuels. What good is a
“sustainable” product if the way it is made causes considerable environmental damage?

Additionally, these furriers have highly transferrable skills and can easily swap materials
for a more humane, sustainable alternative. In fact, there are initiatives and funds in NYC
specifically to help the fashion industry thrive through change and progress. This ban could
actually promote job growth and allow room for increased innovation by leading this wave of
new material design and production.

Fear, comfortability, or tradition are never justifiable reasons to support an inhumane
practice. In an effort to protect vulnerable populations, I ask you, not to side with the fur industry
who relies on public ignorance in how their products are made, but to support this bill that would
end our unnecessary invasion into the homes, systems, and family lives of these animals for a
material that 75% of New Yorkers do not want.

Fur comes at a moral cost that is too high for this city to bear any longer. We are a city
built on determination, hard work, and creative thinking, We must not continue to support this
cruel and outdated industry based on tradition and fear. Please help us keep New York an
example of leading the way for necessary change and support Intro 1476. Thank you.

Brandi Wagner
W 115th St
New York, NY 10026



Testimony on The Proposed New Y ork City Fur Ban Before the New Y ork City Council.

Hello my nameis Ariel Callis. | am an economist with Capital Trade, Incorporated, an
economic consulting firm based in Washington D.C.. | was commissioned by the International
Fur Federation of the Americas to estimate the impact to New Y ork City of a proposed ban on
the sale of fur productsin the City. The results of my research are summarized in areport which

has been sent to al of the City Council members.

My research found that, if the proposed City ban were enacted, in the first year of the
ban, the City would lose up to $850 million in revenues from businesses that sell fur products
and businesses that earn revenues from fur sellers. The city would lose up to $76 million in sales
taxes on these revenues. It is also estimated that up to 7,500 men and women would also lose

their jobsin the City in the first year of this ban.

However, the ban would remain in effect, not just for one year, but for the foreseeable

future. Over the first ten years of the proposed ban, the City would lose up to $7 billion.

My estimations of loses come from first hand interviews with and surveys submitted by
businesses that sell fur throughout the city aswell as financial disclosure filings for companies

that sell fur products.

My research shows that businesses effected by the ban include 150 retailers, wholesalers,
manufacturers, and service providers who earn the majority of their revenues from fur. If the
Proposed City Ban were enacted, it is anticipated that nearly all of these fur businesses would
move their operations from New Y ork City to other jurisdictions or close their businesses
without moving. This assumption is based directly on the responses of survey participants.

Ninety-seven percent (97%) of respondents, representing 99.8% of fur business revenues among



the businesses surveyed, stated that they would close their store or move operations from New
York City if the Proposed City ban was enacted. These are largely family owned and operated
businesses that would be closing down or relocating. Based on my research, most of these
businesses were second and third generation family-operated businesses, that have done business

in New York City for an average of 47 years.

The ban would aso negatively impact the more than 300 businesses |ocated throughout
the city engaged in designing, manufacturing, and selling fur products, but who do not earn the
majority of their revenues from the sale of fur. While these companies may not close down due
to the ban, it is estimated that up to 2,300 jobs related to selling fur within these businesses

would belost.

In addition, the Proposed City Ban would impact the communities that surround fur-
selling businesses, where employees of these busi nesses spend their wages (such as local
restaurants, convenience stores, clothing shops). Should fur selling businesses be forced to close
down or relocate out of New Y ork City, the New Y ork City businesses that sell to them,
including those businesses involved in shipping, real estate management, office supplies,
advertising, and security as well as companies downstream from these businesses will also suffer

| osses.

| would like to thank the committee for the opportunity to testify today. | am available to

answer any guestions you might have about my research. Thank you.
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1. Executive Summary

The New Y ork City Council and the New Y ork State Assembly have both,
separately, proposed bans on the sale of fur products. This report, commissioned by the
International Fur Federation Americas (“IFFAM”), presents estimates of the economic impacts
of the proposed New Y ork State and New Y ork City bans. These impacts are broken out into
three categories:. (i) impacts to businesses that earn the majority of their revenues from the sale of
fur apparel and accessories (“primary fur businesses”), (ii) impacts businesses that sell fur
apparel and accessories but do not earn the mgjority of their revenues from fur sales (“secondary
fur businesses’), and (iii) impacts to businesses that do not sell fur but are supported by money
spent by primary and secondary fur businesses (“ spin-off fur businesses’). The report estimates
that if the City and State bans are adopted, in the first ten years of these bans, New Y ork City and
New Y ork State would lose between $5 billion and $8 billion in revenues from the businesses
impacted by these bans. A summary of these losses broken out by City and State and broken out
by primary, secondary, and spin-off fur businessesis given in Table 1 below. The report also
details the size and scope of the fur industry in New Y ork City and New Y ork State.

With regard to the first impact category, this paper estimates that, should both the City
and State ban be adopted, an estimated 170 primary fur businesses that earn the magjority of their
revenues from selling fur outerwear, fur-lined and fur-trimmed clothing, fur-covered accessories,
and providing fur-related services will be compelled to close down or rel ocate from the state of
New Y ork to other jurisdictions, resulting in losses between $370 million and $470 million in the
first year of the ban to New Y ork City and New York State. It is estimated that 750 and 1,350
men and women from these companies would likely lose their jobsif a ban were to be adopted.
On average, these businesses have been operating in the state of New Y ork for 49 years.

With regard to the second impact category mentioned above, this report estimates that,
should both the City and State ban be adopted, New Y ork City and State would lose an
additional estimated $180 million to $400 million in revenues and 1,200 to 2,600 jobs from
secondary fur businesses that that sell, but do not earn the majority of their revenues from fur
products. There are an estimated 351 of these secondary fur businesses operating in New Y ork
City and State.

With regard to the third impact category, this report estimates that, should both the City
and State ban be adopted, New Y ork City and State would also lose an additional $50 million to
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$120 million in revenues and 2,800 to 4,800 jobs from spin-off businesses that are supported by

the wages spent by fur businesses and secondary fur businesses within their communities.

Table 1: Estimated Lossesto New York State and New York City due to Proposed L egislation

Business Losses Revenue Losses Revenue Losses Employment Employment
Category #) (Low $ Mil) (High $ Mil) Losses (L ow) Losses (High)
Primary Fur Businesses - New Y ork 150 $350 $440 600 1,100
City
Secondary Fur Businesses - New unk. $150 $320 1,100 2,300
Y ork City
Spin-off Fur Businesses - New Y ork unk. $40 $0 2,600 4,100
City
Primary Fur Businesses - New Y ork 23 $22 $24 150 250
Sate
Secondary Fur Businesses - New unk. $26 $76 100 300
York State
Spin-off Fur Businesses - New Y ork unk. $11 $31 200 700
State
Total (City) 150 $540 $850 4,300 7,500
Total (State) 23 $59 $131 450 1,250
Total 173 $599 $981 4,750 8,750

Notes:

1. New York State in the table above represents the areas of the State of New Y ork outside of New Y ork City
2. The Spin-off Businesses category presents the revenues earned and employment supported by the spending on fur products.

To give context to the estimated impacts of the City and State bans, the paper also
describes the New Y ork City and State fur industries, including estimations of the revenues and
employment for primary and secondary fur businesses, including revenues from the sale of non-

fur products.

Estimations given in this report for fur business revenues and employment as well as the
impacts of the proposed City and State bans were derived from: (a) alist of fur industry
participants compiled by Capital Trade and IFFAM, (b) a survey of fur businesses located in
New York City and New Y ork State conducted by Capital Trade, (c) interviews conducted by
Capital Trade with New York City and New Y ork State fur business owners, and (d) calculations
using the Regional Input-Output Modeling System (“RIMS II model”). A description of the
estimation methodology for revenue and employment can be found in the Fur Industry
Employment and Revenue Estimation Methodol ogies in Section 8 below.
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2. History of the Fur Industry in New York City and State

To provide context to the current New Y ork fur industry, a brief review of the history of
the industry isillustrative. Early in the history of the Dutch and English settlements of what
became New Y ork State, fur was amajor export.* In the 1600s and early 1700s beaver was
abundant in the area and beaver fur was popular in Europe at the timein apparel and accessories.
Trade in furs with Europe flowed through the New Y ork City harbor, drawing new settlers to the
area and helping to build the economy of what would become New Y ork City.2 When New Y ork
City’ s seal was established in 1686, it had the images of two beavers on it because of fur's

importance to New Y ork City’s early economy.®

Similarly, the fur trade was such amajor part of the mid-state economy that the area that
isnow the state capital, Albany, was originally known as Beverwyck, or “beaver district” in
Dutch.* Likethe New York City seal, the official seal of Albany contains the image of a
beaver.®

During the height of the fur industry from 1910 to 1986,° anetwork of stores,
manufacturers, and skin dealers grew in asmall square of Manhattan. These businesses and this
geographic area came to form the center of the U.S. fur industry. The area, known as the “fur
district”, is located at the boundaries of Sixth Avenue on the east, Eighth Avenue to the west,
26th Street to the south and 30th Street to the north’” At its height, eighty percent (80%) of the

INYC’'s Garment District Past and Future. BISNOW. July 28, 2015. https://www.bisnow.com/new-
york/news/nei ghborhood/nycs-garment-district-past-and-future-48489. (Accessed, September 5, 2018).

21d.
31d.

4 Albany, The State of New Y ork. https://www.ny.gov/counties/albany (Accessed March 28, 2019).

5> Trapping Furbearers, An Introduction to Responsible Trapping, Chapter 2 History of Trapping.
http://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/wildlife_pdf/trapedman.pdf (Accessed April 2, 2019). The Adirondack History Guide
website has a history of trapping and lists some famous trappers who trapped in the area such as French Louie, E.J.
Dailey and Johnny Thorpe.

6 See Robert D. Leiter. The Fur Workers Union. ILR Review. Voal. 3, No. 2 (Jan., 1950), pp. 163-186, at p. 167;
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2008-03-04/fur-industry-thriving-despite-campaigns/1061636; and

https://www.nytimes.com/1989/03/14/nyregion/as-the-image-of -furs-suffers-so-does-profit.ntml (Accessed
September 10, 2018).

7 http://www.westsi despirit.com/local -news/20180828/furriers-fisti cuffs-and-a-fond-farewel1/1& template=
mobileArticle (Accessed September 2, 2018).
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fur coats manufactured in the U.S. were manufactured in New Y ork City’s fur district and ninety
percent (90%) of all fur processing in the U.S. was performed in New Y ork City. 8

3. TheFur Industry in New York City Today

In the last thirty years, demand for fur has been more cyclical, with demand rising and
falling because of trends in fashion and changes in weather conditions. Recent peaksin these
cycles occurred from 2003 to 2004, 2010 to 2011, and as recently as 2013 to 2014. In the 2015-
2016 fashion season, fur was prominently displayed in the mgjority of the fashion runway shows,
especially during New Y ork’ s fashion week.® In the past few years fur has been seeing a
resurgence. In 2018 U.S. production of fur for apparel reached its highest level in 17 years.©
Throughout these trends, the U.S. fur industry has remained centered in New Y ork City and fur
continues to be economically significant to the City.

Although less than at its peak, New Y ork City still acts as the epicenter of the U.S. fur
industry and is the largest fur market in the United States.** Several national fur retailers
interviewed by the author stated that up to onein five retail fur sales nationwide are made in
New York City. New Y ork manufacturers are a'so known in the fashion industry as being at the

forefront of fur garment style!?

An estimated 150 businesses currently operating in New Y ork City earn the majority of
their revenues from the sale of fur products (“ primary fur businesses”).*® These primary fur
businesses include retailers, wholesalers, manufacturers, skin brokers and dealers, aswell as fur

service companies. Fur services include, storage, repair services, and companies that make new

8 Robert D. Leiter. The Fur Workers Union. ILR Review. Voal. 3, No. 2 (Jan., 1950), at p. 164-166.

9 “[A]cross all four leading Autumn-Winter 2016 (AW 16) fashion weeks, with an estimated 70% of collections
overall featuring the natural material” . https://furcommission.com/aw16collections/ (Accessed September 10, 2018).
New Y ork Fashion Week is one of four Autumn-Winter fashions weeks across the world. Other fashion week
locations include London, Milan, and Paris.

0 “Bans of Fur Threaten and Industry’s Rebirth.” Suzanne Kapner. Wall Street Journal. April 14, 2019.

1 See for example, www.fur.org/fica-facts (Accessed September 25, 2018).

12 See for example, Inside the New Y ork Factory Reinventing the Way Designers Use Fur. Olivia Fleming. Elle
Magazine. Oct 26, 2015. https://www.elle.com/fashion/a30251/inside-fur-factory/ (Accessed September 25, 2018).

13The estimation of fur businessesin New Y ork City isbased on alist of fur industry participants compiled by the
author.
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garments out of old garments, a process known as remodeling. More than half of these primary
fur businesses are located within the fur district.}* Other sectors of the fur industry (i.e., auctions,

animal farming and trapping, and skin processing) occur outside of the city.

The retailers within the boundaries of the fur district are the public face of the fur district.
Fur wholesalers, manufacturers, and skin dealers also occupy many of the backrooms and upper
floors of the buildings that surround the fur retailersin the district.® Beyond the fur district,
prominent department stores in uptown and mid-town Manhattan, such as Saks Fifth Avenue,
Bergdorf Goodman, Macy’s, and Bloomingdales contain fur salons, which are specialized fur

departments where fur items can be purchased, stored, repaired, or remodeled.*®

It is estimated that New Y ork City’s primary fur businesses generate revenues of $350
million to $440 million per year. Of these revenues, between $340 million to $410 million are
made from the sales of products that were made mostly or wholly of the types of fur that would
be banned under the council’ s proposed ordinance.!” These businesses employ approximately
600 to 1,100 men and women. See Table 2 below for a breakdown of fur business revenues by

business type.

Table 2: Fur Business Revenues and Employment by Business Type

Fur Related Fur Related
Businesses Total Revenues Total Revenues Fur Revenue Fur Revenue Employment Employment

Business Type #  (Low$Mil) (High$Mil)  (Low$Mil)  (High $Mil) (low) (High)
Care/Service/Broker/ 24 $30 $40 $30 $40 50 150
Dealer/Skin Trader

Manufacturer 26 $20 $20 $20 $20 100 250
Retail 74 $250 $320 $240 $300 300 500
Wholesale 25 $50 $60 $50 $50 150 200
Total 149 $350 $440 $340 $410 600 1,100

These revenue and employment estimations for primary fur businesses in the retail,
wholesale, manufacturing, and care and services sectors, as well as estimations relating to
brokers and dealers of animal skinsin the New Y ork City fur industry, were derived from (a) a

14 Based on the results of an online search for New Y ork city fur businesses conducted September 23 - 26, 2018.
15 Based on awalking tour of the fur district conducted by the author on September 5 and September 6, 2018.
16 See, for example, https://www.saksfifthavenue.com/locations/services/fur-salon (Accessed September 25, 2018).

" The difference between total revenues and revenues from fur products is due to (a) the surveys offered a wider
range of values for Total Revenues than for Fur Product Revenues and (b) in addition to fur products, fur stores also
sell non-fur products, including leather, cashmere, and angora garments as well as non-fur accessories.
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list of fur industry participants compiled by the author, (b) a survey of fur businesses located in
New Y ork City conducted by the author and IFFAM, (c) interviews conducted by the author with
New Y ork City fur business owners,'® and (d) SEC filings from public companies that sell fur
products.'® A description of the estimation methodology for revenue and employment can be
found in Section 8, Fur Industry Employment and Revenue Estimation Methodol ogies, below.

Most of the businesses surveyed and interviewed were second and third generation
family-operated businesses. As one interview subject stated, “Chances are, if you arein [the fur
industry], you were born into it.” Among surveyed companies, the average businesses had been
operating in New Y ork City for 47 years.?’ This business lifespan is considerably longer than the
lifespan of the average American small business. The Small Business Association estimates that

less than twenty percent (20%) of American small businesses exist more than 15 years.?!

In addition to primary fur businesses that primarily sell, trade, and care for fur products,
there are numerous manufacturers, retailers, and designers throughout New Y ork City that
manufacture and sell fur garments, fur-lined and trimmed garments, and fur accessories, but earn
most of their revenues from the sale of products that do not contain fur (“secondary fur
businesses’).?? Fendi, Loro Piana, Canada Goose, Moose K nuckles, Hermes, J Mendel, and Max
Mara are afew of the better known secondary fur retailers and designers that operate retail stores
or have products that are sold in retail and department storesin New Y ork. In addition, severd
large department storesin New Y ork City sell garments, footwear, and accessories that contains
fur, including Barney’s, Bergdorf Goodman, Bloomingdale's, Macy’s, Nordstrom Rack, and

Saks Fifth Avenue. Appendix C lists ailmost 200 of these secondary fur retailers, department

18 A more compl ete description of the survey can be found in Appendix A: Survey Questionnaire. The interview
guestions can be found in Appendix B: Interview Questionnaire, and the list of fur businessesin New Y ork City can
be found in Appendix C: List of New Y ork Fur Businesses.

19 See, for example, Decker Outdoor Corporation, 2018 10-K.

20 One fur business, Steven Corn Furs has beenin New Y ork City for 121 years. (See
http://www.stevencorn.com/about (Accessed April 21, 2019).

21 Small Business Facts. https.//www.sba.gov/sites/default/files/Business-Survival .pdf (Accessed September 17,
2018).

2 For example, the Canada Goose company sells jackets and sweaters many of which do not contain fur. However,
one of Canada Goose's most popular parkas has a fur lined hood. Therefore, Canada Goose is not counted as a fur
business, but the ban would impact the company. These businesses are called secondary fur retailers because fur
products are a secondary, rather than a primary good that they sell.

Page 6



stores, and designers. It is estimated that in 2018 secondary fur businesses collected between
$150 million and $320 million in sales of fur products.

4. TheFur Industry of New York State Today

While less densely concentrated than in New Y ork City, New Y ork Statehas been home
to fur manufacturers, retailers, and wholesalers since before colonial times. This report will refer
the areas of the State of New Y ork outside of the five boroughs of New Y ork City as New Y ork
State. Some of the longest running fur retail storesin the Northeast United States are located in
the counties of New Y ork State. New Y ork State also supports an active trapping community,
with more than 14,000 trappers and trapping clubs located throughout the State. There are 64
primary and secondary fur businessesin New Y ork State that derive between $50 million and
$100 million in revenues from the sale of fur garments and accessories. It is estimated that these

New York State primary and secondary fur businesses employ between 300 and 600 people.
a. The Continuity of the Fur Trade in New York Sate

Fur retailers are among New Y ork State’s oldest established businesses that still operate
today. Fur retailer Beyer Furs was established in 1837 in Schenectady, NY .23 The Schenectady
City Council recognized Beyers Furs as “an integral part of the city’s heritage and commerce.” 24
Fur retailer Held Projansky Furs of Rochester, New Y ork was established in 1925;%° Bronxville
Furriers of Bronxville, New Y ork was established in 1926;%° and Beck Furs, of Albany, NY was
established in 1934. Among surveyed companies, the average business had been operating in
New York State for 57 years.

A common thread that runs through these businesses is that they are family-owned and
family-operated and ownership is passed down through families or to trusted employees. Beck

2 sch'dy Fur Shop Among Region’s Oldest Businesses. The Daily Gazette. February 20, 2017.
https://dailygazette.com/article/2017/02/20/sch-dy-fur-shop-among-region-s-oldest-busi nesses. (Accessed April 3,
2019).

% Beyersisrecognized by the Schenectady City Council as an integral part of the city’ s heritage and commerce.
Beyers Furs. http://beyerfurs.com/ (Accessed April 3, 2019)

% Held Projansky Furs, http://www.heldprojansky.com/ . (Accessed April 3, 2019)
% https://www.bronxvillefurriers.com/contact. (Accessed April 3, 2019)
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Furs has been managed for over thirty-six (36) years by the niece of the origina owner. Christa

Bray purchased Beyers Furs after working there for two decades years doing fur remodeling. 2’

b. Revenues and Employment from Fur Sales

An estimated twenty-six (26) primary fur businesses located across the State, from
Coallins Center in the west to Mineolain the southeast, derive their primary source of revenue
from fur products. In 2018, these businesses employed an estimated 200 to 300 men and women
and earned an estimated $20 to $30 million in revenues. Of these revenues, it is estimated that
between $25 million and $26 million in revenues were earned from the sale of fur products.?®
An additional thirty-eight (38) secondary fur businesses earned an estimated $30 million to $80

million in revenues from the sale of fur products.?®

These sixty-four (64) primary and secondary sellers support an additional 200 to 700
spin-off fur business jobs and between $11 million and $31 million in economic activity in these
spin-off fur business through the wages spent by workers in these primary fur businesses and

secondary fur businesses in their communities.

5. Trappers, Trapped Fur and Fur Auctionsin New York State

a. Trappingin New York

Between 2014 and 2017 an average of nearly 15,000 fur trappers in the state of New
Y ork purchased trapping licenses each year. *° These trappers could be found in every county in

27 Beyersis recognized by the Schenectady City Council as an integral part of the city’ s heritage and commerce.
Beyers Furs. http://beyerfurs.com. See also, Sch’dy Fur Shop Among Region’s Oldest Businesses. The Daily
Gazette. February 20, 2017. https://dailygazette.com/arti cle/2017/02/20/sch-dy-fur-shop-among-region-s-ol dest-
businesses. (Accessed April 3, 2019).

% The difference between total revenues and revenues from fur productsis due to (a) the surveys offered a wider
range of values for Total Revenues than for Fur Product Revenues and (b) in addition to fur products, fur stores also
sell non-fur products, including leather, cashmere, and angora garments as well as non-fur accessories.

2The differing sizes of the revenue estimates for the fur businesses and secondary retailers and brands reflects the
differing levels of uncertainty to these estimates.

0The years 2014 to 2017 were the years for which data on trapping licenses was available. New Y ork State
Trappers Association, https.//nystrappers.org/trapping-license-sales-data/ (Accessed April 2, 2019).
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the state of New Y ork, including in New York City.3 Trapping is regulated in New Y ork State
by the Department of Environmental Conservation (“DEC”). The DEC oversees the official

trapping seasons and issues trapping licenses for 14 different animals native to New Y ork.*?

Trappers and trapping are a significant part of the New Y ork fur industry. First, alarge
amount of trapping is done in New Y ork. For example, more than 16,000 people engaged in
trapping in New Y ork in 2014 alone.®® Second, fur trapped in New Y ork makes its way into the
commercia fur industry. According to a 2015 report conducted by the Association of Fish and
Wildlife Agencies on trapping, 76% of trappersin New York State have sold fur.>* Most trappers
sell furs either to alocal fur dealer or at atrapper auction in state. While most trappersin New
York State viewed income from trapped fur as supplementary or used for discretionary spending,
18% of trappers indicated that it was a very important or somewhat important source of
income.*® Two Canadian auction houses, North American Fur Auctions (“NAFA”) and Fur
Harvesters Auction Inc., send buyers throughout New Y ork State to purchase pelts from
trappers.®® Trappers also ship pelts to the Canadian auction houses. These services allow New

York State trappers to sell their trapped fur into the world market.
b. The Economics of Trapping

Trappers incur roughly $1,000 in expenses each year, on average, related to trapping.
These expenses include traps and lures, tools, skinning knives, trapping license fees, and

spending on travel to the trapping sites. In addition, trappers spend money on major purchases

31 New York State Trappers Association, https://nystrappers.org/trapping-license-sales-datal (Accessed April 2,
2019).

32 DEC website, https://www.dec.ny.gov/outdoor/45551.html (Accessed April 2, 2019). Trappers must complete an
education course to obtain a trapping license.

33 https://nystrappers.org/trapping-license-sales-data/ (Accessed April 2, 2019).

34 Trap Use, Furbearers Trapped, and Trapper Characteristicsin the United Statesin 2015, conducted for the
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies by Responsive Management. Table 12.
https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/wildlife_pdf/afwatrapuserpt15.pdf (Accessed March 7, 2019).

5 Trap Use, Furbearers Trapped, and Trapper Characteristics in the United States in 2015, conducted for the
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies by Responsive Management. Table 11.
https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/wildlife_pdf/afwatrapuserpt15.pdf (Accessed March 7, 2019).

36 See https://portal .nafa.ca/webcenter/portal/Auction/pages_pickupserviceusabyregion and
https://www.furharvesters.com/uspickups.html (Accessed April 2, 2019).
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related to thelir trapping activity, such as vehicles. Table 3 below breaks down the average
annual cost of trapping by expense category.

Table 3: Mean Expensesfor New York State Trappers, 2015%

Expense Average Annual Cost
Traps and lures $221.34

Other equipment $152.17
Travel $232.68

Major purchases $438.75

Total Expenses $1,031.30

Source: Trap Use, Furbearers Trapped, and Trapper Characteristics in the United
States in 2015 Table 14. Mean Expenses by State.

In 2017, the last year for which data on the sales of trapping licenses was available,
14,061 licenses were sold. Using these 2017 license sales, it is estimated that New Y ork trappers
spent more than $14 million on trapping related expendituresin 2018 (i.e., 14,061 x $1,031.30).
The impacts of the proposed New Y ork City and State bans on trappers are discussed in section
7c below.

6. Effectsof a Proposed New York City Ban on Fur Sales

The impactsto New Y ork City presented in this report were calculated based on the
prohibitions and penalties given in the March 28, 2019 version of the proposed ban on the sale of
fur apparel in New Y ork City. Specifically, the impacts to the City were cal culated assuming the
adoption of the proposed bill, “A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New
York, in relation to prohibiting the sale of fur apparel” as presented on the New Y ork City
Council website March 28, 2019 (the “ Proposed City Ban™).

The proposed legislation in New Y ork City would prohibit the sale “or offer for sale [of] any
fur apparel except for used fur apparel or fur apparel made from fur sourced exclusively from

37 Figuresin Table 3 were taken directly from source. The expenses in the source do not add to Total Expenses.
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used fur apparel.”3 The ban defines fur as* any animal skin, in whole or in part, with the hair,
fleece or fur fibers attached” and fur apparel is defined as “any article of clothing or fashion
accessory, to be worn on any part of the body, made of fur, in whole or in part.”*® That is, it is
my assumption that this legislation would ban the sale of apparel containing mink, fox, beaver,
sable, coyote, nutria, lynx, cow hide with hair, shearling, and rabbit fur.

Under the Proposed City Ban, businesses that continue to sell new fur garments after the ban
goes into effect, “shall be subject to acivil penalty of not more than $500 for that person’sfirst
violation and each additional violation occurring on the same day as the first violation, and not
less than $500 nor more than $1,500 for each subsequent violation. Violations shall accrue on a

daily basis for each item of prohibited fur apparel that is sold or offered for sale.”*
a. Primary Effects of the Proposed City Ban

If the Proposed City Ban were to be enacted, it is estimated that in the first year of the
ban New Y ork City would lose between $500 million and $760 million in revenues from primary
and secondary fur businesses and 1,700 to 3,400 men and women in primary and secondary fur
businesses would lose part time or full-time employment. Economic losses to the city from the
revenues lost from primary and secondary fur businesses over the first ten years following an
enactment is estimated to be between $4 billion to $6 billion in lost revenues. Thisimpact can
be further broken down into the impact on primary fur businesses and the impact on secondary

fur sellers as seen below.

If the Proposed City Ban were enacted, it is anticipated that nearly al primary fur
businesses would move their operations from New Y ork City to other jurisdictions or close their
businesses without moving. This assumption is based on the responses of survey participants to
the question, “What will your businessdo if aNew Y ork City ban on the sale of fur productsis
enacted?’ Ninety-seven percent (97%) of respondents, representing 99.8% of primary fur

business revenues among the businesses surveyed, stated that they would close their store or

% New York City Council proposed legisation, “A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New
York, in relation to prohibiting the sale of fur apparel” File # Int 1476-2019, Sponsors: Corey D. Johnson, Mark
Levine, Fernando Cabrera, Justin L. Brannan, Helen K. Rosenthal, Robert F. Holden, Brad S. Lander.

¥1d.

401d. That isif abusiness offers 10 coats for sale for two days, they would be subject to a fine of between $20,000
and $29,000.

Page 11



move operations from New Y ork City if the Proposed City ban was enacted.** Forty-four percent
(44%) of respondents, representing 31.9% of al fur business revenues among the businesses
surveyed, stated they would move the location of their business from New Y ork City and fifty-
three percent (53%) of respondents, representing 67.9% of all fur business revenues among the
businesses surveyed, stated that they would close their storeif the ban were enacted. Only three
percent (3%) of respondents, representing .2% of all fur business revenues among the businesses
surveyed, stated that their businesses would stop selling furs, but continue operating in New
York. SeeChart 1 below.

Chart 1: Anticipated Reactions To New York City Fur Ban,
Dollar Weighted

Remain in NYC & Sell
Other Prods (.2%)

Move Business From
NYC (31.9%)

Close Down Business
(67.9%)

Following the survey results, it is estimated that the Proposed City Ban would lead to the
loss of 99.8% of all sales of fur and non-fur items for primary fur businesses, an estimated $350
million to $440 million loss, in the first year if the Proposed City Ban were enacted (i.e., $350
million x 99.8% = $350 million to $440 million x 99.8% = $440 million).

41 Other response options on the survey were: “Just stop selling fur items’, “Move more sales to ecommerce”’, and
“Other”. See Appendix A: Survey Questionnaire for the survey questionnaire.
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New Y ork will lose an additional $150 million to $320 million in sales of fur products
from secondary fur retailers, because secondary fur retailers would also be forced to discontinue
sales of al fur itemsthat they currently sell, due to the Proposed City Ban. Because these
retailers sell other itemsin addition to fur products, it is assumed that none of these businesses
would close or leave the City if aban were to be enacted. However, it is assumed that the loss of
fur product revenue would cause these businesses to scale back employment currently supported
by fur product sales. Estimated losses given in this report for these City businesses only include
the losses of sales of fur apparel and accessories. To the extent that any secondary retailer would
leave or close their store in response to the Proposed City Ban, this assumption underestimates
the employment and revenue losses due to the proposed ban. In addition, to the extent that the
author failed to include any secondary retailer in the list of New Y ork City retailers and
manufacturers that sell fur items, the employment losses due to the Proposed City Ban have been
further underestimated.

If adopted, it is assumed that the Proposed City Ban would remain in effect into the
foreseeable future. Therefore, the impact of the Proposed City Ban would include not only the
losses in the first year of the ban but also all on-going losses of sales that would have been made
in future years had it not been for the ban. To estimate these |osses, the report calcul ates the

present discounted value of lost revenues over aten-year period, using a4.90% discount rate.*?

Losses over the 10-year period are assumed to be constant, in 2018 dollars, on an annual
basis. That is, losses in the second year of the Proposed City Ban will be the same asthe lossesin
first year of the ban, and losses in the third year will be the same as losses in the second year, and
so on for the 10-year period after the ban is enacted. This assumption is consistent with the
results of a 2017 study by Henning Otte Hansen on the global fur trade as shown below.

According to the results of Hansen’s 2017 paper, average retail sales of fur products have
been flat over the last 20 years, roughly $1.25 billion to $1.3 billion per year nationwide. (The
constancy of this average is true whether the average is measured over the past 20 years or over
the past 10 years). Therefore, it isassumed that losses over thefirst 10 years of the ban would

also be constant, in 2018 dollars, on an annual basis. Because fur sales are cyclical, assuming the

42 Based on the average Bank Prime Loan Rate for 2018. Federal Reserve bank of St. Louis. Annual rateis
calculated as the average monthly rate for January through December 2018.
https://fred.stlouisfed.org/graph/?id=MPRIME,PRIME. (Accessed April 15, 2018).
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same loss each year will undervalue losses in some years and overvalue |osses in other years.
Given this assumption, the present discounted value of losses in fur salesto New Y ork City from
both primary fur businesses and secondary fur businesses are estimated to be between $4 billion

and $6 hillion in lost revenues over the next 10 years.
b. Additional Effects of a Proposed Ban on Fur Productsin New York City

The Proposed City Ban would affect not just businesses that sell fur, but also the
suppliers and service providers for fur sellers and manufacturers. The Proposed City Ban would
also impact the communities that surround fur-selling busi nesses, where employees of these
businesses spend their wages (e.g., the local restaurants, convenience stores, clothing shops, etc.-
--“gpin-off fur businesses’). Should these primary fur businesses close down or relocate out of
New York City, the New Y ork City businesses that sell to them, including those businesses
involved in shipping, real estate management, office supplies, advertising, security, and storage,
will also suffer losses.

It is estimated that New Y ork City primary fur businesses and secondary fur businesses
spending generates 2,600 to 4,100 jobs and $40 million to $90 million in economic activity for
these spin-off fur businesses. If the Proposed City Ban were passed, the jobs and economic
activity supported by primary fur business and secondary fur business spending would be lost.

In addition to the general costs of transportation, office overhead, advertising, and storage
that are paid by most fur businesses, New Y ork City manufacturers and skin dealers directly
purchase from specialized fur businesses, including fur dressers (dressing is a process by which
the raw pelt “is cleaned, softened, fleshed (extraneous flesh is removed), and stretched.” #3), fur
dyers, and auction houses. These businesses are primarily located outside of the state of New
Y ork. To the extent that the Proposed City Ban would cause manufacturers to close or reduces

sales of manufacturers, these specialized suppliers would also be adversely affected.

7. Effectsof the Proposed New York State Ban on Fur Sales

The impactsto New York State presented in this report were calculated based on the
prohibitions and penalties given in the February 6, 2019 version of a proposed ban on the sale of

4“Fur". Encyclopedia Britannica. https://www.britanni ca.com/topic/fur-ani mal -skin#ref 114468 (Accessed
September 25, 2018).
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fur apparel in New York State. Specifically, the impacts to the State were calculated assuming
that the proposed bill, A05040, as presented on the New Y ork State Assembly website (February
6, 2019 the “Proposed State Ban”) is passed.

The Proposed State Ban would make it “unlawful to sell, offer for sale, display for sale,
trade, give, donate, or otherwise distribute a fur product by any meansin the state.” ** The
Proposed State Ban would also make it “unlawful to manufacture a fur product in the state.” *°
The Proposed State Ban defines fur as “any animal skin or part thereof with hair, fleece, or fur
fibers attached thereto, either in itsraw or processed state,” and defines fur product as “any
article of clothing or covering for any part of the body, or any fashion accessory, including but
not limited to handbags, shoes, dlippers, hats, earmuffs, scarves, shawls, gloves, jewelry, and key
chains, that is made in whole or in part of fur.”4¢ However Proposed State Ban does make an
exception which allows the sale of “skins or parts thereof as are to be converted into leather,
which in processing will have the hair, fleece, or fur fiber completely removed; cowhide with
hair attached thereto; or lambskin or sheepskin with fleece attached thereto” and used fur product
or “fur product that a person has acquired for his or her own use and worn.” 4’ That is, this report
assumes that this legislation would ban the sale of apparel containing mink, fox, beaver, sable,
coyote, nutria, lynx, and rabbit fur, but would allow the sale of products with shearling and cow
hide with hair.

a. Primary Effects of the Proposed State Ban

If the Proposed City and the Ban Proposed State Ban outlined above were both enacted,
it isestimated that New Y ork State (that is the area of the State of New Y ork outside of the City)
would lose between $50 million and $100 million in revenues and between 250 and 550 people
would lose part time or full-time employment within the first year of the ban due to the ban’s
impact on primary and secondary fur businesses. It is estimated that economic losses to the State
over thefirst ten years following an enactment would be between $400 million and $800 million

“New York State Assembly, Bill number A05040. Sponsored by Linda Rosenthal. February 6, 2019.
S1d.
61d.
471d.

Page 15



in lost revenues. Thisimpact can be further broken down into the impact on primary fur

businesses and the impact on secondary fur businesses.

In response to the question, “What will your business do if aNew Y ork State ban on the
sale of fur products is enacted?’ Seventy-two (72%) of respondents, representing 88.3% of all
fur business revenues among the respondents surveyed, stated that they would close their store or
move operations from New Y ork State if afur ban were enacted.*® Seventeen percent (17%) of
respondents, representing 22.3% of al fur business revenues among the respondents surveyed,
stated they would move the location of their business from New Y ork State and fifty-five percent
(55%) of respondents, representing 66.0% of al fur business revenues among the respondents
surveyed, stated that they would close their store if the Proposed State Ban were enacted.
Twenty-eight percent (28%) of respondents, representing 11.7% of all fur business revenues
among the respondents surveyed, stated that they would continue performing fur servicesin New
York State but not sell any furs.*® See Chart 2 below.

Chart 2: Anticipated Reactions To The Proposed State Ban,
Dollar Weighted

Reduce to Fur
Services Only(11.7%)

&

Move Business from
New York State
(22.3%)

Close Down Business
(66.0%)

Following the survey results, it is estimated that the Proposed State Ban would lead to the

loss of 88.3% of all sales of fur and non-fur items for primary fur businesses located in New

48 Other response options on the survey were: “Just stop selling fur items’, “Move more sales to ecommerce”, and
“Other”. See Appendix A: Survey Questionnaire for the survey questionnaire.

4 Among the New Y ork State businesses surveyed, no business stated that if the Proposed State Ban were enacted,
they would remain in New Y ork State and just sell non-fur items.
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York State,>® which is estimated to be $22 million to $24 million in the first year, if the Proposed
State Ban were enacted (i.e., $25 million x 88.3%=%$22 million to $26 million x 88.3%=%$24
million). The closures and departures of these primary fur businesses would lead to the loss of
150 to 250 jobsin New York State.

New York State is estimated to lose an additional $26 million to $76 million in sales of
fur products and 100 to 300 jobs from secondary fur businesses, because secondary fur
businesses would also be forced to discontinue sales of all fur items that they currently sell due
to the Proposed State Ban. Because these retailers sell other items in addition to fur products, it is
assumed that none of these businesses would close or leave the State if the Proposed State Ban
were to be enacted. However, it is assumed that the loss of fur product revenue would cause
these businesses to scale back employment currently supported by fur product sales. To the
extent that any secondary retailer would leave or close their store in response to the proposed

ban, this assumption underestimates the employment losses due to the Proposed State Ban.

If adopted, it is assumed that the Proposed State Ban would remain in effect into the
foreseeable future. Therefore, the impact of the Proposed State Ban would include not only the
lossesin the first year of the ban, but also al on-going losses of sales that would have been made
in future years had it not been for Proposed State Ban. To estimate these losses, | calculated the
present discounted value of lost revenues over aten-year period, using a4.90% discount rate.>

Losses over the 10-year period are assumed to be constant, in 2018 dollars on an annual
basis. That is, losses in the second year of the ban will be the same as the lossesin first year of
the ban, and losses in the third year will be the same as |osses in the second year, and so on for
the 10-year period after the ban is enacted. The present discounted value of lossesin fur salesto
New Y ork State from both primary fur businesses and secondary fur businesses are estimated to

be between $400 million and $800 million in lost revenues over the next 10 years.

b. Additional Effects of The Proposed Sate Ban

%01t isunclear from the text of the Proposed State Ban that businesses would be allowed to continue performing fur
services. As aconservative estimate it is assumed that 11.7% of fur revenues could still be earned in New Y ork State
following enactment of the Proposed State Ban. To the extent that this overestimates the survival rate of these
businesses, this methodology underestimates the losses from the Proposed State Ban.

51 Based on the average Bank Prime Loan Rate for 2018. Federal Reserve bank of St. Louis. Annual rateis
calculated as the average monthly rate for January through December 2018.
https://fred.stlouisfed.org/graph/?id=MPRIME,PRIME (Accessed April 15, 2018).
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The Proposed State Ban would affect not just businesses that sell fur, but also the
suppliers and service providers for fur sellers and manufacturers. The ban would a so impact the
communities that surround fur selling businesses, where employees of these businesses spend
their wages (e.g., the local restaurants, convenience stores, and clothing shops). Should these fur
businesses close down or relocate out of New Y ork State, the New Y ork State businesses that
sall to them, including those businesses involved in shipping, real estate management, office
supplies, advertising, security, and storage, will also suffer losses.

It is estimated that if the Proposed State ban were passed, 200 to 700 jobs and $11 million
to $31 million in economic activity from spin-off fur businessesin New Y ork State would be
lost.

c. Thelmpact on Trappers of The Proposed Sate and City Bans

The Proposed State Ban contains an exception for the sale of trapped fur. However, the
Proposed State and City Bans could, collectively, negatively impact trapping in several ways.
Firgt, if passed, the proposed New Y ork State ban would create uncertainty in the fur market,
decreasing prices and therefore negatively impact trappers revenues from the sale of trapped
fur.>> The DEA indicates that fur licenses sold “varies dependent on the year and fur market
conditions.”®® If the Proposed City Ban were passed without an exception for trapped fur, a
major market for trapped fur would be eliminated, decreasing fur demand. This decrease in
demand would lower prices for trapped fur, and therefore decrease the income from trapped fur.
Without incentives to trap, it is predicted that |ess trapping would occur, reducing the $14
million in spending within the state of New Y ork by trappers (see Section 5b, The Economics of
Trapping, above, for the estimation of trapper spending).

In interviews, trappers expressed concern that a ban on the sale of fur in New Y ork State
could be a stepping stone to increased restrictions on how they can trap and what animals they
will be able to trap in the future, if any.>* Bansin other states such as California have often led
to continued modifications that, while not banning trapping, significantly reduce trapping. For
example, aban on foothold trapsin Californialed to adecline in trapping licenses sold in the

state and a move to large cages for trapping. There were only 133 licensed trappersin the state

52 Interview with New Y ork State Trappers Association President Jim Carmody. (Conducted April 1, 2019).
53 DEA website. https://www.dec.ny.gov/outdoor/355.html (Accessed April 2, 2019).

5 Interview with New Y ork State Trappers Association President Jim Carmody. (Conducted April 1, 2019).
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last year, down from 253 licensed trappersin the 2014/2015 season.>® San Francisco passed a
ban on sale of fur last year and now thereis a proposed bill to expand the bill statewide.>® The
proposed bill would ban the sale of fur trapping licenses in that state.>’

8. Fur Industry Employment and Revenue Estimation M ethodologies

In New York City and New Y ork State revenues and employment for fur businessesin
the retail, wholesale, manufacturing, and care and services sectors, as well as for brokers and
dealers of animal skins, were estimated based on responses to a survey given to fur businesses
located in New Y ork City and New Y ork State, interviews with New Y ork City and New Y ork
State fur business owners, and SEC filings for public companies that sell fur products and
accessories. An alternate method of estimating retail sales of fur productsin New Y ork City was
performed by the author, based on the Hansen 2017 model, using pelt production rather than the
survey data (see Appendix D: Alternate Estimation Methodologies for Fur Revenues).

The author received surveys and or interview responses from 78 primary fur businesses
that manufacture fur products, deal in fur pelts, wholesale fur products, sell fur products at the
retail level, and provide fur servicesin New York City and New Y ork State. The author also
received seven (17) surveys from secondary fur businesses located in New Y ork City and New
Y ork State. Both the surveys and the interviews included questions about the revenue,
employment, and expenses of these businesses as well as on their expected reaction to a potential
fur bansin New York City and New Y ork State. The survey and interview questions are

provided in Appendices A and B to this report.

Data from these surveys and interviews were extrapol ated out to the estimated 463
primary fur businesses and secondary fur businessesin New Y ork City and the 64 primary fur
businesses and secondary fur businessesin New Y ork State. The number of fur businesses was

determined by a comprehensive internet-based search for fur businessesin New Y ork City and

% State of California, Department of Fish and Wildlife, Licensed Fur Trappers and Dealers Report 2017-18, Table 1.

%6 The Sacramento Bee. Fur trapping was once the heart of California’ s economy. A new bill could ban it. By
Andrew Sheeler January 25, 2019. https.//www.sachee.com/news/politics-government/capitol -
alert/article225041665.html (Accessed April 2, 2019).

1d.
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New York state as well as through interviews with fur business owners. This number was
confirmed based on discussions with IFFAM. The list of New Y ork City primary fur businesses
and secondary fur businesses, based on this search, is provided in Appendix C to thisreport. The
list of New York State primary and secondary fur businesses, based on this search, isalso
provided in Appendix C to this report.

Each of these businesses was assigned to a sector (i.e., retail, wholesale, manufacture,
skin broker or dealer, or care and services) and category (i.e., primary fur business or secondary
fur business) based on information found in the surveys, in interviews, and through online
research. Many businesses participate in more than one sector of the industry. For example,
wholesalers and manufacturers will sell directly to consumers.>® Businesses were classified by,
and all their revenues were attributed to what the author determined was the businesses’ main
source of revenue, thus business revenues were not double counted. This determination was
confirmed by discussions with IFFAM. That is, revenues from cleaning and remodeling earned
by a business that earned most of its revenues as aretailer was attributed to the retail sector. This
methodology was utilized because most of the businesses interviewed and surveyed were not
ableto attribute their revenues by sector.

Businesses that provided responses to surveys or to interviews were assigned values for
total revenues, revenues from fur products, and employment based on those responses. Vaues
for businesses that did not respond to a survey were assigned based on a two-tier estimation
methodology. Through interviews, it was found that most of the revenues and employment for
fur businessesin al of the sectors of the New Y ork fur industry were generated by a small
number of businesses. An effort was made to survey these “mgjor” fur businesses. Revenue and
employment estimates were performed separately for major and non-major businesses in each
sector. In this way, revenue estimations for smaller firms were not biased upward by the

inclusion of one of the larger firmsin the average revenue and employment cal culations.

A business was classified asamajor New Y ork City or State fur businessif it was listed
during an interview by two or more business owner respondents in response to the question,

“Who are the five most important companies’ in the retail, wholesale, manufacture, care and

%8 See for example Luxury For All. Ruth Katz. New Y ork Magazine. Nov 28, 1988. (“Most of [wholesalers and
manufacturers] claim they are not open to the public. Psssst! They all are.”).
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services, or broker dealer sectorsin terms of revenues and employment. All other businesses

were classified as non-major businesses.

Surveys were sent, and interviews were attempted for all magjor fur businesses in each of
the sectors of the New Y ork fur industry. Major businesses that did not provide information
through a survey or an interview were assigned values for revenues and employment based on
the lowest values given among the other mgjor business within a sector. For example, if five
companies were identified as maor manufacturers and one of these manufacturers did not
respond to survey and interview requests, that business was assigned the fourth highest value for

employment and revenues from among the major manufacturers that provided responses.

Non-magjor fur businesses that did not provide responses to surveys and interviews were
assigned the average values for employment and revenues from among the non-major business

respondentsin their sector.

Revenues and employment for spin-off businesses were estimated using the Final
Demand Output and Total multipliers for “Other retail” from the RIMS Il model, whichisa
widely used model for cal culating secondary/ spin-off impacts.>® Asthe RIMS |1 user’s Guide
states, “ The idea behind the results of RIMS 11 isthat an initial change in economic activity
results in other rounds of spending—for example, building a new road will lead to increased
production of asphalt and concrete. The increased production of asphalt and concrete will lead to
more mining. Workers benefiting from these increases will spend more, perhaps by eating out at
nicer restaurants or splurging more on entertainment.”  Wholesale manufacturing and service
multipliers were not included so as to not double-count output.

9. Conclusion

Fur isalarge and growing sector of the economy in both New Y ork City and New Y ork
State.®! Fur businesses have been a continuous presence in the City and State throughout New

%9 See RIMS |I: Users Guide. Bureau of Economic Analysis. December 2013.

801d, at 1-1.
51 For evidence of industry growth see “Bans of Fur Threaten and Industry’s Rebirth.” Suzanne Kapner. Wall Street
Journal. April 14, 2019.
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Y ork’s history. Should the Proposed City and State Bans be enacted, revenues lost due to these
bans over the bans' first 10 years of the bans are estimated to be between $5 billion to $8 billion.

The Proposed City and State Bans would effectively end the fur industry in New Y ork
City and New Y ork State, resulting in the closures and relocations of nearly all of the City and
the State's primary fur businesses. Many of these primary fur businesses are second and third
generation operated. The bans would a so change the character of shopping in New Y ork. New
York City is known for its luxury shops and department stores. Many of these shops and most of
these department stores sell items that will be banned under the proposed New Y ork City ban.

It is estimated that, if the proposed fur bans were to pass, New Y ork City and New Y ork
State would lose $599 million to $981 million in the first year of the Proposed City and State
Bans due to the Bans' impacts on primary, secondary, and sin-off fur businesses. Not only would
these bans prevent the sale of fur and shearling clothing, accessories, and services, they would

make it economically infeasible for fur sellersthat sell non-fur items to continue to do business.
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Appendix A: Survey Questionnaire

QUESTIONS:

1. Isthisstore physically located within the city limits of New Y ork, not just using New Y ork as its mailing address?
OYes 0 No

2. How long has this store been located in New Y orK at this or any other location? Y ears (enter nearest whole

number).

3. A.Which of the following types of items do you carry in the store? (check all that apply in Column A)
B. Which of these items do you consider your primary item? (1 response, Check in Column B)

C. Of dl theitemsthe store carries, which are made of or contain real fur? (Check al that apply in column C)

Item AVif carries Bv'primary Cv if HasFur

genera apparel/fashion clothing

Outerwear

Shoes

purses/bags

undergarments/lingerie

Accessories (belts, scarves, hosiery, etc.)

other (specify items)

4. What isthe approximate square footage of your store?
5. Pleaselook at the table below... tell usthe letter that represents your total sales|ast year in 20177
6. Pleaselook at thetable. Tell ustheletter that represents your projected total sales for 20187

a  Upto $500,000
b.  $500,000 — 999,999
$1 -2.49 million
$2.5—-4.99 million
$5.0 — 7.49 million
$7.5—9.99 million
$10 —12.49 million
$12.5-14.9 million
$15.0 — 19.9 million
j- $20 million+

-~ 0o o ©

5 e

k. Refuseto answer
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7.  What was your total revenue generated by sale of al fur products? By fur coats

a  Upto$50,000 g. $800,000 - $1 million

b.  $50,000 - $100,000 h. $1 —1.75 million

c.  $100,000- $200,000 i.$1.75—-2.1 million

d.  $200,000 - $400,000 j- $2.2—3.2million

e.  $400,000 - $600,000 k. $3.2 million —$4 million
f.  $600,000- $800,000 I. $4.1 million+

8. If aban onthe sale of any fur and apparel were to pass, do you think you would...
g. Just stop selling fur items?
h. Closethe store?
i.  Movethe store out of New York? If so, where to ?
j. Move more sales to ecommerce?

k.  Other (specify):

9.  What percentage of your customers come to your store specifically to shop for fur items? %

10. Please select your total number of people your store employed in 20187
a 1lto5
b. 5to10

10to 20

20to 30

30to 50

More than 50

11. How many jobswould belost if afur ban is enacted? #

12. How much do you think aban on fur sales would harm the local retail economy?

-~ 0o o ©

13. What percentage of your sales come from international visitors? %

Do you have any comments to make on this?




Appendix B: Interview Questionnaire

Genera Industry Questions

1)

2)

3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

9)

Approximately how many retailers are there that primarily sell fur in NY ? Stores? Internet
Based?

Approximately how many retailers are there that sell fur products, where fur is not their primary
salesitem, in NY ? Stores? Internet Based?

What is the density of these stores? How many stores are grouped in one place?
Approximately how many fur products manufacturers are therein NY ?
Approximately how many fur broker/dealers are therein NY?

Approximately how many fur importers/exporters are therein NY ?
Approximately how many country collectors are therein NY?

What percentage of the U.S." s retail fur salesare madein NY?

What percentage of the U.S. manufacturers' fur salesare madein NY?

10) What percentage of the U.S." s broker dealer fur sales are made in NY ?

11) Who are the mgjor suppliers of pelts for trimmed and lined garments and accessoriesin the US?

12) Do you know how may pelts are purchased by Canada Goose per year?

13) What are the current factors driving (or depressing) sales of fur coats and fur products?

14) Who are the five most important companiesin the US fur business today?

Questions for Retailers

1)
2)
3)
4)
5
6)

7)

What are popular fur coat /stole/product styles?

About how many minks are used to make the average/atypical fur coat /stole/product?
What isthe range of costs for afur coat /stole/product?

How much does atypical coat sell for?

Is your establishment located in New Y ork City? How long hasit been located in NY City?
What fur items do you sell, including fur coats and other fur lined and fur trimmed items?

From whom do you purchase your fur products?
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8) Describe your typical customer that purchases afur product?

9) What were your total sales, fursand other itemsin 20187 Just furs?
10) Do you offer any fur related services, ex., remodeling, storage, etc.?
11) What were your total revenues from fur related services?

12) How many people does your business employee?

13) What percentage of your sales are to foreign customers?

14) If there were atotal ban on the sale, display, or donation of all fur products would you: move
your business (if so, where), close down, sell online, let go of employees?

15) How would the ban impact your suppliers, your neighborhood, and New Y ork City?
16) What were your total expenses for 2018?

17) Who arethetop fiveretailersin NY City? Who are the top five wholesalersin NY City?

Questions for Manufacturers

1) How long doesit take for someone to learn how to make afur coat? To work with fur?

2) What are popular coat styles?

3) About how many minks are used to make the average coat?

4) What istherange of sales pricesfor afur coat?

5) How much does atypical coat sell to aretailer or end customer for?

6) Beside coats, what are fur products, including lining, trimming, and accessories, that you make?
7) What were your total salesin 2018? Just furs?

8) How many people does your business employee?

9) What percentage of your sales areto foreign customers?

10) If there were atotal ban on the sale, display, or donation of all fur products would you: move
your business (if so, where), close down, sell online, let go of employees?

11) How would the ban impact your suppliers, your neighborhood, and New Y ork City?
12) What were your total expenses for 2018?

13) Who are thetop five fur products manufacturersin NY City? Who are the top five broker
dealers/country collectorsin NY City?
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Questions for broker/deal ers/country collectors

1) Please describe atypical chain of events from purchase of pelts/ dressed furs/ finished products to
final sale to your end customer?

2) How many pelts/ dressed furd/ finished products did you sell in 2018?
3) What were your total salesin 2018? Just furs/fur related services?
4) How many people does your business employee? What is the average salary of an employee?

5) If there were atotal ban on the sale, display, or donation of all fur products would you: move
your business (if so, where), close down, sell online, Let go of employees?

6) How would the ban impact your suppliers, your neighborhood, and New Y ork City?
7) What were your total expensesfor 20187

8) Who are thetop five broker dealers/country collectorsin NY City?
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Appendix C: List of New York City and New Y ork State Fur Businesses

New York City Fur Businesses
A&M Fur Sales Ltd.

A. Kokaliaris Fur Corporation
A. Rothman Furs

Adrienne Landau

Aleric

Alex Furs

Alvin Ghlickman Inc
American Fur Centre

Amsko Fur Corp

Anamoda

Anastasia Fur

Angelinas New Y ork

AP Furs

Avante Furs

B. Smith Furs

BCI

Bianka Rico Design

Blue Duck

Blum & Fink Inc.

Brandon Sun

Brighton Fur, Inc.

Carolyn Furs

Celine's

Chaarm Leather & Fur Design
Chris Soukas

Chrigtie Bros Fur Corp
Constantine Leathers Corp (also spelled Konstantine)
Corniche Furs

Danidl's Leather

David Goodman Furs (Goodman Couture Inc.)
Davide Fur

Dawn Levy

De Fur Fashion

Del ax Furs, Limited
Denimaxx

Dennis Basso

Dimitrios Furs

Elissee FursInc.

ER Fur Trading Corporation
ERNY Furs

Forever Furs

© © N o 0 A~ W DN P

25 8289888 UYURYENRENENRERYNNNRNEBERERERREESRB R B
P S ©®© ® N6 8 KON P SO DI RD®DNERE SO ®»®N O A ®N PO

Page 6



42.
43.

45,
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.

55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.

65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.
74.
75.
76.
77.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.

85.
86.

Fox Unlimited

Fur & Furgery

Fur Depot

Fur Source

Fur Warehouse Outlet, Inc.
Fur Wearhouse

FurCoats

FurHatWorld

Furs Alixandre

Furs by Frederick Gelb (Fred Gelb Furs)
Furs by Karayiannis Bros,, Inc.
Furs by Kurt

Furs by PK

Furs by Steven

George A Bobrick

George Takis Furs
Giorgios Pappas Furs
Gliagias Furs

GM Furs

Group Panache Inc.

Gus Serbos Furs Inc.

H. Goodman Furs

Henry Cowit Inc.

Hima International Inc.
HSG Klondike

Hyman Kersner and Sons Inc
ITC Fur

Johnevon

Jon Karas Fur

Jos. H. Lowenstein & Sons, Inc.
Joseph Model Associates
Julia Furs, Inc.

Kaitery Furs

Kaufman Furs NY Ltd
Klondike Furs
Konstantine Furs

L Fursinc

Larissa Designs

Le Monti

Leonard Kahn Furs
Levenson Furs Ltd.
Madison Ave Furs, Ltd.
Marc Kaufman Furs
Maximillian

Mechutan Fur
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87.
88.
89.
90.
91.
92.
93.
94.
95.
96.
97.
98.
99.

100.
101.
102.
103.
104.
105.
106.
107.
108.
109.
110.
111.
112.
113.
114.
115.
116.
117.
118.
119.
120.
121.
122.
123.
124.
125.
126.
127.
128.
129.
130.
131.

Megaris Furs

Michael Forrest

Miller and Berkowitz - Mohl Furs
Miller Fur Specialty Ltd.

Mink Mart

Moschos House of Sable Inc.

N. Treitd & Co., inc.

Nargis Plaza Inc.

New York Fur Leather

Newman Fur Appraisers & Consultants
Newmont Group

Nick & Sons

Northern Furs Fashion

Not Just Mink Inc.

Oscar de la Renta Furs

Panos Furs

Paul N Sekas Furs

Peter Duffy FursInc.

Peter Mark Fashion

Peter Nathan Inc.

Pologeorgis Fur Inc

Premier Fur Shop

PSH Fur Accessories

R. Henessy Furs (G Michael Hennessy Furs)
Rafagllo Furs

Rafel Shearling

Raphael Schreibman Inc

Rays Furs (Rayfur)

Red, White and Blue Foxes, Ltd.
Reich Furs

Rendevous

Ritz Thrift Shop - Ritz Furs
Riverdale Fur Shop, Inc.

Robert Payne Furs

Royal Crown Sable

S&A Leathers

SCBMI Inc. - Annabelle New Y ork
Schildkraut Fur Co Inc.

Sekas International

Serbos Furs

Sharnelle Furs

Sofia Cashmere

Sol Banks

Sorbara Furs

Stallion Inc.
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132.  Staten Island Furriers

133. Steven Corn Furs

134. Steve'sOriginals

135, Surell Accessories

136. TheFur Palace

137.  TheFur Sourceof NY LLC
138. TheFur Studio

139. The Fur Warehouse

140. UGG- Greenwich Street
141. UGG- Madison Avenue

142. UGG- Mercer Street

143.  United States Fur Group, KaMoshen, Inc.
144.  USA Furs by George

145. VSand You

146. Warehouse NY

147.  Xandu Furs

148. Yarmak Helen

149. YesFurlinc

150. Z & G Fur Corp

New York City Secondary Fur Businesses
1 Atdlier

100 Contract Manufacturers-Names Witheld
A.L.C.

Ace Cantrell

AIME LEON DORE
Akris

Albertus Swanepoel
Alexander Wang
Alexis Isabel

Alice+ Olivia

All Saints

Altuzarra

Amiee Lynn
Andrew Marc

Anna Sui
Anonomous
Anthropologie
Aquatalia
Aquazzura

ARI

Armani

Artizia

Ashya

Atedlier
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25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31
32.
33.

35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

45,
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.

55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.

65.
66.
67.
68.

Atrium

Balenciaga

Baly

Bari Lynn

Barney's

Bearpaw

BENCRAFT HATTERS
Bergdorf Goodman-Men's
Bergdorf Goodman-Women's
Berlutti

Bernardo

Birkenstock
Bloomingdale's 59th Street
Bloomingdale's SoHo
Bloomingdal€'s Upper West Side Outlet
Bogner

Bottega Veneta

Brooks Brothers

Brunello Cucinelli

Canada Goose
CarolinaHerrera

Carolyn Rowan

Century 21

Christian Dior

Christian Louboutin
COACH 342 MADISON
COACH 595 MADISON
COACH 79 5TH AVENUE

COACH SOHO
COACH TIME WARNER BUILDING (COLUMBUS
CIRCLE)

Cole Haan

Crown Cap 1987 Ltd

Dear Foams

déjavu Boutique

DELVAUX

Designer Revival

Digtrict Leathers

DNA Footwear Bensonhurst

DNA Footwear Greenpoint

DNA Footwear on Smith Street
DNA Footwear Park Slope 5th Ave
DNA Footwear Park Slope 7th Ave
DNA Footwear SoHo

DNA Footwear Williamsburg
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69.
70.
71.
72.
73.
74.
75.
76.
77.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.

85.
86.
87.
88.
89.
90.
91.
92.
93.
94.
95.
96.
97.
98.
99.

100.
101.
102.
103.
104.
105.
106.
107.
108.
109.
110.
111.
112.
113.

Dries Van Noten
DSwW

Eddie Bauer

Edie Parker

Elie Tahari

Emm Kuo

Express

Fendi

Fivestory

Name Withheld by Request
Fleurette

Fownes Brothers
Fox's-Brooklyn
Fox's-Manhattan
FRANCISCO LEE FASHIONS
Frankie Shop

Free People
French Connection
Garmany

Giorgio Armani
Givenchy
Glamourpuss NYC
Global Leathers
GOLDEN GOOSE
Goose Barnacle
Gucci

HAT & CAP EMPORIUM (CC)
HAT PLUS
HELMUT LANG
Hermés

HERNO

House of Lafayette
Hunter Boot

Ivel International
JMendel

Jack Rogers

JJ Hat Center

Joan Oloff

Jocelyn

Joie

Joseph

Julianne

Kamp New Y ork
Karl Lagerfeld
Kate Spade
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114. Kenneth Cole

115.  Kinross Cashmere (Dawson Forte Cashmere)
116. KirnaZabete

117.  Kith Brooklyn

118. Kith Soho
119. LAMO
120. Lanvin

121. Leather Imact

122. Les Petits Joueurs

123. Letter J

124. LibralLeather

125. LISA PERRY

126. LOCK & CO. HATTERS
127. LOEWE

128. LOLA HATS

129. LoroPiana

130. LUXE DE LEON

131. LVMH

132. Mackage

133. Macy's Bay Plaza

13a. Macy's Brooklyn Downtown
135. Macy's Cross County

136. Macy's Herald Square

137. Macy'sKings Plaza

138. Macy's Parkchester

139. Macy's Queens - Rego Park
140. Macy's Staten Island

141. MANOLO BLAHNIK

142. Mansur Gavriel

143. Marni

144. Max Mara

145. Michael Kors

146. Michele Olivieri

147.  Milly

148. Minnetonka

149. Minnie Rose

150. MIUMIU

151.  Moda Operandi

152.  Moncler

153. Mood Designer Fabrics

154. MR & MRSITALY

155. No0.6 Store

156.  Nordstrom Rack 31st & 6th
157.  Nordstrom Rack Fulton Street
158. Nordstrom Rack Gateway Center
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159.
160.
161.
162.
163.
164.
165.
166.
167.
168.
169.
170.
171.
172.
173.
174.
175.
176.
177.
178.
179.
180.
181.
182.
183.
184.
185.
186.
187.
188.
189.
190.
191.
192.
193.
194.
195.
196.
197.
198.
199.
200.
201.
202.
203.

Nordstrom Rack Skyview Center
Nordstrom Rack Union Square
Norman Ambrose

Off-White

Opening Ceremony
PHILOSOPHY DI LORENZO SERAFINI
Piccolo New Y ork

Prada-5th Avenue
Prada-Madison

Rafe

Rag & Bone

Ralph Lauren

RANI ARABELLA

Rebecca Minkoff

REI

RHIE STORE

Rick Owens

Rosetta Getty

Saks Fifth Avenue-New Y ork
Sally LaPointe
SALVATORE FERRAGAMO
Schott

Snowman New Y ork

Sorel

Stefano Ricci

Stuart Weitzman

Studio 1 Lesther Designs
Sugar (E.S. Originalsinc.)
The Frye Company-Flat Iron
The Frye Company-Soho
THE ROW

The Webster

Theory- Brookfield

Theory- Columbus

Theory- Flatiron

Theory- Hudson Y ards
Theory- Madison

Theory- Meatpacking
Theory- Soho

Therdafit

Tip Top Shoes

Tom Ford

Totokaelo

TrinaTurk

Tyrone
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204.  Union Garage

205. Urban Zen

206. Vaentino

207. Vince

208. Vivadi

200. Wolf & Badger

210. Woolrich

211. WORLD HATSINC
212, 'Yves Salomon

213. Yves St Laurent-57th
214. Yves St. Laurent-Green

New York State Primary Fur Businesses
Alexandros Furs

Barbatsuly Furs

Beck Furs

Beyer Furs

Bronxville Furrier
Cassandralnc

Dena Products

Dimitri's Furs & Leathers
Funtastic Furs

Fur Vault

Furs By Mariaand Nick
Furs, Furs, Furs

Georgios Furs -Destiny USA
Georgios Furs -South Salina
Gorksi -NY

Held Projansky Furs

Hoots Furs

John Pappas Furs

Laurette Furs

Morton Fur

Russell Furs

Snyder Furs

Superior Furs

Tres Chic

Tsontos Furs

Vani Furs
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New York State Secondary Fur Businesses
1. Bloomingdale's Roosevelt Field
2. Canada Goose-NY 2
3. Eric Javits
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Fox's-Eastchester

Fox's-Forest Hills
Fox's-Huntington
Fox's-Mineola

Fox's-West Babylon

Gorlicks Trading Post

Lord & Taylor-Eastchester
Lord & Taylor-Garden City
Lord & Taylor-Manhasset
Lord & Taylor-Palisades Center
Lord & Taylor-Ridgehill

Lord & Taylor-Walt Whitman Mall
Macy's Commack

Macy's Flushing

Macy's Hicksville

Macy's Manhasset

Macy's Massapequa

Macy's Palisades Center
Macy's Roosevelt Field

Macy's Smith Haven

Macy's SouthShore

Macy's Valley Stream

Macy's Walt Whitman Mall
Macy's White Plains Galleria
Macy's Y orktown

Nieman Marcus Hudson Y ards
Nieman Marcus Roosevelt Field
Nieman Marcus White Plains
Peebles

Pegasus Footwear- New Palz
Pegasus Footwear- Rhinebeck
Pegasus Footwear- Woodstock
Saks Fifth Avenue-Long Island
Singer22

Whitman Fur & Feather
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APPENDIX D: Additiona Estimations of Fur Sales

Additional Estimations of Fur Sales

While the survey results above provide adirect estimation of New Y ork City sales of fur
pelts, garments, and accessories, two other national-level estimations of fur sales are informative
to assessing the size and scope of the New Y ork fur industry: (a) a2017 study by Henning Otte
Hansen (“Hansen 2017” or “Hansen”), asenior advisor at the University of Copenhagen,
estimating U.S. retail fur sales and (b) areport on U.S. sales of fur products on a wholesale and

manufacturer level by Euromonitor, a consumer products market research company.

The Hansen 2017 study models total U.S. retail sales of fur products from 1996 to 2015
using mink pelt production, aswell as fur products import and export data.62 Applying
Hansen’s model, | calculated that there were $1.2 billion in retail fur salesin 2017. In the
interviews done for this study, industry participants stated that between 5% and 20% of U.S.
retail fur sales occur in New Y ork. The result of applying these New Y ork percentagesto the
Hansen estimate of U.S. retail salesis an estimate of between $60 million and $240 millionin
retail sales of fur productsin New York in 2017 ($1.2 billion x 5% to $1.2 billion x 20%). The
survey-based estimates of retail salesfor 2017 (i.e. $68 to $96 million) are comparable to the
estimates of retail sales based on the Hansen model. See the chart below for estimates of retail
sales of fur productsin New Y ork City, based on the Hansen model, for 1997-2017.

62 For amore detailed explanation of the Hansen model see the Estimation Methodol ogy section of the
paper below and Henning Otte Hansen. Global fur retail value. July 31, 2017.
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Euromonitor, aleader in international market-research,® has estimated that
manufacturing and wholesale sales of “articles of apparel and clothing accessories, of fur skins
(excluding hats and headgear)” in 2017 were $517.7 million.%* Applying the same “New Y ork
factor” of 5% and 20% (based on industry interviews) to this estimate, provides an estimate that
there were between $30 million to $100 million in manufacturing and wholesale sales of fur
itemsin New York City in 2017. The survey-based estimates of manufacturing and wholesale
sdlesfor 2017 (i.e., $52 to $62 million) are consistent with this estimate.

Retaill sales of fur products were aso estimated based on amodel of retail fur sales as
given in Hansen 2017.%° This model derives retail sales of fur products by:

83 See https://www.euromonitor.com/about-us.
4 Euromonitor Passport, Industria 2018. Fur and Fur Articles. Extracted Tuesday, September 4, 2018.
% Henning Otte Hansen. Global fur retail value. July 31, 2017.
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Calculating the total number and value of mink pelts produced, imported to, and exported
from the United States. These numbers are provided by publicly available data on
production, import, and export of pelts.®®

Estimating the mark-up from pelt value to fur product retail value.

. Applying that mark-up to the production value of peltsto determine the retail value of fur

products made from those pelts.

Estimating the total value of all pelts used in fur product production based on the ratio of
mink exports to exports of other fur products in export data and applying that ratio to

mink production to estimate production of all fur skins, not just mink.

Computing net imports for fur garments (i.e., imports less exports).

Estimating the mark-up from wholesale fur garment value to retail fur garment value.

. Applying that mark-up to the net imports to determine the retail value of those imported
garments.

. Adding theretail value of peltsto the retail value of net imports to determine total U.S.
retail sales of fur garments.

% Production data were provided by the Report on Pelt Production. National Agricultural Statistics
Service (NASS), Agricultural Statistics Board, United States Department of Agriculture (USDA).
Released on July 20, 2018. Data on import and export statistics for both raw pelts and “Furskin articles;
apparel and clothing accessories’ and “Furskin articles; other than apparel and clothing accessories’ were
provided by the United Nations COMTRADE database. (Accessed August 30, 2018)
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STUDIO ONE LEATHER DESIGN, INC.

270 WEST 39" STREET NEW YORK, NY 10018

PH: (212) 760-1701 FAX: (212) 760-1702

Testimony
Caitlin Levin, Chief Operations Officer

May 15, 2019

I would like to thank the Chair, Council Member Rafael L. Espinal, and the Committee on
Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing for the opportunity to provide comments at this
hearing in regards to Int. 1476.

Studio One Leather Design, Inc. is a small factory in New York City’s Garment District. My
father started this company in the early 1990’s. Before that he had both manufacturing and retail
businesses in New York City dating back to the 1970’s. | was brought into the family business
about eight years ago as the company was experiencing exciting growth, which we have worked
hard to maintain over the years. We source materials, develop, and manufacture leather apparel
for several luxury brands based in New York City.

Design houses seek out our expertise with fur and shearling, which are two different materials as
it is understood within the industry. Shearling, which is a byproduct of the global food industry,
represented over 10 percent of our business last year, and will likely represent closer to 20
percent this year. As a small family business the proposed fur ban, as written, would have a
significant impact on our business.

Much of the discussion around this ban has been centered on fur of animals slaughtered purely
for their skin. Yet the broad definition being used, without a proper carveout for shearling, puts
at risk my business as well as thousands of other businesses from Barneys all the way down to
the “mom and pop” shoe store selling Ugg boots. Recent legislative efforts in Los Angeles and
San Francisco have wisely noted the difference between the killing of animals for the skin alone,
compared to the byproduct that is shearling and its ubiquitous use in fashion.

City Council Speaker Johnson was recently quoted in Crain’s New York Business on May 8,
2019 saying, "leather is a co-product of meat. So right now, if you're killing a mink, or

a chinchilla, or a coyote for fur, you're not eating their meat," he said. "They're being skinned
alive, gassed, trapped, farmed for fur, just to take the fur off their body for clothes. That's not
what happens with leather.”



| hope this committee takes into consideration those words along with my testimony and the
testimony of others to redefine the definition with the following exception, “not including skins
that are intended for conversion and are later converted into leather. Fur does not include
cowhide with hair attached thereto or lambskin or sheepskin with fleece attached thereto.”
Without such changes my father and I will unfortunately be faced with the reality of laying off

employees from living wage jobs.

Thank you for your time and consideration.



My name is Cory Bee. I’'m a resident of New York City. I strongly support to ban the sale of
furs.

The violent and cruel practices of the fur industry are beyond inhumane.

Eighty-five percent of the fur industry’s skins come from animals on fur factory farm. Animals
exist in filthy and cramped cages, the size of the animal, as was testified at the hearing and
further documented. Squeezing expenses and prioritizing profit at the expense and suffering of
the animal is unconscionable.

Animals are then crudely killed by genital electrocution, gassing, neck breaking and skinned
alive, where the animal often does not die immediately but dies an unbelievable painful death.

Please support the ban on fur sales. This industry is based on exploitation of these vulnerable
animals.

Thank you

Cory Bee



To NYC Councilmen:

My name is Katherine Kazak and I'd like to express my view on the matter
concerning Fur Ban hearing that took place in the NYC City Hall on 5/15/2019.

| was participating in the rally and was hoping that | could speak my point of view
at the hearing. I didn't have a chance to, so I'd appreciate if you give my letter
appropriate attention.

| went to this rally to support my friends and family and all the other people who
tried to withstand the attack of vegan people in their attempt to ban fur in NYS. |
worked in the industry years before and now as an independent designer and a
resident of NY'S felt concerned for the position many people, including myself, are
being put in.

First and foremost, | want to stand up for my freedom of expression and choice. |
find the fact that vegan point of view towards this issue should be sufficient to ban
a fur industry quite disturbing. We live in a society that made a huge leap forward
in embracing all sorts of differences among people. It's clear we are all different
and what one finds acceptable, another might find revolting. But we are learning to
make each voice matter. Where is that like when anyone can come and try to erase
you based on their dislike?

This attack on the fur industry demonstrates a complete lack of respect of vegan
people to the things that matter to others. There are so many other industries that
rely on animals being utilized for the benefit of people that should be banned too if
we believe the vegan position is correct. It's a matter of personal choice and
everyone should be allowed to exercise their judgment on what to eat and what to
wear. What about people who don’t share vegan beliefs. Do their opinions matter?
Why does the vegan society feel it can decide for everyone?

During the rally, there were displays of killed animals, slogans against Canada
Goose company (so it's not about NYS only) with their jackets and killed animals
and many more. These people were not just against fur, but also wool, leather and
anything that has to do with killing the animals. In response to that, I'd like to point
out that the animal cruelty is not acceptable and there should be sticter rules and
regulation, oversight and punishment of farms that exercise unethical practices.
But we cannot blame all of them being cruel. It's an industry that any other and
extinguish a whole industry based on the missteps of few. Humans always relied
on nature in everything and eating meats and using fur has deep roots. I'm a lover
of nature and | see everything around us as alive. When you cut a tree, it's being
hurt too. It doesn't scream or bleed, but it dies while it could be growing for many



years till it's old, but we cut it and it dies. So the element of life and death is
everywhere and when vegan people feel that only animals are being hurt, they are
wrong. Even without going into the philosophical discussion, it is clear that nature
Is our source of life whether we are carnivores or omnivores. All we have to do is
to maintain the balance and be discrete and respectful to each other.

Also, | find it absolutely outrageous that thousands of family businesses and their
workers might be losing their jobs because of the strong feelings vegan people
have towards this issue. | have family and friends who were building their
businesses from zero. They worked seven days a week, no holidays didn't see their
kids, struggled greatly to survive economic ups and downs only to come to this day
where all their effort could lead to bankruptcies, broken dreams, uncertain future.
Is this a fair way to treat people?

Moreover, if the fur is banned in NYS, people will buy it in the neighboring states.
If it's banned everywhere in the US, it will be purchased overseas. What do we
achieve here? Lost jobs and revenues.

Last but not least, vegan people propose we substitute animal products to synthetic
furs and materials. As simple as it may seem, this solution has a long-lasting
negative impact on the environment as these products would be not biodegradable.
Today, the eco situation is as tragic as it is. We don't need to add to this issue even
more.

As you can see there are many angles here to consider. It would be a big mistake to
ban fur in NYS or anywhere else as it represents only a certain viewpoint and
interests. | would greatly appreciate if you could consider my opinion in this
matter.

Feel free to call me if you have any questions.

Katherine Kazak <katsiarynaelkind@hotmail.com>



Hello,

My name is David Giardina and I live in Tribeca in Councilmember Margaret
Chin's district. I am submitting testimony in support of Intro 1476.

When I was growing up I had a family member whom I cared for very much
and I know he cared for me as well my entire family too. He was always
there to encourage me or support me when I was down or ill. He had quite
a personality and could make me laugh even if I was not feeling very
happy. He had a great sense of adventure and enjoyed accompanying me
and my other family members on trips around the country. This very dear
and special family member was named Sparky and he was rescue dog from
a local shelter who lived with us for 15 short years.

Not being human took nothing away from Sparky's personhood. He had
thoughts, feelings, emotions just as I did. The idea of anything happening to
hurt Sparky would be devastating to me. I think anyone who's ever had a
dog or cat or any other family animal would feel the same way. Why then
do we have a disconnect when it comes to using certain animals for our
pleasures, comforts or profits such as in the fur industry? Why do we create
loop holes in our basic decency and compassion to support such unspeakable
violence against the most innocent and vulnerable sentient beings?

The justification for this is usually based in money/status. Money has been
the motivating factor in conquering and pillaging other lands. Money has
been the motivator for every war in human history. Money has been the
motivating factor in human slavery and subjugation. Money has been the
motivating factor in destroying the very planet we all share. But does
money truly justify any of these things? Would we accept this justification if
someone were Vviolating, enslaving, hurting, killing us or anyone we love,
including our dogs or our cats? I strongly feel the answer to that question is
an obvious "no". Just because minks, raccoons, chinchillas, coyotes, foxes
(the latter two are types of dogs by the way no different than Sparky) are
not usually considered family "pets" does not mean they deserve or desire to
be treated this way. They do not.

Another justification for unspeakable animal abuse is culture and

tradition. Again - for thousands of years it has been a culture and tradition
around the world for humans to enslave and subjugate other humans based
upon their ethnic background, skin color, gender, sexual nature, physical or
mental attributes. The whole class system is based upon this sense of
entitlement over others. In modern times especially - can we truly say
culture and tradition is good justification for barbaric behavior?



I fully understand that based upon how we've structured our society -
money is an important element for us to live. And I understand that some
people have been doing a specific type of work for many years and they
know no other way of making a living. They may feel that they have no
choice. I will insist that we all have a choice. Humans are supposed to be
the "superior species" with a higher capacity for intelligence, logic, reason
and compassion. On top of that we have moral agency. We're supposed be
able to grasp the concept that we do not need to hurt anyone, human or
nonhuman, in order to survive.

For those concerned about employment and paying their bills there are
choices to seek help and assistance. Animals are not given a choice when it
comes to being used for human interests. As it is, the world is moving
forward. Faux fur is the wave of the future happening now. If people are
truly wanting employment security they could certainly join modern times
and create, sell and distribute beautiful faux fur garments. Good for
everyone.

My final thought is this: Exploiting, hurting and killing sentient beings is
needless for our survival - especially in modern times. The golden rule does
apply to everyone - human and nonhuman alike. For centuries the world has
looked to New York City as the mecca of culture and sophistication. Thank
you for helping to maintain that reputation by ensuring that the fur industry
is gone from the great city of New York.

Sincerely,
David Giardina



Wednesday May 15, 2019

New York City Council

Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing

City Hall

City Hall Park

New York, NY 10007

Re: (Intro. 1476-2019 — Testimony to the Hearing re Proposed Fur Ban)

Dear Chair Rafael L. Espinal Jr., Speaker Johnson and City Council Committee:

| regret that | was not afforded the opportunity to testify today (May 15) before | was
obliged to leave the chamber for the airport at 5:15PM for my homebound flight early this
evening.

My name is Michael O'Brien. | am a wildlife biologist born and raised in Nova Scotia with
an MSc in Wildlife Biology from Acadia University. | am a Certified Wildlife Biologist
under The Wildlife Society professional certification program. | have dedicated my
professional career to the conservation of wildlife populations and habitats. | am speaking
today on behalf of the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) (see footnote 1).

| have 43 years of professional wildlife management experience, much of that with the
Government of Nova Scotia, including 22 years as Manager of the Nova Scotia Sustainable
Wildlife Use Program (which included wild furbearer, small game and large mammal
management as well as human wildlife conflict management and management of wildlife
disease). | continue to be active as an advisor on North American and international wildlife
management and policy.

Canada and the United States have for decades worked very closely together on wildlife
management and ensuring high animal welfare standards in the sustainable use of wildlife.
As a result, the North American Model of Wildlife Management is widely recognized as
the best in the world.

It was apparent today (May 15) in testimony that | heard that there is considerable
confusion and misinformation out there about traps and the use of traps to capture wildlife.
Myself and my colleague Matt Peek (also representing AFWA and registered to testify)
would have been able to contribute accurate information to that discussion had we had the
opportunity to speak. Canada and the United States have collectively invested over $50
million to date to ensure that all traps used to capture wild furbearers in North America are
systematically tested to meet globally recognized animal welfare standards. These
standards follow an ISO testing protocol and were developed through the work of a panel
of expert wildlife biologists and wildlife veterinarians from US, Canada, Russia and
European Union.



Over the past 22 years, trap testing has resulted in the identification of trapping devices
which meet the internationally accepted standard, various trap modifications to improve
animal welfare performance, and the phasing out of devices that do not meet the standards.
| am one of the team of wildlife biologists and wildlife veterinarians who have led this
work in Canada since 1997.

I hope you will be interested to know that the tested and approved traps used for live
capture of furbearers by trappers in North America, are the same ones used by wildlife
biologists (and recommended by the Canada Council on Animal Care — see footnote 2) to
live-capture wild furbearers in wildlife tagging and research programs.

While | heard statements to the contrary during the hearing, I can assure you that the wild
fur harvest in North America is part of highly regulated, strictly enforced, science-based
state/provincial/territorial wildlife conservation programs.

Besides trapping for wild fur harvest, trappers and the use of traps contributes greatly to:

e Protecting and monitoring endangered species

Reintroduction of species into their original habitats (e.g. US American River Otter
program)

Public safety

Prevention of property damage

Protection of crops and livestock

Protection of ecosystems and habitats

Disease management to protect animal and human health

And much more

Here’s the key thing about all this - based on my four decades of experience, if you ban the
sale and use of fur, you certainly remove its value but that doesn’t necessarily translate to
protecting animals. Populations of many species sharing the landscape with us will still
need to be managed — the difference is that you end up with a situation more like what
occurs in Europe, where millions of ‘problem’ animals are captured and killed at public
expense, and then discarded in the waste management system as part of wildlife damage
control.

In North America, the responsible use of wildlife resources is a crucial part of our model of
wildlife management. All too often when harvest for sustainable use is removed from the
equation, we are faced with increased flooding, livestock and property damage, human
safety risks, zoonotic disease outbreaks, and other problems associated with overabundant
wildlife populations.




Unfortunately, when that happens, the public reaction we see is a rapid erosion of our
value, respect and willingness to accommodate wildlife in the landscapes where we live.

From a wildlife conservation perspective, such a loss of value and willingness to accommodate
presence of wildlife is a very negative outcome.

| welcome any questions you may have.

Respectfully submitted on behalf of the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA). For
more detailed information, we left in the room multiple copies of the publication Trapping and
Furbearer Management in North American Wildlife Conservation (see also footnote 3).

Thank you,

Michael O’Brien

Wildlife Biologist

902-300-3221

obrienms.ns@gmail.com

Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA)

Footnotes:

1. The Association was founded in 1902 as an inter-governmental organization of public
agencies charged with the protection and management of North America's fish and
wildlife resources. The Association’s members include the fish and wildlife agencies of
the states, the provinces, as well as federal government agencies in the United States and
Canada. The Association provides a forum for hundreds of senior level fish and wildlife
public agency biologists across North America to develop positions on public policy
issues involving fish and wildlife conservation. The Association has been instrumental in
promoting sound resource management and strengthening federal, state, provincial, NGO
and private cooperation in protecting and managing fish and wildlife and their habitats in
the public interest.

2. https://www.ccac.ca/Documents/Standards/Guidelines/Wildlife.pdf pp 23-24

3. https://www.fishwildlife.org/application/files/8815/2944/8183/Trap-Fur-Mgmt_final.pdf



mailto:obrienms.ns@gmail.com
https://www.ccac.ca/Documents/Standards/Guidelines/Wildlife.pdf
https://www.fishwildlife.org/application/files/8815/2944/8183/Trap-Fur-Mgmt_final.pdf

My name is Stephanie Stone. I'm a native New Yorker living in Washington Heights. | grew up
on the upper East side seeing winter after winter two legged minks, foxes, chinchillas, among
others. When, at 8, | told my mother her beautiful coat made from about 60 minks did not belong
to her but rather to those animals whose fur she was wearing, she gave the coat to a thrift

store. My mother says now if she had really thought about the reality of the suffering and fear
the animals experience she would never have bought it. | always wonder if the people who wear
Canada Goose fur trim jackets ever think about the coyotes who suffer terribly being trapped by
steel jaws, many of whom try to chew off their trapped limbs in order to escape only to fail and
hours later be shot in the head or not shot, just die a slow painful death. How on earth is it
considered acceptable that upwards of 200 chinchillas, let alone one, are killed for a coat?

Times and sentiments are changing and so to are businesses which are adapting to change. Who
would have thought of the creation of the Impossible Burger or Almond or Hemp milk? People
are buying these products and people have jobs making and selling these products. Faux is being
considered beaux and people are buying it as they are buying gorgeous fabric coats. More
environmentally friendly fabrics are being created. We must move with the times and especially
now, today, during these violent times we should be more compassionate.

| support the NYC fur ban and I hope you do too. Thank you for your consideration and
compassion.



Dear Honorable Council Member,

I’m writing to respectfully urge support Intro 1476 introduced by Speakeru Corey
Johnson and Counsil Members Levin,Cabrera,Rosenthal and Brannan would make it
unlawful to sell fur in NYC give, or manufacture a new fur product in the state. If passed,
1476 would make NYC the state in the nation to ban the cruel and unnecessary fur
trade within its borders.

Simply put, the sale of fur products in NYC is inconsistent with its position as a world
leader on animal welfare and environmental issues, as well as its role in fostering
innovative technological advancements.

Regarding animal welfare concerns, it is well-accepted that animal cruelty is inherent in
the fur industry. Each year more than 100 million animals are raised and killed for their
fur. On fur factory farms, wild animals spend their entire lives in cramped cages,
deprived of the ability to engage in natural behaviors. These animals are then killed in
inhumane ways - such as crude gassing, anal/genital electrocution and neck breaking-
to preserve the quality of their pelts. In the wild, animals are often caught in crippling
leg-hold traps for days without food or water. These archaic traps are indiscriminate,
often maiming and killing non-target animals, like threatened species and even pets.

The fur industry also poses serious environmental threats. On fur factory farms, waste
runoff from animals pollutes the soil and waterways. The tanning and dying process
uses toxic and carcinogenic chemicals, like chromium and formaldehyde, to prevent the
skin from decaying. Fortunately, innovative technology has produced an array of
alternatives with the same warmth, look and feel as fur but without the cruelty or
environmental concerns.

Moreover, consumers’ growing concern about the cruelty and environmental
degradation caused by the fur industry is leading fashion brands, cities, and countries to
move away from animal fur once and for all. In 2018, Chanel, Coach, Burberry,
Versace, Donna Karan, Diane Von Furstenberg, and InStyle magazine joined Gucci,
Michael Kors, and Armani by announcing fur-free policies. Internationally, Norway and
Belgium joined the Netherlands, United Kingdom, and Austria in banning fur production.
Also, India banned fur imports in 2017.

By passing Intro 1476 and eliminating the sale of new fur products in NYC we have the
opportunity to increase community awareness of animal welfare, mitigate the
environmental harm caused by the fur industry, bolster the demand for sustainable and

innovative alternatives, and foster a more humane environment in NYC.
Please support the fur ban!
Thank you!

Sincerely,

Frank Davila

New York
Rego Park



Good Day,

| want to take the time to explain why | support Intro 1476, which will ban the
sale of fur in New York City.

We share the planet with animals. | cannot fathom the belief that animals are
solely meant for human beings to utilize for themselves.

| believe animals have their own souls, and feel all emotions including
distress, pain, sorrow, and grief. What an ordeal for these fur bearing animals
to be caught in traps in the wild (and sometimes cats and dogs get caught in
these traps as well). Also fur bearing animals are bred and raised to become
fur fashions in gloomy conditions and ultimately their lives are cut short by
such methods as electrocution.

The processing of fur leads to toxic pollution for people to have to deal with. |
hope New York City can follow the examples of San Francisco and Los
Angeles and ban the sale of fur. These animals should not face such
exploitation in a civilized society.

Thank You,
Miriam A. Cohen



To whom it may concern,

As a resident of NYC and an animal lover, | am thrilled that a ban on fur sales has been
introduced. No animal deserves the prolonged agony of a steel trap, only to be
bludgeoned to death for a fur collar. Some of the methods animals in the fur industry are
killed by include drowning, electrocution, being shot in the head and skinned alive. Millions of
Coyotes, foxes, rabbits, cats, dogs and other animals suffer this torment yearly for a cruel
product that has been on the way out for a long time. NYC is better than this. We do not and
should not support torture of any being, especially the most innocent beings on the planet.

| support fur ban intro 1476 and really hope you would help us fight against such a barbaric industry.
Please feel free to call me anytime to further discuss.

Sincerely,

Melinda Lee

William J. Farmer Inc.

369 Lexington Avenue, Suite 310
New York, NY 10017



http://www.williamjfarmer.com/

Wednesday, May 15, 2019

New York City Council

Committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing
City Hall

City Hall Park

New York, NY 10007

Re: (Intro. 1476-2019 — Opposition to Proposed Fur Ban)

Dear Chair Rafael L. Espinal Jr. and City Council Committee:

My name is Matt Peek. I’m a professional wildlife biologist for the Kansas Dept. of Wildlife,
Parks and Tourism and I oversee the wild furbearer management program for the state of Kansas.
As a wildlife biologist, | have trapped beaver, coyote, otter and various other species for
research, reintroduction programs, and damage control, and | have extensive experience with
traps and trapping.

I’m here today representing the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA). All 50 state
wildlife agencies support regulated trapping as a necessary part of modern wildlife management,
and we have serious concerns about the implications of the bill to wildlife conservation.

This ban is being promoted as pro-animal welfare. In fact, trapping today is managed through
science-based regulations that already address animal welfare. These regulations are put in place
by wildlife biologists like myself who care deeply about animals, and have dedicated our lives to
their conservation.

The U.S. and Canada have spent over $50 million in recent decades conducting trap research and
promoting the best and most humane traps in existence. And this effort has been effective.
Recent trapper surveys indicate the vast majority of the target animals captured by trappers in the
U.S., are captured in traps that pass international humane trapping standards.

In addition, the same traps used today by fur trappers are also used by biologists for research and
reintroductions. This is only possible because these traps usually cause minimal or no injury to
captured animals.

Recognizing this, the American Association of Wildlife Veterinarians has a position statement
recognizing foothold traps, “when used properly, are humane, safe and practical.”

It’s also worth noting that the species that are trapped today are abundant, in fact some like
coyote and raccoon are more abundant than they’ve ever been in history, and they have the



potential to damage property and other, more vulnerable species like sea turtles and ground
nesting birds.

Without the fur trade, the harvested animal will be disposed of and wasted, rather than producing
a durable, environmentally-friendly product that can be used by people. The fur trade is
responsible use of wildlife.

In closing, a ban on the sale of fur in New York City will have significant, negative impacts on
both wildlife and people. I’'m asking you today to trust the judgement of wildlife professionals

and yeur-sstate wildlife management ageneyagencies on this issue-and-oppese-this-bil,

Respectfully submitted on behalf of
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) and FurNYC

Matt Peek

Wildlife Research Biologist

620-342-0658

matt.peek@ks.gov

Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA)



No Fur Ban in NYC!!
To Whom It May Concern,

| have been working in the Fur industry for 40 years. | will be left
without a job . NYC is melting pot of different people , with different
opinions. Wearing fur is a choice. Everyone should have the freedom to
make that choice . What about my rights? What about all those people
loosing their jobs ? Please stop the fur ban.

Thank you!
Kostoula Skourlas



Hi My name is Marilyn Galfin founder of *Voices for Shelter Animals".
We are a NYC based advocacy group fighting for shelter reform and No
Kill. We support intro 1476

The time has come for New York City to become a city of compassion
for the companion and non-companion animals. No animal in this city
should be the victim of abuse, exploitation, cruelty, or torture.

This needs to be a city of no kill no matter what species it is. It is time
the city chooses compassion over any commerce of cruelty

Millions of animals each year including minks,foxes, rabbits, beavers
chinchilla, coyotes,rabbits and more, (sentient beings who experience
pain and suffering) go through hellish torture being victims of fur farms,
stuck in tiny cages in inhumane conditions, or trapped in barbaric steel-
jaw leghold traps (which have been know to trap dogs and cats as well)
where animals sometimes have to chew off their own limbs to free
themselves, anally& vaginally electrocuted, hanged, skinned
alive,(including dogs and cats). This is not what a civilized society does
to animals.

.The cities of Los Angeles and San Francisco have already banned the
selling of fur.and is spreading to other cities and is already banned in
other countries. The time has come for New York City the fashion hub
of the world to make the statement that this city is leaving behind this
antiquated model of clothing made from cruelty and that compassion is
in fashion in the Big Apple.

No money should be made from the torture of an animal. No matter how
the fur industry weaves their story to justify these barbaric acts it is time
that no one buys into their web of misinformation and lies. There is
absolutely nothing humane about this industry



No human has the right to take a life for greed or vanity or convenience.
It took many generations but finally we are at the point where
progressive compassionate consumerism is becoming the norm.

Fur is unnecessary and most NYers do not support this industry. They
have proven they want humane alternatives and is exemplified by the
success of businesses who sell fake fur and fake fur accessories that do
no harm to animals. Wearing literally dead animals on one's body as an
act of vanity, as a status symbol, as a symbol that | have arrived
economically to afford this, is not the norm any more for the majority of
NY ers and for many people around the world anymore.

Many famous brands have joined this progressive mindset Gucci
,Michael Kors, Versace, and more..You can look beautiful, be stylish,
feel good about who you are, be happy and that does not have to include
wearing a coat made from torture of animals.

It's time that politics are put aside and that we look within ourselves to
know that morally, ethically, all this is unacceptable, unconscionable on
every level. and it must stop.

| encourage the council members to stand your ground no matter what
pressure you get from opposition. Only you could put an end to this
horrific industry and be the heroes to stand up for what is right and just
for these animals.. Please support intro.1476



o
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May 17, 2019
Re: Testimony to hearing 1476-2019 — NY City Fur Ban
Dear Chair Rafael L. Espinal Jr.;

| have always been an animal lover. In the absence of a local veterinarian or animal shelter, |
was the girl in our community that cared for every sick or injured animal, and rescued every
stray cat or dog. When | was fifteen, | read a book written by Ingrid Newkirk, founder of PETA,
titled “Save the Animals!: 101 Easy Things That You Can Do”. This book convinced me that
using animals for any purpose was cruel and heartless. | immediately stopped eating meat,
stopped using products that had been tested on animals, and became opposed to using animals
for clothing. | clearly remember reading a chapter in this book focussed on fur. Newkirk
suggested visiting fur retailers and leaving notes in the pockets of fur coats reading “It takes 40
dumb animals to make a fur coat, but only one to wear it” or “fur is dead”.

At that age, | did not question the validity of the information that had been presented to me.
Rather, | accepted it as truth, and became a devoted advocate for the animal rights movement.
| became very vocal, and every opportunity | got, | pushed my messages. | felt that | was
correct, and that others were ill-informed.

At the age of eighteen | left home to attend an agricultural college to begin pre-veterinarian
studies. | continued to preach my message of how humans have no right to utilize animals for
any purpose. Many of my fellow students were farmers, so my messages were not always well-
received!

During my second year of college, | was required to work more closely with animals — in an
agricultural setting. My mentality at that time was that livestock farmers lacked compassion
and had no connection with the animals. However, the more time that | spent working with the
farmers (and the animals), the more that | began to question my beliefs. Suddenly things were
no longer black and white.

Over the next three years, | watched how the farmers interacted with the animals, and realized
that there was not only a connection with the animals, but also a respect for the animals. It
also became blatantly clear that livestock farming is not only hard work — but a hard lifestyle;
with a set of challenges that only exist with raising animals; and financial rewards that are often



inconsistent. So why would anybody choose to do it? Because they enjoy working with and
caring for animals.

That was the beginning of a journey that chanced by perspective from one of anti-animal use to
responsible animal use.

Fast forward to today. | am the manager a large mink farm - and have been for 15 years now.
It is certainly not where | would have envisioned myself 25 years ago, but | really do enjoy it.

My staff and | make every effort to keep our mink healthy, comfortable and stimulated.

Our mink are housed in pens - often in pairs during the growing season, and individually as
adults. The mink hang out in their wire mesh pens to play, stretch, nap, and access their food
and water. They also use this as their bathroom, so urine and feces fall through the wire so
their pen remains clean. Attached to the pen is a wooden nest box, the bottom covered with
dry pine bedding. This provides the mink with a cozy place to sleep or hide, similar to a den.
Pen mates will often choose to curl up together in this space. Our mink are provided with both
manipulable enrichments (toys that they can play with or chew), and hammocks to lie on.

Our mink feed is produced with only high quality ingredients, based on diets that are designed
and balanced by a mink nutritionist. These diets are adjusted based on the physiological needs
of the mink depending on the time of year. Hands-down, our mink eat much healthier than
most of our human population!

We walk through the barns daily, to remove any left-over feed before fresh is provided. At this
time, we identify any mink that have not eaten their ration, which is often a sign that the mink
is not feeling well. These mink will be checked for signs of illness or injury, and will be provided
with appropriate care. In any large population, there will always be a small percentage that will
require medical attention. This is not unlike the human population.

Certain times of the year require more frequent handling of the mink. These periods include
breeding, whelping, weaning, vaccinating, breeder selection and harvesting. Our staff is trained
to handle the mink in a manner to keep them as comfortable as possible.

As in any type of livestock farming, the animals reach a point when they must be harvested.
For mink, this is a very peaceful process. The animals simply fall into a permanent sleep.

Here in Canada (and similar to other mink-producing countries) we have an animal welfare
standard (Code of Practice) that requires our farmers to follow a strict set of guidelines
addressing every aspect of mink husbandry, including housing, nutrition, herd health and
euthanasia. Our standards even require us to provide the mink with shelves to enable the
mother mink to escape from her young kits for some R & R, and toys (enrichments) for the mink



to play with. The Code of Practice was developed by a committee which included animal
welfare representatives, veterinarians, animal welfare researchers, and producers. A third-
party auditing system began during the summer of 2018, and all farms are expected to be
certified by 2020. This is something that we worked very hard to build and implement, and of
which very proud.

It is now kit time on our farm — my favorite time of the year. | enjoy watching the mother mink

diligently care for her young. | love reaching into the warm nest and pulling out a handful of
dozy kits and burying my nose into their fine layer of fur, breathing in the very distinct smell
that can only be compared with the smell of puppy-dog breath.

Pretty soon groups of school kids will arrive on our farm. As they squeal with excitement at the
opportunity to hold the squirmy kits, and someone announces that they have gotten peed on, |
take some time to talk to the kids about what | feel are important life lessons.

Firstly, when raising animals for any purpose, we have a responsibility to care for them properly
and make great effort to keep them healthy, happy and comfortable.

Secondly, that we have a responsibility to protect the environment. This includes making
choices that reduce the amount of plastic that ends up in landfills and washes into our oceans,
harming our sea life. This means choosing clothing made from natural fabrics that are long-
lasting and 100% biodegradable - such as fur.

It is clear that my perspective on animal use has changed over the years. However, one thing
that has remained consistent is my passion to care for animals and to provide them with a
happy healthy life.

| am proud to be a part of the fur industry.

Sincerely;

(A Jores

Catherine Moores



New York City — Council Hearing, 15 May 2019
Oral Testimony re: 1476-2019

Mr. Chairman and Council Members:

My name is Robert Cabhill, Senior Vice-President of North American Fur Auctions. My
company traces its roots back 350 years to 1670 and the establishment of the Hudson’s
Bay Fur Trading Company. We have operations in the United States, Canada and
Europe.

As you have or will hear from fur farming experts, my presentation will focus on wild
harvested furs.

Trapping is undertaken in virtually every country in the world for many reasons,
including scientific research, relocation, disease control, problem-wildlife and ecosystem
management. Essentially fur is the by-product of wildlife management programs and
contributes tens of millions of dollars into the rural economies of the United States,
through commercial trapping. This includes licensed State trappers and tens of
thousands of indigenous trappers.

In fact, Mr. Chairman, it was our Company that set harvest quotas for beaver in the
early 19th century, as the first wildlife conservation measure in North America. We
have also advocated for and financially supported scientific trap research and testing,
for best welfare practices, and are implementing a Trapper Certification program that
will take effect in 2020. Details of that program can be found attached to this
document.

We collect the fur from licenced trappers and farmers, where it is sorted, by type,
colour, size, quality, etc., and sold to world buyers who use fur in many ways. Through
our auction house, all fur sold is 100% traceable back to the rancher, licenced harvester
or licenced dealer.

The State and Federal US Fish and Wildlife Service plays a significant role in oversight to
enforce trapping regulations and track the movement of fur from the US to auction or to
overseas buyers, as do other government agencies. No endangered species are traded,
nor is the use of endangered species condoned by the fur trade or our Company.

| would strongly recommend that your Committee reach out to the New York State
Department for Environmental Conservation for more details and scientific evidence of
sustainable and welfare designed trapping programs.

It is widely recognized that the quality of an animals fur has a direct relationship to the
health of that animal. Itis in the farmer or trapper’s best interest to care for those
animals to produce the highest quality fur.



The videos shown at the beginning of today’s hearing are not representative of legal,
ethical or acceptable trapping or farming practices. There are laws in place at the
Federal and State level relating to animal cruelty that can prosecute people abusing or
neglecting animals, contrary to trapping or fur farming requirements.

North American States and Provinces are world leaders in developing, implementing
and enforcing wildlife management and trade systems that have proven sustainable
over hundreds of years, and are world leaders in animal welfare practices that are
constantly evolving. Trade figures of animals harvested and traded from North
American can be documented back to 1600 — that is over 400 years of documented
trade figures. Today, all furbearing animals harvested legally under State wildlife
management programs come from abundant and sustainable animal populations.

The Industry is highly regulated by government oversight systems, as you have or will
hear from Government biologists. Again, | encourage you to reach out to the New York
State Department for Environmental Conservation for impartial facts and figures.

Where countries or States that DO NOT allow commercial harvesting of fur-bearers
what we see is in fact, the deregulation of wildlife management, yet it still gets
‘managed’:

e Harvest continues and may even increase

e Little to no government oversight

e Increases in human-wildlife conflict complaints

e Increases in insurance claims from animal related damage

e Tax-payer dollars or land-owners paying for wildlife control

e And in the end, the animals are often thrown in a ditch or incinerated at a

government facility.

Contrary to what advocates for the ban say, furbearing animals will continue to be
‘managed’ through hunting and trapping, even if the fur is not used or commercial
trapping were to be banned. There are numerous State and national examples where
millions of furbearing animals are ‘managed’ with no oversight and their furs are not
used. These are examples of programs that are ‘well intentioned’, but mislead and
ultimately reduce the value and respect for wildlife. Some examples include:

e Massachusetts banned commercial trapping in 1996, now citizens or
Government agents hunt or trap an estimated equivalent number of animals in
control programs. Mainly beaver. Reporting is not required.

e Colorado, who does not allow commercial trapping, but relies on trappers to re-
introduce Lynx to the State over the past 20 years from abundant populations in
Canada.

e The UK traps and hunts up to 400,000 red fox each year to manage populations —
none are used.



e The Netherlands has trapped upwards of 300,000 muskrat each year, under
government programs over the past 30 years at costs of $30 million. None are
used.

In summary, banning the use and sale of fur will not stop what many of you have been
told will be stopped. Trapping will continue, yet with few restrictions and few
oversights, and wasting the animal — showing it less respect in every way.

Moreover taxpayers end up paying for this management - this is what you are facing. It
is not a case of yes or no, but who pays, how is it managed and what to do with the by-

product of wildlife management.

You have thousands of skilled craftspeople and business people who are experts in this,
and have been for generations.

Thank you!



Dear Council this Fur Ban will kill a whole industry, countless
jobs will be lost. There are more harrowing issues in this City
that you can tackle but you choose this because PETA is

lobbying. Why don't they go to Africa and stop animals from
becoming extinct.

Have you done any studies on the faux Fur? It's more dangerous
than REAL fur, it's plastic and it is not sustainable so you would

be contributing to killing the EARTH!! Real Fur is
RECYCABLE!

Please do not allow this Ban to go through !!

Thank You
Crystal Fox Fashions



Hello,

My name is Jeffrey Aust. I reside in Brooklyn, in district 34. My city council member is
Antonio Reynoso. | am giving testimony in support of intro 1476.

In all my winters in NYC..I've never owned a fur coat. It's my estimation that most human beings
in this city haven't either.

In not owning a fur coat, | haven't frozen to death, | have all my fingers, toes,
appendages...there's been no amputations from frost bite done on me. | simply wear clothing
from non animal fabrics to stay warm, and | do just that.

I think we all know fur isn't a necessity but a luxury item. It is worn to portray the image of
success and wealth due to an underlying insecurity, that can be addressed by other means. In
other words, it's completely unnecessary to wear fur...and for something that is completely
unnecessary animals are paying for it with their lives and enduring an unbelievable amounts of
torture and pain in the process. Here are some of the things being done to these innocent,
helpless animals to create this luxury item :

Anal and vaginal electrocution

Gassing to death

Shooting in the head

Strangulation

Neck snapping

Skinning alive

Trapping with painful steel mechanisms
Bludgeoning to death with blunt objects

Do these sound like reasonable things for a "civilized"species to be doing to another?

All the evils in history and even in our current society stem from an absolute failure to abide by
one basic principle: empathy, the golden rule: Put yourselves in the victims position. The fur
industry people are NOT the victims, the animals ARE. If | had to trade places with either the
animals or a fur industry worker right now, it'd be the fur industry worker, who is still allowed to
keep his or her life, and only must apply their job skill set in an alternate way. "This city was
built by the fur industry”, some argue. Well, the south was built on slavery. When something is
wrong and you know it's wrong, you evolve and take the higher road! These workers will still be
alive after the ban and life is the most precious gift of all, more precious than a job, jobs come
and go. We must vote for lives over profit and ban this greedy and barbaric trade as soon as
possible. It is long overdue and SO SO many animals have already paid the price for it.

Thanks for considering my testimony.

Regards,
Jeffrey Aust



5/19/19
Dear Council Member,
Thank you very much for considering the ban on fur in NYC.

Anyone who has seen the footage or knows the inherent cruelty of the fur industry will surely
support the ban!

Animals caught in leg hold traps will try to chew their own legs off to escape or be left to suffer
attacks from other animals or

be eaten by maggots, or bludgeoned to death by trappers. It is a long suffering and horrific
death. On fur farms they

are often starved, neglected, given no medical care, anally electrocuted or drowned.

It is also bad for the environment with the chemicals that are used to process the fur for clothing.
Cruelty should no longer be a status symbol! It is not kind or cool to wear fur. There are so
many great alternatives to keep

warm.

THANK U for your compassion and for taking us out of the Dark Ages!!

Sincerely,

Elaine Sloan

Mitchell Place
NYC, NY 10017



To whom it may concern,

My name is Victoria Toulis and | am in full support of the fur ban 1476. | am a resident of
Long Island New York, and have lived here my whole life. Speaking as a furrier’s daughter, the
issue of killing someone for personal gain is as black and white of an issue to me as to anyone
else with a shred of decency. | will not, nor should anyone else accept the disgraceful attempts to
justify murder on the grounds of tradition, skill set to sow and sell flesh, fashion choice or any
other grotesque and dishonest excuse. This is a vile industry and needs to be abolished NOW!

| have witnessed first hand the disturbing manipulation, disconnect and violence towards
animals that this industry perpetuates. I, like most children, had an appreciation for animals and
for me, a special admiration for Skunks. On a buiness trip to obtain the skin stolen off animals,
my parents bought me the murdered body of a Skunk from China as a gift. To this day her body
haunts and chills me to my core. Her eyes had been cutt out of her face and her bones and insides
discarded just like her life. How she was murdered and how she lived are two of the most
disturbing thoughts one could have. Had she ever felt the warmth from the sun? Had she ever
heard the song of a Bird? Had she been a mother that fought for her babies? How hard did she
struggle? How much did she suffer? Did she ever think she would survive? Did she almost get
away? She is only one of the billions of thinking, feeling beings that lived and continue to live in
agony until the day they are brutally killed on behalf of this atrocious industry and the greed and
moral curruption that fuels it.

As a child with access to fur, | was also dressed in their flesh at an early age for the purpose
of being shown off at social events. Now | see the same hiddious behavior enacted on the
younger generations, including my niece. She is an animal lover and yet is draped in the corpses
of torture victims by her parents. This moral corruption and exception of animal cruelty is
something that needs to be terminated, apoligized for, rectified and certainly never
promoted. Mahatma Gandi said “The Greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged
by the way its animals are treated.” As individuals we make up a nation and we MUST take
responsibility for the actions and the impact they have on others, especially the vulnerable. The
case for banning the sale of fur could not be more clear and its beyond disturbing that in 2019
citizens of a so called “civilized society” even have to address this. This is not something that
will be even remotely excused by the generations to come. The only thing to do now is to leave
this legalized unthinkable torture in the past and move onto a humane and just future, where
tormenting and killing animals is not accepted rather condemned as it should be.

Thank you for your time and concern in this important matter.
Sincerely,

Victoria Toulis



City Council Members,

I am writing today to urge you to consider New York City’s fur ban.

The fur trade is a barbaric and antiquated industry that capitalizes off of the torture and suffering
of living, sentient beings. These animals are not simply hunted for food and then their skin made
of coats. They are viciously brutalized for their fur while their bodies are discarded like trash.
When caught steel traps, their bones are shattered in these metal jaws while they wait bleeding
and agonizing in pain until they are found and either shot or beaten over the head, they are anally
electrocuted, they are skinned alive, they are force fed in cages until they are so fat they can no
longer move, all in the name of fashion, status and vanity. Well I tell you this: in 2019 we do not
need the skin of another animal for our own survival to keep us warm. There are many other
sufficient alternatives that look and feel like the real thing. In this day and age there is no need to
savagely kill another living thing.

Please, council members, | implore you to use your compassion and your humanity to vote in
favor of the fur ban. Los Angeles, San Francisco, and many other nations around the globe have
already banned fur. Let us follow suit and show the world why New York really is the greatest
city in the world.

Thank you,

Vanessa Ellers (proud, native New Yorker)
36th St

Astoria, NY 11106



ECOPEL Mmoo

Paris

Good afternoon,

Thank you to the members of the committee on Consumer Affairs and Business Licensing
for giving me the opportunity to express my views here.
My name is Arnaud Brunois. | represent the company Ecopel, the leader in luxury faux fur.

We work with many internationally renowned fashion brands including several brands
based in NY.

We have been very attentive to the debate regarding the initiative of a bill banning the
sales of fur products in New-York.

Wether it is freedom of choice, animal welfare or sustainability these notions are
important for all of us.

After having reviewed carefully everything that is at stake, we think a ban on the sales of
fur products is a good idea for several reasons that go far beyond mere commercial
reasons.

Bans already exist in other areas.

They provide a frame and have a positive impact on society.

For example, more plastic bags bans are being implemented and they have demonstrated
their positive impact.

Evidence shows that smart and judicious bans can shape greener and

more responsible consumption patterns.

Bans on the trade of endangered species also already exist and are a good thing.
Wild animals are protected while it is still possible to have the look of fur from these
species thanks to imitations available in faux fur.

If a ban on the sale of real fur products would be voted, that would not mean the end of
the fur look. It would just mean that there are new ways to present old ideas.

Vegan leather is booming. Emerging start ups are creating textile made from apples or
silk made in a petri dish, injecting a new energy in the way fashion is done.



Regarding animal welfare, even if we do not live in a vegetarian world, reducing the
number of animals we used is a positive thing.

The scientific community for instance has long adopted the concept of REDUCTION when
it comes to animal testing.

That is why the sales of cosmetic products tested on animals have been banned in various
places in the world, encouraging laboratories and big companies to develop new
methods while creating a sense of responsibility and increased vigilance amongst

consumers.

The concept of REDUCTION is key.

Fur bans help the textile industry to reduce its use of animals.

In 2018, a 20% reduction in animals exploitation (for their furs) has been reported which
means millions of animals saved.

This is directly attributable to the important number of luxury brands with a no fur policy,
the number of countries having banned fur factory farming and the improvement made in
the field of faux fur.

Bans give an impulse to textile innovation.

Just like plastic bags bans have encouraged companies to develop new types of
packaging, new materials are being developed at a fast pace from bio-based to
improved recycled fibers, innovation is shaping the textile industry in a greener way.

At Ecopel we have started a line of « teddy » faux fur made from post consumers plastics
- which means that at our modest level, we contribute to reduce the quantity of waste
being thrown in the oceans.

We are launching a new type of faux fur partially made from vegetal ingredients.
Synthetics are still crucial today but greener synthetics are on their way. In few years, faux
fur will be exclusively made from recycled polyester or bio based materials.

Lastly, I would like to highlight the fact that environmental reports show that polyester, the
base material used to create faux fur, has less impact on our environment than animal-
based fibers or cotton. A mink fur coat will always have a higher environmental impact
than faux fur. It is acknowledged by eco experts that natural fibers tend to be over-
idealized despite their huge impact on the environment.

In addition to that, polyester is fully recyclable, while the biodegradability claims made by
the fur federation has been proved to be baseless and inaccurate by the French
Advertising Authority of Paris last december.



When it comes to sustainability it is important to be accurate. Our sustainability messages
have to reflect current practices.

"Biodegradable" does not mean compostable.

"Compostable” does not mean litter friendly.

And all this does not mean anything without an effective collection system that would
allow consumers to eventually bring their mink coats to a composting plant.

Our vision for the future of fashion is : more recycling, more bio fabrication and less
factory farming.

| hope these information will help you make your final decision. | believe New-York, often
referred to as the capital of the world, and a capital of fashion, could truly become an
example in sustainability and in life friendly practices.



Testimony in Support of Intro 1476, the Bill to Ban the Sale of Fur in NYC
Submitted by: Lisa Bandelli 761 Amwell Road Hillsborough NJ 08844 (17-733-4903 on 5/19/19
Dear City Council:

On the outset, | will share that | am no longer a resident of NY. | was born and raised in Brooklyn and
Staten Island and lived in Manhattan for about 10 years until | bought a home in NJ a little over a decade
ago. Although | am no longer a registered voter in NY, | am strongly rooted and connected with New
Yorkers in many ways and always will be. | currently work in NY as a lawyer for The Guardian Life
Insurance Company of American in downtown Manhattan, and do both my volunteer work (I have been
a committed volunteer in Dorot organization’s “Friendly Visitor” program for over 20 years, and | am a
committee member of the NYC Bar Association) and animal rights activism in NY, amongst other states.
While those of us not residents of NY may not be able to vote in NY, we are intricately involved in NY
activism and politics as NY is in our hearts, and we want our “home” to be a pioneer in progressively
taking measures to eradicate oppression and injustices.

| attended the incredible City Council on Intro 1476 last Wednesday. What a monumental day to hear
this Bill be taken as seriously as it is. It brought me to utter tears, not only because | am unbelievably
hopeful it will pass but more so because it took us this long to get here. Despite all my joy in seeing a
light at the end of the NYC fur sale tunnel, | cried uncontrollably for all the innocent animals who
suffered horrible lives of intense confinement, torture and death. What most these poor animals think
of life? They have no knowledge whatsoever of joy, freedom or happiness.

As tons of testimony was given live and I’'m sure more written speaking to the many reasons we implore
the City Council’s passage of Intro 1476, | thought | would concentrate my testimony in response to the
outrageously offensive and utterly ridiculous arguments put forth by those in opposition to the ban.

Counterarguments to Furriers etc Reasons for Opposing Intro 1476

1. Those in support of Intro 1476 have no regard for human lives and jobs affected
The furriers, the Fur Association, the stores and designers and so on that would be impacted by
this law made repeated accusations of the proponents of the Bill not caring about humans and
only caring about animals. This is completely and utterly unfounded and, more importantly, a
purposeful distraction from the issue at hand. | would venture to guess that nearly every
proponent of the Bill cares deeply for all living being and not only just non-human ones. First of
all, opposition to fur is fairly universal and certainly far from in the sole prerogative on animal
activists. And of thousands of animal activists I've met over my 20 plus years being an activist,
I'd say every last one of us began our ventures into fighting for social justice related to issues
specific to humans, whether it be homelessness, HIV/AIDS, domestic violence ...

We, at least |, care very much for humans, BUT when humans act with blatant disregard for the
immense suffering of other living beings, and make their financial livelihood off the back of the
suffering, torture and slaying of these innocent non-human animals, then | do not have
sympathy for their plight. They voluntarily elected to enter into or stay in their family businesses
which perpetuate such misery and cruelty and show NO REMORSE for the living beings’ suffering
upon which backs they have made their money. Let’s please not lose sight about what they are
arguing for, they are arguing for their right to make money. That’s all this is about, money. |
understand it may not be an easy adjustment to develop another business which will be as
readily lucrative, but are we going to say the right of 7000 people (if that’s even an honest figure



given by the furriers) to make a living surpasses the right of thousands upon thousands of
innocent animals for the years and decades to come? If need be, | can see having an only slightly
longer phasing out period than 90 days, but certainly nothing more than 180 days, and | think
that phase out would only be to sell what they have in stock and not to continue with their
business of killing. That should stop immediately.

Let Us Self-Regulate

The Intro’s opponents argued they should be permitted to self-regulate. | say absolutely not!
They couldn’t even identify the actual size of the cages the animals are confined in. When
pointed out that the cage size listed on the Fur Association’s site is the exact same length or
smaller than the animals themselves, they had nothing to say for themselves. They don’t even
know of care to know the details of the animals treatment while alive or being killed. If they’ve
never even taken an interest in this, why should we possibly think that just because a law is
proposed now which may affect their wallets that they would suddenly care about to minimize
the suffering and make any improvements in the welfare of the animals? They don’t. They just
don’t want the City Council to make their heinous practice illegal. They’re grasping at straws
saying whatever they can to save their violent businesses. | say “too late”. They’ve proved
they’ve never cared one iota for the animals, please don’t trust that they ever will.

Slippery Slope Argument

The furriers again sought to insult proponents of the Bill by saying this a dangerous slippery
slope, first these people will move their government to ban the sale of fur, next it will be eating
meat or wearing leather. It's deplorable how many times I've heard this argument. It’s pure
defensiveness with no basis in reality. | will not hide my own personal hope that we someday
live in a vegan world (where no animals is subjected to painful experimentation; bred, raised
and killed to be eaten; skinned for leather; used clearly against their natural instincts and desires
for living in circuses, rodeos, horse racing ...), BUT that does not mean that we humans, as a
society, shouldn’t put an end to practices that go against our common sense of indecency.

And truly, do you think the furriers genuinely are arguing this point because they are worried
about the discontinuance of these other practices? | think not. They are only trying to cast
aspersion on activists, as though people for deeply care for the oppression and injustices
committed against all living beings, not just human beings, are in some way enemies to humans.

Violating Consumer Choice

The furriers, consumer organization ... argued that this subject should be left to consumer
choice. Let the consumers decide if they want to buy fur products or not. Let the market take
care of itself. This is insanity. Consumers once bought the products of child labor, of workers in
dangerous miserable sweathshop conditions, of human slaves ... Just because people were
unquestioning or even contented consumers of products of these now commonly accepted as
egregious practices and industries doesn’t mean they should b permitted that choice. Laws and
government exist for many overarching reasons, one being to protect the innocent and our own
dangerous excesses.

Fur as a Status Symbol of Black People:
| would only be repeating his testimony, so | refer you instead to the live and written testimony
of Rodney King (I believe that was his name).




6. Fur as more Environmentally Friendly
As with argument #5, | think the many faux fur designers and many others presented strong
scientific support that argument 6 is not true. More than anything I'd like to make one simple
statement on this issue. Yes, fur is natural, NATURAL ON THE ANIMALS.

7. FurSales Can’t Truly be Stopped in NYC Due to Internet Sales and Sales Across State Lines and
Internationally
This is the only point raised by those in opposition to the Intro | found had any relevancy. When
| first read Intro 1476, | was only simplistically thinking of stores selling fur products in NYC. |
hadn’t contemplated internet sales or orders emanating in NYC to outside dealers. Is the law
mean to ban these sales, is there a way it could feasibly? As lawyer, | question if/how this could
be done relative to interstate commerce and international commerce laws. Of course, | support
a ban of all sales of fur in NYC, but | don’t know enough currently about whether and how this
could be done legally to make recommendations at this point. | do see that this this will need to
be reconciled.

Thank you NY City Council for your sincere consideration of this most important legislation. | pray with
all my heart you pass it and pave the way for a kinder NYC to innocent non-human sentient beings.

Sincerely,
Lisa Bandelli



Fashion. Forward.

Mac Smith

1721 10th Avenue, Brooklyn NY 11215
Brad Lander (D) NYC Council Member
Bill number (Intro 1476)

Good afternoon. As a boy growing up, | was always caught up in the imagery in fashion
magazines. They felt like visual fairy tales. My grandmother and | would pour through her issues
of Harper’'s Bazaar and Vogue swooning and earmarking the pages that felt particularly lush or
awe inspiring. Growing up in Maryland, this all seemed so far away, a magical land off in the
distance across moondust-swept mountain tops.

But what wasn’t shown on these glossy pages of paradise was how behind this fantasy of
leather mules, feather shifts and fur boleros was a real nightmare. The suffering of thousands of
foxes, minks, rabbits, birds, racoons and more who were literally woven into those threads.
Each of these animals was treated like the proverbial golden goose, an iconic tale of animal
commodity at the hands of greedy men that we still spin to children as moralistic. | didn’t
understand it then and it wasn’t until | finally joined the fashion industry that I truly could witness
the commoditization of animals.

In 2005, | moved to New York City opening an exciting chapter for me in dream field: fashion. |
started in magazines and now write for major lifestyle brands. While | was living out what |
thought was a dream come true, | could never shake this nagging feeling of guilt: how could |
launch and promote coats, handbags and shoes made from the very animals | claimed to love?
You see I've been an animal lover even before | could dress myself. From the moment | could
walk, | was stumbling towards animals to hug and pet them. At 19, | went vegetarian. | finally
made the leap to go vegan 4 years ago, never looking back. But that refers to my kitchen.
Slowly, after removing all animals from my plate, | took to the medicine cabinet. Then my
shower. The last has been my closet, where 1 still have leather reminders of a time when sadly
chic mattered more to me than consciousness. | can’t go back and change that time, so instead
I leverage it, allowing me an empathy to speak to others in my industry without judgement. |
know what motivates my peers and know that on both sides of the retail equation, change is in
vogue. The list of designers (Chanel, Gucci, Burberry, Versace, Michael Kors, DVF, etc) that no
longer think fur is fabulous grows every day. | never thought I'd see the day when the
conversation has come so far even with photographer, Alexi Lubormirski starting
Creatives4Change, a pledge by stylists, editors, designers and more to quit the use of fur,
exotics and feathers. Everyone is more educated now. Consumers at my current company
clamor for transparency, even going so far as to give us criticism when we thought of including
fur in our Fall line. | was blown away by the compassion over fashion feedback | received daily
from our customers. As a society, we have collectively woke from our slumber, no longer
choosing the convenient “don’t think about where it comes from.”



That said, there will always be other points of view. Look, | love animals. | believe everyone
here loves animals. | could stand up and lecture about the morality of using animals as things,
as materials for things. | could pull at heartstrings and trust me, | wish that would be enough.
But everyone at one point in their life has turned a blind eye to suffering, especially when we’re
taught at a young age by society that that is the “natural way and order of things.”

The path | choose instead is to say definitively that facts support us today. A new poll released
by a coalition of over 50 public-interest organizations, found that 75% of New York City voters
support a bill (Intro 1476) introduced by Speaker Corey Johnson prohibiting the sales of fur
apparel. 75%7?! That’s huge. It's clear customers and craftsmen alike know that fur is passe.
That animals are not fabric and that fur should stay where it belongs: in the archives and on the
animals.

Today is a monumental chance to be part of the change, to be part of correcting the narrative.
Both New York and Fashion have something key in common: they are are always laser-focused
on looking forward. Well the future is now. And the vote is in favor of a New York City-based fur
ban.


https://www.furfreenyc.com/blog/coalition-statement-of-support-for-intro-1476-a-bill-to-prohibit-the-sale-of-fur-apparel-in-new-york-city
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