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Letting the Fur Fly
When does animal rights activism become farm-fresh terrorism? 

By Jeremy Lybarger

On July 28, the FBI arrested 
Joseph Buddenberg and Nicole Kissane, 
two Oakland-based animal rights activists 
accused of releasing thousands of mink 
from fur farms during multiple 
cross-country sprees in 2013. The couple 
were also charged with vandalizing prop-
erty owned by the meat and fur indus-
tries, including, allegedly, a meat 
distributor truck in San Francisco.

“To free animals from enslavement 
you have to break minor laws,” says Will 
Hazlitt, a press offi  cer who disseminates 
communiques from underground ani-
mal rights groups such as Animal Lib-
eration Front. “Calling this terrorism is 
ridiculous. Is cutting a fence terrorism?”

Yes — at least in the eyes of the U.S. 
government. Buddenberg and Kissane 
were indicted under the Animal Enter-
prise Terrorism Act, a law introduced 
by Republican Sen. James Inhofe and 
Democratic  Sen. Diane Feinstein in 
2006. � e AETA prohibits people from 
engaging in activities “for the purpose 
of damaging or interfering with the 
operations of an animal enterprise.”

According to the Center for Consti-
tutional Rights, the AETA also chills First 
Amendment rights such as picketing, 
boycotts, and undercover investigations 
if those actions “interfere with an animal 
enterprise by causing a loss of profi ts.” In 
the case of Buddenberg and Kissane, the 
FBI estimates the couple caused econom-
ic damages exceeding $100,000.

Hazlitt calls the AETA “unprecedent-
ed in scope” and compares it to ag-gag 
laws that penalize whistleblowers in 
the agriculture industry. “� ese people 

are political prisoners,” Hazlitt says of 
Buddenberg and Kissane. “And they’ve 
already been convicted by the media.”

Michael Whelan, Executive Director 
of Fur Commission USA, argues that 
Buddenberg and Kissane are extremists, 
not activists. 

“� ey committed crimes in the 
name of their political agenda,” Whelan 
says. “� ese attacks devastated farmers 
and their families. Farmers were ter-
rifi ed. � ey were on high alert. � at’s 
terrorism.”

Hazlitt is quick to point out that the 
organizations he’s affi  liated with forbid 
harming humans. “And you can’t com-
mit violence against an inanimate ob-
ject,” he adds, thus demoting fence-cut-
ting and vandalism to something less 
momentous than terrorism.

“Our offi  ce considers a diversity of 
tactics: Veganism, boycotts, protests,” 

Hazlitt says, “but this is about direct 
action as opposed to lobbying 

or writing your congress-
man. � e ends justify the 
means when it comes to 

achieving our ultimate goal, 
which is to free animals from 

enslavement.”
Whelan counters that mink 

on fur farms aren’t enslaved. 
� ey’re raised from birth by farmers 

who’ve been in the business for genera-
tions, he says, and the animals are “well-
fed, comfortable, and protected from 
the elements.” He calls Buddenberg and 
Kissane “young and idealistic,” but says 
their passion got the better of them. 

“Look, I don’t like brussel sprouts,” 
Whelan says, “but I don’t have the 
right to go onto a brussel sprouts 

farm and dig them up.”

SUCKA FREE CITYNEWS Left Coast 
City
By Benjamin Wachs

A new report out of UCLA 
and MIT declares San Francisco 
the most liberal city in America.  
What makes us so liberal?

■ Our Gay Agenda has more 
footnotes.

■ Even our liberal activists get 
protested by other liberal activists.

■ Our policies are 23% more 
righteous and 15% less effective 
than any other city’s.

■ San Francisco’s “Sanctuary City” 
policy actually applies to anyone 
with a bicycle.

■ Our smugness is locally sourced.

■ The most conservative member 
of our Board of Supervisors is a gay 
man who tells off FOX News.

■ Our unions get busted by people 
who believe passionately in 
unions.

■ Technology destroys our social 
fabric before everyone else’s.

Selfie-
Incrimination
The SFPD is turning your 
Instagram feed into a real-time 
surveillance network.

By Julia Carrie Wong

Some cops have their eyes on 
the street. Others have their eyes on 
your selfies.

According to In re K.B., an appeals 
court ruling issued late last month, 
the San Francisco Police Department 
has at least one designated “Insta-
gram Offi  cer” who scans the popular 
photo-sharing service throughout 

the day, “monitor[ing] and track[ing] 
individuals.”

Eduard Ochoa has been the “Insta-
gram Offi  cer” for three or four years 
in the Bayview Station, according 
to the court fi lings, and his work 
has yielded results. In the K.B. case, 
Ochoa spotted a juvenile and adult 
posing with a fi rearm — a violation 
since both were on probation. � e 
juvenile’s lawyer objected to the use 
of Instagram pics as evidence, but the 
court did not.

More recently, the SF Police Offi  -
cer’s Association’s newsletter praised 
Ochoa and some fellow Bayview 
Station offi  cers for performing an “ex-
tremely intensive investigation using 
the most modern techniques pro-
vided by our new electronic age” to 

locate the suspect in a shooting near 
the Potrero Hill Housing Projects. An-
other case of Instapolicing was writ-
ten up by the Chronicle’s Matier and 
Ross in 2013, when SFPD reportedly 
matched a weapon to a suspect and 
tracked him down based on selfi es.

Despite the apparent effi  cacy of 
its cyber-sleuthing, SFPD is loathe to 
discuss it. Ochoa declined to speak 
with SF Weekly. In response to writ-
ten questions about offi  cial “Insta-
gram Offi  cers,” SFPD spokesperson 
Carlos Manfredi wrote: “� ere is no 
offi  cial ‘Instagram’ offi  cer within the 
dept. Offi  cers may use social media 
for investigations. However, this offi  -
cer may be the Bayview Station offi  cer 
with the expertise in social media and 
designated when it comes to social 

media and investigations at Bayview 
Station.” � e offi  cer who picked up 
the phone at the Bayview Station said 
that it’s “always amusing” when peo-
ple self-incriminate, but asked that SF 
Weekly not disclose the department’s 
secret investigative techniques.

Perhaps that reticence is due to 
the fact that there’s something un-
savory — if not illegal — about the 
targeted surveillance of certain popu-
lations online.

“Police offi  cers will present them-
selves as an attractive female, and the 
unsuspecting young person will ac-
cept their ‘friendship,’” says Tal Kom-
et, a deputy public defender in San 
Francisco who has represented clients 
in cases where Instagram or Facebook 
evidence was used. “It raises all kinds 

of privacy concerns when police are 
pretending to be friends with young 
people to access their information.”

� ere’s also the question of which 
of Instagram’s 300 million accounts 
the SFPD chooses to monitor. “My ex-
perience is that this is a tactic that is 
exclusively used for surveilling young 
people of color,” says Komet. “� at 
raises serious questions about racial 
profi ling online.”

SFPD declined to comment on 
whether its offi  cers create “under-
cover” accounts or on how it chooses 
which accounts to monitor, citing 
state law that exempts investigative 
procedures from disclosure.

So be careful who you “friend” and 
think twice before you post. Offi  cer 
Ochoa might have his #eyes on you.
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