Egbert Doran

Minister of Public Housing, Spatial Planning, Environment and Infrastructure
Government of Sint Maarten

Soualuiga Road #1

Pond Island, Great Bay

Sint Maarten

via email: [

February 2™, 2023

Dear Minister Doran,

We the undersigned, representing experts in the field of primatology, animal welfare, rescue, and
rehabilitation urge you to reconsider reported plans to use culling to control the population of green
monkeys (Chlorocebus sabaeus) resident on Sint Maarten. We recommend that, instead, the Sint
Maarten Government adopts a sterilization program which will provide a permanent, yet humane,
solution for the monkey population. We are standing ready to provide support, training, and expertise
to facilitate an effective sterilization program and would welcome the opportunity to discuss this with
your staff at your earliest opportunity.

Green Monkey Social Behavior

Green monkeys are complex, social animals who form strong family and friendship bonds which last a
lifetime. They live in groups of 10 - 50 individuals in strict hierarchies where each individual monkey
understands their place and adheres to social and behavioral norms. The monkeys have long childhoods,
with females remaining within their matriarchal group for their lifetime and males dispersing only when
they reach adolescence. Green monkeys are thought to possess the rudiments of language, that is, vocal
communication through an intricate system of alarm calls that vary greatly depending on the different
types of threats to the community. For example, there are distinct predator-specific calls to warn of
invading leopards, snakes and eagles. The foregoing information is important because it demonstrates
that green monkeys are individuals who form part of their own societies, and who place value on their
own relationships and safety.

Population Growth

While we recognize that the monkeys are a non-native species on Sint Maarten, the report
commissioned by your government, and written by the Nature Foundation, confirms that the first
sightings of free-living monkeys on the island date back to the early 1970s, representing more than 50
years of co-existence with human populations. The report furthermore states that it is increasing
population numbers, rather than the current population, that is most cause for concern. This is
demonstrated in the following statements taken from the Monkey Management Proposal:

“The invasive vervet monkey (Chlorocebus pygerythrus) population will continue to grow if no
measures are taken”



“If the vervet monkey population continues to increase uncontrolled, the native and transient
bird populations are likely to decrease.”

“With the current population posed to spike dramatically in the next few years, St. Maarten’s
food security is also under threat.”

The Nature Foundation report then goes on to erroneously state that the green monkey population
could double within one year; something that would be impossible given what we know about green
monkey gestation periods and inter-birth intervals and shows a disturbing lack of understanding of
primate behavior and reproduction. Research suggest that females of breeding age have the potential to
give birth to one baby every 1-2 years. Assuming there is a relatively even male/female split in the
monkey population on the island, even if every single female were of breeding age, every female fell
pregnant in the same 1-2-year period, every birth was successful, and every baby survived, this would
represent a maximum population growth of between 25% - 50% over the course of a year. This too
would be highly unlikely when factoring in other variables such as social hierarchies influencing mating
patterns, the number of non-breeding age females, failed pregnancies, infant mortality, existing infant
care, and deaths in the colony.

Given that the report states that the first wild monkeys were seen on Sint Maarten in the 1970s, it is
also clear that the simple reality of the situation does not support the claim that the population could
double from one year to the next as that would have placed numbers in the billions by the turn of the
century if the founder population was based on just one pair of breeding monkeys. We know this is not
the case.

We do not suggest inaction, but rather oppose the drastic proposals for killing as a means to manage the
population. We believe that a properly managed sterilization program will effectively and permanently
address long-term concerns of growing populations of the species, while recognizing the value of the
lives of the individual members of the current population, whose existence on the island is no fault of
their own.

Cost of Sterilization

The Nature Foundation report suggests that the cost of sterilization would be five times that of culling,
although we could not find details to explain this claim in either the report or the proposal. If the
government was willing to work with us and our extensive network of primate experts, we already have
veterinarians standing by and offering to volunteer their time to sterilize the monkeys, saving the
government money and, most importantly, saving the monkeys’ lives. We would welcome the
opportunity to see the Nature Foundation’s cost analysis for sterilization and be given the opportunity
to provide alternatives based on our expert experience, and the availability of volunteer veterinary and
project support staff. We also believe that it may be possible to deliver the sterilization programin a
shorter timeframe than the proposed three-year cull proposal, if census data is accurate.

Flawed Public Survey

The Nature Foundation’s report states that the pros and cons of each option (inaction, eradication, and
sterilization) were presented to the survey respondents. We have already established that the
foundational claim in the report that population could spike by 100% in one year is fundamentally
flawed. We also believe that the claim that sterilization will cost five times more than eradication is



unsubstantiated, yet it was included as fact in the survey. Finally, the survey included “cons” such as
“risk of failure” in the sterilization option, but not in the eradication option, while the risk of failure is
arguably equal in both cases as both rely on trapping the monkeys to either kill or sterilize. As such, we
believe that the respondents to the survey were provided with incorrect information upon which to
base their decision.

In addition to concerns over the information provided by the survey, we noted that the Nature
Foundation stated that 72% of respondents were involved in agriculture. Arguably, those involved in
agriculture will have a biased view of the monkeys and be more likely to favor their eradication.
According to figures published by the CIA, agricultural product makes up just 1% of the country’s GDP
while over 85% of the population is employed within the tourism industry. If 72% of respondents self-
identified as being involved in agriculture, this suggests that the respondent pool for the survey was not
representative of the overall population of Sint Maarten and was unlikely to therefore provide a true
picture of public opinion. Given that there was only a very small majority of respondents in favor of
eradication (55% in favor of killing vs 45% in favor of no action or sterilization), the information upon
which the survey was based was arguably incorrect, and the respondent pool largely comprised those
involved in agriculture, we do not believe that the results of the survey should be considered conclusive.

Eradication is Not Humane

In addition to our overall opposition to the culling of the green monkey population, it would be remiss
not to highlight our concerns over claims that the current proposal would deliver humane outcomes. As
recognized in the Nature Foundation’s plan, the killing of individual troop members —irrespective of
whether that killing is carried out in a theoretically humane manner - will have widespread impacts upon
the established hierarchy of the populations. This includes impacting young monkeys still reliant on
parents. While the proposal suggests that camera traps will be used to understand troop hierarchies and
to target lower ranking members of the troop, we do not believe that any meaningful understanding of
troop hierarchy is possible in the timeframe that is being proposed. Watching camera traps for “several
days” will not provide a meaningful understanding of troop dynamics and there is no way to guarantee
that welfare impacts are not experienced by remaining troop members when individuals are removed
indiscriminately.

Collaboration with French Saint Martin

Both the proposal and the report produced by the Nature Foundation references the need to liaise with
French Saint Martin in this project yet there is no indication that this liaison has been established. News
reports suggested that meetings were planned but had not yet been carried out. We cannot stress
enough the need for a whole-island approach to this issue and, if given the opportunity, we would
welcome the chance to work with both sides of the island on an effective sterilization program.

Public Opinion

Finally, it was noted in the Nature Foundation report that close to half the respondents were opposed to
the eradication of the monkeys, despite the information provided as part of the survey being skewed
towards eradication as the preferred option and most respondents being involved in agriculture. This, in
addition to wider public opinion, will likely impact public perception of Sint Maarten’s governance and
the island as a tourist destination. We are aware that there has already been backlash against the



proposed cull as it has been covered in the international press. This opposition will only increase if the
eradication program were to go ahead. If Sint Maarten chooses instead to opt for sterilization of the
monkeys, it can lead the way as a pioneer in compassionate wildlife control. This will not go unnoticed
by the international community.

For the reasons outlined above, we believe the information upon which the Sint Maarten government
has based its reported decision to cull the green monkeys is fundamentally flawed. Among our ranks, we
have the staff and skills to assess the current situation and support the government in delivering a
successful sterilization program, while working with you to mitigate short- and medium-term issues
caused by the monkeys. Not only this, but we are willing to provide training opportunities for authorities
on neighboring territories dealing with similar non-native monkey populations. In this way, Sint Maarten
could lead the way on humane primate population management in the Caribbean region.

We would be grateful if you would consider postponing plans to cull the animals and working with us to
explore truly humane alternatives. We firmly believe that all non-lethal solutions should be thoroughly

investigated, assessed, and exhausted before any final decision is made which authorizes lethal control.
We would be grateful for the opportunity for a small number of us to meet with you virtually to discuss
how we may be able to support you. You can contact us using the details below.

We hope to hear from you soon.

Yours sincerely.

Dr. Liz Tyson-Griffin, Programs Director, Born Free USA

Nedim C Buyukmihci, V.M.D., Co-founder, veterinary adviser, Action for Primates
Sharyn Taylor, Founder, Advocating Wild

Sairusha Govindsamy, Founder, African Climate Alliance NGO

Joh Vinding, Director, Anima Denmark

Jan Creamer, President, Animal Defenders International

Luka Oman, Director, Animal Friends Croatia

Nanci Alexander, Founder, President, Animal Rights Foundation of Florida (ARFF)
Wynter Worsthorne, Founder, Animal Talk Africa

Fiolita Berandhini, Founder, Animals Don't Speak Human

Luciana Oklander, President, Asociacion Neotropical Primate Conservation Argentina
Nestor Allgas Marchena, President, Asociacion Neotropical Primate Conservation Peru
Smaragda Louw, Prathna Singh, Co-Directors, Ban Animal Trading

Toni Brockhoven, Chairperson, Beauty Without Cruelty (South Africa)

Dr Mark Jones, Head of Policy, Born Free Foundation

Stephen Munro, Director, Centre for Animal Rehabilitation and Education

Cora Bailey, Founder, CLAW
Stephan Kaufhold, Comparative Psychologist, Cognitive Science PhD Candidate, Comparative
Cognition Lab



Suparna Baksi Ganguly, Treasurer & Co-founder Trustee, Compassion Unlimited Plus Action (CUPA,
Bangalore)

Deborah (Missy) Williams, Director, Dania Beach Vervet Project

lan Redmond OBE, Head of Conservation, Ecoflix

Michele Pickover, Director, EMS Foundation

Fiona Miles, Director, Four Paws (SA)

Dr. Andrew Kelly, Director, Freedom for Animals

Stefania Falcon, Co -Founders, Future 4 Wildlife

Jabu Myeni, Community Educator, Gifted for Good NGO

Valerie Taylor, Executive Director, Global Federation of Animal Sanctuaries

Linda Tucker, CEO Founder, Global White Lion Protection Trust

Christine A. Dorchak, Esq., President, GREY2K USA Worldwide

Lisa Levinson, Campaigns Director, In Defense of Animals

Les Mitchell, Director, Institute for Critical Animal Studies (Africa)

Dr Laurent Dingli, Founding president, International Conservation & Biodiversity Team
Pam Mendosa, Chair, International Primate Protection League

Tamar Fredman (PhD), Director, Israeli Primate Sanctuary Foundation

Erika Helms, Global Manager, Jane Goodall Institute Global

Yuichi Hasegawa, Executive Director, Japan Anti-Vivisection Association (JAVA)

Dr Bool Smuts, Director, Landmark Foundation

Steve Smit, Co-Founder, Monkey Helpline

Brooke Aldrich, Director and Trustee, Neotropical Primate Conservation

Tafy Williams, President, NYAWhales

Tim Ajax, Executive Director, Oklahoma Primate Sanctuary

Muriel Arnal, Founding president, One Voice

The Revd Professor Andrew Linzey, PhD, DD, HonDD, Director, Oxford Centre for Animal Ethics
Kelly O'Meara, Executive Director, Pan African Sanctuary Alliance

Lizaene Cornwall - Cathrine Nyquist, Founder Directors, Panthera Africa Big Cat Sanctuary
Vivien Law, Founder, Parliament for the People

Scott D. Kubisch, Director, Peaceable Primate Sanctuary
Dr. Lisa Jones-Engel, Senior Science Advisor, Primate Experimentation, People for the Ethical
Treatment of Animals

Krystal Mathis, Executive Director, Primarily Primates

Amy Kerwin, Founder, Primates Incorporated

Jacquelyne Rivera, President, Retirement Sanctuary for Laboratory Animals, Inc.
Janine Cavin, Treasurer & Co-founder, Rhino & Elephant Defenders

Megan Carr, Founder, Rhinos in Africa

Gregg Tully, Executive Director - Romania, Save the Dogs and Other Animals

Dr Nandita Shah, Founder, SHARAN

Steve Hindi, President/Founder, Showing Animals Respect and Kindness

Leanne Fogarty, Founder, Director, Society for Travellers Respecting Animal Welfare
Stephen Fritz, Khoi Traditional Leader, South Peninsula Khoisan Council

Lex Abnett, Director, Southern African Fight for Rhinos



Connie Chiang, Co-Founder, Executive Director, Taiwan Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals

Dr. Deborah Misotti, President, The Talkin' Monkeys Project

Gemunu de Silva, Executive Director, Tracks Investigations

Dave Du Toit, Founder, Vervet Monkey Foundation

Simon Marsh, Director, Wild Welfare

Guy Jennings, Director, WildAid Southern Africa

Amy Van Nice, Director of Development, Wildlife Alliance

Craig Brestrup, PHD, Development Assoc., Wildlife Rescue & Rehabilitation

Lynn Cuny, Founder,President, Wildlife Rescue & Rehabilitation
Suparna Baksi Ganguly, Co-founder Trustee, Wildlife Rescue & Rehabilitation Centre (WRRC
Bangalore)

Lindsay Oliver, Executive Director, World Animal Protection
Sera Farista, Founder, Youth Climate Justice Collective

Dr. Paula Pebsworth, Primatologist

Dr. Fany Brotcorne, Primatologist

Dr. Stephanie Poindexter, Primatologist

Dr. Federico Rossano, Associate Professor, UC San Diego



