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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? 
• 75% of New York voters support legislation to prohibit the sale of fur in NYC
• Over 30 NY-based veterinarian professionals support a sales ban on fur.
• 50+ leading not-for-profit charities support a prohibition on the sale of fur in NYC.
• 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.
• 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. 
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FACTSHEET: THE FUR INDUSTRY CONTINUES TO 
EXAGGERATE THE JOB LOSS CLAIMS 

Inconsistent claims. In April 2019, the fur industry and their representatives claimed that 1,100 jobs 
would be lost by passing a fur sales ban. A week later, the number jumped to 1,500, then 7,000. By the 
beginning of May, the fur industry began to claim that 7,500 jobs would be lost. During the City Council 
hearing, Council Member Helen Rosenthal asked a fur industry representative to provide data and 
sources to justify their job loss claims, the fur industry has been unable to provide that to the City 
Council. The fur industries inconsistent claims should give everyone pause about the validity of their 
claims.  

An untrustworthy source. On May 31, 2019, the Daily News broke a news story uncovering that the fur 
industry had lied to the City Council. The headline reads: “Fur industry tries to fabricate ‘overwhelming 
opposition’ to Council’s proposed ban on pelt sales.” Additionally, during the City Council hearing, a fur 
industry representative directly lied to Speaker Johnson, claiming non-fur bearing animals were never 
caught in steel traps. The fur industry has a track record of misleading and lying to the public and the 
City Council. Their job loss claims are another example of their falsehoods.  

Manufacturing vs sales jobs. Jobs related to the fur industry fall into two categories: manufacturing or 
sales. This bill would ban the sale of fur in NYC, not manufacturing. Jobs related to manufacturing 
would not be lost because the majority of fur apparel manufactured in NYC is sold outside NYC. 

Business loss claims are false. Fur shops, like any business, have multiple revenue streams from 
multiple products and services. The majority of fur shops in NYC sell new fur but also clean and store 
existing furs. Their revenue is generated from storing and cleaning old fur, coupled with innovating to 
faux fur products, resulting in no business loss. Imagine an electronic store that sold VCRs and refused 
to sell DVD or Blu-ray player as technology advanced. They would rightfully go out of business for 
failing to adjust to consumer demands. This is a basic principle of our free-market system. NYC fur 
shops have the opportunity to remain in the fur business by moving to a sustainable, superior, and 
aesthetically identical material: faux fur.  

Skills are universal and transferable. Fur (like cotton, fleece, satin, or tweed) is simply a material input. 
Superior inputs to fur 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.   

Animal cruelty has no place in NYC. The fur industry has focused on job loss for a reason. They can not 
defend the practices used to kill and skin animals within their industry. Job loss should never justify the 
continue allowance of unethical products being sold in New York City. 75% of New York voters support 
a ban on the sale of fur. This bill simply aligns NYC with the growing movement to innovate the fashion 
industry by only using ethically sourced materials. This bill will spark innovation in the fashion industry 
and create new jobs and technology which New Yorkers can be proud.  
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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 Bloomberg 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 pollution 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 be 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. 
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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 toxins 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, chlorine, 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 I-Team discovered. 

4



 For more information, please visit furfreeNYC.com

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 
animals is the right thing to do and 75% of NYC voters agree.” 
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“The results show that New York City needs to take action to catch up to what is clearly society’s 
sentiment, that cruelty is not fashionable. Showing compassion for animals, and all sentient beings, is 
one of the purest expressions of our humanity,’’ said Friends of Animals President Priscilla Feral.  “We 
had no doubt that New York City residents agree that the morality of the issue is clear and cannot be 
set aside. NYC can be the ultimate fashion forward role model by passing this legislation.” 

“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."  
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Using the race card against animals: African-
American opponents of the proposed fur ban are 
being cynical 
By JABARI BRISPORT| OPINION 
NEW YORK DAILY NEWS 
JUN 01, 2019 | 5:00 AM   

As far as I can tell, there are no furriers left in Harlem. Way before Prada became the latest 
fashion giant to ban fur, the black community joined others in seeing fur as a cruel accessory 
rather than a status symbol. 

Long ago, Michelle Obama and Oprah announced that they only wear faux. Taraji P. Henson 
and Wendy Williams posed for PETA’s “Rather Go Naked Than Wear Fur” campaign. Last 
month, a Mason-Dixon poll commissioned by Voters for Animals Rights found that 77% of black 
New York City voters support the City Council bill to ban the sale of new fur. 

That’s why I was puzzled to read that among all of today’s racial crises, a Harlem preacher 
devoted time and resources to fill buses for multiple rallies at City Hall to fight for the right to 
buy new fur coats. 

“Fur has given black people standing, fortitude and strength in the face of bigotry,” Rev. 
Johnnie Green announced to the press. 

Green’s posts promoting the “protests,” at least those I have seen, made no mention of fur 
whatsoever. “Free field trip to City Hall, free lunch, and a chance to win a $250 AMEX gift card,” 
one tweet proclaimed. Once there, his black flock was photographed having posters thrust into 
their hands by white organizers. 

As one of many African American animal activists who testified at the hearing in favor of the 
ban, I found it insulting that the fur trade would use my community as a smokescreen. 

The fur industry is notoriously cruel, as you can see in online videos from fur farms — if you can 
stomach watching it. Driven insane from being locked in tiny cages, animals pace or spin 
constantly. Some gnaw on their own limbs or tails. Killing is often done by anal electrocution, 
but it doesn’t always work. Some animals are still alive — and in agony — while the skin is torn 
from their bodies. 
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Trapping is no better. Animals are often left to suffer for days, and ensnared mothers who are 
desperate to return to their young have even been known to chew off their trapped leg to 
escape. 

It was distressing to hear Green champion fur as a sign of “status” and “achievement” for black 
Americans. As a public school teacher, I’m all too aware of how obsessed children are with the 
latest phone or the fanciest sneakers. I see how it hurts kids to grow up believing that their 
value is determined by what they own. Religious leaders should be reminding our youth that 
the important things in life are neither material possessions nor opportunities to flaunt wealth. 

Alongside the claim that a fur ban would be racist, the largely white fur trade complains about a 
loss of jobs. Any black person versed in American history knows that even if these claims were 
true, potential job loss is not an adequate reason to keep an immoral industry afloat. 

Times change, fashion evolves and industries adapt. It’s already happening, as demand for real 
fur has plummeted and textile manufacturers are now creating faux furs out of environmentally 
responsible materials such as recycled bottles. My winter coat is lined with that plush type of 
faux fur. 

A ban would ensure that our laws are in line with our ethics as a city and would encourage 
more innovation, creating jobs and feeding our economy. 

Many black vegans and black animal rights activists are rightfully shocked that furriers have 
brought race into this discussion. I’ve marched with Black Lives Matter in Charlottesville and 
gotten hit with tear gas by white supremacists. I’ve been arrested while protesting a luxury 
housing development in Crown Heights. 

I know what a threat to the black community looks like. This fur ban ain’t it. 

Brisport, a math teacher and community activist in Brooklyn, is on the board of Voters for 
Animal Rights. 
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Jewish Veg Statement in Support of Banning Fur Sales in NYC 
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. 
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Leading not-for-profit animal protection organizations 
support a prohibition on the sale of fur in New York City 
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Veterinary Professional Support for New York City’s Intro 
1476 to Prohibit the Sale of Fur 

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. Rhonda Windham 
Dr. Michelle Werner 
Dr. Yvonne Szacki 
Dr. Sara Witherell 
Dr. Morika Ogawa 
Dr. Jill Elliot, DVM 
Kathy Nizzari, PetTech 
Daniel Tufaro, DVM 
Valentina Anurova, DVM, PC 
Patrice A. Whittington, DVM, MPH 

Dr. Cindy Bressler 
Richard Fried, VMD 
Nuala McDermott, DVM 
Marc Siebert, VMD 
Carolyn Quagliata, DVM 
Allyson Berent, DVM, DACVIM 
Jennifer Chu, DVM 
Dr. Robin Brennen 
Dr. Meredith Wilson 
Dr. Geraldine Kilkelly 
Alexandra Jaramillo, LVT 

Jeanine Lunz, LVT 
Katja Lang, DVM 
Kian Madden, DVM 
Dr. Pratikshya Patil 
Dr. Andy Kaplan 
Dr. Justin Lamb 
Dr. Marcela Salas 
Dr. Laurel Frydenborg 
Vladlen Anurov, DVM, PC 
Catriona Love, DVM 
Terry Li, MBA, 
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What Fashion Insiders Say 
“Fur? I’m out of that. I 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? I 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 population 
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, CEO 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
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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. In 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 
NYC Hip Hop is Green 
Black Vegans Rock 
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 

Humane Society Veterinary Medical Association 
Animal Legal Defense Fund 
Friends of Animals 
Four Paws International 
World Animal Protection 
Born Free USA 
NYCLASS 
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 
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Animal Defenders of Westchester 
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 Nonhuman Rights Project 
Encompass 
Keep Me Warm Doghouses, Inc 

Citizens Committee For Animal Rights 
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 
Their Turn   
NYC Vegan Vegetarian Meetup   
Mayor’s Alliance For NYC’s Animals 
The Save Movement 
Collectively Free 
V For Veganism 
Catskill Animal Sanctuary 
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Fur Industry Lies Refuted 
1. FUR IS SUSTAINABLE

FALSE ADVERTISING 
The fur industry is guilty of false 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.  

• 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.

• 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.

• In 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 nature 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. 
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HUMANE FUR IS AN OXYMORON 
False “humane” claims. 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 lbs. In the wild these animals weigh from 6.6 to 11 kg. 

Illegal 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.  
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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 feel 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. 
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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 pollution may be far lower than we think: 

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

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

• 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. 

• Scientists from the Hong Kong Research Institute of Textiles and Apparel (HKRITA) found a way
to repeatedly recycle polyester. (read more here)

• Companies like Primaloft can now design synthetics that are recycled, infinitely recyclable and
can even biodegrade in aquatic and soil environments in about 1 year.

• The fields of Biodepolymerization & 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:  
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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.
• Ecopel faux-fur is made from recycled materials, and soon, bioplastics.
• 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 Italy.
• DevoHome - makes hemp Fur.
• Cillia  is an MIT project mastering 3D-Printed fur.
• Algiknit is crafting fiber made algae.
• 10xBeta  has created polyurethane fiber made from recycled C02.
• Bloom makes performance polymers from algae biomass.

5. VIRTUOUS MILLENNIALS WANT FUR.
OUT 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 
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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.   
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Fur industry tries to fabricate ‘overwhelming 
opposition’ to Council’s proposed ban on pelt sales 
By ANNA SANDERS 
NEW YORK DAILY NEWS 
MAY 31, 2019 | 4:23 AM  

They’re not fur real. 

Fur industry professionals were encouraged to lie about living in New York City to trick Council 
members into thinking there’s “overwhelming opposition” to a proposed ban on fur sales, the 
Daily News learned. 

Two people with FurNYC, which reps 130 fur retailers and manufacturers in the city, told attendees at a 
May 22 meeting for the group that they should lie about their residency and “annoy” Council members 
as part of efforts to kill legislation that would outlaw pelt sales. 

Those present were also told to have their friends and family call Council members – whether or not 
they lived in the five boroughs. 

“If you don’t live in New York City, or your friends and family do, you don’t have to say they do, you can 
call…and just give, like, another address,” a male rep for FurNYC told attendees at the meeting, 
according to a recording provided to the Daily News. “We just need more touches to them saying 
that…‘We’re against the fur ban, this will cost me my job, my family’s livelihood.’ And that’s the 
impression you want to give.” 

A woman with FurNYC then said the attendees should contact certain Council members’ offices around 
the same time “so the feeling is that of overwhelming opposition to this and not a trickle.” 

“That’s what really annoys them,” the male rep continued in the recording. “You keep calling and calling 
and calling… This is a hallmark of organizing… Jamming up their phones lines.” As the bill progresses 
through the legislative process, he added, any Council members “on the cusp” of supporting the 
measure should be targeted with phone calls “to jam him up.” 

The recording was secretly taken by a member of the advocacy group Voters for Animal Rights, which 
supports the fur ban, and given to the Daily News. Matthew Dominguez, a political advisor for the 
group, said the person who took the recording didn’t want to be named “due to concerns over safety.” 

“They’re resorting to Trump-like tactics where they’re spreading misinformation…spreading inaccurate 
information,” Dominguez said.  
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A handful of Council members told the group that they received dozens of phone calls within a day or 
two, according to Dominguez. “That raised a red flag for us,” he said. “They encouraging people outside 
of New York City and New York State to lie and fraudulently claim a false address.” 

Councilman Justin Brannan, who supports the ban, said most of the emails he’s received about the 
legislation were from people who live outside the state and some outside the country. 

“As with any issue, it’s critical we have a real, intelligent, candid and meaningful conversation with all 
stakeholders,” Brannan (D-Brooklyn) told the News. “It’s impossible to do that if people are pretending 
to be someone they're not. Deceit hurts your cause, it never helps.” 

FurNYC did not respond to an email seeking comment on Thursday. 

Legislation proposed by Council Speaker Corey Johnson would outlaw the sale of fur apparel except 
pelts made from used clothing and those worn as part of religious custom. Violators would get hit with 
fines from $500 to $1,500 and the fur – as well as any revenue from its sale – would be confiscated. 

Opponents argue the measure would cause job loss for shop owners and garment manufacturers and 
harm a historic city industry. Black and Jewish faith leaders have argued the ban amounts to 
discrimination given fur’s use and significance in their communities. 

The fur industry estimates the ban could put 1,100 people out of work in the five boroughs and cost the 
city $3.3 billion in tax revenue over the next decade. 

Johnson said this week he underestimated opposition to the ban and that he’s “open” to making 
changes to lessen the measure’s impact on the industry. 

“Maybe I should have thought more about this before I introduced it because I didn’t realize the amount 
of push back there would be,” Johnson said on Wednesday. “I really just did it because I felt like it was 
the right thing to do in my heart.” 
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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” – 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 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 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 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? I am out of that. I don't want to kill animals to make fashion. It doesn't 
feel right.” 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, 
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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. I 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. 

24



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. I used to think they 
were a symbol of glamour and affluence. 

I 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 I 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 I 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 Legislature, 
following similar bans in Los Angeles and San Francisco, I 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 telltale 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 Johnson’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 bullied. 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 – New York City Voter Poll May 2019 

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 ± 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. 
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Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy – New York City Voter Poll May 2019 

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% 
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Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy – New York City Voter Poll May 2019 

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 
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  80%   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% 
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Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy – New York City Voter Poll May 2019 

QUESTION: The remaining 15% of the 100 million animals killed for fur each year are trapped 
in the wild with metal leg-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  UNDECIDED 

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% 
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Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy – New York City Voter Poll May 2019 

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% 

BOROUGH 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  OPPOSE  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% 
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Mason-Dixon Polling & Strategy – New York City Voter Poll May 2019 

DEMOGRAPHICS 

PARTY REGISTRATION: 

Democrat     424 (68%) 
Republican      70 (11%) 
Independent or Other 131 (21%) 

AGE: 
18-34 128 (20%) 
35-49 176 (28%) 
50-64 155 (25%) 
65+ 149 (24%) 
Refused   17    (3%) 

RACE/ETHNICITY: 
White/Caucasian 283 (45%) 
Black/African American 151 (24%) 
Hispanic/Latino 144 (23%) 
Other/Refused  47   (8%) 

SEX: 
Male 285 (46%) 
Female 340 (54%) 

BOROUGH: 
Bronx  100 (16%) 
Brooklyn 185 (30%) 
Manhattan 140 (22%) 
Queens 150 (24%) 
Staten Island   50   (8%) 
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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 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. 

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. 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.
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Fur Free NYC Contact Information: 
Allie Taylor  

allie@vfar.org 
908-370-2689

Matthew Dominguez 
matt@vfar.org 
202-853-7331
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